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The mesting was called to order at 3.20 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 51 10 69, 13 9, 14 1 AND 145 (continued)
CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. PUNUNGWE (Zimbabwe) : The Zimbabwe delegation is pleased to
introduce, On behaf of the States members of the Movement of Nom-Aligned
Countries, the draft resolutions contained in documents A/c.1/43/L,7 and L.8, oOn
bilateral nuclear-arms neqotiations and the relationship between disarmament and
development respectively. | should like to discuss fir at draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.7, and then to qo on to draft resolution L.8.

In the post-1945 era the question of the prevention of nuclear war and nuclear
disarmament has emerged as the most impor tent issue fac inq mank ind. It has become
patently obvious that the Clausewitzian dictum that war is a continuation of
political dialogue bv other means no longer holds in the nuclear age. To seek the
ends of policy by engaging in a conflict that denies or defeats all possible
rational goals is a contradiction in terms. That is why the non-aligned coun tr ies
have stated that nuclear weapons are not weapons of war but a means of mass
destruction, a means of genocids. ’

It was also with that in mind that the international community was able to
aqree in 1978, in the Final Document of the first special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament, that

"Removing the threat of a world war - a nuclear war - is the most acute

and urgent task of the present day. Mankind is threatened with a choice: we

must halt the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face annihilation”.

(resolution S-10/2, pars, 18)

It is evidence of our conttnutng ratienality that faced with thin choice we
have chosen the former, not the latter . As we approach this vital subject ,» which

has as itS agenda the very survival of every child, woman and man on Earth, it is
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slear that all States - and indeed non-qover nmen tal organisa tions and othrr pr iva te
otrganizations - have a right tOo be heard, and to hoar and influence all thr views
and decisions that may affect them, NO matter thr forum in whioh those views are
expressed Ol those decisions taken. That is not a subversive viewpoint. There is
a un iver ral consensus on it. In the Final Documeant of the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted to dirarmamrnt, the inter national oommunity agreed bv
consensus that

“All the peoples of the world nave a vital interest in the success of

disacmament negotiations, Consequently, all| States have the duty to

aontr ibute to efforts in the £ ield of disarmament. All States have the right

to participate in disarmament negotiations. They have the right to

par ticipate On an equal footing in those multilateral disarmament negotiations

whioh have a direot bear in9 on their national security®. (paca, 28)

Clearly, whether or not nuolear war is prevented and whether or not there is
nuolear dirarmamrnt has a direc t bear inq On the secur ity of every countty . .. .o
not regret the ciroumsce iption Of some forums that Aiscuss the imsue. | f guch
limitation of membership makes for (reater progress in negotiations it is well and
good. As the Final Document i tself recoqn izes, not all States are equally quil ty
in the nuclear~arms race. As stated in the Final Document,

“While disarmament is the responsibility of all States, the nuclear-weapon

States have the primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament and, togehtar

vith other militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the arms

race”. (paca. 28)

But let us not confuse that responsibility with the stakes at issue Or with
interest In the subject. A shared log cabin iS not necessar ily the propertv only
ot the man who possesses the matches. That he can destroy the house doas Not make

the houae his alone, and its fate ot no consequence to his cohabitants,
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It is in the light of the foregoing that the non—aligned countries have
approached the subject of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.7. The spirit guiding the
draft resolution clearly emanates from the consensual positions of the Final
Document of 1978 and should thus command consensus here. In the preambular part,
we set out the philosophical basis for the operative paragraphs that follow. The
issues raised in the preamble closely follow the Final Document.

We recall the Harare Appeal. What is that Appeal? It is actually the text of
a letter sent in 1986 to President Reagan of the United States and
General-Secretary Gorbachev of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics by the
leaders of the non-aligned coun tr ies. It was not an order. It was not a demand.
It was an appeal, a request, to which we have now received replies. The Harate
Appeal is a physical fact of which we are all aware, not a figment of the
imagination. What can be wrong in recalling that Appeal? Is there something
objectionable in it? We do not believe so.

The Appeal mentions the profound concern and anxiety of the non-aligned
leaders about the continuing arms race. So does the Final Document of 1978. It
states that the struggle for peace and for the prevention of nuclear war is the
principal task of our times. The 1978 Final Document calls the struggle for peace
the most urgent task of the present day. The Harare Appeal states that the arms
race, if allowed to continue, would heighten the risk of nuclear holocaust and the
real Possibility of the destruction of eivilization. The 1978 Final bocument
states that we must halt the arms race and proceed to disarmament or face

ann ih ila tion.

What does the Appeal ask of the two super-Powers? It urges the two leaders to

use their
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"best efforts tO reduce the prevailing tension and to promote a climate Of
contidence in the world, ir order to faoilitate the settlement of major

international issues by peaceful means’. (A/4)/697, annex, p. 138

Whether in response to thr Appeal or not, it appearr that the tWO super-Powers are

already in oomplianoe with that request.

The Appeal urges
"the United Stateo of Amer ica and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republioe, as

well as all other nuolear-weapon States, to take immedia te steps tO prevent
the outbreak of nuolear war®. (p. 158)
It would appear that on this tee, whether or not because of the Appeal, the two
super~Powers are WOrking hard and may soon be rewarded with more success after the
obvious success of the Treaty on intermediate-range and shor ter-ranqe miss iles, the

INF Treaty.
The Appeal goes on to mention the pel ief of the non-aligned leader s that it is

within the grasp of President Reagan and General-Secretary Gorbachev, as the

leaders of the two most powerful nations on Earth, to arrest the trend towards

confrontation and oonfliot, and it urues them to ce-opera te in the
“dialogue which has been initta ted to put an enc o the arms race with a view
to reaching substantive agreements in the field of dlearmament, Including an

n the prevention of an arms race in outer space", (p, 158)

early agreement .
We note again that, whether beoause or in spite of the Harare Appeal, the two

coun tr ies are largely in compl iance With that ceques t as of th is moment.
The Appeal then goes on to express the hope - it does not demand or even urge;
it jus t expresses the hops - that at their next summit meeting both parties would

“agree on a mora tor ium as a £ iest step towards a comprehens ive

nuclear-test-ban treaty"®




EMS/3 A/C.1/43/PV,32
S(a=2)

(Mc. Punungwe, 2 imbabwe)
and states that
"Such a step would be greatly welcowed by the peoples of the wor 14 and woul«
make a ma jor contr ibution to halting the nuolear-armo race and enoourage

progress in other areas of disacrmament." (pp._158-159)
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Thase are all’ the substantive issues raised by the Harare Appeal. we cannot
fa thom Why any deleqa tion should t ind dit¢ teulty with them. Never thelass, the
pasic philoeophy underpinn ing them is the hallmar k of our approach to the subject
under consideration and we feel compelled to cite the Harare Appeal, as well as the
Havana Appea and the Nicosia Commun iquf in the second preambular paragraph. We
believe that the spir it of those documents not only charaaterface the non-aligned
movement but also aorreotly rveflects international eentiment as reflected in the
Final Dooument oOf the first special sassion Of the General Assembly devotad toO
diarrmament, of 1978.

The third preambular paraqraph is self-explanatory. Yas, we have had some
successes, such an the Treaty between the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Ranage and
Shorter-Range Missiles ~ the INF Treaty , but the arms race cont nues tO esca |ate
and the quantity of nuclear weapons and other wespona Of mass destruction ramains
Junconscionable. The escalation of the arms race clearly increases the risk of
nuclear war and threa tens the survival of humanitv.

In paragraph 11 the Final Document eta tes that

“Mankind today is confronted with an unprecedented threat of

self ~extinction aria inq from the massive and compe ti t ive accumulation of the

mos t destructive weapon8 ever produced. Existina arsenals of nuclear weaoons

alone are more than sufficient to destrov all life on earth.” (resolution

$=-10/2, para, 11)

From this it is clear where we (ot the fourth preambulacr paraaraph. Thia ties IN
with the other oObaervattoa made in the Final Document that the prevention of a
world var , 4 nuclear war, is the moot acute and urgent task Of the present Aay.

Far from using war tO0 attain the ends of policy, in the nuclear age the avoidance
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of a world war has itself become tie most vital goal of pol ey. The question
¢learly is no longer one of war and peace but of 1 ife and death.

The fifth and sixth preambular paragraphs are also self-explanatorv and in
fact closely follow the consensus of the international community as expressed in
the Final Document adopted at the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

It will easily be seen that the first to sixth preambular paragraphs come from
the resolution on the same subject that vas adopted by our Committee last ;ear.
The seventh preambular paraqraph is not really new either, since it is merely an
update of the first preambular paragraph of last year's resolution. Last year we
welcomed the agreement in principle between the United States and the USSR to sign
the INF Treaty and to make intensive efforts to achieve a treaty on 50 per cent
reductions in strategic offensive arms. Since the INF Treatv has now been signed
and ratified bv both parties, we have used this paraqraph to welcome the
commencement of implementation of that Trea tv.

The reallv new paragraph is the last one in the preamble. Yet although new in
this draft, the idea involved is not new either in the thinkinq of the non-aligncd
countries or in that of the international community, In paraqraph 121 of the Final
Document, for example, it is stated that

“Bilateral and regional disarmament neqotiations may also play zn
important role and could facilitate neqotiations of multilateral agraements in

the field of disarmament’. (resolution S-10/2, para. 121)

Also, in the Final Documents of Harare, adopted by the Heads of State and
Government Of the Non-Aligned Countries in 1986, the leaders of the non-aligned
stated that bilateral and multilateral neqotiations on disarmament should mutuallv

facilitate and complement, and not hinder or preclude, each other. We believe
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this is a sentiment that is universally shared in this foram and that it should be
included here, especially in the light of the limited results of the third special
sassion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, although it was held

aga fast the backdrop of truly admirable progress at the bilateral’ level.

The operative paragraphs are really either updates of last year’s cosolu tion
or reproductions thereof and should not cause controver sy.

I should like to note that our resolution was adopted by this Committee last
Year bv a vote of 145 to none, with 13 ahsentians. We bel ieve this is an important
issue and that it is important for us to saad an unequivocal message to the world
on this matter. We would thus hope that it will be possible for all delesations to
support this draft resolution. It would be a pity if we should be Put in a
position where we must choose between sending an equivocal message or sendinqg a
wrong message.

I would like to turn nw to draft resolution A/C,1/42/L.8, entitled
“Relationship between disarmament and development’. The deaf t is precticallv
merely a procedural resolutiun the sole purpose of which is to include the item on
the agenda cf the forty-fourth session. In the draft we recall the provisions of
the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament which tela te to the relationship between disarmament and development.

We further recall the adoption by the International Cenference on the Relationship
between Disarmament and Development of a Final. Document on the subject. We request
the Secretary-General to take action through the appropr ia te bodies, within

available rascurces, for the implementation of the action nroaramme adomted at tha

Inkapnatianal Canfaranaa and ke present A Pepsct bo the forty-fourth seasion, aad

we decide to include the item on the agenda of the forty-fourth session.
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The impor tance a ttached to this sub ject oan be eeen from the way prao tically
every delegation sta ted its regret at the squander ing of scarce resources on the
arms raoe in juxtaposition to the extreme need in whioh the majority of the world's
population finds itself. Thesa have been expressed both in thin Committee and in
the Assembly . |n paragraph 16 of the Final Dooument of 1979 the international
consensus was reoorded that
"In a world Of finite resources there is a close relationship between
expenditure On armaments and eoonomio and social development. Military
expenditures ate reaching ever higher levels, the highest percentage of whioh
can be a ttr ibu ted to the nuolear-weapon Sta tea and moat of the ir all ies, with
prospects of fur “her expaasion and the danger of further increases iN the
expe:dit- res of Other coun tr ies. The hundreds Of billions of dollars spent
annually on the manufaoture or improvement of weapons are in sombte and
drama tic contrast to the want and poverty in which two th irda of the wor 1d' a
population live. This colossal waste of resources is even more ser ious in th t
it diver ta to military purposes not only mater ial but also teohnioal and human
rasources Which are urgently needed for development in all countr ies,
par ticularly in the developing countries. Thus, the economic and aoc ial
consequences of the arms race are so detr imental that its continuation is
obviously incompa tible with the implements tion Of the new intecrna tional
economic order based on justice, equity and co-operation, Cone:Juently,
resources released as a result of the implementation of diearmament measures
should be used in a manner which will help to promote the well-being of all
penples and to improve the econemic conditions of the developing countries. "

(resolution 5-10/2, para, 16)
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The preceding pacagraph, quoteda from the 1978 consensual document, so
eloquently states its case that further elaboration is not necassary. On an issue
of euoh impor tanos it is our sincere hope that the Commi ttee will be able to adopt
this draft resolution without a vote.

Before | conclude | would 1ike also to draw the attention of the Committee to

operative paragraph 1 of dcaf t resolu tion A/C. 1/43/L. 8. That paragraph hae now
been amended by an addition. Nothing that is now there is deleted, but we add,
after the lart word “Conference*, the phrase "and to present a report to the

forty-fourth session®.
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We would recall that, at the for ty=second session of the General Assambly , the
Secretacy-General had already been asked tO undertake certain tasks in connection
with the implementation of the Programme Of Action Of the |nternational Conterence
on the Rela tionsh ip between Disarmamen t and Development. We bel {eve he has been
doing 8o, and it is only logical that we should request him to give us 3 progress
report. That is why we thought it neceasary to insert the addition tO operative
paragraph 1. | hope the Ssecretaciat will take this into consideration and let u8
have a draft amended to that eftect.

Mr, TANASIE (Romania) (interpretation from PFreneh)s I have the honour to
introduce draft resolution A/C. V43/L,57 of 31 Octeber 1988, entitled "Economic and
social consequences of the armaments cace and its extremely harmful effacts on
world peace and secucity® of which the tollowing delegations are co-spansorsa:
Banqgladesh, Czechoslovak ia, Ecuador, Indonesia, Mali, Mexico, Nigar ia, Romania,
Sweden, Tunisia, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Utuguav, Yugoslavia and 2aire.

In pursuance Of resolutiona 40/150 and 41/86 | of the General Assembly, the
Secretary-General assisted by a gqroup of qualified aonaultant exparts, presented tc
the forty-third session an updated version of the report on the economic and social
consequences Of the arme race and military expenditures, taking into account the
important developments Which had ccourred since the drafting of that report.

The report examines the arms race and military expenditures in (lohal terms
grom the point of view of their economie and social impact.

One of the ma in conclusions of the report is tha t

"During the 19808 the arms race has continued, iN particular in its

qualitative aspact, unabated, In fac t expanding in scale and accelara tins in

pace.” (A/43/368, para, 171)

On account of its dapth Of analysis, this report Will become an impor tant

caference documment N the axtensive information activitias dirmoted to Governments
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and international publie opinion on this ® ubjeat within the framework of the World
Disarmament Campa ign,

Draft cesolutionA/C,.1/43/L,57 which refers to thaOm OOOe= e xpreragr 2mm0O
cansern in itS preamble at the scale of the arms race, especially the nuclear arms
race, and military expendi tures, and stresses the neqative consequences for tha
eccnomio and social drvelopment of Sta tea of the use of rubatant ial ma trr 1al and
human tesources for military purposes. The preambular part of the draft resolution
also s tresses the need for all Gover nmenta and peoples to be informed about the
situation prevailing in the ¢ ield of the arms raca and disacmament.

In the operative part of the draft resolution, which is similar to that ot
resolutions previously adopted by the General Assembly On the basis of other
cteports and studier deal ing with various aspects of disarmament, the Genstal
Aseembly weloomes \With satisfaction tha updated report of the Secretary-General oOn
the eccnomio and social consequences of the arms raae and militarv expenditures,
and expresses its thanks t0 him and tO the consultant expar ts as well as to the
Governments and international organiaationr that have rendered assistance in the
updating Of the report.

Another par agr aph recommends that the updated report be brought to the

attention of publie opinion and taken iNtO aceount iNn future actions by the United

Nations in the field of disarmament.
An important paraqraph Of the draft resolution requests the Sacretary-General
to make the necessary arrangements for the reproduction of the report -as a United

Nations publication and to qive it broad publici ty in the framewor k of the Wor Id

Disarmament Campa ign.
There in alro a recommendation that all Governments Should ensure the widest

possible distribution Of the report, including its translation into their

respective national lanquages.
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Yet another paragraph in tho opera tivs part of the draft resolution Invites
the specialized agencies, as well as intergovernmental, national and
non-qwernmental orqganiza tions, to use their fac ilt t tea to make the repor t widely
known.

In the last operative paragraph, the General Assembly reaffirms its decision
to keep the item entitled *EBconomic and sooial consequancee at the armaments race
and its extremely harmful effects on world peaoce and security" under constant
review, and decides to include it in the provisional aganda of its forty-sixth
ses iON. That lart paragraph actually (ives effect tO paragraph 93 (¢) of the Final
Dccumrnt of the First Sspecial seasion of the General Assembly Devoted tc
Disarmament, which stipulates that the Secratary-Ganeral shall pariodically - and I
8 tress, per iodically - report to the General Assembly on the economic and soc ia l
concequences of the armament8 race and its extremely harmful ettacts on wor ld peace
and security. Draft resolution A/C,1/43/L.57 therctoro flows logicallv from that
paraqgcaph gpproved by the General Assembly.

The draft resolution which T have just introduced is t’he outcome Of extensive
consul tations. Indeed, the co-sponsors are anxious for the drat t resolution to be
generally acceptable and adopted by consensus. \We are convinced that the report O
the Ssecrectary~General on the economic and aoc ial concequences Of the arms race and
of military expenditures, as well as the adoption and implementation of this draft
resolution, would be important contributions by the United Nations to the general
effort to halt the arms race and the intensitication Of afforts aimed at earnest
nagotia tions on disarmament.

Mr. STEPHANOU (Greece): | have the honour to speak on behalf of the

twelve member Sta tea of the European Community on i tem 62 of the agenda enti tled

"Reduction Of military budqgets”.

RS T NPPRPRE 8 JENN (X VN
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The Twelve have retained a cona is tent and ao tive in terest in thin subiect. As
I stated, inter alia, in the gaeneral dnbate, apeaking on behalf of the Twelve,
greater traneparenoy and openness in military matters, including defence budgets,
ia a fundamental requirement. They weloome the fact that confidence bullding is
now a widely aocoepted notion. Moreover, in a tress ing thr t oonf idenoe hu il1ding has
played and will oontinue to play an important role in multilateral disarmament
affairs, the Twelve further empnasize that the United Nations standardized
teporting System is an important means for making military expenditures comparable
world wide and more transparent. The Twelve call on member sta tes to take Part in
it in the near future.

Military budgeta ace absorbing a high Proportion of the world's human,
¢ inanoial, natural and teohnological resources, and have thereby incr eas inglv

hacome a ser ious €00NOMIO strain ON a large number of countr ies,
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Th is applies {0 Governmen ts both in indus tr ialized and in developing ooun tr ies.
All support the view that Government8 have a duty to proteot their national
interes~s, inoluding the right of States to undiminished security. However, there
ahould be a rtronq mutual interest in aohieving thie at lower levels of armaments,
thus reduoing the present high military rpending in order to increase the
allocation of national financial resources for a number of urqent humanitarian
needs.

The Twelve have for many years emphasized the necessity of eetabliahing agreed
me thods Of measur inq and compar ing military expenditures. An important s tep was
the ctecommeandation in General Assembly resolution 35/142 B, whioh provides a
universal framework for States t0o report to the Secretary-General about their
military expenditures in a etandardiaed form. All member s of the Twelve comply
tegularly with that resolu tion. We oall on all sta tes to take part in the
etandardiaed reporting as socon as poeeible. We welcome the fact that more Sta tee
have found it possible t0 oanple te the ins trument, whereas other a have indicated
that they will do so in the near future. '

Given the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament, we believe
that the United Nations ehould play a central part in encouraging negotiatione on
acme oontrol and disarmament measures that could Lead to the redustion Of military
expenditures. By supply inq the Seore tary-General wi th relevant inform tion, Member
States would suppact the Organiaation in carrying out its role in thias field,
through the collection and dissemination Of information.

Since 1980 the Disarmament Commission has considered the pr inciples which
should govern fur ther actions of Sta tea in the field of freez inq and reduc ing

military budqets., The Twelve have taken an active part in the deliberations and
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have contributed to various compromise formula tione. we welcome the faot that
there is wide aooeptanoe of exohanging relevant data and aohievins comparability of
military budqets.

The Twelve hope that, with the growing awareness and impor tance attached to
oonfidenoe-building, the Diearmament Commission at ites 198% session will be able to
vinalize the draft prinoiples and solve the outstanding issues with reqard to
tr snapar enoy and oompar ability .

| wish now, on behaf of the T™welve member Sta tee of the European Community,
to speak On agenda item 62 (b), oonoerning the celac:tonship between disarmament and
development.

The Twelve share the concern of the international community repeatedly
expressed Dy many speakers in this Committee at the high level of military
expenditures in the world. Inparticular, the expendi tur e on conventional
armaments and forces absorba an overwhelming proportion of all military budgeta in
the world and thereby has iner esas inqly become a ser ious ECONOMIC str A iN ON a large
number Of countr ies, Whether developed or |ess developed.

On the other hand, the question of security emerqes as a oentral feature.
Decision8 to increase or reduce mill tary expenditure remain tied to isaues of

international and regional aecur ity, a point which applies equally to

indus tr 1al ized and develop tnq coun tr ies,

Tha problem of the relationship between diearmament and development, taking
into account the need for security of States, has a'ways been a complex one. None
the leas, the tranafer of any resources released through arms control and
disarmament measures and the growing awareness oOf the impor tance Of the potent ial
reallocation Of resources for the benefit of mankind has been a matter of

consistent concern in this forum. This concern led to the dec is ion to hold in 1987




MLG/ddm A/C.1/43/PV, 32
18

(Mr. Stephanou, Greece)

the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development, on the basis of the French initiative. It was a significant event and
proved an additional successful manifestation of international co-operation.

The Twelve participated actively in the International Conference on the
Relationship between Disarmament and Development and played their part in ensuring
the successful adoption of its Final Document by consensus. The Conference
contributed to a more substantial and balanced understanding of the matter. In
par ticular, the Final Document underlined that:

“Disarmament and development are two of the most urgent challenges facing
the world today. They constitute priority concerns of the international
community in which all nations = developed and developing, big and small,
nuclear and non-nuclear = have a common and equal stake. Disarmament and
development are two pillars on which enduring international peace and secur itv

can be built.” (3/CONF. 130/39, p. 14)

Furthermore, the Final Document reaffirmed the crucial importance of the
question Of security in anv detailed analysis of the relationship between
disarmament and development = secur ity under stood as a concept encompassing socia 1,
humanitat ian, environmental and developmental, as well as military aspects.

The Twelve subscribed to the need to implement the Final Document of the
Conference .

The reference in the Final Document to the importance of greater openness,
transparency and confidence among nations to facilitate progress in both
disarmament and development is very significant. This reflects a fundamental
tequ irement. These notions are now widely accepted as indispensable elements for
strengthening international peace and security. The adoption of such measures

helps to prevent misperceptions and miscalculations in intentions and military
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capabilities, thue'dispelling mistrust. Moreover, i te impor tan-a 1 ies in the fact
that, if we ser iously wish to reach the goal of reallocation Of resources for
development, we have to pureue it vigorously, taking into aooount all its aspectsa.

However, the question of International financial reallocation is only one
aspec t of the problem. We believe that it is an oversimplification. Disarmament
measures May not automatically |lead to savings, particularly in the short run. The
Twelve are oonvinoed that the world community faces a grea t challenge to create
conditions enabling the present negative relationship of arms build-up to be turned
INt0O a positive interac tion between secur ity, disarmament and development. In
showing the complexity of the relationship and the attempt to give a more
comprehensive description Of i ts dimensions, the Conference on Disarmament and
Development has accompl ished a valuable ach ievemen ¢,

Let ua hope that the progress achieved this year in the field of arms con ttol
and disarmament, and the growing awareness that international peace and security
cannot be achieved in an atmosphere that fosters an accumulation of weapons, will
assist us in our task on this Item. In particular, It will enable us to focus on
solving the complexity of the issues involved for the benefit of the international

community and itS social and economic progcress,

The T™welve would be happy to see draft resolution a/c.1/43/L.8, submitted by
Zimbabwe on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement, adopted by consensus.
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Mr. MOULTRIE (Bahamas) ¢ | wish to introduce draft resolution
a/C,1/43/L. 3, on the report of the Disarmament Commission. | do so on behalf of
the following sponsors ¢ Australia, Austria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Canada, China, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Federal Republic of
Germany, Hungary, Jordan, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Togo and Uruquay , as well as
my own country, the Bahamas.

With the exception of the first, fourth and fifth paragraphs, the preamble
reflects the standard phraseology that the Commission has used over the vears. In
In fact, the first, fourth and fifth preambular paragraphs merely incorporate
developments issuing from the fifteenth special session of the General Assemblv,
the third special session devoted to disarmament.

In this same vein, operative paragraph 1 takes into account the fact that the
Commission presented two reports: the annual report and the special report.

Operative paragraph 2 highlights the achievements made at the last session of
the Commission and rightfully commends rather than notes these accomplishments.

In operative paraqraph 4 the sponsors recall the role of the Commission and
recognize its interdependence with the Conference on Disarmament. However ,
consul ta tions are con t inu ing on th is peragraph. I am optimistic that the
consultations will achieve the desired gcal before the end of today.

Opeta t ive paragraphs 5 to 10 incorporate cosmetic changes upda ting the facts;
other wise the text rema ins the same as in previous years.

On behalf of the sponsors, my delegation is pleased to state that in previous
years the resolutions on the report of the Disarmament Commission have always been

adopted by consensus. | trust that my brief introduction will enable delega tions

to follow the same pattern this year.
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Mr. KOTEVSKI (Yugorlav ia) 1 | havr the honour, on behalf of Alger ia,

Bangladesh, Colombia, Cuba, Eouador, Eqypt, Ethiopia, Ghana, Indonesia, Madagasocar,
Morocco, Pak istan, Romania, St i Lanka, Sweden, Tun isia, Vviet Nam and Yugorlavia as
well as Dj ibouti, the German Demoora tic Republic and Malaysia, which joined the
group of sponsor & later, to introduce draft reeolution A/C.1/43/L.65 on the third
special sesaion Of the General Aerembly devcted to Disarmament.

At this session of tha General Assembly WeE are iNn a position tn conaider the
issue Of disarmament in conditions that are quite different from thore of onlv a
year ago. They are oOharaoter ized by a favourable atmosphere in overall
international relations and by the proqress aohieved in soma important fields ot
diearmament, Particularly at the bilateral level with the signing of the Treaty on
the Elimination of Intermedia te-Range and Shorter-Ranga Misailes - the INP Treaty .
That agreement is yet another proof that it is possible tO achieve progress towards
a solution Of key issues of diearmament if there is good W {11 and mutual trust .

At the same time thae sponsors Of the draft resolution are convincad, as
poin ted out in the preamble, that mul tila teral ac tion hae an inoreaa ingly important
tole to play in the quee t for ways and mean8 to br ing about las ting secur i ty. Thet
is all the more so since, despite the progqreee aohieved, the qeneral aituation in
the field of diearmament still €alls shor t of tha expacta tion Of the intarnational
community and of the needs and requ ireman te of contemporary in terna tional
telations, In the opinion of the eponaor ¢ of the draft resolution it is necessary
to achieve complamentarity of bilateral, reqional and multila teral actions,
pr imar i1y through the United Na tions since tha Orqgan {zation is the sola damocratic
forum within which the political orientation of world public opinion can heat ta
expr essed and which provides a unique oppor tun ity for @ 1 member s Of the
international community to participate in the conaidaration and solution of

questions of disarmament that have a bearing on their security,
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At the same time we mur t note with reqre t and concer n that the th ird spec ial
session Of the General Rssembly of the United Nations devoted to diearmament failed
to meet the widespread expectation of the international community that multilateral
activity would continue and would be given new impetus. That is not the aeaeerment
of the sponsors only but rather the preva il inq appra isal of the ai tua tion in th.s
field as evidenced in the general debate in plenary meetings of the General
Assembly, in the First Committee, and in the overall work of the General Assembly
thus fac.

The sponsors also considered it necessary to point out that the Final bocument
of the ¢ its t spec 1al session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament indeed
reflected a hiator ic consensus on the part of the international community that the
halting and revereing of the arms race, in par ticular the nuclear arms race, and
the achievement Of genuine disarmament are tasks Of primary importance and urgercy.

The operative paragraphs Of the deaf t resolution are intended to pinpoint
otherwise unquestionably poiitive aspects and effects of the three special sessions
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament held so far; We are of the opinion
that despite the fact that consensus on a final document was not achieved this year
the tnird special session devoted to disarmament served the purpose of increasing
awareness of the areas where future efforts should be concentrated and that States
should work resolutely for the common cause of curbing the arms race and achieving
disarmament.

We aso propose that the General Assembly take note with appreciation of the
numerous constructive proposals submitted by Member States at the special session
aimed gt advancing disarmament and increasing security. At the same time the
sponsors consider the t it is necessary further to s trengthen the role of the United

Nations and in this eortext they consider the special sessions of the Generai
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Assembly very useful and one of the beet ways tO enaure the un iveraal chatacter of
the present process.

In aonclueion let me point out that thia draft resolution is the result Of
broad consul ta tione. On behalf of the aponsor s | should like to recommand that the
First committae adopt the draft resolution on the third special session of the

General Aeaombly devoted to disarmament by oonseneus, as has been done in the past

with all the resolution8 concerning the special sessions devoted to disarmament.

Mz. von STULPNAGEL (Federal republic of Germany) ¢ This afternoon I

should like to speak on agenda item 67 (a), “Repot t of the Disarmament Commisasion®,
with specif iC reference to quidelines for confidence-building measures. As | can
be confident that the concept of confidence-building is meetinqg with g-owing
acceptance Within the uUnited Natiors | will be as brief as possible.

Fir at, it gives me Qrea t satisfaction that this year the Disarmament
Commission found itself in a position immediately to fulf i1 the request made by the
General Assembly last year in its resolution 42/39 F, that is to say,

“to consider, at 1 ts 1988 session, the ' Draft quidel ines for appropr iate types

Of conf idence-building measures and for the implementation of such measures on

a global or regional level’, with a view to £ inal iz ing them in the most

expeditious manner . . .",
as the operative paragraph of that resolution put it. It was in no small part due
to the skilful mediation of this year’'s Chairman uf tne United Na tiona Disarmament
Commins ion, Ambassador Hepburn from the Bahamas, that we were finally able to

over come the rema in ing d ivergencies that had pets is ted in the text of the draft

qu 14el Inca since 19 86,




JR/8 A/C.1/43/pV, 32
26

(Mr. von Stilpnagel, Federa
Reapubl 16 of Germany )

Although the manner in whioh the Disarmament Commiasion diepoaed of the tark
conferred upo:. it by last year's resolution waa indeed a most expeditious one, the
project of quidelines tor conf idence-building meas:res has had quite a hietorv =~
and a respectable ONe - in tne Unit.d Nations system. |t was in paragrapha 24 and

93 of the Final Dooumont of the tenth special seasaion ~ tha £ irst special session

devoted to diearmamenc - that the concapt of oonf idence building was first
reoogniaed as an important measure in the oontext of arms limita tion and
dissrmament measures. On the initiative of the Fedsral Republic of Germany, a
study on the subject of oonf idenoe-bu ilding measures waa undertaken and submi tted
to the General Assembly in 1981 as document A/36/474. 1n the tollowing year, 1982,
the General Assembly found that on the bas is of this extena ive information it could
request the Disarmament Commission to draft a set of quidelines on
confidence-build/ag measures to be applicable on a regional and on a alobal scale,
The drafting lar-ely took its inspiration from the assembled body of expertise
contained in the aforementioned consensus study On confidence-huilding measures,

Let me explain the rationale behind the coneansus ‘text of the Guidelines
contained in the report of the Disarmament Commission in document A/43/42, which we
ask the General Assembly to endorse by draft resolution A/c. 1/43/L, 49, which we
in troduce On behalf of the delega tions Of Aus tral la, Aua tr la, the Bahamas, Belq ium,
the Byelorussian Soviet socialiat Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Costa Rica, Denmark,
Pinland, the German pemocta tic Republic, Greece, Hungary, Italy, luxembourg, the
Netherlands, Norway, Poland, portugal, Spain, Sweden, the United Kingdom and my own
delega tion,

In those Gu ide 1 ines, the Mamber states Of the united Nations reaffirm the
ul t ima te importance for measures to bu ild cont Idence amonq States, as was

racognized in the relevant paragraphs of the Final Document of the first special




Jn/8 A/C.1/43/pV. 32
27

(Mr. von Stllpnaqel, Federal
Rapublic of Germany)

session Of the General Assembly devoted to diaarmamrnt. Conf idenoe-bu i1din9
measures are needed to etrengthen international peace and secur ity and to

oon tr ibute to the development of oonf idence, better underatanding and more stable
ralations between natione. They oreate and improve the oondittonr for fruitful

in terna tional co-opera tion, thur leading to increased sacuri ty through a process of
diearmament measures. Their immediate objective is to reduce and, to the extent
poasible, to @l imina te- the causes of mistruat, tear, tenasions and hoatilities,

al of whioh are significant factors in the continuation Of the international arms
build-up in various regions, and ultimately also on a world-wide scale.

The estahlishment Of a basis for confidence and the broadening of that basis
can only be realized in a dynamic process Of concrete measures taken step by step
within the framework of appropriate policias and international commitments. Sta tee
murt at each stage be able to measure and to assess the results achieved. One of
the m. in character isties of conf idence-building measures is that they translate
Un iver sally recogn ized pr inciples, such as the renunciation Of the use or threat Of
use of force in accordance with the united Nations Charter, into reality bv the
applica tion of concre te, specific and vecif iahle measures. The effect iveness of a
concrete measure in creating confidence will increase the more it is adjusted to
the specitic perception of threat or the confidence-building requirements of a
qiven situation.

Since the adoption of the Final Document, significant improvements towards
morr confidence building among na tions have been realized. The concept of
confidence building as an important Instrument for the strenqthening of
interna tiobal peace and secur ity mee te with gqrow ing acceptance amor  tates.
However, further steps towards establishing a firm cont idence-building-measures

network are still needed. Roth the United Nations and its Member States have a
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par tioular r esponsibility in that £ ield . The aponsors that in conjunction with my
calegation submitted draft reeolution A/C. 1/43/L. 49 therefore aek tha General
Assembly tO endorse the Guideline8 as adopted by the Diearmament Commission hy

consenaus at its 1988 rubatantive session and to reoommend them to all States for

implementation, fully taking into aocoount the specific politioal, military and

other oonditiona prevailing in a pacticular region. We ougqgest that, on the basis
of national reports, aooumulating relevant exper ienca with the implementation Of
tha Guidelinea, the Secretary-General aubmit a report to the General Aeeembly at
i ta forty-f if th session so as to give Member Sta tee the opportunity to ponder
concrate oonfidenoe-building measures auitablo for their region or to assemble
tepor ts On the exper lance they have alceady ga thered with the oont Idenoe-bu 11ding
pcocess., As the text of the Guidolinee hae been agreed tO by consensus, We sugqest
that draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.49 be adopted without a vote.

Confidence building is not a oonoept of measures designed merely to embellish

genuine disarmament. Ra ther, it muet prucede and aooompany diearmament, among

other th ings.

Mr, JONES (Canada) 3+ | am pleased to introduce the resolution con ta ined
in document A/C.1/43/L,32 dated 31 october 1988 and entitled "Prohibition of the
production of fiaeionable mater ial for weapons purposes". It is aponsor ed by
Australia, Austria, the Bahamas, Bangladesh, Botswana, Cameroon, Denmark, Finland,
Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, the Nether lands, New Zealand, Norway, the
Philippinea, Romania, Samoa, Sweden, Uruguay and Canada.

Thia draft resolution, which is introduced in the company of sponsors from
every continent and every qroup of countr ies, Make8 an impor tant s ta tement, It is
a reminder that the ban on the production of fissionable material fOr weapons

purposes rema iNS an important element in any proqress toworde nuclear disarmament.
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We believe it to be a realistic draft resolution beoauee it takes the position that
proqress towards the achievement of auch a ban is related to proaress towards the
realiza tion of a comprehens ive teal ban.

We have witnessed enoouraging developmanta in the nuclear-testing area in
reoent months, developments whieh give new meaning to the draft. resolution before
us. The oommenoement of full-Male, atage-by-stage neqotiatione on nuclear terting
between the Un i ted Sta tee and the USSR one year aqo was an important m ileatone.
More rroently, the holding of the United StatessUSSR joint nuolear tests
oonetituted a landmark for the enhanoement of veritioation capabilities. The
anticipated retault is the ratitioation of the threshold-teat-ban Treaty and the
peaceful-nuclear-explosion Treaty, leading to further 1imitationa in the size and
number of tee ts.

I therefore urge all delegations to give their support to this draft

reeolution. The sponsors hope that it will continue to attract stronq and broad

support .
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Mr. NQUBEWOU (Cameroon) (interpretation from French) 3 Now that the

Committee has taken up the various drate resolutions before it, we should like
tirst tO congratulate you, Sir, on behalf of the delegation of Cameroon on the wis
manner in which you have condua ted proceedings in this Commit tee and on your
constant efforts since you ware elected to the Chairmanship of this Committee to
rationalize our work and lead it to a successful oonolusion, taking into account
specifically the primary role that our Organization should play in the maintenance
of international peace and sacurity. As is said in the Preamble to the Charter »
the United Nations was created,_inter alla, ". .. to save sucosading gqener ations
from the scourge of war . . . *. Prominent amonq the qoals of the orqaniza tion
appearing in Article 1 is the maintenance of international peace and security. TO
facilitate the attainment of this goal, the Charter gives the General Assemblv and
the Security Council specific reaponsibilities in the area of disarmament and arms
control, particularly in Article 26 which calls for:

"... tho establishment and maintenance of international peace and sacur itv

wich the least diversion for armaments of the world’'s human and economic

tesources . . ."

It iS appropr iate to reconsider the role of our Organization in the area Of
disarmament in order to a trenq then i ta effec tivenass in that area and enhance its
capacity t0 maintain international peace and security.

Draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L.69/Rev.1, Which it is my honour to Introduce to
the Committee on behalf of! the co-sponsors for consideration and adoption, meets
the concerns that I have mentioned. The draft resolution is entitled “Review ot
the role of the untted Nations in the fielda of disarmament” and its co-sponsors are
Australia, Bahamas, surkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada, Central African

Republic, Chad, Congo, cdte d4' Ivoire, Ethiopia, France, Gahon, the Federal Republic
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ot Germany, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Hungaiy, |Italy, Japan, Liberia, Madagascar,
Mali, Morececo, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Peru, Seneqal, Sinqapore, Thailand,
Togo, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, and those oountriee which have informed
the Secretary of the Committee of their co-rponsorrhip direotly.

Draft resolution A/C. /4 3/L.69/Rev. 1, whioh my delega tion has co-sponsored

thie vear, basically repeats the ideas whioh appeared in the similar resolution

last year which was adopted by ooneeneue. Ficst of all, it reaff iems that, on the
one hand, a genuine and lasting peace can be established only if we ensure
effective compliance with the syastem of collaot ive security as set forth in the
United Nations Charter and only if we speedily and substantially reduce weapons and
armed forces by means of international and bilateral agreements which are
teciprocal and ver if table. Secondly, under its Charter the United Na tiona is
entrusted with the primary responsibility of maintaining international peace and
security. It hae »rimacy responsibility in the area of disarmament and it should
be more active in this area. Thirdly, tnhis draft notes the part of the report of
the Disarmament Commission dealing with the role of the United Nations in the acea
of disarmament and It takeaa note of the proaress made at the fifteenth special
session Of the General Assembly on this question, Finally, the Disarmament
Commission iS called upon to pursue as a matter of priority at its 1989 sesaion
consideration of the role of the United Nations {n the area of disarmament and to
prepare and adopt if poss ible recommendations and ¢ irm proposals. Br iefly, this is

the essence of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.69/Rev.1 Which T submit to the Committee

for consideration.
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I should like to thank all delegations who have supported this item in United
Nations forums dealing with disarmament and who have spared no effort during the
1988 substantive session of the Disarmament Commission and the third special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. They have all contributed
to our very considerable progress. | should also like to thank all delegations who
have helped to improve draft: resolution A/C.1/43/L.69/Rev.1l. | earnestly hope that
it will be adopted by consensus in this Committee, as indeed have been all earlier
drafts submitted by my delegation on this question for a number of years.

Mr. AZIKIWE (Niger ia) + In my intervention this afternoon | wish to
introduce, on behalf of the delegations of Argentina, Brazil, Indonesia, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Romania, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka and Syria, draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.62 on the Prohibition of the dumping of radioactive wastes for hostile
purposes, which relates to agenda i tern 64 (k) of our agenda.

Let me make it absolutely clear that this resolution is addressed strictly to
the question of disarmament and merely complements other measures beinq undertaken
by the international community in other appropriate forums on the dumping of
dangerous wastes. It is against this background that we commend resolution
GC(XXXII) /Res. 490 adopted by consensus at the last General Conference of the
International Atomic Energy Agency on the dumping of nuclear wastes. We
par ticularly welcome the decision of the Agency to establish a Wok king Group of
Experts with the objective of establishing an internationally agreed code of
practice for international transactions involving nuclear waste.

The sponsors of the draft resolution have focused attention on the hostile use
of such wastes in recognition of the fact that the Conference on Disarmament deals
specifically with instruments of hostility or war, since the resolution is in tended
solely for action by the Conference on Disarmament in the continuing negotiations

for a convention on the prohibition of radiological weapons.
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I cannot but emphasize our perception, indeed our conviction, that all of us
are gravely concerned over the possible hostile use of radioactive wastes, Our
concern arises from the growing awareness of the harmful effects of radioactive
wastes. We believe that the prohibition of the dumping of nuclear wastes for
hostile purposes will be a step forward towards the achievement of a convention on
radiological weapons under effective international control. Indeed, it will
further strengthen confidence-building measures in view of the legitimate
apprehension aroused by nuclear-waste dumping, particularly in the developing
coun tr ies. Such confidence is essential to the achievement of general and complete
disarmament.

The call for the prohibition of the dumping of radioactive wastes for hostile
purposes is timely and consistent with the provisions of the Final Document of the
first special session of the General Assembly on disarmament, which states,
inter alia, that

“Specific agreements could be concluded on particular types of new weapons of

mass destruction which may be identified“. (resolution s-10/2, para. 77)

A little over four months ago, at the third special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament, a consensus was reached on paragraph 38 of the

draft concluding document of that session, which urged Member States to take
appropriate steps to prohibit such practices, in view of the concern expressed on
the “clandestine and hostile dumping of radioactive wastes”.

The need to protect mankind from the horrors and devastation that would result
from the use of such lethal wastes for hostile purposes is a compelling reason for

the international community to search for means to prevent such a catastrophe in

the future.
The draft resolution before the Committee addresses the legitimate concerns of

all of us over the unsettling consequences of illegal dumping of nuclear wastes and
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expresses the resolve of all Member sta tee to prevent euoh dumping. We are
convinced that it is a balanoed draft resolution and therefore urge that it bae
a&p ted by oonsena us.

Mr. CHACON (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spsnieh) : At the outset |
would remind the Committee of the Collowing truisms %aeapons are human invention8

whose sole purpose is to Kill. Hence, there are no good weapona; all weapons -

abeolu tely all - are bad,

We wished tO begin our statement today by repeating that truth. |t might see
obvious, but in the Aispassionate discussiona and negotiations on disarmament thec:
IS a tendency to overlook this fundamental ethical aspect; there is a clear
propeneity to justity the exis tenoe of theee deadly weapons, even by invok ing the
purest values of the human spirit.

W4 wish also tO make some conceptual alar {fications, iN order to place in its
proper oontext in the international arena this problem of international arm4
tr ansfers. \When wa speak &bout arms transfer s, WE are refe. [iNg {0 those exchange8
where, in addition to trade in or the buying and sellinq oOf weapons, there is
something €lSe. These transactiona Often take the form Of aubsidias or are part of
other agreementa - POt example, agreemente that are known as "countar-trades”,
which very often are just ways of conoealinq under another name the real commercial

trade in weapons. Thus, when we use this term, we are referring not only to

tcansfers Of conventional weapons but also to transfers that have to do with
nuclear weapons, with new military technology and with other non-conventional atms.
Moreover, our bee ic assumpt ton, which the tacts increasingly bear out, is that
tha 1imi ts between the build-up of conven tionsl weapons and the build-up Of
non-conventional weapons have practically disappeared. For a long time now it has
been recogn ized, tar example, that the proliferation of technology in the area of

nuclear weapons is a ser ious riak tO international secur ity. In keeping with that
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view, at least some steps have been taken to inhibit the traffic in that
technological know-how. Unfortunately, the same importance has not been ascr ibed
to the proliferation of the technology used to produce conventional weapons.
Little, if anything, has been done to stop that kind of exporting. This lack of
concern could, in the long run, be fatal.

The proliferation of conventional weapons poses many of the dangers posed by
nuclear proliferation: a substantial increase in the collective capacity that the
world has acquired to wage war and, at the same time, a reduction in the ability of
the international community to restrict the use of that capacity to wage war.

We believe that, although the exporting of the technology of conventional
weapons is not yet as direct a threat as the exporting of nuclear technology, it
does increase the intensity of regional conflicts and helps create an invironment
in which a nuclear war is more feasible. For that reason alone, the proliferation
of conventional weapons should be of as much concern as the proliferation of
nuclear weapons.

The draft resolution that was originally sponsored by Colombia and Costa Rica
and is now co-sponsored by Australia, Canada, Cameroon, feru and Sweden, refers
solely to transfers of conventional weapons because we believe that this question
has not been stressed enough in in terna tional deba tes and decisions on
disarmament. Hence, this does not mean that we have over looked these other areas
that undoubtedly have to be placed under the general heading of international arms
transfers - areas that have made possible the arms build-up in that disgraceful
country that we know as South Africa.

We believe that there will be time in the immediate future to consider
transfers of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, as well as the
technology that has made possible the production of weapons that are increasingly

dangerous to mankind’s future. At this time we thought it appropriate to deal
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fully with a question in which the major responiyiblity is borne by the third-world
aountt ies, but we do not mean to imply by this that the (reat Power a have no
responsiblity in the matter,

Eaoh day we beaome inareasingly coninced that contcol Of international arms
ttanatere is slipping from our qrasp. |he number of arms suppliers haa increased
dangerouelv. Trade has to a very large extant moved to the underdeveloped
coun tr ire. Ware that have broken out se frequently in the poet-war world and that
have taken plaoe basically in the aountr ies of the third world, are nurtured by

weapons from countr ies that have ail k inds Of ideolog ies and various economic

conditions and that ace manipulated by many dealers acting behind the scenes.
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Terror iem and drug tratg iak ing have inareaeed beaaure of the 1inks @ rtablirhed
with unsarupuloue dealers in vertain countries who take part with impunity in an
unlawful and illegal trade in arms.

Arms transfers OONrume a growing proportion of the meagre resources of the
Poor oountr ies and eubstan tial amounts ¢ money that wv:nse aountr iee rhould devote
to eerviaing an external debt that threaten6 to throttle their development.

It those faata, and othere that | oould mention, are not enough to aonvincs
everyone Of the need to take deairione on a problem that attectsa the international
community in a partiaularly alaeming way, there is no other wey of doing so. As I
said at the beginning, weapons are deadly inatrumente, and their dertruative Power
drama tically heightens the politiael, eoaial and eaonomia problems related to the
traffic in them.

According to reliable sources, the value of weapons imported by a number of
countries in 1984 was about $50 billion - about the same amount as the value of
wor 1d expar ta of weapons. The £ iqurea seem to have fallen in reaent year s, but the
total con tinuee to be exceas ive. The cecen t fall can be expla inea above al by the
Problem of external debt and the recession in the economies of the importing
coun tr ies, moat of which are third-wor 1d coun tr ies, whioh, as is known, aaaount for
more than 75 per cent of purchasea Of weapons wor 1d-wide,

The volume of the interns t ional weapona trade, accounted for by 35 selling
countr ies and 150 purchneing countr ies, tripled in real terms between 1963 eand
1984. At the same time, in the past 25 year a there hae been a big change in the
type of purchasers., Between 1963 and 1967 spproximately 58 per cent of the volume
of weapons traded went to the developing world. That trend became more pronounced

in the period 19 78- 1982, the proportion rising to more than 80 per cent,
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Those figurer should make us reflect oarefully on the situation, for the
follow in9 r easons, Fir et, a Ithough they are fr ightening in themeelvee theay cover
only the more Or lass Open arme tranafers and do not inoluda the trade in
non-conventional weapons, eophistiaated weapona technologiea or the illeqal,
behind-the-scenes traffioc. Secoondly, they show how the poor oountr ies have had to
use scarce reaources tO finance the purchase Of weapons. Here it is worth
repeating what the President of the Republic of Coats Rieca said in June during the
gpecial asession Of the General Assembly devoted ta disarmament, as follower

*we all know that the pr inoipal problem in the arma race 1ies with the
consumers Of arms and their moat faithful allies, who are generally to be
Found at the political axtremes, RuUt there is also a very serious problam
with these who produce and finance arms. Who doces not know that it 18 much
aas ier t0O obta in credi t for weapons than t or the development of Our
oountc tea? Who in the third world does not know that when credit 1ines for
producing Or buying foodstutfa are closed, credit lines fOr arms purchases
r ema in open?

* In the history o. intarnational organizations that have tr ied to balance
the budge ta and correc t the balance of payments of out nations, Can anyone
remember a single recommendation that would reduce the impor tation Of -rms oOr
reduce milt tary spending? The recommendation8 have alwaye been to lower
expanditures ON social programmes . . ., tO reduce subsidies to farmer s, or to

fire some public employees.” (A/3-15/PV, 12, pp. 2627

Thirdly, the t igures | have qiven should prompt us to consider the need to
estanl ish effective controls, multinational and multilateral, aL both the regional

and national levels, and tO seek greater tranaparenoy in international arms

transfer 3. It iS desirable to think of control over international flows Of
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weapons, because restricting that trade could reduce the danger of an escalation in
third-world conflicts, which could lead at any time to military confrontation
between the major Powers and in turn to nuclear confrontation.

For example, the almost unrestricted and at times completely unrestricted flow
of weapons from the main military alliances to the parties involved in conflict in
the Middle East have sometimes brought the super-Powers almost to military
confrontation. Arms transfers have often led sellers to involve themselves in the
disputes of third-world countries and consequent military intervention. Similarly,
arms transfers to the third world have of ten involved r ivalry between the
super-Powers and have therefore contributed to heightening tension between them,
thus worsening the international situation.

Furthermore, there is no doubt that restrictions on international arms
transfers could reduce the seriousness of conflicts and help prevent outside
interference in them. The potential for that is clear to us when we see what has
happened in Cen ttal America, where international arms transfers have plaved a very
negative role. We do not want to pass judgement in that case or to evaluate the
sources of such transfers, but there is no doubt that wherever the transfers

originate they have exacerbated conflicts which are already serious enough in some

fraternal countries.

Central America would today be an area of complete peace and security if the
major Powers and some lesser Powers so ready to help parties to a conflict by
giving them weapons instead gave financial assistance to the whole region to
promote its economic and social development.

Finally, there is no doubt that arms transfers do irreparable harm to the
development processes of the underdeveloped coun tr ies. There is almost always
direct harm, particularly because of the costs involved for the trade of those

coun tr ies. But at the same time there is also indirect harm because of the need
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to build an infras ttuo ture and to tra in the troopa. More than 5 per onnt of total
third-world impor ta and about 20 per cent of all the third wor 14's imports of
machinery and means of transportation econaist of weapons or materials to produce
them. More than 20 per cent of the external debt of the aountr iea of the third
world originates in the acquistition of equipment for militarv use.

I aould advance many more arquments for requ lating and controlling arms
tcansfers. However, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish further to tax your pa tience Or
the patience of the other member s of the Commi ttea, | believe that the ideas |
have aet forth are sutf icient as a baa is for ser ious thought about the problem Of
international arma transfers.

Mt. OGRYZKO (Ukrainian Soviet socialiast Republic) (interpretation from
Ruasian) ¢ | have the honour, on behalf of the delegatione of Cameroon,
Caeahoslovakia and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, to introduce draft
resolu tion A/C. 1/43/L. 20, * Implementation ot General Assembly resolutions in the
field of disarmament”.

It is ohvious that real results in the field of Aisarmament can be achieved

through the collective efforts of all States.
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It would be difticult to overstate the importanoe of the United Nationa in that

field.
In tho view of the sponsors of the draft resolution the role of the United

Na tions in the field of dimarmament oould be further eanhanced if one were to

stimulate the efforts of Member states to implement conscientioualy the proviaionr

of General Assembly rerolutionr, The ma in objec tive of this draft resolu tion is to

draw the attention of states to the need, in their practical activities, tO adiere
to the atipulatione of there resolutions. Only in that way oan our work = the
entire ptocess ot drafting, adopting and implementing resolutions - be completed.
It is the sponsors' view that we rhould all strive to aanplete the full cycle
because the absenca Of action, even on the best and most oorreot resolution, mean8
that the aspirations of international society will remain unrealized.

That ia why the draft resolution appeals to all Member states to treat United
Nations recommendations in the ¢ 1214 of diearmamant with the respect consonant with
the obligatione assumed by Member States under the Charter. Operative paraqrgph 1
reads; "peems it important that all Member states make «very effort to facilitate
the consistent implementation of General Assembly reaolutlone in the field of
disarmament, and thus show their resolve tO arrive at mutually acceptable,
comprehensively ver if table and effective disarmament measures®. This clause is

based on paragraph 115 of the Fina Document of the tenth spec ial sess ion of the

General Aaeemblv.

We also think it is important that Member states inform the Secretary-General,
and through him each other , Of the measures they have taken to implement
resolutions in the field of diearmament, and of their views and proposals about

ways and means to improve the state of Affairs with reqard to implementinqg General

Assembly ceeolutions in the field of disarmament.
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That is why operative paraqraph 4 reads:

"Requests the Sacretary-General tO submit t0 the Genaral Assembly at its

forty-four th session, in aaoordanoo with resolution 42/38 J, a report”.

We should also like to draw attention to another point which flows logically
from paragraph 4 of the operative part, and that is, that the basie purpoae of this
draft is to facilitate a oonatruotive dialogue t0O ensure effective implementation
of General Assembly resolutions in the field of disarmament. Thie draft is fullv
in keeping with clauses of the United Nations Charter oonoerning the recommendatory

nature of United Na tions resolutions. |t does nNot ohange and cannot change the

status of the decisions adopted.

Generally speaking, draft resolution A/C,1/43/L, 20 derivaes in structure and
essence from reeolution 42/38 J. As before, wa are ready to co-operate with 411
delegationa in working out the text of a resolution whioh would enjov the maximum
pore ible euppor t of deleaa tions.

Mr, van SCHAIK (Nether 1ands)s | should like to introduce draft

resolution A/C. 1/43/L,50 on the report of the Conference on Disarmament, and later
in my intervention | rhould also like tO say a few words On ver ification
tesolutions and on acms transfers resolutions.

On behalf of the sponsors of draft reeolution a/c.1/43/L.50, Australia,
Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Franoe, the Federal Republic of Germany, Iceland, Italv,
Japan, Norway and Spain, as well a8 my own country, | wish to in troducs our draft
reeolution on the report of the Conference on bisarmament. The delegat ions that
have aponaorod this draft are insp ir ed by the wish to eeek consensus On th is
renolution. In our view it is of great Importance to reach consensus, because in
this way the work undertaken by the Conference can best be qranted recognition.

Moreover, we are of the opinion that it would be fnappropr iate, in 4 resolution on
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the report of the Conference on Disarmament, to introduce controversial elements
that have already been the subject of negotiations and on which delegations
subsequently achieved consensus in Geneva, as reflected in the report.

The draft resolution that we submit is therefore of a generai nature and, we
hope, non-controversial and basically procedural. In response to those delegations
that, as in previous years, have indicated that the General Assembly should not
only endorse the report but also give a political signal, encouraging the members
of the Conference to proceed with their work and, in fact, to intensify the work,
we have inserted language in the draft resolution that reflects those ideas. In
fact, we trust that our draft resolution contains a message that will inspire the
40 member countries of the Conference on Disarmament and, where appropr ia te,
countries that are observers to it to continue and intensify their efforts there.
In also underlining the pivotal role of the Conference in the field of disarmament
for the world community, we have made a serious effort to seek common ground with
delegations that in the past were reluctant to endorse a resolution of a purely
procedural or stocktaking nature. However, we note that all the specific items on
the agenda of the Conference are addressed in other resola tions. There is no good

reason to deal with these issues in this resolution as well. Cettainly, we feel it

would not be correct to address issues that are clearly controversial on this

occasion.
This year again another resolution on the report of the Conference on

Disarmament has been in troduced by the deleqa tion of Yugoslavia, A/C. 1/4 3/L. 66,

which contains controversial political signals on which agreement cannot be

reached . We reqret, therefore, that this year again - in contrast with, for

instance, with the report on the Disarmament Commission - it is on the report of

the Conference on Disarmament in par ticular that we run the risk that the consenasas
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teached elsevwhere - in this case in Geneva - Will not havs its roho in the General
Assembly. This iS contrary t0 the high rtaturo of the Confarence On Disarmament,
the single multilateral neqotiating forum for global diearmament questions. We
wirh to urge all countr ies sar iouely to consider their position on this matter. We
ate open to any suggestions for the improvement of our text in se far as they might

Load to the consensus we seek.
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The Nethar lands delegation has together wi th a number of other delegation@
eubmitted draft resolution A/c.1/43/L. 1, entitled "ver itication in all its
aspects”, Which was introduoed by Canada on 3 November. In faot, togetheewtith
Canada and Franoe, the Ne ther lande delegation paved the way for that draft
rerolu tion in the wake of a work ing doournent that Canada and the Nether l1ands

eubmitted, ir June thie year, at the beqinning of the third spacial session of the

General Aecembly devoted to disarmament.

My Government attaohea great importance to the suhjeot of veritication as
such, inaemuoh as adequa te verif ioa tion provisions have to be part of any
armr-oontrol and disarmament agrrement. We are enoouraged by the taet that for the
past few years there has seemed tc exist international consensus that arms-control
snd diearmament agreemente should be verified effectively so as tO ensure
suff icient oonf idence in compl lance.

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.1 deals in particular With a request to the
Secre tary-General to under take, with the assistance Of a group of qualif ied
governmental experts, an in-depth study of the role of the United Nations in this
field. In the formulation of this draft resolution we have tried to build on the
consensus that in the late hour s of the 1as t day of the tn it 4 specia 1 session on
disarmament was emerq ing on the subject. We have chosen lanquage from a text that
was considered then, in order to increase the chance that at its current session
the Assembly may be able to endorse the draft cesolu tion by consensus. 1Tt is up to
the qovernmental exper ts to give their assessments of the appropr iate role of the
Uni ted Nations. Subsequently the Secretary-General is asked to submit a
comprehensive report to the General Assembly, and it is onlv at that moment that on

the basis of that report Governments should q ive their v ieaws On the subject.
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Even no, we wish at this moment to draw attention to two important aspects Of

ver if ioation. A first aapeot we murt take into aooount is that tt is up to the
parties to an arme-oon trol or disarmament agreement to determine whether and, if
80, to what extent elementu of the necessary ver if ica tion provisions under the
agreement oan better be aervioed by United Nations organe. This would apply in the
ficet place to multilateral agreements, and ama to reqional or even bilateral
agreements if the par ties so dea ire. In that respect, | would also refer to wha t
the delega tion of Canada has stated on th ta same point.

The second aspect oonoerne the specificity of verification problems and
teohniques, depending On the typs of arms to be controlled and reduced. For
instance, the verification réqime that ia beinqg worked out for ehemical weapons
under the draft convention beinq considered in Genava iS, apart perhaps from some
general principles and underlying oonoepts, entirely different from the régime
established under the Trea ty on the Elimination of Intermedia te~-Ranqe and
Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty - or, for example, the Trea tv of
Tiatelolco. In other words, we should not lapse into hasty generalizations.

On the subject of verification another dratt resolution has been introduced,
as document A/C.1/43/L, 2, by the six countries Of the Six-Nation Initiative. We
welcome the interest those countries have demonstrated, also on a high level, in
the question of ver if ica tion and the role the United Nations could play in this
Cield. The deagt resolution is in some respects similar to, if not identical with,
our draf t resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 1. However, in some respects we feel there is a
fundamental difference between the two draft resolutions. In par tioular, the
proponents Of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 2 have, as we see it, wished to prejudqge

the outcome of the studv to be undertaken, by endoraing in advance the principle of

a multilateral verification system within the uniteda Nations. As CoO clear from my
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previoun observa tions, we in the Netherlands are of the opinion that theae matters

should be addressed on a pragmatio, case-by-case basisa, and not on the basis of an

a_priori_prinoiplo that a multilateral verification svstem should, at any price, he
the outoome of the study, We wish to underline that in our view thin ia not the

hasic idea underlying deatt reaolution a/C.1/43/L.1, whioh in faot leaves open all

optiona t0 be studied,

We therefore wish to suggest that all oountr ies make an effort to reach
consensua ONn the bar ia of draft resolution A/C, 1/4 3/L.1, thus eneur inq that on that
basis the expert study oan be put on traok. We, of ooursa, do not wish to oontest
the right of ooun tr ire to draw attention to the ir special views on the wav in which
vecif ication activities should take shape within the United Nations. aut we would
wish to urge those oountr lea not to put their ideas into a draft rseolution that

should have as its main objeotive the initiation of an objective, unbiased study on

the subject .

| turn next to the subject of arms transfers, an issue covered in draft
resc'u tiONSA/C. 1/4 3/L. 22 and L, 28, The delega tion Of Greece, speak ing on behalf
of the 12 member a of the European Communitv, made an impor tan t statement on this
matter last Friday. In that statement it was indloated that the Twelve were
willina to enter into a constructive discussion on the matter of arms transfers.
My delega tion, in fact, Sees a unique chance now to make acme proqress for the
first time in this complicated field, We even sce possihil i ties for consensus if
modest qoals are set for this first step in addressing the arms-transfer issue.
Any over-ambitious concept is bound to fail, and would he in nobody's interest.

we therefore sincerely hope for agreement on modest steps we can take now,
prepaaing the qround Car further measures at a later stage, when we nll have

reflected on the consequences of restrictions on arms transfers.
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Mr. TOTH (Hungary) ¢ | should like to make sane oommen ta nn draft
resolutions A/C,1/43/L,13, L.23 and L.51, relating to the question of a
compcehensive nucleacr-test .an,

It is the position of my Qvernment that the elaboration of a treaty on the
complete &0A ~ aeral prohibition of nuolear-weapon teats is a nuolear-disarmament
measure of the utmost urgeney and sian if icanoe. In our view, suoh a measure would
constlitute ah indispensable element for the suooess of efforts to halt and reverse

the nuoloar-arms raoce and to prevent the @ xpension Of existing nuclear arsenals and

the spread of nuclear weapons to additional oountr lea.
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Our oonviotion that the elaboration of sunh a treaty is a task of high priority has
been repeatedly expressed, not only in our statements here and in other disarmament
bodies, but in traditionally sponsoring with other socialist countries a draft
resolution OnN the inmediate ocessation and prohibition of nuolaar-weapon tests.

Laast year, in the hope that the Committee would be able t0 express the qeneral
wish Of the world community on that mcore in a single rerolution, to be adopted,
pose ibly | by oonrenrur, my delaeqa tion, along with other sponsors, decided not to
submit a separate draft, thur teying to pave the way for some much-nended proqress
on that macter., Notwithrtanding the persistent ® ffortu undartaken by other
delegations as well, a real breakthrough eluded our Committee lart year. As there
is no substantial evidenos that proqress is within easy reach even thir year, it
would now be only natural and legitimate tO initiate again the adoption Of an
additional draft rerolution expressing in deta il the approach of yet another qroup
of coun t: ies to the banning of nuclear-weapon ies ts, But we have decided not to
choose that way, Not tO pre-empt by the proliferation of resolutions the only
plausible option - that is, to narrow thetdietanos between the different positions,

There is hardlv another disarmament item on which the approaches of States and
qroups of Sta tes have been so elaborately voiced and the pr eva il inq deadlock has
been 8o unm is taably €Vident, A decade With NO reaults has now elapsed since the
Committee on Disarmament took up the quen tion of a nuclear-tent ban as the very
£ icst {tem On the agenda of its annual sessions. Those 10 year s have provided
ample opportunity for it t0O be underscood thst an unbr idqeable gap exists between
one posi tion, that of unyielding raluetance to live up to the treaty obligation to
continue Negotia tions on the cessation of all nuclear-teat axplosions, and the
other position of not settling for anything lees than a clear-out commitment to the

multilateral negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. Near ly 1,000
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plenary and informal meea t ings of the Conference ON Disarmament have been held
during those 10 vears, and at least 200 of those meetings have been devoted, ian one
way ot ® nothrr, to the q.astion Of the feasibtlity of negotiations on a
nucleac-test ban. Dueinqg the laat five yaara ® |O\le, ® (ght off ieial proposals ONn a
manda te for a subsidiary body have been submit ted to the Conferrnoe on pisa.mamen t
by difterent deleqations and qroups Ot deleqations. Only the shor t-lived existence
Of a subsidiary body brouqht some tays Of hope tO this vaery gloomy pioture. Thua,
apart from the two dooen meetings held in 1982 and 1983 by the nuclear-test-ban
Work inq Group, there have bean NO multilateral efforts to address in rubrtanoe and
dapth the question of a anuclear-test ban and tO swareh for mutually aooeptable
solutions to the inherent political and teshnicul quertionr related to euoh a ban.

It is a deplorable and undeniable faot of our timer that nuclear=-weapon
testing continues unabated, Another deplorable, yet undeniable, fact of our times
is that, while nucleac~test sitas are frequently noisy with undrrground testing,
there 18 no real hope that disarmament ® Xxpertx will soon be in a posi-ion tO break
the long silence surrounding the neqotiating table and explore through common,

substantive Work the possibilities of negotiating and reaching an agreement on that

question, |t is becoming more and more dAifficult to rxplain this dichotomy,

® epooially if one doer not tgnore the tact that in the Soviet-&nor tecan conte:i aven
thr most compl icated disarmament problams have by NOW been addr essed iN substance
and some seemingly insoluble problems have already bean sa2 ttled. ToO achieve that,
of course, ® aoh side had tO re-evaluate its carlier positions and 4o an extra mile

in seareh of a mutually advantageour compromise solu tion; that is, s it down at the

nagotiating table with neither pre-conditions nor taboos.

This is the ph i1loeophy behind the approach of my delega tion to the deaf ¢

resolutions ON the question of a comprehensive nuclear-test Dan. MY delegation is
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ready and will ing to approve the i deas contained in draft resolu tions
A/C. 1/743/L. 13, L. 23 and L. 51.

We are ready to vote positively on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13 because my
delega tion considers the mandate proposal in its operative paragraph S to be a good
basis for starting practical work on the item. At the same time, as we stated in
the Conference on Disarmament, we naturally lend our support to the mandate
proposal made informally by Ambassador Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia and submitted
formally as document CD/863.

We are ready to vote positively on A/C.1/43/L,.51 because my delegation can go
along with the ideas contained therein. That of course does not affect the
validity of our support for the mandate proposal in document /863. |t goes
without saying that we still advocate the setting up by the Conference On
Disarmament cf a special qroup of scientific experts to elaborate recommendations
on the structure and functions of a svstem of vecif ica tion and the establishment of
an international system of global radiation safety monitoring.

We are ready to vote positively also on draft resolution &4/C.1/43/L.23, on the
amendment of the Treaty Banning Nuclear-Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer
Space and Under Water. We are firmly of the view that States that have assumed
treaty obligations should fulfil them in good faith. No State and no treaty should
be an exception to this basic principle of international law. States parties to
the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty have a legitimate right to initia:e, in accordance
with the relevant provisions of the Treaty, a conference of its pacties, Such a
conference might consider, in our view, the question of compliance with obligations
assumed under the Treaty and possible measures to ensure their fulfilnment. Any
proposal concerning further measures, including possible amendments to the Treaty,

should be in accordance with the provisions of the Treaty and should be judged on
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irs own mrtit. In out opinion, the acceptanca Of any such measures or possible
amendmants rhould be baaed on the agreement Of the Statas parties coacerned, in
order to preserve the integrity and viability of the Treaty in question.

Although there is a qood chance that all three draft terolutions on a
comprehens ive nuolrar-test ban will be adopted by a majority, the queation atill
linqers beneath the surface whether those reaolutions Will Dt ing positiona closer
toqather so as tO make the @ ¢55¢¢ Of subatantive work or neqotiations cn a
comprehensive nuclear-test ban a not-toodietant possibil ity. Mydeleqation's
answer to that is that it isa not certain, What is oet ta in is that on the one hand
Cut thst e varion of the fulfilment Of treaty obligations might in for thcoming years
totally erode the delioatr balanoe of mutual obliqations and responsibilities whioh
constitute the basis Of the legal régqime in the field Of nuclear disacrmament; rnd
on the other hand an attitude that, a_priori, puts qreater amphasis on the form of

the work or neqotiations than on their substance might doom multilatecal

disarmament to total impotence for another lenqthy period of time, with nuclear

testing oontinuing unabated,

We hope that these considerations that we have put forward mav oonttibute

towards genera ting renewed efforts to otea te common (round for formula ting a

mandate for talks On a comprehensive test-ban ttestv.
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M t. GRUNDMANN (German Demooratic Republic): The deleqgation of the German

Democra tio Republic would 1 Ike tO put *O0+502 e OMO ideas ON cont idence-building
measures, under rub-item (a) of agenda item 67.

At its 129th meeting, ON 19 May 1988, the Disarnament Commirrion adopted by
consensus a set of guidelines tot appropriate type0 of confidence-building measures
and tot the implementation of such measures ONn a qlobal or teqgional level. The
gquidelines vere recommended tO the General Assembly tar consideration, and ate to

be found in the spacial report Of the Disarmament Commirrion to the General

Aesembly at its third special session devoted {O disarmament.

Like other Member States, the German Democra ti0o Republio apptecia tes the work
Of the Disarmament Commirrion in finalizing the text Of those quidelines, and wor ks
ac t ively tot the it implementation, The agtred guidel ines are Of univet sal
signiticance. Naturally, confidence~ and secur ity-buildine measures in Europe ate
of special value tot the German Demoocra ti0O Republic. It shares the view that the
implementation of the wmaasures adopted in Stookholm in 1986 has proved satistactory
and thus contr ibu tee to oonf idenoo bu 1lding in Eucopa.

A few days aqo a meeting Of the Foreign Ministers Of the wareaw Treaty States
was hold in Budapest, the most impot tan t t eeul t of the meet ing be inq the
pteeentation of a dooumrnt detininqg out oonoeptual ftamewotk Cot the continuation
of nego t ia tions on cont idence- and security-buildiny measures in Burope.

Suoh measures, in Our view, ate a significant means Of, and a rtimulating

gac tor in, ptomot inq the red:. :ion of the militacy threat and the achievement of

teal disarmament, as well as the rttenqthening ot psace and stability in

Sta te-to-5ta te rela tionr. We consider the ear 1 ies t posa ible OooOnoluaion of the

Vienna follow-up meeting to the Conference on Secur ity and Co-operation in Europe

(CSCE) to be a matter of qreat urgency, because iN that way a fresh impe tur could
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be g iven to effor to to invigora to pasi t ive trends in Burope and the world e o

large, The adopcion of ¢ balanced rnd ® ubltantivo final document would create
decisive precequisites for the commencement ot negotia tions On more comprehensive
confidence- and security-building meamures and On ways of reducing armed forces and
conventional armamerits from the Atlantic {0 the Urals.

| am saying thir because what has km achieved ¢ o0 tar must be made
icceversible through poiitiocal dialogue, more eontidence building and ® gM-Ont on
fur ther disarmament measures. The German Democratic Republic is therefore i n
favour of omerying On the neqgotia tionr Oon conf idence-bu ilding measures dur ing the
test Of this yeat and without delay,

What thr Wwasaw Treaty States have in mind is NOt merely to touch up the
Stockholm Document but tO pursue genu ira steps t0 ® nhanoo oonf idenae and
predictabil ity, whioh would facilitata the achievement of tesults in oconventional
disarmament. That is what is beh ind the idea of mak ing oonf idence~ and
® rourity-building measures suhstantial, militarily ® ffootiva and politically
binding. |

Essentially, what is involved here is the search tar a naw generation of
conare to oonf idence- and secur i ty-bu i1d ing measur es, ruche 0; the limitation ot
militaty ® roroireag thr inolurion of independent military ® [14¢+X XS5 of airand
naval forces; the ® rirditiont of a centre for the reduction of the risk of war
and the prevention of a surprise attack in Europe) the creation of zones Of
confidence and secur ity in Burope and adjoin inQ sea nreas; and qrea tar opennass an¢

predictability in military activities, These are the k inds cf steps the German

Democra tia Republic would 1 ike to e €.
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As reqards t h e Stockhclm Document, the Germar Democratic Republic is
consistently complying with all obligations arising from it for my country,

Exper ience with the Stookholm Documen t has shown tha ¢ cont idence-bu i1dinqg measures
can be implemented within short periods of time. Their politically stabilising
effects may become palpeble cven hefore an agreement On the rrduotion of armad
foeoeo is oonoluded.

As is well known, ve are nontributing our own share to the implamentation of
the Treaty between the United states of America and the Union of Soviet Soctalist
Republioe on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range
Missiles - INF Treaty, In Vienna the German Democra tiO Republic is co-opera t in9
with all its might, both in thr framework Of the CS8CE proceas and en a bilakral
baais, in the cons truotion of a European home where East and West do not tea in
thair weapons on each other but where peoples can live together peacatully, in
good-neighbour 1 iness and an a tmosphere of tr ust .

We believe that thare is still much swope for future efforts tO build qreater
oont idence. The German Democcta tic Republic feels that cont idence would stand to
ga in in particular it, among other things, the following could be agreed uponi
tirst, the further limitation of series of military exercises, combat-ready-alert
mil {tary exercises and other military activities, in particulac in the vieinity ot
the line of contact betveen the two military-political all iances; second, the
es tablishment Of str ips Or sones Of A reduced level Of armaments alonq the line of
contac t between the two mili tary-poli tical all iances, including the setting up Of
observation posts at Strategically important points) third, creation of a zone Of
conf idence and sacur ity in can tral Europe, including the establishment of permanent

confidence-~building centres; fourth, discussion and compar ison of diffaorent aspects
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of the military doo tr ines rnd concepts Of both military alliances and their
members) fifth, dismantling of enemy images ONn a reciprocal basiss sixth, reqular
exchange of da ta on armed forces and their ac tivi tiess ® evonth, exchange Of
information on the structure and substance of military budgets and a freeze ON and
rrduotion of military ® xponditurea# eighth, cefraining from building up armed
forces and renounaing the establishment of now military bases on thr territory of
foreign statess ninth, development of relation8 between political and military
tepresentatives, including visits by defence ministers, and ® xtonsion of ® Xxohan9e
of military-diplomatic representatives and military delegationsy and, tenth,
creation of special operative communications |ink8 between the oountr ies, including
ruoh links, or hot lines, between Prague, Berlin and Bonn,_inter alla, for the
prtevention Of military {ncidents in oentcr| Fucope,

Everybody will understand that those issues are of relevance not just to
"Europej as h a s bsen stressed repeatedly in the debate we have had so far, they have
a qlobal dimenaion in that they have a bear in9 on other tegions, whose specif ic
conditions must, of course, be taken iNtO account, My delegation believes that the
entire oanplox ot confidence- and e our ity-bu i1ding measures offecs wide scope tor
action, at both the cteqional and the global level, to the United Nations
disarmament bodies concerned,

Is it not time that we Started think in9 about what, spectif tcally, oould be
done in terms of preventive diplomaocy? |n our view we should beO in seriously to
consider the idea of creating a multilateral cantre for the reduction of the r iuk

of war within the United Nations framework, Of equal urgency, in our opinion, are
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practical steps leading to the implementa tiOn of the Secretary-General's proposal
in his tepor t to the forty-f irst session of the Ganeral Assembly for the
establishment Of
*a multilateral nuclear alert centre tO reduce the risk of fatal
misinterpreta‘ion of unintentional nuclear Irunohingr or, in the future, the
chilling possibility of isolated launchings Dy those WhO may clandestinely

gain ¢ 00oem8to nuolrrc devices.* (A/41/1, p. 10)
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In this context attention should also be drawn to the USSR's idea that

“thought should be given to the desirability of organizing a direct line of

communication between United Nations Headquarters and the capitals of the

States which are Permanent members of the Security Council, with a line to the

Chairman of the Non-Aligned Movement as well.” (A/42/574, ¢. 6)

We also suppor t the concept that
“for the purposes of strengthening confidence and mutual under standing under
United Nations auspices, a mechanism could be established for broad
international monitor ina of compliance with agreements on reducing
international tens ion and 1 imi t ing weapons, and of the military situation in
conf 1ict zones." (ibid.)
The United Nations can make a crucial contribution where the establishment of

tegional and qglobal early-warning mechanisms is concerned, thus mak inq its

contr ibution to qrea ter confidence, security and stabilitv in the world.

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the representative of Iraq, who has asked to
speak in exercise of the right of reply. | remind merr;bers that in this respect the
Committee will follow the procedure that | outlined at a previous meeting.

Mr. MOHAMMAD (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): This morning the
representative of the Federal Republic of Germany reiterated certain allegations,
but neither he nor any of the few speakers who have associated themselves with such
allegations could be convinced of their validity. I would remind members of the
statement made by the delegation of Iraq in this Committee on 26 October 1988, in

which we referred to reports from reputable international bodies which refuted such

allega tions.
For this reason, we believe that the position of the Federal Republiec of

Germanv is purely political and has nothing te do with disarmament. There is a
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definite political purpose behind the allegations, and this does not hzlp the

search for consensus in the Committee. Nor does it endour age a positive abnospher e

in which to deal with the problem of chemical weapons in an objective manner,

unaffected by t.he political stance of certain States.

The CHAIRMAN; | call on the Secretary of the Committee, who wishes to
make an announcement.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee) : I have to inform members of
the Commit tee of the following additional sponsors of draft resolutions:
A/C. 1/43/L. 4, Mongolia; A/C. 1/43/L. 22, Samoa; A/C.1/43/L. 38, Democratic Yemen;
A/C., 1/43/L.42 and L.43, Mongolia; A/C. 1/43/L. 45, Malaysia; A/C. 1/43/L.46, Hungary
and Samoa; A/C.1/43/L.57, Malaysia; A/C. 1/43/L.62, the Syrian Arab Republic and
Thailand; A/C. 1/43/L. 63, Thailand: A/C. 1/43/L. 66, Malays ia; A/C. 1/43/%, §3/Rev. 1,
Hungary and Thailand.

The CHAIRMAN: In accar‘.é‘:'%ﬁé%ﬁwith the Committee’s decision taken at its
25 th meet inq , on 2 November, we shall begin taking decisions on the draft
resolutions concer ning the disarmament agenda items tomor row, Thur sdav,
10 November. It is my intention to take up the various clusters one after the
other. As soon as we finish taking decisions on one cluster of draft resolutions,

we shall pass on to the next cluster. I shall not always be in a position to say

in advance which clusters will be considered by the Committee. However, as far as

possible, | shall do my utmost to inform members of the Committee as to which
clusters will be considered at the follwing meeting.
To tecapitula te, therefore, tomorrow we shall begin action on the draft

resolutions in cluster 1 and, time permitting, attempt to conclude action up to

cluster 3.
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Subsequently, on Friday, 11 November, dependinqonthe® [14}[IN completed
tomorrow, it is my intention to move Oon to the draft reasolutions in clusters 4 and

8 and to conclude ration on those clusters bv the end of Fridav, i€ possible,

Tha meeting rose at 5.4V P.m,




