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The meeting was called to order at 3.1% p.m.

AGENDA I'TEMS 46 'TO 65
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENYT ITEMS
The CHAIRMAN: According to the programme of work and timetable adopted
last week, we are embarking today upon our subgtantive work. “This afternoon the
Committee will begin its general debat:« on all disarmament agenda items, namely,
acenda items 46 to 6%5. I should like firat to make a few personal commcits on some
of the issues before us.

The problems related to arms limitation and disarmament arc complex and
long-standing ones. Hence, their solution requires patient and arduous labour,
Our deliberations take place against the background of the International Year of
Peace, when the Member States of the United Nations and. In fact, people all over
the globe should mobilize and intensify cvery effort towards ensuring conditions of
peace and a sure future for mankind in this nuclear and cosmic age. The Reykjavik
meeting, as a step In a complicated dialogue, has shown that determined and
dedicated efforts will be required so that peace may prevail and the future of
mankind be secured. We have all been confirmed in our opinion that the world is
confronted with extremely difficult problems, including, first of all, the problem
of averting the danger of nuclear war, preventing an arms race in outer space and
ending the arms race on EBarth, These are exactly the problems with which our
Committee has to deal in the next few weeku,

The many far—reaching.and detailed proponals and initiatives put forward only
recently by States serve as a s0lid basis for our Committee'sn work - that is, for
an intensive discussion on all aspects of disarmament, including the nuclear,
chemical and conventional fields, within both the global and the reglonal
framework, while according the highest priority to nuclear disarmament. 1In this
context I should like to refer to this year's report of the Secretary~General on

the work of the Organization, in which he explicitly emphasizes that:
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“The goal of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, on which all Member

Statas have agreed, must be upheld and enaergetically pursued. Pending its

realigation, the risk inherent in the existence of nuclear weapons wu#t be

progressively decreased through drastic reduction in the numbers and
destructive content of nuclear armsy through limitations on their deployment
and further development; and through the complete prohibition of nuolear

tqstlng. (R/4 /1, p. 9)

The inclusion in the agenda of tho forty-first session of the General Assewbly
of such new items as “Establishment of a cowprehensive system of international
peace and security® and “Zone of peace and co-operation of the South Atlantic®, the
first of which has been allocated to the FPirst Committee, reflects the qontlnulng
concern of States and peoples over their sccurity in the light of the unabated arms
rtace, thﬁ unresolved conflicts, the dire econowmic situation confronting many
developing countries and, not least, the violation of human rights, especially the
fundamental right of all to live in peace, free not only from the scourge of war
but also from the fear and threat of war,

Unfortunately, one cannot escape the rather bleak conclusion that all the
oxpectations engendered in connection with the International Year of Peace
concerning a turn for the better in international relations have so far not
materialized, Now, ae before, the arms race continues unabated, and indeed is
accelerating at an unrelenting pace. Moreover, a new und far more dangerous
dimenaion has been added us we face the threat of the arme race spilling over into
outer space. The avallability of increasingly sophisticated technolugy and the
concomitant development of new weapons systems may preclude the chance of keeping

under countrol the ever incteasing arsenals of war.
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In our wodern world, which is marked by mutual dependence, East and West,
North and South, are inseparably linked, whether they are always aware of it ox
not, especially with regard to questions of security and shifting pexceptions of
their own vulnerability and insecurity. Today, interdependence in almost every
realm is an inescapable reality. Hence, tha aeocurity of individual States can no
longer ba guaranteed if its pursuit poses a threat to the mecurity interests of
other States. Its realization reguives co-operation amnd the balancing of intere:ts
among Statea tfor the sake of proroting and attaining their common security.

This quest for mutual secucrity is 1ncreaslhgly becoming a political task. It
cannot he consumnated through military and technologlcal meana, but only, and
however painstakingly, by searching for political solutions to the problems that
divide nations and by safeguarding and enhancingy the conditions of peace.
Accordingly,. the purpose of our endeavours should be directed towards reaching
decisions based on the clear understanding that international security can above
all be furthered through neasures aimed at achisving arms limitation and
disarmerent,

It io therefore a source of satisfaction to note that the declarations that
have emanated frowm Harare, Budapast, Tokyo and Ixtapa also appear to underline the
significance of such an understanding and to reflect similar concerns.

At the summit wmeeting of countries members of the Non-Aligned Movement held at
Harare, it wvas strossed |

*that Ctates abandon the danyerous gosl of unilateral security through

armament and embrace the objective of common security through disarmament.®”

Meating at Budapest, the Warsaw Treaty member States expressed their

conviction that
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"the seourity and poacetul conditions for development and progress of all
countries and peoples van be reliably guaranteed only by political wmeans
through the jnint effort of all States.” (A/4L/81), p. 3)
In the Tokyo Declaration igsued on 5 May 1986 the gonviction was expressed
that *"peace cannot be safeguarded by military atrength alone” and a commitsent was
made to address "Hast-west differcences t"rough high-level dialogue and negotiation®

(A/41/354, p. 3).

The leading :apresentatives of the six States who met in Mexico, directed
their message to the leaders of the Soviet union and the United States with the
appeal

*to continue and to reinvigorate the dialogue which they started last
year ... and by an approac’ of mutual compromise and concliatio) to ensure that
such dialoéua leads to practical results in the field of disarmament.®

(A/41/518, p. $)

The outcome of the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security Building
Measures and Disarmament in Europe is also . vivid confirmation of the fact that it
is both necessary and possible for States having diffecent political and social
gystaoms to hammer out concrete agreements at the con.erence table that are of
benefit to &ll concerned.

The same positive conclusions can be drawn from the results achieved at the
Second Review Conference of the Convention on bactcer.vlogical (biological) weapons,
as well as at the thirtieth General Conference of the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) and the special session that preceded it.

As vwe discern certain converging links in the a >roacnes I have just outlined,
those should, in turn, encourage us in our own work to ‘jeek out tho existing
linkages in order to translate into concrete action the many statements,

representing differaent political points of view, with regard to international
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seourity, the cessation of tha arms race and disarmament. And in so doing we
should foous on the Final Do went of the first special session of the General
Assenbly devoted to disarmament as providing an appropriate and valuable
guldeline. In the samos manner that all Membar States wanaged to forge a consensus
on that fundamental Doocument, we should now determinedly and jointly endeavour to
seek consensus on the various itums on our aganda. Under this category I would
include agenda items 47, 48 and 55, all dealing with the cessation of
nuclear-wenpon tests, and item 54, "Prevention of an arms rave in outer spave,* as
wall as itum 66, "Question of Antarctica®. Thé political significance of a
consensus on those guustiona is obvious. The firet subject-matter deals with the
key instrumentality that could lead to the cessation of the nuclear-arms race. The
two other items doal with the exclusively peaceful use of the space surrounding our
globe and to an entire coniinent, both items of womentous uignificance for the
baneficial co-operation of States and for the economic and social progress of all
mankind.

In particular, world public opinion expects that progrese will be registered
with regard to a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty. The woratorium on all
nuclear explosions that has been unilaterally declarad and st Dsequently extended
should offer a real chance to achieve a bilateral moratorium and, thereafter, to
prass forward towards the goal of cessaticn of all nuclear-weapon tests by all
nuclear ~weapon States.

The forty-firat session of the Genaral Assembly can make » constructive
contribution to the process of promoting the ubjectives of international security,
arns limitation and disarmament. In a spsech delivered in Mexico on 6 August 1986
by the Nobael Prise winner for literature, Gabriel Garcia Marauez, he graphically
and in no uncertain terms referred to the situation threatening mankind. He

pointed out that because of the present exristence of gome 59,000 nuclear warheads,
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aevery human being is sitting on a keg of four tons of dynanite, whose total
explosion wouldroxtlngulsh all life on earth twaelve times over.
It is incumbent upon us to contribute, through genuine and weaningful efforts,
towards eliminating thia danger and to redouble our endeavours in the multilateral
pcocess with a view to achieving arms limitation and disarmament ard the

strengthening of international security through dialogue and co—opacation,
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I sbould like to draw the attention of membecs once agailn to rule 110 of the
rules of provedurv concerning congratulations to the officers of a Main Coumittee.
As 1 stated at our organizational wmeeting on 8 Ogtober, I hope that that rule will
be applied and respacted, and I should be personally grateful to delegat ions Lf
they would dispense with that customary pessage at the beginning of their
etatewents, X reinforce this by stating here and now that I hexeby acknowledge all
expressions of congratulations that might customarily be made by delegations and
extuui collective tharks for all such remarks, Accordingly, in the interests of
economizing on time and resources, I shall reftrain in the future from any turther
expression of qratitude in that~respoct. I hope that this gesture will not be
nisunderstood but that, on the contrary, it will be taken as an example and
emulated.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): Beforae

beginning my statement, I should like to convey to you, Sir, my delegation's
satisfaction at your unanimous election as Chairman of the First Committee of the
General Assembly, which is entrusted with dealing with disarmament items. Wwe are
convinoced that your well-known competence in that subject will lead to the success
of our work. We should alao like to congratulate the other officers of the
Committeea,

A 1ittle over two months ago, on Wednesday and Thursday 6 and 7 August this
year, at Ixtapa, Mexico, there wae a meeting of aix statesmen from Latin Ameriloa,
Asia, Africa and Europe who have given repeated and practical proof of their deep
interest in contributing to disarmament and peace. They were: Raul Alfonsin,
President of Argentina; Miguel de la Madrid Hurtado, President of Mexico; Raijiv
Gandhi, Prime Minister of India; Andreas Papandreou, Prime Minister of Greece)
Ingvar Carlsson, Prime Minister of Sweden; and Julius Nyerere, first President of

the United Republic of Tanzania.
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The gonterence in which :hey participated has now bacowe part of the procoss
that began with the Declaratior. of 22 May 1984 and continued In the New Delhi
Declaration of 28 January 1385 and in three joint communigués dated
24 Ootobex 1985, 28 vebruary 1986 and 8 April 1986, respectively.

At the conference, which I was privileged to attend, two basic documents were
adopted, both dated 7 August 1986, Owing to the importanve of thely substance, I
believe that they deserve analysis in this statement, which, in avcordance with
long-standing tradition, my delegation is making today at the outset of the
Coinalttee's general debate on all disarmament agenda items allocated to it. The
titles of the t.o documents are, "Mexico Dzolaration® and "nocument on verification
moavucras iesued at the Mexico summit®., The first is largely devoted to the second
item on our agenua, “Ces:.ation of all nuclear-tewt explosions,” and the second
dogurent is devoted entirely to it. That item comes first in the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament, where it bears the title "Nuclear Test Ban“. I shall
now summarice the basic elements of these two documents, which appear in their
entirety in Jooument A/41/518,

The Mexico Declaration begins by stressing that the purpose of the meeting ie
to proolaim humanity's right to peace and to reiterate the comnitwent to the tank
of protecting that right so that the human race way enduré. In addition, after
recalling that 41 years ago death and horror descended upon Hixoshima, the
Devlaration states;

"The most dreadful war in history came to an end, and the world's nuclear

nightmare beyan. 8ince then we have lived on horrowed time. All that is

precious and beautiful, all that human civilization has reached for and
achieved, could, in a sbort time, be reduced to radioactive dust.®

(A/41/518, p. 3)
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The authors of the Declaraticn next emphasize that, faced with the danger of
common annihilation, the distinction between the powerful and the weak has become
meaningless, and they expreds their determination that their countries, which
possess no nuclear arsenals, shall be actively involved in all aspects of
disarmanent, since, as they state:

“rhe protection of this planet is a matter for all the people who live on it

1e cannot sccept that a few countries should alone decide the fate of the

whole world." (p. 3)

They then note that the recent tragic accidents at the Chernobyl nuclear power
plant and at the launching of the Challenger space shuttle have shown once again
the terrible consequunces that would result from the use of even a small fraction
of the nuclear armaments which now oxist. After noting that a repetition of
Hiroshima on a global scale must be prevented, the Declaration states that

*“it is not merely more kX-owledge or new technologies which are needed, but

more wisdom® (p. J)
and repeats the call for a binding international agraement which outlaws every use
of nuclear weapons.

The Declaration reaffirms the priority objectives set forth in the New Delhi
Declaratior in January 1985, namely, an immedi-te halt to nuclear testing
prepa-.atory to a comprehensive test-ban treaty, a cessation in the production and
development of all nuclear weapons and delivery systems as well as a prohibition on
the testing, production and deployment of space wempons. Satisfaction is expressed
at the declaration of President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev in
November 1985 that "a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought®, and it

ig stated that now is the time to ensure that such a war does not occur. The
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authors state their conviction that security 1s not improved by increasing the
capacity for destruction through the accumulation of weapons. Thus, in the woxds
of the Declarxation,
“Nucl 2ar disarmament, and ultimately the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons, la an absolute priority ...

“We remain convinced that no issue i8 more urgent and crucial today than

bringing to an end all nuclear tests.” (p. 4)
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The authors of the Declaration aleo raecall that in Octcoer 198%, and in
February and April 1986 they urged the leaders of the United States and the Soviet
Union to "undertske a fully verifiable suspension of nuclear testing, at least
until their next summit meeting®, reiterating that “a unilateral moratorium by one
of the two major nuclear Powers should ... become at least a bilateral wmoratoriun®;
further proposing to them that such a suspension for whose appropr iate verification
the 8ix offered their unconditional co-operation, should be "immediately tollowed
by negotiations for the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty®. ‘The
Declaration aleo refers to the main measures which would comprise the sssistance
offered - and X do not examine it here to avoid duplication, since I shall do so
later when I speak about the second of the two documents that I mentioned at the
outset.

The other objective which the six signatories of the Declaration emphasiza 1
the sama one oonéained in the New Delhi Declaration of January 1985 and with
respect to which, inter alia, we read the following in the Mexico Declaration:

"We reiterate our demand that an arms race in outer space be prevented.

Space belongs to humanity, and as participants in this common heritage of

mankind, we object to the outer space of our earth being misused for

destructive purposes. It is particularly urgent to halt the developwent of
anti-satellite weapons, which would threaten the peaceful space activities of
many nations. We urge the leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union
to agree on a halt to further tests of anti-satellite weapons, in order to
facilitate the concusion of an international treaty on their protitbition, Our

New Delhi warning that the development of space weaponry would endanger a

number of agreements on arms limitation and disarmament is aiready proving to

be justified. We stress that the existing treaties safeguarding the peaceful
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uses of outer space, as well as the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of

Anti-ballistic Missile Systems, bhe fully honoured, strengthened and extended

as necessary in the light of more recent techmologiocal advances.® (p. )

In addition to thouse two objectives which represent basic disarmament
measures, the Deslarstion stresses that in order to make progress in this field,
"the United Nations must be strengthened and its Charter as well as treaties
relating to disarmament be observed in “oth letter and spirie”.

Unfortunately, the document notes:

"Rights of weaker nations are being trampled upon with iwmpunity. Treaties are

being violated to suit the convenience of nations, especially the strongest

among them.“ (p. 5)

Another matter mentioned in the Declaration in very favourable terms is the
relationship that unquestionably exists between the arms race and development - a
matter about which the following undoubtedly accurate view is expresaed:

*The saquandering of the world's limited resources on armaments stands in
sombre and dramatic contrast to the permanent malnutrition leading to a life
in misery and an early death - to cay nothing of the ever-present threat of
famine - which is the lot of millions of people on earta., Poverty and
economic hopelessness also constitute a threat to lﬂtornatlonal peace and
security. This threat is aggravatad in many developing countries in which the
external debt problem reduces still further their ability to allocate
sufficient resources for dealing with the urgent and fundamental reeds among
their people. The transfer of resources from military expenditure to economic
and social development is therefore a ' :ndamental necessity of our times.”

(ps_5)
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The second document to which I referrad at thae outset, that is the one on
verification measures, bagins with the following statement:

“It 18 the responsibility of the nu:lear Powers to halt nuclear testing
as a significant step to curb the nuclear arms race. ‘The United States of
Anerica and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, being the two major
nuclear Powers, have a special responsibility to initlate the process of
nuclear disarmament by immediately bhalting their nuclear testing. To
facilitate such an immediate step the six nations of the Five Continent
Initiative are prepared to assist in the monigoring of a mutual moratorium or
a test ban." (p. 5)

The way in which the assistance offered by the Six would be wade is explained
in the document, with the main focus on verification of a moratorium in
co-operation with the United States and the Sovlet Union, which would be an
important stcp towards the establishment of an appropriate verification system
relative to a comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty. In that connection, the
following two possibilities are envisaged.

First of all, monitoring which would cover existing test sites intended to
ensure that such sites would not be used for clandestine testing. The three sites
in question are Nevada in the United States, and Somipalatinsk and Novaya Zemlya in
the Soviet Union, which cover a very small geographical area and could ba observed
by & limited number of seismological stations in those two countries at or close to
each test area. If an agreement were reached on a nuclear test ban by both

parties, the procedure provided tfor in the document is defined as followss
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“ ... our Bix nations are prepared to establish promptly and in
co-operation with the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, temporary moritoring stations at existing test sites and
to operate thew for an initial period of one year. All data should be
available to the six nations, the United States and the Soviet Union. Data
aunalysis could be a joint undertaking and preliminary analysi. would be done
at the sites. Monitoring of test sites by instruments inastalled on-site would
provide an extrewely high sensitivity down to small fractions of kiloton and
even tons of explosives.® (p. 7)

The second possibility considered in the document is that of wonitoring the
teriitory of the United States and the Soviet Union outside the test sites - which,
as {ndicated in the dooument, would be necessary in order to ensure that nuclear
explogions did not ocour and that pnatural seismic ovements were not mistakenly
interpreted as being clandestine nuclear test explosions.

In this regard, the authors of the Mexico document note that in addition to
the test sites, reqions exist in both countries where wonlitoring could be
considered wore important than elsewhere. The possibility of conducting unnoticed
tests is increased, for example, by the existence of large cavities or
unconsolidated rock which reduce the strengih of raiamic'nignuls. Thus,

“it might he desirable tc establish specific verification a;ranqaments in some

of these areas® (p. 8),
an objective towarde which the six nations state they are prepared to co-operate
wich the United States and the Soviet Union.

That statement is completed by the suggestion of "internationalizing® a number
of selected saeismological stations in the United States and tde Soviet Union,
"tentatively 20 to 30, in each of the two countries, by placing observers® from the

8ix countries at those sites, Their work would be:
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"to verify that the instruments are properly operated and that all information
obtained is reported without omimaion, We are prepared to work out the
necessary arrangements, which could be made with little delay and to
contribute observers for an initisl period of one year." (p. 8)

In order to replace these temporary measures with permanent arrangsments, the
experts from the six countries, according to the authors of the doouments,

vare ready to co~operate with experts of the United States and the Soviet

Union in the development of permaient verificaticn facilities at test sites,

and also in the development of an optimal network of internal stations in the

United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics."

(pp. 8-9)

The document X have been analysing also considers, in later sections, the
possibility otﬁinapacting large chemical explosions, of the six countries taking
technical actions independently of the United States and the Soviaet Union, of their
supporting the establishment of an international verification system by actively
participating in the ongoing work carried out by the Group of Sciuntific Experts at
the Conference on Disarmament, and of experts from the six countries neeting with
Sovist and American experts.

The two final paragraphs of the Mexico Declaration define ~ guite acourately,
in my view - the spirit that moved the six statewmen who have just met in my
country, as wall as the noble and lofty purposes they pursued. That is why X
consider it relevant to read thos» paragraphs in their entirety:

*Our message from Mexico is to urge the ieaders of the United SBtates of

Awerica and the union of Soviet Socialist Republics to continue and to

reinvigorate the dialogue which they started last year; to set a firm date for

a new mueting between themy and by an approach of mutual compromise and

conciliation to ensure that such dialojue leads to practical results in the
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field of Aisariament. Each side has the capacity to destroy the world many
times over. There can be no suggestion that either would be showing weakness
by a willingness to be conciliatory. The spirit of Geneva must be revived and
strengthened. And ve stress again our determination to try to facil!tate
aqreement hetween the nuclear-weapon States, and to work with them, as well as
with all other nations, for the common security of humankird and for peace.
"Once aqgain, we urge people, Parliaments and Governments the world ovar
to give uctive support to our appeal. Fvery individual has » right to peace
and a responaibility to strive for it. dNeither together nor separately can
the peoples of t™e world remove the horr of Hiroshina and Nagasaki from
human memory, but together we can and we must remove this looming horror from

our future." (op. 5-6)

In the light of whai these paragraphs exoress, we consider it unnecessary to

mention expresaly the sati{afaction with which we received the announcement. that a

preparatory meeting would be held in the capital or Iceland which, we hope, will

contribute to achieving the ideas expressed in the final paragraph of the

communiaué made publi~ by the six countries on Friday, 3 October, in which they

stated:

"We maintain our detailed offer of assistance for verification of a
moratorium on nuclear testing which we submitted in Mexico. We hope the day
is near when States with the largest nuclear arsenals will agree on a mutual
suspension of testing. The forthcoming aummit meeting between the United
States and the Soviet Union will provide an excelient opportunity to reach

such agreement.”

Such were our expectations, atrenqthened by the fact that the position of the

a8ix leaders of the peace and disarmament initiative is shared by all peoples of the
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world. Suffice it to mention, as a telling example of this, the following concepts
contained in the recent political) declaratior of the eighth Conference of Heads f

ftate or Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, held at Harare, Zimbabwe.
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*A comprehensive test ban, which has been pursued for the past 25 years,
is a matter of the highert priority for non-aligned countries. ... The Heads
of State or Government emphasized the pressing need to negotiate and conclude
a comprehensive ... nuclear test-ban treaty prohibiting all nuclear-weapon
tests by all States in al) environments for a.l time. ...

“While negotiations are under way for such a treaty, there should be a
moratorium on all nuclear testing and the production and deployment of nuclear
weapons. In this regard, the Heads of State or Govarrment noted the a; eal
made by the leaders of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and the nited
Republic of Tanzania to the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics in October 1985, and reiterated in Feburary, April and
August 1986, to put an end to all nuclear testing, as well as their concrete
offer of amsistance to achieve adequate verification arrangements to monitor
such a moratorium. They weicomed the unilateral moratorium on nuclear testing
declared by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in August 1985 and
extended by it a number of times since then, including the most recent
extension until 1 January 198/. They called upon the United : cates of Amarica
as one of the two super-Powers which, together, are responsible for the bulk
of nuclear-weapon tests, to join the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in
the moratorium and upon the Soviet Union t. continue it."

Unfortunately, the news yesterday and today on the radio and television and in
ress about the results of the Reykjavik talks has not lived up to our

istic expectations. We should like, however, to believe that that meeting was
n vain and that the leaders of the two super-Powers will try again in the near
e to achieve the agreement about to be reached yesterday and which both

a8 peem to have described as of historic siqgnificance. In our view, those
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efforts will be facilitated if both parties remember that at stake in this matter,
as stated repeatedly by ihe General Assembly, is not only their national interests,
but also the vital interesta of all the paoples of the world, and that all that is
needed to achieve this j.urpose ia for both negotiators to show tneir readiness to
demonstrate in deeds the commitments they undertook in the joint communiqué iasued
in January 1985 by Measrs. Shultz and Gromyko and the commitments undertaken at the
November 1985 summit.

I wish to conclude by citing a number nf comments made in the addresa by
President de la Madrid to th: General Assembly on 24 September 1986, They are an
apt summary of the principles underlying Mexico's foreign policy in the spheres of
disarmament and peace, and of the bhasic qoais of that policy:

‘“There is a vast movement throughout the world demanding that humanity be
freed from the danger of s nuclear holocaust. The non-nuclear countries share
that aspiration. We cannot remain indifferent to a threat that affects
security, impedes development and jeopardizes the survival of all peoples.

"Mexico has associated itself with various proposals for nuclear
disarmament, both on the region.l and on the universal level. Along with
other Latin American countries, we helped to bring about the Treaty of
Tlatelolco. ...

L]
.o

"In the New Delhi Declaration we called upon the super-Powers to suspend
nuclear tests, an a first step toward a treaty banning them entirely. ... In
Mexico, we presented speciflic proposals to verify the suspension of nuclear

testa; we ingistad upon the Adangers inherent in au arms race in outer space ...

.=
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“The great ohellenge confronting human intelligence as the twentieth
century draws to a close 18 to achieve the convergence of peace, disarmament
and development 8o that, joined at last, Lhey way forge tor human soclety a

way of life and a destiny never to be renounced.” (A/4L/BV. 8, pp, 15-17)

Mr, PISCHER (Austria): Allow me first of all, Sir, to express to you the
congratulations of my delegation on your election to the high office of Chalrman of
the Pirst Comuittee. Y am sure that under your gquidance our Comaittee will avhieve
substantial results, Y should like also to congratulate che other officers of the
Committee and to wish them full success in carrying out the responsible tasks
entrusted to them.

At the last session, my delegation joined others in welcoming the then
upcoming Geneva summit weeting of NWovembsr 1965 and the proupects for a real start
to derious negotistions on disarmament butween the super-Powers. Austris has
alvays held the view that mutual balance between the military potentials of the
Soviet Union and the United States is a prerequisite for glcbal balance. The
oreai:ion of a universal order of peave can succeed only on the basie of wuch &
glahal balance. In Avetria's view, such a global balance should ba realized at the
lowest possible level of militarxy forces.

Por the last 10 days, the whole world has focused 1ts'attontion on the meeting
between President Reagan and General-Secretary Gorbachev in Reykjavik. Although we
8ce not in possession of detailed information, we cannot but register our
disappointment st the outcome. Only time will judge whether in Reykjavik a
historic chance to reach radical disacrmament neasures was missed. We do not know
yet whether the disarmament process was der.iled, slowe4 down or halted, or whether
it is stil) moving shead on the right track. We have every vesson to believe that

both sides wade a surious effort to arrive at an agreement. My delegation
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expresses the hope that both sides, apparently naver so close to agreement on a
number of issues, will pick up in Genava or at another summit where they left off
in Reykjavik.

Regrettably, the International Year of Peace is thus coming to a close without
the United States and the Soviet Union having been able to reach an armes reduction

agreement which cuuld have given meaning to the noble cause of the Year of Peace.
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The need for a comprefumsive nuclear-test—ban treaty, which would constitute a
c:orner—atone of disarmament efforts, is becoming more and more evident. Since 1945
the world haa witnessed woke than 1,500 nuclear explosions carried out for testing
purposes. Although in our view a noratorium cannot replace a comprehensive
nuclear-test-ban treaty and constitutes only a first step in that Airection, we
note that the soviet Union has responded to the general call for a
comprehensive~nuclear-teat ban treaty by extending for a third tiwe the moratorium
it announced last year, or the fortieth anniversary of the bowbing of Hiroshima, to
continue until 1 January 1987,

One way to achieve a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban trea*y is to extend the
unilateral moraturium into a bilateral Sovier-American moratorium to be followed at
a later stage by a multilateral moratorium comprising all nuclear-weapon States.
This would give those States sufficient time to agree on the provisions of a
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. A comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty
would be .. significant step away from the road to ever increasing nucleur--weapon
arsenals, We should make a U-turn on the nuclear road before we approach the "dead
end” sign.

Tragic and far-reaching dreadful catastrophies, from the Ch.llenger to
Chernobyl, have in 1986 proved that nothing is perfect in a world that depends on
man and man-made technology. As verification of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban
treaty will involve sophisticated technology, it will a priori be imperfect. There
cannot be a l00-per-cent certainty that all the parties to a comprehensive test-ban
treaty would abide by its provisions; such a goal is both out of reach and
unrealistic., Therefore we shall have to settle for reasonable verifrication gystems,

My delegation once more expresses its support for the initiative of the six
Heads df State or Government and welcomes the Mexico Declaration adopted at Ixtapa
on 7 August 1986 and the very interesting document on verification measures

attached to it. Austria has always endorsed the five-continent initiative as an
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important, timely and realistic approach to the solution of the nost urgent
problems mankind faces today. The Austrian Government is offering its co-operation
to the s8ix Heads of State or Government in their efforts to bring an end to the
arms race,

My delegation believes that the proposals outlined in the document attached to
the Mexico Declarationn could greatly enhance confidence in the proposed bilateral
test woratorium. The Austrian Government appreciates the offer of the gix Heade of
State or Government to establiah temporary monitoring stations in the
United States, the Soviet Union and their respective territories. Such monitoring
could serve as a means of convincing nuclear-weapon States to abandon their doubts
concerning effective verification.

My delegation will ravext tc this issue at & later stage of our debate.

The militarization of outer space is a matter of particular concern. Without
going into the details of the two initiatives commonly referred to as “"etar wars®
and "star peace", we foresee that in all likelihood billions of dollares will be
invested by both sides to create an illusion of security.

The development of new types of such weapons mus* be discouraged. Therefore
Austria considers the anti-ballistic-missile Treaty to be a pivotal element in the
existing system of arms-control Treaties., Outer space shall remain an environment
preserved exclusively for peaeful purposes., It is in this epirit that the
questions regarding the dangers of new space technologles us well as their
potentialities in the service of arms control ought to be examined., However,
ehould the results of research on new technologies be implemented outside an agreed
framework, counter-measures &re bound to be taken. Thus the expuneéion of the arms
race into other spheres would result in a new turn of the armaments spival,

Austria believes that such a developoent would not only be wasteful but algo
dangerous. Hence it ig of utmost impottaﬁoe that the two neg.“iators in Geneva

reach an agreemeat that will for ever keep outer space free from military weapons.
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It ie comitonly recognized that a nuclear war cannot be won and therefore must
nevaer be fought. However, thia appeal has so far not been translated into nucliear
disarmament, and the danger of accidentul nuclear war still keeps lingering over
our heads.

Austria's Foreign Minister, Pe*er Jankowitsch, has before the General Assembly
stated that disarmament and arme control must retain the highest priority on the
world's agenda., Nuclear disarmament is of overriding importance. We cannot accept
the threat of existing nuclsar arsenals, nor the argument that lasting security can
be assured only through the continuous build-up of nuslear and conventional
weaponry.

In 1986 we witnessed an array of innovative proposals being put forﬁatd by
both the Soviet Union and t'.e United States and aiming at radical reductions and
the ultimate eliwmination of all nuclear weapons., However, wu have yet to see thosge
proposals translated into action,

Austria fully supports all intlatives uimlng at a reduction of nuclear weapons
provided they contain provisions for verification acceptable to both gides and lead
to a balance of forces at a lower level. Furthermore Austria has zlvways endorsed
all realistic efforts to establish nuclear-weapon-free zones in line with the
provisions of the Final Dooument of the first special session on disarmament. Such
gones could in our view make a significant contribution to international peace and
security.

Since the end of the Second World War the world has witnessed more than 150
warg, all fought with conventional weapons and all taking place in developing
countries., Those wars have brought with them untold deaths and human suffering.
while concentrating our efforts on nuclear disarmament, we should not forget the
destabilizing proportions that conventional weapons have reached. We have to keep

in mind that 80 per vent of all arms expenditure is devoted to developing and
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buying conventional weapons, weapons which in view of their ever increasing
sophistication no longer seem to fit in thie category. Austria is of the opinion
that international peace and security are best served by a global equilibrium of
forces at the lowest possible level of armament All measures which are basged on

that concept have our full support.
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In order to push things forward we should atart at & regional level and not
wait until this question is resolved on a world-wide level. In this connection we
note last year's initiative by Peru with regard to conventional disarmament on a
regional scale. My delegation also takes note of the Budapeut Appeal by States
memhers of the Warsaw Pact, and particularly its paragraphs devoted to
verification, which call, inter alia, for

“reliable and effective verification through national technical means and

international procedures including on-site inspection.” (A/41/411, p. 12)

Since 1972 the Austrian capital, Vienna, serves as the venue for the
negotiations on the Mutual Reduction of Porces and Associated Measures in Central
Burope involving members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and the
wWarsaw Pact. As they are negotiations hetween two alliances, Augtria, as a
permanently neutral country, is not participating in them, A8 a host country that
tries to be more than merely a good host, however, Austria is also aware that its
own geographical situation is in the very centre of the two alliances whose
members' territories circle the globe. With respect to results achieved so far in
those talks, it must be admitted, regretfully, that there are none. However, the
amount of expertise created over those 14 years should not be allowed to be buried.

The total elimination of chemical weapons is of the u;most urgency, and the
negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament gliould be intensified accordingly.

In view of that, the Conference should negotiate energetically on the draft of the
convention on a permanent basis in order to benefit from the momentum that has been
gained in recent months.

Austria, which had the honour of presiding over last month's Second Raview
Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developaent,

Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on
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their pestruction, appreciates that the Conference was able to adopt a Final
Declaration by consensus. That Declaration vontributes actively to the
strengthening of the Convention by ags:seing on concrete measures to prevent or
reduwe the occurrence of ambiguities, doubts and suspiolions related to the
compliance of States parties with the proviaslons of the Treaty. By broadening the
procedures of consultation and co-operation, the Review Conference also took an
important step forward in re-establishing confidence in the Treaty as a reliable
{nstrument of disarmament. We welcome the fact that the Conference d'd not try to
shy away from considering in great detail the diffioculties of verifying compliance
with the provisions of the Trouﬁy.

Austria intends to participate actively in next year's meeting of experts in
Geneva yith a view to the strengthening of the Treaty régime through the creation
of more transparency with regard, in particular, to biological and biogenetic
research, thereby contributing to the confidence among the States parties. The
President of the Review Conference, who ie a member of my delegation, will
elaborate on agenda item 59 at a later stage in our debate.

In the view of the Austrian Government the Conference on Disarmament plays and
will inoreasingly play an important part in promoting disarmament and arms control
and thcreby help to build an international community based on security and
justice. As the only global negntiating forum on disarmament, the Conference on
Disarnament has its special place amony several diuarmamént forums.

Austria, as an observer, is closely following the work of the Conference. We
partiocipated during 1986 in the plenary meetings and in the meetings of subsidiary
bodies on chemical weapons and on the prevention of an arme race in outer space, to
which we attach partioular importance. The Austrian Government has submitted its
candidature for membership of the Conference on Disarmament with a view to

contributing more actively to disarmament negotiations in Geneva.
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Looking at the report of the Conferance, we find that during its two sessiona
in 1986 the Conference Jealt with questions relating to & nuclear-test ban, the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament,; the prevention of
nuclear war, chemical weapons and other related problems.

My delegation regrets that, for the third consecutive year, no consensus could
be reached on the creation of an Ad Hoc Committee on the Nuclear Test Ban. As the
negotiation of the comprehensive-test-ban treaty in a priority item, we would have
preferred to see the Conference fulfil the mandate given it by the General Assembly,

We note that the Ad Hoc Committee on Chewical Weapons was re-established and
continued its work on a convention on chemical weapons. Austria, which was among
the first parties to sign the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and which renounced the
possession og chemical weapong in the State freaty of 1955, believes that major
progress could be achieved towards aholishing chemical weapons. Furthermore, we
note with appreciation that during the last sessions of the Conference on
Disarmament the AJ Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons moved forward in such
important areas as the definition of chemical substances, permitted activities,
destruction of existing stockpiles and key precursors.

Austria, which welcomed the understanding between the United States and the
Soviet Union reached in January 1985 in Geneva to provrnt.'inter alia, an arne race
in space, appreciates the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space. We believe the establishment of that Ad
Hoc Committee is a necessary multilateral complement to the bilateral negotiationg
between the United States and the Soviat Union on that subject.

I should now like to turn briefly to this year's ses®ion of the United Nations
Disarmament Commission, which achieved substantial progress under the efficlent
chairmanship of Mr. Wegener, in particular on the reduction of military budgete and

the guidelines for confidence-building measures.
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As a Buropean country, we note with appreciation that the experience gathered
ip the 10 years' operation of the Helsinki Agreement has thus found its way into
the United Nations. In view of the iwportance my Govermment attaches to security
and co-operation in .Europa in general - and to confidence-building measures in
particular - wmy delegation will comzent at a later stage in the debate on agenda
item 61 (a). My Government also believes that the discusesion of the item "Review
of the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament® was very timely.

The fact that 20 working papers were submitted by inccvested delegations attests to

the impurtance Member States attach to a reform of our machinery.
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In Burope there ia the highest concentration of conventional weaponry and
forces in the world. In 1975, 33 European States, the United States and Canada
adopted the Final Act of the Conference on Security and Co-oparation in
Europe (CSCE), a comprehensive code of conduct for a co-operative and peaceful
Burope. In the course of the 1l years since the signing of that doocument in
Helsinki there have Leen significant achlievements in some areas of EKast-wWest
relations, but also serious setbacks and disappointments have been registered. The
Final Act, however, has lost none of its validity, Based on the interdependence of
security issues, human rights and the development of co-oparation, the CSCE process
remaing the only way gradually to overcome the painful conseguences of the
divisions in Europe and move closer to a European peace order,

We are greatly encouraged by the positive results achieved by the Stockholw
Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and Disarmament in Europae.
We are confident that the wmeasures contained in the Stockholm document will
contribute to the stabilization of the military situation in Europe. We hope, too,
that this first multilateral agreement achieved in the area of military security
will provide a atrong positive impetus to the work in other arma-control forume.

In our view, it should also prepare the ground for negotiations on the reduction of
military forces and armaments in Europe. Austria has a vital interest in a
Buropean disarwament process leading to a stable balance of forces at the lowest
possible level and the adoption of further confidence- and security—-building
measures that would diminish the danger of military conflict.

The future of the Stockholm Conference and the other elements of the CSCH
process will be on the agenda of the third follow-up meeting to the Conference on

Security and Co-operation in Europe, scheduled to begin on 4 November in Vienna,
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That meeting will be held at a orucial time for Bast-Weet ralations. After years
of high teneion and mistcust both aides appear xeady once again for constructive
dialogue on the igsues dividing them. As the CSCE process 1a one of the wmost
important multilateral forums for such a dialogue, the Vienna wmeeting offers a
genuine opportunity for substantive, balanced results in all target areas - results
that might strengthen the CSCE process and even be the beginning of a new era of
détente and co-operation in Burope.

Last year my delegation expressed its satisfaction that general agreement was
reached in the Preparatory Committee forx the Ihternational Conference on the
Relationship between Dlaarmamen£ and Development to convene the Conference in the
summer of 1986 in Paris and announced its intention to participate actively in it.
To our regret the Conference did not take place. However, in view of the fact that
military expenditures in 1986 have continued to grow and will in the not too
distant future reach the $US l-trillion mark, a discussion of this issue becomes
more and more urgent.

Allow me to comment briefly on our Committee's method of work, yhioh is
certainly placing a particularly heavy burden on smaller delegations. Austria in
no way contests delegations' right to submit ae many draft resolutions as they sgee
fit, in accordance with the rules of procedure. Although the number of draft
regolutions is to some degree rulated to the number of problems that remain to be
solved in the field of disarmament, we should however not overlook the fact that an
excessive number of resolutions reduces the value of all of then.

The Committee should not be allowed to develop into a kind of mailbox where
diafta are dropped, collected, given their stamp of approval, forwarded to
Covernments of Member Status and, for the most part, filed and forgotten until the

next session of the General Assembly is ahout to begin. My delegation fully
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supports the proposal of the Permsnent Representative of Indonesia that we might
get up a working group to consider ways and means of raforming the Committee's
work, Xn that context, it wmight also be useful to quote the President of the
forty-first session of the General Assembly, He sald:
*We should give secious thought to the reduction of the number, and possibly
the length, of resolutions adopted by the Asgsembly ... No one has decreed
that we must adopt several hundred resolutions at every General Assenbly
aession, just as no one has decreed that we must generate wmountains of papar
every year which nu one can possibly read, let alone absorb or act upon. Can
we not make our general debates purposeful? Must we perpetuate a tendency to
act ag igh the passage of a resolution absolves us of furthex

responsibility for the subject in auestion?® (A/41/PV.1, pp. 21, 22)

Would {t therefore not be timely for delaegations to monitor the results of
their initiatives and to discontinue those which cannot reasonably be expacted to
find a consensus, let alone have the desired impaot?

In conclusion, let me state that in our view disarmament ie¢ a matter far too
gserious to be left to a few actors only) it is an imsue of concern to the whole of
humanity. 1In this context, let me streus Austria's belief in the vital role of
multilateral diplomacy in the field of dimarmament. The ﬁnited Nations, with ite
machinery, provides an appropriate framework for such multilateral disarmament
efforts. After the necessary rationalization of our workload, the United Nations -
this Committee in particular - could do even better.

Mr. FLORIN (German Democratic Republic) (intaexpretation from Russian)s I
wish to congratulate you, Mcr. Chairman, and the other officers of the Comwittee on
your election and aswure you that the delegation of the German Democratioc Republic

will co~-operate fully in the hope of contributing to the success of our WOLK.,
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A number of guestions which will be considered in the Comnittee were discugzsed

at the meeting between the Ceneral Secretacy of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev, and the President of
the United States of America, Mr. Ronald Reagan, in Iceland. An exchange of views

at that levai was undoubtedly extremely useful.
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With teapectvto the meeting in Reykjavik, Brich Honecker, the General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Socialist Unity Party of Germany and
president of the Council of State, declared that the Soviet side had proposed
comprahensive'neasures'ained at disarmament on earth and the prevention of an arms
race in outer space,'the 1nplenentat16n of which would avert nuclear catastrophe.
Those bold proposals, which testify to the determination of the Soviet Union to rid
the world of all nuclear weapons by the year 2000 did not, unfortunately, receive
the approval of President keagan = totally in contradiction to the interests of
mankind.

Erich Honecker expressed the hope that, in view of the support for the Soviet
proposals shown by world public opinion, as well as the interests of the nnited
States itself. these exceptional measures would in the long term find fawour with
the American side as well, so that peoples might live in peacs.

The desire of peoples that agreements be reached in the foreseeable future to
prevent an arm3 race in outer space and to limit at-a-enfa on Barth remains
constant. Such a development would find world-wide appreciation., We all know of
the responsibility which the Soviet Union and the United States must bear, and we
know what factors will determine a positive development in. Soviet-American
relations. |

We, for our part, support all efforts directed at reaching an agreement to
assure a peaceful future. To work towards that end is also our intention at this
session of the General Assembly. All States, large or small, are called upon to
act in a responsible manner, f~: what is at stake i3 the survival of éeoples and of
our entire civilization. What we require is peace and security for all.

It gives us satisfaction to note that the number of those responsible for the

destiny and future of their States #hc senlize that the nuclear and space age calls
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for new patterns of thought and a new approasch towards national and intermational

security is growing. Such a realisation is based on the fact that political aims
can no longer be reached by wmilitary means, that nuclear weapons are instruments
for the self-destruction of mankind and that, consequently, their further
stockpiling leads to ever greater insecurity, destabilization And uncertainty.

The tragic events at Thernobyl and Cape Canaveral provided a serious reminder
of how mwh remains to be learned before mankind is able to use the tremendous
natural forces at its disposal in the nuclaar and space age in the service of
progress. Military use of those forces would have unforesveable cunsequences.

On the ovccasion of the International Day of Peace on 1 September 1986, the
General Segretary of the Central Comwittee of the Socialist Unity Pacrty of Germany
and Chairman of the Council of State of the GDR, Erich Honeckex, declared:

“Yn this nuclear and space sge, the further existence of all mankind
depends on the wmaintenance of peace. In & nuclear war, there will be neither
victors nor vanquishe:. Only radioactive .raste would remain. It is therefore
imperative to renounce any striving for military and strategic superiority.
This requires that we d0 everything to secure the future of wmankind. Security
is only possible through co~operation, not confrontation. A nuclear inferno,
be it launched from space or Earth, must be prevented through action by all
those who are converned about the peaceful future of mankind.*®
A new approach to questions of security under today's conditions requires the

rejection of policies of confrontation and aras build-up and the reruncistion of
the use of force in international relations and of doctrines of first wme of
nuclear wunponu.' Military dootrines must be designed exclusively for def..ne

purposes and must not impede measures to reduce military confrontation.
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At the Budapest meeting, the States members of the Warsaw Treaty, fully aware

of their responsibility, declared that never, under any circumstances - unless they
were the object of aggression - would they carry out acts of war against another
State, be it ;n Burope or in other regions of the world.

The position of'tha German Democratic Republic is that reliable security for
all peoples and States can only be achieved by political means - that is, by
negotiation and agreement. In conformity with the decisions adopted by the
eleventh congress of the sécialiet Unity Party of Germany in april of this year,
the GDR will continue to stand for a policy of results-oriented and businesslike
dialogue and co-operation, aimed at the restoration of a calm international
gsituation and a return to détente. .

This coﬁnitnent is a consequence of the character of socialist society in the
GDR and takes into account the historical fact that two world wars were launched
from German soil. As a result of the high concenﬁration of armed forces and
armaments at the dividing line between the two great miiitary alliances, the
guaranteeing of peace, security and trust at the very heart of Europe is of
enormous importance for world peace. Through its activities to establish a zone
free of battlefield nuclear weapons as well as a zone free of chemical weapons, the
German Democratic Republic is living up to its histoiical pbligation to ensure that
war will never again be launched from German soil - only peace.

Together with other socialist States, the GDR proposes as a main subject for
political dialogue the establishment of a comprehensive system of international
peace and security, which is & basic reauirement of our time and is of complex

character, comprising the military and political as well as the economic and

humanitarian fields.
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That comprehensive system will guarantee for all States egual security in all
Spheres of international relations. Tha growing mucuval dependence of States and
pooples makes it impossible to guarantee security for one State at the expense of
others,

Since the greatest danger to the security of Statee and peoples stems from the
arms race, especially in the nuolear field, arms Limitation and disarwanent
constitute the centre-place of a comprehensive system of international peace ani
security. What 18 needed today more than ever before is decisive action and
specific neasures to end the arms race, to begin on real disarmament, and to
eliminate the danger of war. To make headway in that resect, w. must take account
of the following xeguirements:

rivst, existing agreements on arms limitation and disarmament must be
continued, strictly observed and strengthened. The United Nations should resist
all attenpts to underwine or even liquidate bilateral or multilateral agreements.
The entire system of existing agreements forms the basis for further progress.
Those who want to destroy that basis must be against any turn towards disarmawent.

Secondly, all States must refrain from any activitie:; that would jeopardize
onguing disarmament negotiations. The production of binary weapons, for instance,
could seriously harm the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons,
nagotiations which have recently proved to ba very promising. To attain swocess
in disarmament efforts requires that the principle of equality and equal security
be taken into account) it requires a fluxible approach and a willingness to
oxpromise. It 18 detrimental to negotiatione if one aide insigte on unilateral
advantages.

Thirdly, every effort should be made in the ongoing negotiations to achieve

results very soon. A historic chance for mankind is offered by the programne
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submitted by the USSR to rid the world of all weapons of mass destruction by the

yex 2000, That programme has baen conplenented by gpecific proposals on the
reduction of armed forces and conventionsl srmements in Europe, contained in the
Budapest Appeal of ghe wember States of the Warsaw Treaty Organization. Those
proposals in their entirety form a cowplex disarmament programne which includes
ncessary measures of veriflcation and which ia aimed at the release of tesoutceé
which 6ould be used for the economic and social devalopment of all States. Such a
far-reaching programme certainly cannot be implemented overnight. 1In the opinion
of the German Democratic Republic, however, it mhould be possible to reach
agreement on a nuclear-test ban and on the prohibition of chemical weapons without
any furcther gelay.

These expectations have been aroused by the existing proposals and the
preparatory work done 8o far to reach such agreements. As regards the negotiations
betweon the Soviet Union and the United States on nuclear and space weaspons, the
proposals submitted by the Soviet Union have shown the way to bring about an
agreement on the liquidation of medium-range missiles in the region of Eurape.
8oviet proposals on the prohibition of space attack weapons and the reduction of
strategic weapons also have our support,

The confidence and security bullding measures recently agreed upon at the
Stockholm Conference and within the framework of the Internationsl Atomic Bnergy
Agenocy (IAEA), and the conventions on information and assistanve in the event of a
failure at a nu&léar inatellation clearly show that progress in solving complicatad
international problems can be made very guickly provided that all sides display
political willingness,

The basis for all thies is and will continue to be the Chartex of the United

Nations. Let us give a joint and conprehensive answer to the guestion of what has
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to be done at the present time to lwplement that fundamental statute. By what

weasures do we intend to guarantee pesce and security for all time on the planet
which is our common home?

A first step towarde a world free of nuclear weapons would ba the cessation of
all nuclear tests. The Soviet Union with its woratorium on all nuclear explowsions,
which has bean in force for over a yeaAr now, has set an encouraging example which
ie welcomed by the great majority of Govermments and by world public opinion as
providing a unique chance for a breakthrough in the €ield of disarmament. The
United States is called upon to follov suit. There is8 no doubt that such a
bilateral moratorium would be an onstanding basis for a treaty banning all
nuclear-weapon tests.

We welcome the statewmant of the Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union at the
forty-first session of the General Asscmbly, in which he devlared that his country
was ready to sign a treaty on the complete prohibition of nuclesr-weapon tests at
any time and at any place.

The German Democratic Republic tully shares the view, expressed in the Mexico
Declaration and strongly reaffirmed during the genera. debate at the present
gession, that “no issue i& more urgent and crucial today than bringing to an end

all nuolear tests” (A/41/518, p. 4). The assistance qffered by the six States that

issued that Declaration to facilitate the uchicvemont of adequate verification
arrangemente has also met with a very positive response.

We agree too with the statement contained in the Political neclaration of the
Harare sumnit of non-aligned countries, that "The existing means of verification

are adeguate to inuuro compliance with & nuclear-test ban®,
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The woratorium of the Soviet Union, its proposals on the verification of &
test ban and, not least, the activities of comuitted Soviet and Rmerican scientists
have made the assertions of alleged insufficient verification posaibilities, as
expressed by teat-ban opponents, collapse like a house of cards. The proponents of
nuclear tests no longgr uake a saecret of thefir intention to continue the tests to
“maintain nuclear deterrence®. In plain lanquage that moars that they want to
continue their tests in order to develop new nuulear weapons, what they have in
mind i8 a new generation of such weapons, which are also to be stationed in outer
space. Thie position is based on the fact that they want to stick to their concept
of nuclear weapons as an instrument of thair power policy and their striving for
military superfority.

This saaqion the Geﬁexal Asgembly must take into account the will of the
peoples and come out clearly in favour of the speedy adoption of a comprehensive
test boa and, as an important atep towards that end, the United States ‘joining the
Soviet moratorirm.

Together with many other delegations, we hold that this issue should be at the
centre of the activities of the First Conmittee. The chance that exists today to
reach a test ban must not be missed. That ia true of the Unit»d Nations and a
Soviet~American summit. If a test-ban agreement resulted fiom such a wmeeting, that
would be the crowning achievement of the International Year of Peave,

The Geneva Disarmament Conference also has an important parﬁ to play. In 1987
it should proceed to multilateral negotiations on an agreement aimed at the
prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests in all spheres and for all time. The

General Assembly should request the Conference immediately to take up negotiations

on this aignificant subject.
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A comprehensive system of international peace and security le deaigned to
guarantee that life on earth will not be threatened frow outer space. The
determination of the international community to prevent, under any circumstances,
an arws race in outer wpace was expressad unambiquously in resolution 40/87,
adopted by the General Assembly at its fortieth session.

The true purpose of space attack weapons 18 becoming ever moxe apparent.‘ They
are intended to serve as a means of overcoming military and strateglc parity. In
the last analyeis, the proponents of "star wars® plana are trying to obtain an
instrument with which to blackmail the other side and to wage and supposedly win a
nuclear war., Those States which participate in work on the so-called strategioc
defence initiative or develop a regional version of the project thereby assume a
grave responsibility, and they should think it over very carefully.

Common sense and prudence, logic and ethics call for a programme of “star
peace® as proposed by the Soviet Union.

In order to prevent an arms race in outer space once and for all, concrete
activities are necded in the respective forums - the Soviet~American negotiations,
the Ceneva Disarmament Conference and the Unitsd Nations Committee on Outer Space.
withcut any doubt the most radical way would be a prohibition of space attack
weapons. 1In view of the open refusal by one of the leading Powers in space science
and technology to solve this problem comprehensively and inwediately, it should at
least be advauced by intermediate steps, which should be fooused on the following:
first, the continuation and strengthening of the Treaty on the Limitation of
Anti-balliatic Missile Systems; secondly, the United States jolning the Soviaet
moratorium on anti-gatellite weapons and a bilateral agreement on the complete
prohibition of thosa weapons, including the liquidation of existing ones; thirdly,

the renunciation by the Soviet Union and the United States of space attack weapons
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of the space-to-~earth and space-to-space types; and, fourthly, the elaboration
within the framework of the Geneva Disarmament Conference of a multilateral treaty
ensuring the imanunity of epace objects.

“he Bpace Committee of tha Genava Disermamenc Conference has done useful
work. Together with many other States the German Democratic Republic has submitted
concepts on & number of aspects pertaining to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space. We expect that the Committee will no longex be hindered in proceeding
to conorete negotiations on a respective agraement.

Before I conclude Y should like to express the hope of the German Democratic
Republic that this session of the FPirst Committee will give fresh iwmpetus to the
disarmament process. 'rhat will bhappen if 1t proves posaible to bring closer
together posigiono on the aspects of this process through a constructive dialogue
and the adoption of resolutions that truly meet the wishes of the peoples of the
world and amount to a step towards the reduction of the threat of nuclear war and
the achievement of disarmament.

Comnmon sense and the goodwill of all parties will lead to constructive
progreas,

Mr, SIDDIKY (Bangladesh): Mr. Chairman, it is most gratifying for ay
delegation and mé that a person of your qualities should be’ presiding over the
deliberations of this important Committee I offer you our sincere
congratulations, I have not the slightes doubt that with your skill and ability
you will be able to guide our deliberations to a suncessful conclusion. Could 1
through you, Sir, also congratulate the members of the Bureau upon their election,

I am positive that they will make a signficant contribution to our work.
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My purpose in asking to be allowed to speak is to make some general comments
on my deleyation'’s behalf on agenda items 46 to 65, which are under consideration,

In this connection, we should perhaps at the outset assess the ocurrent global
situation. The super-Power sumit in Reykjavik has Just concluded. In our view,
the very fact that they have met is a positive factor. Some have expressed
disappointment at the outcome, but to us the glass of hope i8 alwaysa half full. wWe
urge the super-Power leadership not to abandon hope for despair, They must
continue relentlessly in their praiseworthy efforts. The global community stands
firwmly and solidly behind them. We feel that allhnationa, big and small, powerful
and weak, must pool their resources together in atriving for the objective of
global peace. Bangladesh pledges to make its contribution in avery way it can
towards the attainment of this noble goal,

We dwell 'in a complex world: on the one hand, man has used the power of
science to harness nature to serve himj on the othex hand, that very power contains
the seeds of his own destruction. We must use the benefitg of knowledge and wisdom
to destroy the seeds of destruction. Undeniably, that is a high aim, We must bear
in mind, however, that the vigour of our societies can be pregerved Bnly by the
universal belief that such high aims are worth while.

We share the deep concern of others in this nuclear age - a concern that stems
from the fear that this planet might suddenly, through accident or design, bacome
an Armageddon of horror and destruction. We must - we have no other choice -
abjure the arms race. We musf make disacrmament more than just an aspiration and
convert the idea into a faith.

We believe that the esetablishment of nucleac-weapon~-free zones on the basis of

arrangspents freely arrived at among the States of various regionrs constitutes a



BG/14 l/C.lé?l/PV.3
6

(Mx, alddlkx, Bangladesh)

very luportant disscmoment messure. To that end the States of Latin America, wilch
have forged the Treaty of Tlateloloo, deserve our prajse. It i{s our firm bellef
that the orvation of oircles of nuclear~-weapon—~free zones in Latin Amerioa, Africa,
the itiddle East, South Asia, the Indian Occan, the Pacific and other places would
enhance the prospects of global secucity.

My country is of the view that a comprehensive test-ban treaty is u.gently
raquired, In our opinion, it is of universal interest that nuclear-weapon testing
by all States ahould cease. This would be a significant leap towards ending
proliferation and woul¢ - a major disincentive towards the development and
gqualitative improvement of nulear weapons .

It is heartening to note that the belief that scquisition of nuclear waubonﬁ
does not neceesarily redound to the enhancement of security is gradually becoming
widespread, What we require is the prolifaration of this idea, not of weapons,
The proliferation of nuclear weapons expands the destructive potential of regional
conflicts, of whiuh there are wanys it complicates deience planning and
arme~cont. ol negotiationss and thowe who advocate it for the oreation of regional
detecrence, pleass be warned that the safety of human civilization must not be
hostage to the infallibility of their doutrineu.

If proliferation is to be dimcouraged and totally forsaken, then
non-nuclear-weapon States wust be given adequate suretias against the use or the
threat of use of suoh weapons againet them by those who possess them. A simple
duclaration of intent will not suffice in this cane. The search shwould guntinue
for a common approagh acgeptable to all States in adopting all international
instruments of a legally binding nature, We should like to see the demonstration
of the political wiil of nuclear-weapon States to resch agreement on a comaon

aspprosch and & common formula.
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May I remind the nuclear-weapon Powers at this stage that, in accordance with
article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), they
are committcl to pursue arms reduc‘ion., It is a melancholy comment on the
commitment of the pvowerful States that this uarticle is hee%ed more in the hreach
than in the observance. Bangladesh itself is a signatory of the NPT. But how can
recalcitrants be persuaded to accede and end horizontal proliferation if sowe are
ssen to be relentlessly pursuing vertical expansion?

It is not just nu ear weapona that can be used for mass destruction. Modern
technology has, sadly, been used to develop non-nuclear arsenals which coula result
in horror of comparable magnitude. 1 refer to radiological weapons,
electro-magnatic weapons, chemical and bacteriological weapons, and the like. All
effective measures must bes taken to prevent the danger of citastrophic results fror
the manufacture and acquisition of such weaponry.

The same hoids good for conventional armaments. New manufactures are blurring
cthe Adistinction betweenr the most sophisticated types of these and nuclear weapons.
Since the Secord World War millions have Adied as a result of their use. An
overwhelming portion cf the budget of all States is devoted to that. This is an
obvioux area for vnivarasal restraint,

Astronomical sums of money are being wastod svery yvar by senseless
procurement of weaponry. While some might arque that this creates employment in
the arms indu~*ry, that advantage is far outweighaed by the threat to pesce that it
portends. What a boon it would be if this sxpenditurc were curtailed and the
saving: \lavotad to providing a better quality »f life for the teeming n sses of the
uMerprivileged worldwide. T wisn to recall in this conneztion the praiseworthy

work of the Panel of Eminent Personalitiem on the Rel.tionship between
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Disarmament and Devélopment., Those two phenomena are structurally linked. I
should like to add my voice to others in urging the early convening of the
postponed Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

Those are some points that I thought I should place before the Committee at
the beginning of our discussions. My delegation hopes to participate positively
and constructively in the Committee's work, From time to time we shall share our
views with the Committee. Perhaps we would do well to organize our work so that
quality displaces guantity. The Committee can and does have a significant role to
play in the creation of a global environment of harmony and stability.

To sum up, then, my delegation wishes to submit the following: first, we must
intellectually accept th? fact that the acquiéition of nuclear weapons enhances the
risk of warj secondly, we must support and implement the creation of
nuclear-weapon~free zones; thirdly, we must work towards a comprehensive test-ban
treaty; fourthly, we must guarantee the security of non-nuclear-weapon States;
£ifthly, we must cease to proliferate nuclear weaponry, both vettic;lly and
horizontally; sixthly, we must stop forthwith the production of all weapons of mass
destruction, including chemical and bacteriological weapons; and, seventhly,
budgets for the procurement of weaponry must be reduced a?d the savings diverted to
develcpment., |

Some of those aims are not easy to attain; they militate against basic human
instincts. But as man has done in many other spheres, in this oée too reason must

be made to win over instinct. Is not civilization the triumph of rationality over

animality?
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The CHAIRMAN: 1 should like to remind representatives that, in
acoordance with the Commi.tee's decision, the list of speakers for the general
debate on all disarmament agundc items will be closed on Tuesday, 14 October, at
6 p.m. I hope that delagations that have not yet inscribe.! their names on the list
will do 80 « ° soon as possible in order to enable the Committee fully and
effectivily co vtilixe the time available to it.

I now call on the Secretary of the Committee.
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Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Conmittee): At its fortieth session, the

General Assembly decided, in paragraph 7 of resoluticn 40/240, on piogramme
planning, that

“the roi.vant corzlusions and recommendations of the Committee for Programne

and Co-ordination, as well as the related portions of its report, should be

brought to the attention of its Main Committees i.: information.”(resoiution

40/240, para.7)

AS a follow-up to thia decision of the General Assemhly, I should like to
inform the Committee that the report of the Committee for Programme and
Co~ordination (CPC) on its twenty-fifth session, vhich was held from 29 April to
1 June 1985, was distributed last yoar but that additional copies are available to
delegations for information purposes during the surrent session.

Although the report of the Committee on Programme and Co-ordination on its
twenty- 1ixth session, also held in New York, from 28 April to 23 May 1996, has bheen
submitted tc the General Assembly at its forty-first session under agenda
item 111 - that is, programme planning ~ it has not yet been reviewed by the Pifth
Committee and its conclusions and recommendations have not been endorsed by the
General Assembly in the context of either agenda item 111 or 12.

The Economic and S8ocial Council hax endorsei the conclusions and
recommendations of the CPC in its rewolution 1986/%1, adopted at its second regular
session of 1986, but that endorsement cannot be implemented u.til the General
Assembly gives its approval.

I have boen asked to bring this matter to the attention f the Commitiee.

The CHAIRMAN: Following discussion on the subject by the officers of the
Committee, Y will, during the ceneral debate on items, attempt whenever fessible to
announce at the end of each meeting the names of delegations inscribed on the list

of speakers for the Committeee's next meeting. Accordingly, I wish to inform the
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Committee that the following delegations have inscribed their names for the next
meeting of the Cor ‘“tea, to be held tomorrow morning at 10.30 a.m.: United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, on hehalf of the 12 States members

of the Buropwan Cowaunity, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Reapublics and Egypt.

The meoting rose at 5.25 p.m.




