Ui R

United Nations
GENERAL {@
ASSEMBLY S

FORTY-FIRST SESSION
Official Records*

FIRST COMMITTEE
8th meeting
held on

16 October 1986
10.30 a.m.

New York

VERBATIM RECORD OF THE 8th MEETING

Chajrman: Mr. ZACHMANN (German Democratic Republic)

CONTENTS

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Statements were made by:

Mr. Bong (Singapore)

Mr. Vraalsen (Norway)

Mr. Bagbeni Adeito Nzengeya (Zaire)
Mr. Roche (Canada)

Mr. Bouziri (Tunisia)

*This secard is subject 1o correcyion  Cotrections snould be vent under the signature of & member of tw dele-
$stion ciustned wichin ung week uf the dute uf publi ativn (o e Chief of the Official Records Editing Section,
foor D2 150, 2 Lnned Nations Plags. and incorporsted in ¢ copy of the resord.

P
b e wesiun, i

Coiiaiions wil 5 mewsd afiei it b uf i 3 & spaiass Sl for sk Communes,

86-63045 1856V (E)

Distr. GENERAL
A/C.1/81/PV.8
21 October 1986
ENGLISH




EMS/2 A/C.1/41/PV.8
2

The meeting was called to order at 10.40 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 70 65 AND 144 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
Mr. HONG (Singapore): My delegation would like to congratulate you, Sir,
and the other officers on your election as Chairman, Vice-Chairmen and Rapporteur.
We note that the Bureau strikes an ideal balance of German efficiency, Japanese
harmony, Canadian impartiality and Burkina Faso uprightness.

That international character reminds me of a story from the Second World War.
There was a group of soldiers, two Oriental and one Western, members of the Allied
forces, walking along a jungle path on patrol., Suddenly they came to a bridge
across a stream, The two Orientals inexplicably began bowing to each other, each
cordially inviting the other to precede him. This went on for about half an hour.
The Weétetn soldier was at first amused, then bemused, then confused. Finally he
became impatie;t. He said, "Since neither of you can agree to proceed, I shall go
ahead.* wWith that, he strode onto the bridge and, alas, went up in an explosion,
ﬂerhad triggered@ a booby~trap.

The point of the story is simply that there is a need for patiense and caution
when facing unknown and potentially dangerous situations. This Committee is
" charged with the heavy responsiblity of convincing nations either to disarm or to
reduce their national means of protection and survival. We must therefore expect
to spend a long time in this noble vffort, probably decades. Millions of pages and
thousands of resolutions will.be composed in the effort to beag swords into '
ploughshares. Essentially, what we are saying is, "After you," and the echo is
always, "No, no: after you.” As our martial arts instructors always tell us,
watch the eyes, not the words. We know the intention is found in the eyes, so we

always need to look behind the resolutions for the motives,
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Small States such as Singapore face particularly acute problems of security.
We are not the prime movers; the great Powers are, Por us the framework of global
and regional security is a "given®. We are not and never will bhe nuclear Powers.
We understand that the central nuclear balancer is basically determined by the two
super-Powers and other nuclear nations. Nuclear disarmament is therefore a
function of ‘the relations between those great P?wets.

That does not mean, however, that small S':a‘tes sho_uld sit idly by and watch
while the great Povers negotiate. The rest of the world constitutes t!:'ne gallery of
public opinion, to which the nuclear Powers are accountable for the saéety of the
planet Barth and the natural environment, While world opinion is a nebulous thing,
it is nevertheless effective when great Powers feel the need to be understood, to
be supported and to enjoy apprgval. No nation is an island, sufficient unto
itself. That holds true even for great Poweis.

Thus, it behoves small States like Singapore to understand what is going onm,
to analyse and follow trends, to add vhatever small pressure w;e can in the pursuit
of world disarmament and, in our own national and internal actions, to hehave
responsibly. We view with regret a certain South-Bast Asian country that has a
very low standard of living and is oppressed by poverty and underdevelopment, and
yet possesses an army of 1 million men, is heavily a'fmed. and commits aggtessloh

ugainst and occupies nations which are even emaller, poorer and more defenceless

than itself, such as Rampuchea.
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To such a nation, our message is very simple. To it, we say: Your security
is not to be found in armed violence, neither in oppressing others. Your security
cannot be established at the expense of the insecurity of others. Violence begets
violence; it is more productive to negotiate whatever problems exist, as spelt out
in the un'iied Nations Charter. Ultimately, you are the loser, because you have
lost time for development whilst other nations are racing ahead, and you are
becoming dependent on the supplier of your arms, thereby opening yourself to
outside influence. >

In our opinion, therefore, smaller nations should behave responsibly in the

international network of relations and obligations. Each of us should arrange our

own internal affairs so as to minimize excuses for external Powers to interfere. |
Each of us should assiduously exercise the art of good-neighbourliness. As the

American poet Robert Frost said, "Good fences make good neighbours®”. Thus, each of

us must understand our regional responsibilities and strive conttnuc@sly to develop
friendly and co-operative relations with our neighbours,

In this context, Singapore is aware of its international obligations to
disarmament and world security. Our be_nefs are demonstrated in our signatures on
the following treaties: t'he Treaty Banning Nuclear-Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere,
in Outer Space and under Watér of 1963; the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) of 1968; the Convention on the Prohibition of the Emplacement
of Nuclear Weapons and other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and Océan
Floor and in the Sub-soil thereof, 1971; the Convention on the Prohibition of the
Development and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and
on their Destruction of 1972 and the Agreement for the Application of Safeguards in
connection with the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and Protocol

of 1977.
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e are_studying other international agreements and, in due course, we shall be
acceding to those relevant and applicable conventions. We are also, as part of our
regional responsibility, studying, together with our colleagues members of the
Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN), the question of a |
nuclear-weapon-free 2one in South-East Asia. Similarly, we support varipus United
Nations resolu;:iohe on arms control and disarmament discussed in the First
Committee, according to our criteria of seriousness, balance and fairness,
applicability and non-compromise of our national security and that of our friends
and allies. ‘

Here, we should like to state that we are disappointed tiat the United Nations
Disarmament Commission has been unable to conclude its consideration .°f the review
of the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament in accordance with
the mal.adate entrusted to it in General Assembly resolution 40/94 O, which was the
initiative of a group of African States. We urge that at its next substantive
segsion in 1987 the Disarmament Commission éxpeditiously concludé ‘i1ts consideration
of that item, which is at the core of the United Nations primary responsibility in
the field of disarmament. We hope that the Commission will submit its findings and
recommendations on this important issue to the General Assembly in 1987.

We also welcome the establishment of the United- Nations Regional Centre for
Peace and Disarmament in Africa. We think that, operating under the mandate
entrusted to it it in General Assembly resolution 40/151 G, the Centre can indeed
make a useful contribution to the cause of peace in tha't region. It is, we
believe, a major step and will lead to arrangements that will give rise to
confidence and security building measures and disarmament on thé subregional and
regional levels,

Tn 1984 the Singapore representative in the First Committee addressed the

issue of the central nuclear balance and its impact on the third world., 1In 1985 my
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p:ededessof addressed the issue of conventional weai:one. He pointed out that more
than 150 armed conflicts have occurred since 1945, costing perhaps 20 million
lives, creating 8 million refugees and resulting in untold damage to property and
the environment. He stressed that the cost of the conventional arms race has
increased, in constant 1981 prices, from $20.3 billion in 1972 to $34.3 billion in
1962. Of the $800 billion spent in 1983 on military activities, at least
80 per cent was absorbed by conventional att;:e and armed forces. The world's armed
forces are estimated to total more than 25 million personnel and to possess ovet
140,000 main battle tanks, over 35,000 combat aircraft, 21,000 helicopters, 100
naval vessels and 700 attack submarines, |

In our view, therefore, the danger from conventional war ie as great as from
nuclear war. The fact i3 that 150 conventional wars haver accurred, Jhile no
nuclear war has yet broken out. The dreadful example of the Chernobyl aécidene.
however, reinforces our conviction thatr nuclear var is both unwinnable and totally
d@ﬁtructive. ” ' | |

The mlcleaf Powers are scherly aware of the nuclear danger and, hence, they
are negotiating on how to control and limit the danger of nuclear war. 1In this
context, we regret that the two super-Powers were not able to come to an agreement
at Reykjavik. Our regret 1§ tempered by the sober realization that arms control
will now have to ptoéeed in a cooler atmosrphere.r We &;:ge both sides to continue
their negotiations. We hope ghat there will not be an arms race of a new king, ~

which would suck in resources at a time when the world cannot afford it.



BG/4 MC.1/1411/1’V.8

(Mr, Hong, Singapore)

We are not saying that nations do not need weapons for self-defence. We are
not so naive as to believe that all men are righteous. We have heard of groups of
mercenaries trying to hijack power in small States. We think that small nations
should have the right to protect themselves against those pirates and mercenaries,
against coveatous small imperialists and latter-day neo-colonialists.

The exanple of Switzerland comes to mind, It is a small, well armed nation
which trusts its own citizens to the extent of allowing _them to keep at their homes
their rifles and ammunition. Yet it is a nation which has prospered in peace for
centuries. This is an interestiny example of a well-armed nation which has yet
managed to 1ive in peace with its neighbours, thus proving that it is the intention
behind the arms that is most important. Other wise nations have renounced ‘
militarism altogether and their economic success is testimony to their wisdom.

At the same time, we are aware ihag what; is considered adeguate armaments for
a small nation would not be adeguate for a great Power leading an alliance which it
is committed to protect. ﬁe agree that it is hard to draw 5 ling between what is
adequate and what is over-armament, but we believe that the inexorable iron law of
economics will dictate the limits. There are of course examples of nations which
have preferred to sacrifice their peoples' standard of living in order to pursue
their imperialistic ambitions. We have one well-kno;n case in South-East Asia.

But in general no natiqn is so rich that it can aftot';d thege expensive modern
weapons by the thousands and at the same time cater to the expanding needs and
demands of its citizens,

We are pragmatic in recognizing that the problems of arms control and
disarmament will last for decadess and we understand that because these problems
relate to national security they will last as long as men do not change. As

Saint Augustine said: “Lord, make me chaste, but not just yet.* Men have faced
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thege probleha for centuries. In its time the cross-bow was considered too
powerful and un-Christian, and there were efforts to ban it.

Small States faced with perennial problems of ensuring security in dangerous
regions may opt for the same solutions as the ancient Greek city-States did when
faced with the might of Sparta or the threat of invasion from the Persian kings:
they formed 'antancea and tried diplomacy to settle the problems. Sinilarly, the
ancient Chinese States formed the vertical alliance when faced with the expanding
Chinese State called Chin, which was the first to unify China. Tne State of Chin,
in turn, formed its cliont States into the horizontal alliance. Modern equivalents
are the Warsaw Pact and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) alliances.
Such alliances bring with them incipient dangers of automatic linkage, whereby the
tail waygs the dog and small allies drag the others into a bigger war. Such
alliances also i:rlng the usual problems of alliance management: who is to do what

~ for whom, . |

The anavwers to all those problems are very clears thoy are within our grasp,
but the political will is lacking. As one of the Tang dynasty Zen masters has
8said: “Searching for the truth is like riding a buffalo to look for a buffalo."
To trust and love our fellow men, whether as individuals, families, tribes or
nations, that is the ulti.mate' answer to arms control and disarmament. That has
been the answer since thé time that Cain slew Abel. But -that is the idealistic
ansver,

Perhaps a more practical answer is shown by the example of ‘the Association of
South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN) of which Singapore, Brunei, Indonesia, Malaysia,
the Phnig_:pmes and Thailand are members. It is instructive to- compare the
*before® and "after® pictures. Before ASEAN wac created our region suffered from
violent conflicts, border wars and territorial claimsj each nation, ignorant of the

other, oriented towards the former colonial Powerj trade, communications, touriem
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and other people-to-people ties were at a minimum. Now we can sincerely say that,
because of ASEAN, there is more peace, more stability and more interaction in all
forms between the member States. ne interesting point to note is that we have in
ASEAN's charter provision for the peaceful settlement of disputes.

The founding fathers of ASEAN were also wise in realizing the peed to move
slowly, at a pa'ce comfortable for the slowes_t, to concentrate ohn the more
achievable sectors, to be aware of sensitivities, to involve not only the
Governments but also the peoples, the media, the academiés and the private sectors.

Preguently, DSEA‘N is compared to the Buropean Community, but we should note
one vital difference: the member States of that Community have been nation-States
for centuries, while the ASEAN member States have achieved independence only since
the Second World wWar. Also, our goals are different, our pace, systems and
instif.ut':ione are different. But what ve have similarly achieved is regional peace
and stability. The example of ASEAN is matched by regional assocations in the
Caribbean, latin America, South Asiu and Aﬁ:iéa. in a turbylent world, these
regional associations have created ocases of peace and fostered haﬁita of peaceful

co-operation,

My argument can be sunned up in a phrase: regionalism is a positive form of
confidence building. The following is stated in the United Mations “Study on
conventional disarmamant®:

‘Al though confidence-building measures, whether military or non-military,
cannot gserve as a substitute for concrete disarmament measures, they can play

an important role in progress towards disarmament in that they can encourage a

climite of trust and international co-opezation, whether they are taken

unilaterally, bilaterzlly or multilaterally. By assisting in the development

- & an cm s yup § 2 & ry
n iBpEGved Climats of inter ional relations, they can help to craate

[

conditions conducive to the adoption of measures of limitation of conventional

arms and armed forces and disarmament..® (A/319/348, waora. I0M
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This v:leﬁ reinforces our points, which ares €£irst, small States cannot
effectively do much about the central nuclear balance that is negotiated between
the great Powers; secondly, small States, however, are affected by the conventional
arms race and are often the victims and/or proxies of great Powers in conventional
wars; thirdly, before getting involved in conventional conflicts, small States
should consider the option of regionalism and good-neighbourliness and the peadaful
gettlement of conflicts: regionalism is a poaiﬂve foarm of confidence-building or
a form of preventive arms control; fourthly, ASEAN ig a good exanple of a healthy
regional association which has contributed much to the maintenance and preservation
of peace and stability in South East Asia.

In conclusion, our message to small States faced with overvwhelming problems of
security and arms control is that it is more productive to build better and closer
relations with neighbouring States than to continue buying arms in a‘t‘utue pursuit
of security.. At the same time we should arrange our internal affairs so as to
provide no excuse for outsiders to interfere. Good government begets peace, which
is the goal of disarmament and arms control. The paths to peace are many, and
small States can take the low road of confidence-building through co-operative
regionalism while the great Powers take the high road of nuclear disarmament.

Mr . VRAAISEN (Norway‘)s lLast year, during the discussions on disarmament
questions in this Committee, we sensed a more constructive approach than during
preceding sessions of the Genera} Assembly. That development resulted mainly from'
improvements in thé Bast-West relationship as demonstrated by the' summit meeting in
Goneva between the leaders of the United States of Amer ica and the Soviet Union.

It is the hgpe of my delegation that that trend will continue and be reinforced at

this session of the General Assembly and, of course, particularly in this Committee.
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My Government attaches great importance to the agreement that was reached at
the Stockholm Conference on a new generation of security and confidence-building
measures in Europe. We believe that this outcome is an important contribution to
the efforts aimed at enhancing security on the Buropean continent. At the same
time it is our hope that such regional measures might be of significance also in a
glaobal context. On the multilateral level we welcome the agreement at the recent
Review Conference on the biological weapons convention.

The results obtained in some limited fields should not however cbscure the
fact that the main problems before us are still to be solved. Major breakthroughs
8till elude us in the most fundamental disarmament issues.

We therefore share the disappointment expressed in this Comnittee that the
meeung'laat weekend in Reykjavik between President Reagan and
General Secretary Gorbachev did not bring about concrete progress in the fields of
arms control and disarmament despite the great efforts undertaken. Such progress
would have been of great importance to the bilateral nuclear and space talks in
Geneva as wsll as in oﬁe: forums of arms control and disarmament.

We share the view that the United States and mé Soviet Union now face the
real challenge to continue their search for new soluti'.ms. Agreements of
potentially major significance seem to have been in prlgspect in Reykjavik with
regard to strategic and intermediate-range nuclear .wea'pons as well as other aspects
of the East-West relationship. This has shown that agreements are possible., On
the basis of what was achieved in Reykjavik the super-Powers should, despite the

regrettable temporary set-back, continue their efforts to create a safer world for
mank ind.
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Clearly a épecial responsibility for international security rests with the
nations that have the largest military potentials., Arms control and disarmament
must not, however, be seen exclusively as a domain of the militarily most powerful
States. Questions of such magnitude concern the entire world community; they
concern all of us. It must therefore be the responsibility of all the States in
this Committee to develop further the atmosphere we exper ienced last year, thereby
giving a strong manifestation of world opinion on these matters and giving impetus
to the international disarmament process. .

At this stage allow me to point out that the growing number of draft
resolutions in the PFirst Committee constitutes a problem that should be considered
by all Member States. We seem to be facing a development in which less and less
time can be devoted to examining the issues on the agenda.

There is cleat'ly a need to continue the process of streamlining and
rationalizing the procedures and practices of the Committee with a view to making
then more effective. An overhaul of the Committee's agenda is necessary, and in
this connection a further refinement of the cluster system is in order. In this
respect I should like warmly to support the views expressed by my colleague
Ambassador Alatas in his statement at the organizational meeting on 8 October and
his proposal that the Committee's &laumeh of recent years, together with this
session's Bureau, should meet to discuss ways and means of making the work of the
Cosmittee more efficient. I can assure you, Mr, Chairman, that I personally would
be ready to participate in such an effort whenever you deem it conv‘enient.

The challenge posed by nuclear weapons remains the most fundamental issue
before us. !:t must be a matter of the hi.*est priority to reduce our dependence
upon these weapons. In our opinion a high level of nuclear armaments in itself

poses a grave danger and gives ample reason vt geek reductions,
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A reduction in nuclear arsenals, however, will not in itself necessarily lead
to enhanced international security. The nuclear issue should therefore, in our
view, not be seen in isolation from other types of weapons, This is reflected in
the question of the prevention of nuclear war - to which Norway, together with it:
allies, attaches the utmost importance. The question of the prevention of nuclear
war cannot be considered separately from the question of the prevention of war in
general. A nuclear war could, in fact, be triggered by the escalation of a
conventional conflict. What is therefore at stake is the prevention of war in all
ite dimensions in a nuclear age.

At the same time, we support the increased attention devoted to the question
of conventional disarmament, also in the multilateral context. Judging from the
Buropean experience, significant nuclear disarmament may, in our view, be possible
only if adequate attention is given to the role of conventional forces.

In the field@ of nuclear disarmament, Norway sees a comprehensive test ban as
an important arms control measure, vhich wou'd play a key role in promoting the
nuclear disarmament process. It would be a significant contribution to the

prevention of further horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons as

well,

¢

My Government therefore welcomes the talkg begun in .:1986 by the United States
and the Soviet Union on the entire scope of lzsues relating to nuclear testing. We
hope that those bilateral talks will pave thz way for the rémoval of the obstacles
that have long preventad progress in this field. It is our hope that an early
regult of these talks will be ratification of the threshold test~ban Treaty of 1974
and the Treaty on Underground Muclear Explosions for Peaceful Purposes of 1976.

A test ban is not merely an issue between the Suviet Union anu the United
Statex. The Confarence on Disarmament should in the firast instance resume its

in-depth examination of unresolved practical issues in this field, such as
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compliance, verification and scope. It is necessary to reach an understanding on
the scope of a test ban. Such a ban should include both nuclear-weapon tests. and
go-called nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. It should thus, in our view,
prohibit all nuclear explosions in all environments for all time, and it should be
applicable to all States. At this session of the General Assembly, we should seek
to arrive at a recommendation to the Conference on Disarmament, based on as wide a
base of support as possible, to start concrete work on this issue at its next
session,

It is our view that a global seismological network would play an essential
role in the verification of a nuclear test ban. In the past few years, significant
progress has been made in this field by the scientific expert group of the
Conference on Disarmament. Such a network must be operative by the time a test-ban
treaty is in fon::e and should ensure a reliable international data exchange on the
basis of the most modern technology available at the time of its est;bnshment.
Norway thus welcomes the interest shown by the Soviet Union in 1986 in using the
exchange of waveform data as part of a global system of verification of a test ban.

For a number of years, Norway has devoted considerable resources to
contributing to the development of a global system. Since its establishment in
1970, the Norweg_ian Seismic Array {(NORSAR) has been one of the world's largest
seismological observatories. Last year, a new array was inaugurated. The New
Norwegian Regional Seismic Array System (NORESS) inco;'pota’tes .me of the most
recent technological and scientific advances in the field of seismic array design.
Our experience in this field leads us to the conclusion that a large number of
aguestions related to vetificatiqn of a nuclear test ban are, indeed, solved.

A global and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons is urgently needed.
Significant progress has been achieved during negotiations in the Conference on

Disarmament on a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and
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stockpiling of chewical weapons and on their destruction. In light of the need to
intensify negotiations, my Government welcomes the agreement in the Canference on
Disarmament to continue work prior to the opening of the 1987 sessio;\ of the
Conference.

My country, which is the candidate of the Western Group for membership in the
Conference on Disarmament , has taken an active part in those ne?ottations. Since
1982, gseveral working papers have been submitted conocerning ver iﬂcation of the
alleged use of cihemical weapons., Those papers have beén based on research results
from exper iments undertaken under field conditions and should be viewed in light of
the agreement to incorporate a prohibition of the use of chemical weapons in the
global convention. The Norwegian research programme is aimed at developing
proposals for full-fledged procedures for verification of the alleged use of
chemi&al weapons on a year-round basis. Such procedures would facilitate
implementation of the glaobal convention.

A basic and as yet unresolved question is that of the modalities for handling
requests for on~site inspection on challenge. On 15 July, the (ﬁited Kingdom
introduced in the Conference on Disarmament a new proposal which in our view
constitutes a genuine and serious attempt to establish a basis for an acceptable
compromise on that guestion.

Another unresolved question conce-tns the development of effective procedures
for verifying the non-production of chemical weapons, although substantial progress
has been made in 1986 on the concept of listing chemical substances that would be
subject to control. Norway favours a solution whereby the ch.-mical industry would
be subject to routine 1nspect16n on a random basis and whereby relevant statistical
data would regularly be exchanged.

My Government views with the greatest concern and ser iousness the repeated use

of chemical weapons in the Iran-Irag war, in violation of the Geneva Protocol of
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1925. The use of those abhorrent weapons is anothe:. reminder of the need to
conclude a glcobal convention without further delay.

It is therefore the view of my Government that it must be a matter of the
highest priority for us at this General Assembly to give the Conference on
Disarmament unambiguous support in its negotiations on a glcbal ban, All resources
should now be utilized to finalize a draft convention in 1987, Intermediate

measures can in no way reduce the need for a camprehensive global ban.
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The adoption of a final declaration at the second Review Conference of the
States pa;.'ties to the biological weapons Convention represented a positive step
towards strengthening the prohibition of biological and toxin weapons. My
Government attaches particular importance to the supporting strengthening measures
on which the Conference agreed in order to prévent or reduce the occurrence of
ambiguities, 'doubté and suspicions and in order to improve international
co-operation in the field of peaceful biological activities. The hulding of an
2d hoc meeting of scientific and technical experts in March and April nert year to
finalize the modalii:i.es for the exchange of information and data represents an
innovation in connection with the implementation of the Convention.

The Conference on Disarmament managed in 1985 to establish an Ad Hoc Committee
on Outer Space. By examining and identifying issues relevant to the prevention of
an arms race in outer space, the Conference has done useful and necessary initial
work, The deliberations have proved the vital importance of all States parties
complying with the outer space Treaty and o_ﬁher tr_eaties relevant to outer space.
Apart from the multilateral gieaties, the 1§72 anti-ballistic miésile Treaty
be£ween the Soviet Union and the United States repkesenté a corner-stone of the
existing régime. A further evaluation of the existing agreements relevant to outer
space is required with a view to agreeing on areas which should be dealt with in
greater depth by the Conference on Disarmament. Efforts are indeed needed to
prevent the spread of the arms race into outer space, apd it is the firm view of my
Government that outer space should be reserved exclusively for peaceful purposes.

That requires both bilateral and multilateral deliberations.
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It must be a matter of great importance for this Committee to give voice to
the concern of world opinion that the militarization of outer space should not take
place, and we therefore urge that a determined effort be undertaken this year again
to bring about a single draft resolution that can command as wide a support as
possible.

In view of the close relationship between disarmament and development, Norway
has actively supported the holding of a United Nations Conference devoted to that
matter. We all know that such a Conference was scheduled for this year but that it
has been postponed until 1987, We earnestly hope t‘\at the necessary decisions will
be taken at this session of the General Assembly with regard te holding that
Conference as soon as possible. Considerable preparations have already been made.
A Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development would, in our
view, represent,a first occasion for United Nations Member States to address that
relationship in a comprehensive manner. The International Conference would thus be
the beginning of an in-depth consideration of that issue within the United Nations,
and it would also offer an opportunity to formulate guidelines for future
activities on the national and international levels in the field of the
relationship between disarmament and development.

Let me conclude by repeating what 1 said at the outset: that we hope that at
its forty-first session, the General Assembly will be able tq carry cut an
examination of the crucial issues before it in a spirit of good will and
co-operation, thereby creating a solid basis for future work in the Conference on
Disarmament and in the United Nations Disarmament Commission. At the same time, a
constructive cutcome of our deltberations would send a powerful signal to other

negotiating forums at this vital stage in the disarmament process.
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Mr. BAGBENI ADEITO NZENGEYA (Zaire) (interpretation from French): When
during the election of the Committee officers my delegation proposed the candidacy
of Jgpan for the post of Vice-Chairman, I had the opportunity to congratulate you,
Sir, on your election to the chairmanship. I shall therefore not tepéat my
congratulations, However, I wish to say how pleased my delegation is at the
outstanding way in which you have guided the work of the First Committee since the
beginning of the session, in an unfavourable international climate characterized by
deep distrust.

The hopes aroused by last year's meeting between the leaders of the two great
Powers, held in Novemper 1985 at Geneva, and by the recent follow-up meeting, held
on 10 and 11 October 1986 at Reykjavik, were frustrated by the total absence of any
political will on the part of the two great nuclear Powers to reach ag}eements on
even partial or gradual nuclear disarmament. My delegation continues to believe
thag the two great Powers will be able to overcome their difficulties and resume
constructive diglogue leading to the elimination of the military nuclear arsenal,
thus creating a ciimate of trust, dialoéue and détente.

The present psychological environment‘éhould in no way demoralize the members
of the First Committee or, still less, those of the Conference on Disarmament at
Geneva, ‘for the international community will eventually bring ;pc;eased noral
pressure to bea? on the two great nuclear quere to meet aqaln'and jointli seek
ways to reach a nuclear disarmament agreement. '

The objectives of this Committee, the Disatmament-cdﬁmission and the
Conference on Disarmament are to eliminate the threat of war, especially nuclear
war, to seek ways of halting nuclear testing and the growing military nuclear
capacity, and to reverse the nuclear arms race with a view to achieving lasting

peace.
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All the nuclear Powers have_recognized the negaéive nature of nuclesr
deterrence, especially because since 1945 - when the cities of Nagasaki and
Hiroshima were destroyed by the first atomic bombs - no nuclear war has taken
place. Strategic nuclear superiority and attempts to limit damage in the event of
nuclear war would thus appear to be incompatible from the military point of view,
for strategic nuclear superiority guarantees deterrence while attempts to limit
damage in the event of nuclear war would seem to be futile, the destruction of
éivilian targets being inevitable in the event of nuclear bombardment.

The theory whereby the role of nuclear weapons is essentially limited to
deterrence has been rendered invalid by gradual escalation.' The creation of
various nuclear-weapon systems - strategic weapons with a 6,400-kilometre range,
intermediate-range weapons with a range between 2,400 and 6,400 kilometres, short
and medium-rangp weapons with a range between 800 and 2,800 kilometres, and
tactical weapons - cannot guarantee the safety oi the areas over which those

nuclear weapons pasg or that of areas near the target.
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The unfortunate nuclear accident that recently occurred at the nuclear
lnstanatlc;n at Chernobyl in the USSR was eloguent testimony to the fact that
scientists conceive and prodi~e nuclear weapons in an orderly and conscientious
way, whereas control over the effects of such nuclear weapons on human beings as
well as on the environment is still beyond the power of human intelligence. Hence
the incalculab'le destructive consequences of the explosion of any so-called nuclear
weapon, vhatever its range.

The international community is constantly aware that 50 per cent of the
50,000 nuclear missiles now in the possession of all the world's nuclear Powers,
which represent a potential nuclear explosive power of a million of the bombs
dropped on Hiroshima, might have been destroyed had an agreement been.ieached at
Reykjavik. The same would have been true of the arsenals of conventional weapons
of the huclear Powers, that is, more than 140,000 combat tanks, more than
35,000 combat aircraft, more than 21,000 helicopters, more than 1,100 large naval
warships and more than 700 nuclear-attack subhari.ngs.

Finally, the nuclear-arms race represents the desire on the .patt of certein
nuclear Powers to impose upon the planet a new strategic world order, whose prime
objective would be to ensure an unparalleled military s'periority and an
uncontes ted hegemony over the entire globe. "

The nuclear rivalry that has resulted makes the antagonists yearn for a
military and technological superiority and thus prevents them from considering the
critical economic situation in Africa, the world debt problem standing in the way
of development in the third world - in short, the poverty, famine and squalor that
afflict a large number of third world countries,

It is striking to note that the total amount of the expenditures on nuclear
armaments equals the total indebtedness of all the third world countries. From a

strictly economic point of view, the economic growth of the third world countries
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and their increased participatior in world trade, as advocated in the Pourth Part
of the &néal Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), could act as a stimulant to
the economies of all Member States. It would lead to more intensive trade, to
stronger economic, industrial and technological relations and to a close _
co-operation in various spheres between the third world and the industrialized and
nuclear Powers.,

That sltatement has been borne out by the prosperity achieved by the countries
members of the Atlantic Alliance in the aftermata of the Second World War following
implementation of the Marshall Plan, a prosperity that benefited both the Western
countries and the rest of the world as well. In 1947, George Marshall stated:

"Our policy is not directed against any country or doctrine, but against

hunger, poverty, despair and chaos.”

If the international community of 1945 could harbour such a concept of goodwill and
humanity, dear'to the philosopher Kant, is it inconceivable that 40 years later

that same international community might give priority attention to the deve1§pnent
concerns of come comtries over and above the concerns of individual hegemony?

This approach was called for repeatedly by the Chairman of the Group of 77
when introducing in thé General Assenbly the item on the pruhlem of third world
indebtedness. 1In 1950, r.hellndian delegation sﬁmitted a proposal for a United
Nations peace fund aimed at déveloping the-tmdet-developed regions by d;:awing on
funds to be built up from the savings realized through arms reduction. Thut
proposal was followed in 1985 by the initiative of the delegation of Sri Lanka,
calling upon the United States of America and the Soviet Union. to reduce their
military expenditures by 10 per cent in order to alleviate the international
indebtedness of the poorest nations,

In this connection my delegation hopes that the First Committee will be able

to taka a dociaion on the convaning in 1087

9

£ an Intarnational Conferenne an the

Relationship between Disarmament and Development and to set a site for that
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Conference. Pursuant to General Assenbly resolution 40/155, it was to have been
held last July at Paris, but, because of pressing circumstances, the French
Government , which had in June acted as host to the International Conference on the
Adoption of Sanctions against Racist South Africa, was unable to accommodate it.

Given the disarmament desires expressed by many delegations of States Members,
ny delegauon’is certain that a candidate will come forward to act as host to that
Conference, preparations for which are well advanced in the Preparatory Committee.

General and complete disarmament can be realized 6n1y with effective
international controls. Therefore, all nuclear Powers, jncluding South Africa,
must submit to the authority of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). The
same obligation should extend to all peaceful nuclear facilities to ensure the
implementation of l:he Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

I;I that connection 'my_ deleqatioﬁ supports the strict application of the
decisjon taken in 1964 by the Heads of State or Government of thefo::gani.zatim of
African Unity (O_AU) at Cairo declaring Atuc.aj nuclear-free-zone. The Tlatelolco
Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear weapoﬁs in Latin America 1? already in effect
in implementation of that earlier Treaty. A

The progress achieved by the Geneva Conference on Disarmament on d:emi&al ‘
weapons means that the First Committee should give serious attention to that
subject in order to achieve a prompt agreement. My delegation wishes to pay a
special tribute to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, His
Excellency Anbassador Cromartie of the United Kingdom, for the hard work he has
done throughout his term as Chairman to camplete negotiations on chemical weapons
and for the positive contribution he made +o the drafting of a multilateral
convention on a total and effective prohibition of the development, manufacture and

stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction. I hope that his
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successor, His Excellency Ambassador Ekeus of anden.. will be able with equal
dedication to work towards the completion of the drafting of the convention.

Within the Conference on Disarmament, the other items on its agenda continue
to form the subject of consideration by Conference members. We must note, however,
that little progress has been made on guestions such as the nuclear-test ban,
cesgation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament., Notwithstanding the
efforts rade by the Group of 21, supported by other Groups, ﬁo consensus has
emerged on the establishmant of a subsidiary body on agenda item 1, "Nuclear-test
ban®. The efforts of some countries, and even thosé of the Chairman, to draw up a
mandate for the ad hoc comnittee to be established under aéendn item 1 did not
evoke a favourable response from the other members of the Conference.

My delegation hopes that those consultations will continue so that those first
two items on the agends of the Conference can be given thorough consideration by

subsidiary bodies, as is the case with regard to certain other items on the agenda

of the Conference on Disarmament.
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In this regard, my delegation wishes to pay tribute to the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc COnnl;ittee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, Mr. Garcia Robles,
for the enrichment of the Comprehensive l;rogtame of Disarmament which certainly is
a time-consuming task the substance of which reauires more active participation
from Conference members.

There is also a need to broader the Conference's menbership. My delegation
has noted the agreement reached by the Conference to appoint two new members, one
representing the socialist Group and the other the Weate'tn Group, but consultation
continues with regard to the other two members to represent the Group of 2l.

My delegation cannot remain insensitive to the concern voiced by numerous
delegations at the Conference on Disarmament in the sphere of the prevention of an
arms race in space. Space, being the common heritage of mankind, should
accotdihgly be reserved for exclusively peaceful purposes so as to promote the
scientific, economic and social development of all nations.

The danger of seeing the research and de§elom9nt programmes of the two
leading space Powers and the energy of their military rivalry exténd into space has
become real since the emergence of the “"star wars® age. This new spiral in which
the two leading nuclear Powers are engaged may lead them to the development,
testing, manufacture and, possibly, even the deployment of weapons systems and
their elements which may be used in, extend to or from. space and could touch off a
new, irreversible competition in the sphere of space arsepals.

The Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of the Nuclear Arms Race in Outer Space
should press on unrelentingly with its work so as to induce the nuleear Powers

concerned to halt this race.
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In conclusion, the delegation of Zaire wishes to congratulate Mr. Martenson,
Under~Secretary-General for Disarmament, and Mr. Rheradi, Secretary of the
Committee, and his entire team for their positive contribution to the preparation
of disarmament conferences and the dissemination of publications on disarmament.
We are sure that this team will spare no effort to prepare meticulously for the
third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

Mr. ROCHE (Canada): Last weekend the United States and the Soviet Union
brought a historic disarmament agreement tantalizingly close to achievement. Since
then both super-Powers have informed the worid that they will persist in this
effort and build on the progress achieved at Reykjavik, The negotiators have
already resumed their meetings in Geneva,

Thuse are highly significant developments that have produced a renewed
atmosphere of hope as this Committee begins its deliberations. FPor, as Prime
Minister Brian Mulroney told the Canadian Parliament this week, the elements are
now in place for an ongoing civilized dialbgue in Geneva which, it is hoped, will
result in General Secretary Gorbachev's coming to the United States as agreed
upon, The Canadian Prime Minister added:

*There are stumbling-blécks on both sides., That is what negotiations are
all about - sitting down with open minds, knowing the objections on both
sides, and trying to effect an honourable'compromiee.‘

The Canadian Government hopes that people of goodwill wiil achieve a
substantive ac :ord which could be signed at an early summit. Arms control,
however, is a fragile process; its environment must be protected. It is therefore
doubly important to resist all actioné vwhich might be seen as weakening or
untavelliné the existing internatiounal framework on which Bast-West relations and

arms control are built. Compliance with existing agreements is essential,
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It i8 of course a reality of our time that the United States and the Soviet
Union will determine the major aspects of any 1nt_ernationa1 framework for global
security. But security is everyone's business. All of us have a stake in
international security, and all of us -have a responsibility to play a constructive
role in the arms-control process.

Canada will press on with constructive work in every multilateral forum that
one day must achieve the basis for a world community freed from the weapons of mass
destruction. Iceland showed that the complete elimination of ballistic missiles in
10 years is now seriously discussed at the highest levels. The full
implementation of this historic opportunity is our task. Iceland was a moment on
the journey, but the journey goes on.

Wheq President Reagan addteaaéd the General Assembly before the Reykjavik
meeting he aspoke of hope, of a future without weapons of mass destruction, He
reaffirmed his country's commitment to pesce, to a more stable sqper-l’ower
relationship, and to substantial progress on arms control and disarmament. The
President expressed his Government's willingness to ratify the threshold test-ban
Treaty and the Treaty on Peaceful Nuclear Explosions, once agreement was reached on
improved verification procedures. He offered to cons:ld'et other limits on nuclear
testing in parallel with arms reductions. It is our hope that the Soviet Union
will find it possible to build on this realistic and welcome approach as a firm
foundation for real progress.

When Foreign Minister Shevardnadze came to New York earlier in this session
he, too, gave us reason for optimism. He spoke of relations with the United States
as holding promise - of encouraging outlines of meaningful agreements between his
country and the United States. And vhen we later welcomed him in Ottawa,

& Lo s K

commitaent 0 woie stable East-West

Mr. Shevardnadze anain ranastad his osunts

ties and to progress on arms control.
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But in this atmosphere of oxpectation two nntes of caution are in order.
First, any sénse of new momentum can lead to lasting, effective results, only if it
is backed up by patience, auiet negotiation and due attention to adeacuate
verification, which over the long term will assure confidence in compliance.
Secondly, our hopes and expectations surrounding the super-Power talks and the
bilateral nuclear and space negotiations in Geneva, as important as they are,
should not be allowed to distract attention f;om the necessity for complementary
i)rogress in conventional and multilateral arms~-control forums.

It is in this context that we are all much encouraged by the successful
conclusion of the Stockholm Conference, The results of Stockholm bring new
openness and predictability to the conduct of military affairs in Europe. The
establishment of agreed p:oéedutes for git and ground on-site inspections is a
landna.tk achievement - one which will provide an effective basis for other
arma~-control neéotiati.ona.

More broadly, the United Nations Disarmament Commission has had a relatively
productive session. The guidelines for confidence-building measures, on which the
Commission will report to the General Assembly, like the Stoc¢kholm Gocument, should
pfovide a l.lBeflll baéis £§r future negotiators. They could be drawh on to ensure
" those elements of conﬂdence,' compliance and verification which will be essential

components of all effective arms-control agreements.
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The Conference on Disarmament in Geneva has also had a more productive
session. If it has still not achieved agreement on a global chemical weapons ban,
detailed negotiations are intemsifying and there have been welcome signs that the
Soviet Union is prepared to move forward on verification. We have particularly
noted the proposal of the United Kingdom on challenge inspection, which we hope
will provide a basis for practical progress on one of the most difficult issues
associated with the chemical weapons ban.

This sense of positive accompl ishment, however, does not extend to other
issues on the Conference of Disarmanent‘'s agenda. We are frankly disappointed that
progress on a comprehensive nuclear test ban has been so slow, We were
particularly discouraged at the failure to agree on a practical mandate for a
subsidia;y body to work congtructively towards an agreed test ban, We note and
welcome the fact that the Soviet Union has taken a more forthcoming approach on
technical matters relating to the establishment of a global seismic monitoring
network. The Australian proposal for an international seismic l;el;wa:k is both
consistent with Canada's concern for a reliably verifiable test ban and an
encouraging step towards the objective of a comprehensive test ban. Expert-level
talks between Soviet and United States scientists on n’uclea: testing are a welcome
development which all of us hope can provide yet moth.er step towards our common
goal.

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is a high priority for Canada.
It was thus disappointing that the mandate for the subsidiaty body on outer space
was agreed so late in the session of the Conference on Disarmament. Once the
mandate was agreed, discussion was both sober and thoughtful. The existing mandate
is clearly demonstrating its usefulness,

anada played an active pait in Uie Second Review Confefence of the bioiogical

and toxin weapons Convention. We are heartened by that Conference's final
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declaration, its strong reaffirmation of the principles of the Convention and its
restatement of the common interest all share in strengthening the Convention's
authority and effectiveness through promoting confidence and co-operation.

Now, this activity shows that the world community is not indifferent or
impotent in building a safer world. There is still much to Go in the international
arena, and capqdn pledges once zgain tw 4o everything in our power to strengthen
the international rachinery of peace. This woarld-wide activity must reinforce the
étforts of the super—Powers to find their bilateral agreements. For we know that,
although 86 per cent of the people of the world do not live in the United States or
the Soviet Union, we are all caught up in the fall-out from that relationship of
the two great super-Powers, which togather possess 95 per cent of the more than
50,000 nuclear weapons in the world. Their relationship, as is obvious, affects
everyche. It is in the interests of everyone to help impiove the entire East-West
' relationship and, as Secretary-General Perez 4e Cuellaz said in his acceptance
gpeech last Priday, to ‘

“demand of the Governments of States which possess nuclear weapons ... that

they reflect upon their responsibility to their peoples and to the planet

itself and pursue policies that will lead to the el.i.minaeid\ of these

weapons®. (A/41/PV,.33, p. _12)

It uged to be said that history would be the ji.\dqe of one's actions, but in terms
of what we are discussing here there will be no history to write, in a non-future
for human life, 1€ the means to destroy the human race, now in the possession of l
the two super-Powers, should ever be unleashed.

Consequently, the role of the United Nations in disarmament is to construct a
viable framework of multilateral progress so as to enhance the prospect of ma jor

bilateral agreements. More attention should be paid in this Committee to consensus
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resolutions with as much substance as possible, rather than merely increasing the
nugber of resolutiocna. At the 1976 session, 10 years ago, there were

23 resolutions, 8 of uwhich were adopted by consensus, In 1985, there were

66 resolutions, 20 of which were adopted by consensuys. The growth of nan-consensus
resclutions, many of which cancel one another out and split apart the Committee, is
a dubious achievement and a complete puzziement to the outside world. Let us not
forget that the Final Document of the first special session, which remains the
yardstick by which we measure progress, was a consensus agreement. Important
advice has been offered by last year's Chairman, Ambassador Alatas oi Indonesia, to
form a smal)l working y. ~p to attempt rationalization of the Committee's wor k.

what is needed to reinvigorate the concept of collective security, including
arms control, is not a new structure or a set of principles, for we have a
perfectly adequate framework for peace already in place in the form of the
United Nations and its Charter. What needs to be doné is to use it effectively.

It is a source of pride to Canada that one of last year's resolutions that was
adopted by consensus was a substantive Canadian resolution, "Verification in all
its aspects®™, which highlights the importance of verification as a key element in
the arms control negotiating process. Underlying every arms control issue is the
quegstion of confidence - of assurarce of compliance, and thus of verification. We
in Canada are certain that verification cannot be left aaiée as a gsubsidiary
element of arms control. 0:: the contrary, though the concept 'ot verifization must
never be seen as an aobgtacle to be thrown up against gerious arms control
negotiation, it must be an integral and essential part oy all arms coni;:ol
agreements.

Canada intends to take the lead again this year in putting forward a s_imilar
draft resolution. Our sim will bg o reafifirm the importance of effective

acrangements for verification, arrangements based on sound technical competence and
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principles vhich can be carefully tailored to fit specific agreements., Canada
wants the General Assembly to have the Disarmament Comuission consider verification
at the earliest possible opportunity. We hope that, as last year, all Member
States will join in supporting this important undertaking.

A year ago the Canadian Government developed a programme Of action for the
remaining half of the Second Disarmament Decade. This programme continues to focus
on practical solutions to arms control problems, on laying the essential groundwork
for the creation of confidence and trust vital to arms control agreements.

As part of this programme of action the Canadian Government continues to
provide some 1 million Canadian dollars to the Verification Research uUnit in our
Department of External Affaijrs. That unit has continued its work on key issues
relating to a limitation of nuclear testing leading to a comprehensive test ban, a
global chemical.weapons convention and the p:eventi.én of an arms race in outer
space. To assist in laying the found;ti.ons for a comprehensive test ban, the
Canadian Government is upgrading its seismic array in our own Northern Territory.
Just last week we hosted a successful technical workshop in Ottawa at which
16 countries, including the United States and the Soviet Union, were represented.
Our comnitment to the Intetnaticnai Seismic Data Exchange remains firm.
Verification has now becone an,inte:naeionél concern, and Canada welcomes the
statement issued by the six nations of the five-continmt peace initiative at their
recent sunmit meeting in Mexico that they seek co-operatior; ;vith non-nuclear States
in international verification Sttmgements related to future nuclear disarmament.
We in Canada are certain that, in putting our efforts into a programme of actiun
wh:lqh concentrates on practical aolui:ions and co-operating with other nations, we
are on l:h'e right track.

Canada’

s commitment to verifiable and balanced arms control and disarmament

remains absolutely firm. The Cunadian Prime Minister himself has recently agaiu
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set out the six pol.icy areas of our Government: negotiated radical reductions in
nuclear forces and the enhancement of strategic stabilitys; wmaintenance and
étrengthmi.ng of the nuclear non-proliferation régime; support for a coaprehensive
test ban treaty as a fundamental and abiding objective of Canadian foreign policy:
negotiation of a chemical weapons ban; prevention of an srms race in outer space}
and confidence-building measures to facilitate the reduction of military forces in

Europe and elsewhere.
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Again, at this United Nations session ~ and in the Conference on Disarmament -
Canada will be looking for early progress in these areas of crucial concern to us
all. Among these, the one perhaps closest to realization is a global
chemical-weapons ban, This is a vital issue, on which constructive proposals have
been made and in regard to which there should be no insurmountable obstacle to
early agreement,

We shall continue to participate in the search for effective means of ensuring
that outer space be used only for peaceful purposes, Canada actively continues to
seek a comprehensive nuclear-test ban as a fundamental arms control objective., The
Secretary of State for External Affairs has told the General Assembly - on
24 September - that a nuclear-test ban is an objective towards which concrete steps
can and should be taken now. We believe that what is neceded for effective results
is to begin work immediately, working step by step, without pre-conditions, towards
a lasting, mutually acceptable and verifiable comprehensive test ban. Progress
towards the liniting and ending of all testing is essential.

High on Canida's iist of priorities is the need to strengthen still further
the nuclear non-piolifatation régime, to guard against the spiead of nuclear
weapong technology, and to limit in every way possible the poseibility of
accidental nucléa: weapons disaster., Encouraged as we are by the reaffirmation of
the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) at the 1985 Review Conference, we ate also
conscious of the need for nuclear-weapon States to 1mp1~emen't article VI on the
cesgation of the arms race.

' In the long and complex struggle for peace, two issues stand out above all
others - disarmament and development. While it is true that those two great goals
require a peaceful atmosphere for their realization, progress must be made in each
area to establish the conditions for peace. That is why the forthcoming United

- Setions Tnteonstiousl Confersiwe on the Relationship between Disarmament and
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Developmen(; is so 1n;po:tant. The participating nations in the preparatory process
have already agreed that disarmament and development, which are in themselves
distinct processes, should be vigorously pursued because they both strengthen peace
and sequrity and promote prosperity. An international panel of eminent
personalities has advised the Conference that cﬁttent levels and trends in global
nilitary expen‘ditutes *stand in sombre contrast to the state of the world

economy®, Canada is heartencd by the substantive progrese made at the third
preparatory meeting last June and believes the main conéetence should be held in
July 1987 in New York.

On my travels across Canada this year, I found a high level of interest in and
concern for disarmament. I also met an unprecedented response to the ‘declaration
of the International Year of Peace. Canada's International Year of Peace programme
hag bee;l substantive. Two weeks ago, as happened all around the world, we marked
the International Day of Peace: bells rang in communities from coast to coast in
Canada in an eloauent peal for peace. And people gathered under ?:he bells of the
Peace Towrt in Ottawa to mark the International Day of Peace. _

A commemorative postaga stamp and a fi.m'a gold mit;t coin were issued as part of
the Government®'s International Year of Peace programme, to commemorate what should
be a milestone in man's search for peace and secur:lty: Two days later, under the
same Peace Tower, I accepted the peace torch from athletes participating in the
first Earth Run, which is sponsored by the United Nations Children's Fund
(UNICEF). And, in a moving symbolic act, I handed it on, much in the way that what
we have done this year wiil be handed on in the future, The International Year of
Peace will thus be an inspiration to people and Governments everywhere to make
their own contribution to peace.

I have spoken of new hope and commitment. I have referred to a new sense of

expcctation surrounding the super-Power relationship - an expectation merely
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heightened by the meeting at Reykjavik, If, as we earnestly desire, that leads to
substan:ive agreement on crucial nuclear guestions, we must see the success as a
spur to greater effort and concrete results on multilateral arms-control issues.
And even if agreement on nuclear weapons reductions continues to elude the
super-Powers, it will then be all the more important to press on., Wherever and
vhenever we can - in the United Nations Pirst Committee, in the Conference on
Disarmament, in the Disarmament Commission - we must redouble our efforts towards
agreement on thoge important arms control issues where all of us can realistically
expect to play an immediate and direct role. |

The portents are more encouraging now than they have been for many years.
Results will not come without effort, and the stakes are high., But the task - the
reward for success and the penalty for failure - is everyone's., Canada, for one,
will continue to work in every way possible towards our common goal qf a world of
confidence, security, trust and peace,

Mr. BOUZIRI (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman, first
let me take this opportunity of saying how happy my delegation is to see you
guiding over our work. Your eminent personal gualities, well known to us all, your
dedication to the cause of disarmament and your command of international security
matters will guarsitee that this year our work will mect the expéctations of all,
I am sure that the competence of the other officers, wh9m I am pleased to
congratulate herg, will not fail to provide you the asslgtance you need in carrying
out your important task. .

In this International Year of Peace, which the international community is
celebrating with such ardent hope, our deliberations on auestions of disarmament
and 1n|:e‘etnational security are taking place in an atmosphere of both anxiety and

hope.
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There is anxleéy. because we continue to witness an international situction
8till haunt;ed by the existence of focal points of tension endangering international
peace and security. The persistence of these conflicts and their inherent risk of
geographical expansion emphasize the urgency and the need for political will to
find peaceful solutions.

The deveioping countries, which are the stage for tragic armed conflicts in
the world today, have for their part become the area of deployment and testing for
increasingly sophisticated and letbal weapons, which daily cauge thousands of
deaths and injuriea.‘ Arms supply contracte, which continue to increase and thus
benefit the military-industrial complexes of the military Powers, cannot fail to
condemn the developing countries to costly expenditures, thus hampering their own
economic and social development.

Tﬁere is anxiety, furthermore, because tﬁe unbridled arms race, the dangers of
which Tunisia has often brought to the attention of the international community,
continues unabated., Military expenditures bﬁ the major Powers are now stated in
terms of billions of dollars, thus wasting vast resources in men,i money and
scientific know-hoi' which our world so badly needs, part‘iculatly in the crisis we

are now experiencing.
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Hunger, poverty and underdevelopment thus persist, while astronomical sums are
daily spent in a sphere that can bring us only death and desolation. We cannot
allow this inertia to continuej the increasing interdspendence of today's
international relations should make us all to think about ways of putting an end to
this absurd contradiction. The development nations must understand that their
economic develoment in the medium or long term depends on that of the developing
countries and that the gap separating the North from the South cannot but have
harmful consequences for their own economies.

The gradual reallocation to economic and social development of the massive
resources now spent in the military sector would reduce the danger to our planet
and ensure the weil-bei.ng and prosperity of all the peoples of the world, including
those of the developing countries. That would be to the benefit of all, including
the developed gpmu:ies, which could then devote all their resources to econcmic
and social develoment in their own countries, while having reduced the risk of war
and conflagration,

This is a noble goal, a challenge that we must all take up, for our collective
interest is involved. We hope therefore that this year there will be the necessary
political will to ensure the convening in 1987 of the United Nations Canference on
the Relationship between Disarmament and Development, which was to have been held
lagt summer. We fervently hope that pattlciﬁaum in that important Conference
will be as broad as possible so that we can mnite our ef.tott's and achieve the
results the international comninity hopes for and expects.

That is not the only area where a common effort is reguired. We cannot fail
to note the alarming proliferation of nuclear weapong that is taking place in the
Middle East and in Africa without any firm action being taken. Numerous and

consistent reports appear every day about the ever more obvious risk faced by
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African and Arab States as a result of the comtinuing close collaboration betwean
Israel and South Afrjca in the nuclear field and their aocguisition of nuclear
weapons, thus nullifying the efforts of Arab and African countries to make the two
areags nuclear-weapon-free zones. Can we turn our Mediterranean S2a into & lake of
peace and stability when Israel has become the ﬁcxld's sixth atomic Pover anﬁ
possesses an ﬁpteésive range of nuclear weapons, including neutron and hydrogen
bombs?

My delegation does not intend this year to réeview the various items on our .
agenda, as we have dc;\e at previous sessions. On the che hand our position has
been set out and elucidated on several occasions in the Committee, and on the gther
many earlier speakers, have clearly described the dangers inherent in the present
international situation, considered in detail the various phases of the arms race
over a peciod of years, and voiced their grave concetné, which are shared by my
delegation. I viéh, hqvever. to dwell brtefly on a few aspects of the world scene
over the pa'm: year that give cause for a revival of hope and tnist_.

Last autumn’s summit meeting between the leaders of the two super~Powers was
the starting point for a new series of contacts between those two countries.
Dialogue has been re-established and proposals and counter-proposals have been put
forwardy and on the basis of ﬂlé caontent and scale of ;hose initiatives we believe
we can discern a genuine determination to engage resolutely in a serious
negotiating process which could lead, given the necessary political will, to
substantial arms reduction or disarmament agreements,

Al though no specific results have been achieveé, the contacts have not been
broken off. The Geneva negotiations continue tirelessly; meetings among experts
continue; and, setting aside certain mutual accusations regarding form, both sides
continue to reaffirm their readiness to reach agreements given a similar raesdinese

on the other side.
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In that context of the relations between the two great Powers, and East-West
relations in general, the encouraging results of the Stockholm Conference a month
ago should be seen in the light of the positive atmosphere that has characterized
the relations between the two blocs for over a year now,

There is thus go;d reason for the common assessment of the final document
adopted by the participants in the Stockholm Conference as historic. For our part
we hope it will have beneficial effects both on relations between the two military
pacts involved and on international relations in general.

Last weekend's summit meeting between the Soviet and United States leaders
monopolized world attention and gave rise to great hopes. Important proposals were
put forward and common ground appe;fs to be emerging, particularly concerning
wedium-range missiles deployed in Europe and Asia. Although, unfortunately, no
agreement was reached, the summit clearly showed that, with a minimum of trust and
the political will to negotiate and achieve results, even the thorniest problems
can be resolved to the satisfaction of all parties. Did not the problem of the
deploynment of medium-range missiles in Burope less than three years ago trigger the
most serious crisis in Bast-West relu:ions since the Cuban missile crisis?

The most serious concern has been expresaed for many years now, The Heads of
State of six countries from different regions of the world frequently éppealed to
the United States and Soviet leaders to spafe no effort to raiieve the world of the

nuclear threat and to conclude agreements to that effect. More recently, the Heads
of State or Government of non-aligned countries, meeting in Harare last September,
addressed letters to each of the two Heads of State asking them to agree on ways
and means to begin a genuine nuclea? disarmament process to eliminating the danger

hanging over mankind.
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We are deeply éonvinced, however, that the United Nations must play a central
role in the auestion of disurmament. The Organization's universality and undoubted
influence predispose it inevitably to play a major role, particularly in the
present situation of dialogue between the Powers that shoulder a large part of the
:esponsibiligy with regard to the arms race.

Hence, it is a prerogative, indeed a duty, of our Organization to take-ehe

.opportunity provided by the possibility of a forthcoming summit, and by areas of
agreement that are obviously within our grasp, to make a solemn and urgent appeal,
in its turn and while the Assembly is in gsession, to the two distinguished lecaders
to ensure that their next meeting is crowned by substantive agreements covering all
the areas where agreements are possible.

the Tunisian delegation therefore hopes that the General Assembly will take
this opportunity and join its voice and influence to those of the distinguished
personalities and all the non-alighed countries that have beep constantly appealing
to the two major nuclear Powers to be reagonable and meet the expectations of the
whole of the international community.

This endeavour deserves all our attention, It coﬁld have positive
repercussions, particularly if, as we most sincerelg hope, it is given the broadest
possible support. :

The CHAIRMAN: I wish to inform the Committee that the names of the
following delegations are on the list of speakers for the meeting this afternoont

Denmark, Mongolia, Bhutan and Burkina Faso,

The meeting rose at 12,35 p.m.




