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AGENDA I'rI'MS 411'ra 69 (continued)

GENERAL DPBATE ON ALl. nIflARMAM1~'I' ITloMS

Mr. OTT (Germlln Democratic Republic) I On hehi\lf of the dele'1ation of tllP

German Democratic Repuhl1c, I wish to conqratulate you, SI.r, on your allRumptlon of

the ch~lrman8hlp of thl.s Important Committee. My delegation lS convinced that

under your ahle guidance our work will be crowne<1 with !IUCceSR. Let me dBsure you

and the other Committee officers of my df"leqation's con9tructlve nllpport.

In a few days, 70 years will have passed since \'he young Soviet State, with

It!t Decree of Peace, addressed a peace offer to C.overnments and peoples In order to

"free mankind from the horrors of war and its consequences". Today, In 1987, the

opportunity to proceed to disarmament and enscre a durable peace Is within reach,

thanks to significant developmentA in international relations during thp past few

weeks and months.

The emerging accord on the total elimination of two categories of nuclear

weapons, the medium-range and shorter-r,lnge nuclear missiles of the Soviet Union

snd the United States of America, has enhanced the possibility of progress in other

lmportant areas of arms limitation £lnd disarmament. Thus, the opportunities to

push open the door to nuclear dLlarmament Illre more favourable than ever befole.

"'11 ... , is needed now is more In tens ive thouqh t on quar an tees for a secure world anc~

on new rules for coexistence among States, rules which will meet the realities of

the nuclear and space age.

That need was taken into account hy the social ist States when they proposed

the creation of a com~rehenslve system of international peace and security. After

broad and open discussion, the outline!'! of such a system are already heql.nning to

appear. It could opel'ate",ithin the framework of the United Nation!! and on the

basis of its Charter.
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We take the vie'" that the effect iveness of thr Rystem cOllld be ensured throuqh

atr ict observance of the requirements of the Chart .... , additIonal unilateral

commitments by States and meaeures of ~onfidence and international co-oper3tion in

all areaSl military-political, economic, ecoloqical, humanitarian and others.

The implementa~ion of the idea of comprehensive security in thf!

militllrY"""1'0liticat area, "a we see it, would not only show recognition of the fact

that a nuclear war cannot he won and must never be fought, above all it would mean

taking 8t.eps towards the at.lge-by-stage elimination of nuclear and other weapons of

mass destruction by the year 2000. The German Democratic Republic therefore

welcomes the agleement in principle rea<:hed hetween the Soviet Union and the United

States on global elimination of their land-based medium-range and shorter-range

missiles. 'rhe conclusion of such an agreement and ita translation into practice

without ifs, ands or buts would indeed be an expression of a new political

thinking. It would mark the heginning of qenuine nuclear disarmament. Together

with all other forces of common sense and realism, the German Democratic Repuhlic

has contributed, and will continue to contrihute, its share to bringing about

without delay a double-zero solution concerning intermediate-range missiles. We

have repeatedly reaffirmed our reacHnf'ss to guarantee the rt:quired ver iflcatlon

procedures on our territory in connection with the implt·ment.'!tion of such an accord.

It iA therei'ore of special impor tance that in the joint communique issued

during the official visit of the Head of state of the German Democratic Republic,

~~rich Honecker, to the Federal Republic of Germany, the follcNing was lair) down;

"Both aides stressed the particular l.mportanc{' of an agreement on

intermediate-ranqe systems and declared tholt the wor Id-wide eliminat 10n of

Soviet and United States intermediate-range misl-iles with a range of over
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500 kilometres wo~ld essentially enhance stahility and security i~ Europe and

Asia. "

General-Secretary Erich Honecker and Feder&l Chancellor Helmut Kohl shared the

view that the conclusion of such an agreement would have positive effects on other

fields of arms limitation and disarmament as well 'IS on Ellst-West relations in

general, and that the opportunity offered should be ",ei.z~. In their joint

cOl1lllunique, both States emphashed their ldll to contrihute to the success of

negotiations on arms limitation and disarmament and to continue their f\ialogue

regarding those questions.

The achievement. of an agreement on intermediate-range missiles would also

expose the untenable character of concept.s regarding the so-called limi ted use of

nuclear weapons, the so-called controllable escalation of nuclear confl ict.s, and,

finally, the dangerous doctrine of "nuclear deterrence". P..t their Berlin summit,

the War 8llW Treat.y States stt'!ssed that the cu([ent sltlJation in the wor ld demanded

abandonment of the concept of nuclear rtet.errence. TO prevent war and banish it for

ever from the life of mankind was stated as the most important task. The partners

in the socialist alliance further reaffirmed thclt their military doctrine WdS

atr ictly defensive in nature. 'l'hey expressed their [eadineg.~ to co-operate with a

view to overcoming stereotyped enemy images, enhancing confidence in relationR

between Stat'!s with different social 3ystems and their respecHve

military-political alliances, and promoting a better perception of the other side's

concerns, objectives and int'!ntions in the military field. The participants in the

Berlin summit had exactly those endB in mind when they proposed consultations

between the North Atlantic Tr.eaty Organization and the WarB~ Treaty organization

to analyse the character of the~r respective military doctrines and jointly discuss

the patterns of their future development.
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Why, we ask, should it not be possible to have dicect negotiation~ between the

two alliances regarding a "strat~gy of defence"? 'rhe sociall!l~ reac4! progralll\lfl,

which was further defined at the Berlin summit, is truly c~prehensive and doss not

leave out any kind of weapon. It advocates follow~ng the Soviet-United States

accord on intermediate-range missiles with other agreements. proceeding, so to

speak, from one zero solution to "nother. To tlllst end, the following tasks should

have pr ior ity:

First, there SllOUld be a radical reduction in offensbe strategic weapons,

with a strengthe! og of the ahti-b~llistic missile Treaty. The German Democr.tic

Republic welcomes the ~qreement recently ach~ev~d in Washington between the Soviet

Foreign Minister, Eduard Shevardnadze, and the United States secretary of State,

George Shultz, on mak ing active ef.foa:ts t.owards the formulattorl of a treaty on a

50 per cent reduction in the offensive strategic weapons of the two countries. A

key question is, undoubtedly. the prevention of an arms ra~e in outer 8~ce.
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tiecondly, there should be a complete and general ~rohibition 'Jf nucledr-wea~on

tests dS a decisive step I.owards emall'.> the nuc)ear-arltls race, eSt>eclally in the

qualitative field. The moratorium on all nuclear explosions which the tioviet Union

ohserved for III months has qlven fresh lm~etus to the world-wiae ettorts for d

comprehensive test ban.

Recent Soviet activities, the ploposal for "liasle provisions at ~ treaty on

the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-wc:!apon tests" which th<! socialist

States submitted at the Conference on uisarmament at Geneva on 9 June ot this year,

the proposals made by the six-nation initiative for p~ace and disarmament, and

those of other countr iea and non-governmental .:>rqan!:.l:ations leave no doubt that

there are no technical obstacles whatsoever that might block the conclusion of d

comprehenslve and reliably verifiable test-ban treat'(. The comprehensive,

step-by-step negotiations whiCh the Soviet Union and the United States of America

intend to start soon mU'3t find the necessary multilateral complement ln the Geneva

Conference on oisarmament.

Thirdly, the earllest possible conclusion at a convention on the prOhlbition

of chemical weapons is imperative. We are aware that even more intensive etfort6

will be required from all Sides to resolve the remaining questions. We co~~ider

the demonstrations of methods of destroying chemical weapons carried out in the

tioviet Union for participants in the Geneva Conterence on Uisarmament as a very

f~r-reaching confidence-building measure. During the workshop at Shikhany a host

of ideas and suggestions were put forward on how to continue at the ueneva

negotiations. We express the hope that no attumptR will oe made in those

negotiations to complicate the discusslons thruugh unitateral ste~s and proposalS

directed against the purpose ot the agreement.
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The start of the production of binary chemical weapons would be a serious

set-back for efforts designed to eliminate those weapcns completely. In contrast,

the USSR, which this year declared that it will. forgo the production of chemical

weapons, has made an important advance concession in the interest of the earliest

conclusion of the convention.

Fourthly, it is furthermore of great importance to complement and stimulate

global disarmament steps t~rough regional disarmament measures. Important elements

of global solutions are the proposals of my country and the Czechoslovak Socialist

Republic to establish a nuclear-weApon-free corridor and a chemic~l-weapon-free

zone in Central Europe, and the Polish initiative known as the Jaruze1ski Plan.

Similar rroposals exist fol:' other European regions and ot.~er parts of the world.

Only recently, General Secretary Mikhai1 Gorbachev submitted at Murmansk new, far-

reaching proposals for a nuc1ear-weapon-free North and for peaceful co-oper, ·ion in

northern Europe and the Arctic. The German Democratic Republic follow£ with great

interest the upswing of regional disarmament effortR ad they reflect indeed the

growing responsibility of all States, large, medium and small, for tackling the

vital problems of mankind.

Fifthly, we consider as another priority measure the intensification of the

efforts for conventional disarmament. International peace and security could, in

~y country's view, be considerably strengthened if the mi1i~ary forces and

conve~tional armaments of States were reduced to levels appropriate for defence,

thereby taking into account specific regional charactertics.

One of the fundament.al aims of the mili tary doctr ine of the Warsaw Treaty

organization is the reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments in Europe

to a level where neith3r side would have the means to stage a surprise attack

against the other or offensive operations in general, while maintaining a capacity

sufficient for defence. Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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Measures aimed at lessening military confrontation and avertinq the danger of

surprise attack - such as the mutual withdrawal of the most QQ~qerous categories of

offensive weapons from the zone ef direct contact between the two military

alliances - would enhance military stability in Europe and initiate a process of

restructuring the armed forces leading to a non-offensive capability on both sides.

The German Democratic Republic advocates an eAlly start of negotiations,

within the framework of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe

(C~E), on the reduci:ion of armed forces and conventional armaments in Europe and

participated actively in consultations between the North Atlantic Treaty

Organization ~nd the Warsaw Treaty organization regarding the elaboration of a

~~manent mandate. The proposals submitted by the states parties to the Warsaw

Treaty in BudapeBt in June 1986 represent a substantial basis for such

negotia~ions. The reductions of conventional armed forcGs and armaments should be

sson in conjunction with the reduction of tactical nuclear systems.

The asymmetrical structures and imbalances in certain categories ot armaments

and armed forces, which are rooted in llistorlcal. geo~raphlcal and other factors,

should be redressed, with the side which has an adv~lltage over the oti".r making the

appropriate cutbacks.

The German Democratic Republic Ls in favour of further c0nfidence- and

security-building measures within the CacE framework - for example, regarding the

activities of naval and air forces and the restriction of the scale of military

manoeuvres. My count~y has scrupulou~!y carried out the corresponding obligations

that it assumed under the Stockholm Document of September l!I86. Already three

times this year observers from 22 C~E States were able to confirm the

non-threatening character of the notified manoeuvres on the terrltory of toe German
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Democratic Republic. Furthermore, at the request of the United Kingdom an

inspection on t.he t.erritory of the German DelOOcratic Republic within the framework

of t.he Stockholm Document took pla~e. Those are active contr ibutions to the

reduction of distrust in the sensitive field of military security, contributions

t~at will h~ve a favourable impact ~ ongoing and future disarmament negotiationR.

At the same time they reflect new thinking in action.
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~~ (Egypt) (intorprdcation from Arab~c>1 On my own behalf, and

on behalf of ti,e li:gYt'tiarl delegation, I am happy to congratulate you, :Hr, on your

election to the chairmanship of this Co~nittee. I aasure you of o~r full

confidence in your conduct of our deliberations, a con1:1dence ba.aed on your wisdom

and 6iplomatic skill and experi~nce, reflected in your very able work during your

long diplomatic career, work that has includea chairing the Cor,i:er~nce on

Disarmament in Geneva.

I am &lso pleasef' to congratulate th~ Vice-Chairmen and Ra~porteur of our

Committee. I assure all the officers of the ~nmittee of oue full co-operation, bO

that the Committee may achieve the dtlsired eesults OL enhancing uisarmament effort,,;

and establ1sl,J.ng in\:ernational stability am1 securit~'.

This is probably the laat aeasion of oue committee to Ue held before tne thiru

special session of the uener~l hosembly devoted to disarmament., which we hope will

take place next summer. Thererore, perhaps we may pause now to take stock or our

wcZ'k and place consequent recol..mendations before the international con.munity. 'rhat

CCJI,1.1 be a positi ve contribution on our part, wInch might enable the special

se8sion tu a9re~ on the necessary arrangements t~ e.'~ance our work and re~edy our

failures and set us on a new course. In this c'Jlltext, I have the followin-j remarks

to make.

Firat, in recent years a new disturbing trend has emerged, and it is growing

stronger year by yearl the tendency to separate the various int9rnational

orqall1zatl.ons concerned with international security anu uisarmament ~ the r'J.1'st

Committee, the Disarmament Commission and the G,meva COnference on Oisarmallle'1t. It

is serious to say that the resoliJtions ad.opted by the r'irtlt Committee d.o not a1.fect

the work of the Geneva Conference on Disarm.ment.
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Although "'e ars convinced that each of the three bodies has a speciflC nature,

anci the C"mference on D~ .....rmament haa its diBtinctive negotiating role, the

difference in the nature of the work don .. by some bodies does not warrant their

separation. To say ot.herwise is to question the cOlN1li tment of some to the unity of

the United Nations system and acceptance of thllt "ystem as a framework for ,,11

international relations matters. That point of view also ignores the obvious tact

that those bodies werf'! estahlished and assigned specific task~ within the framework

of the United Nations system and in accordance with its Charter. Hence, the

differ~nce in the tasks assigned to them or their method ot a~opting resolutions

cannot be accepted as a pretext for calling for seuaration of those bodies.

Because the F.qyptian d,'legation does not agree with that, it reiterates that

all these international forums concerned with international security and

disarmament are inseparable. The First Committee has a major ro18 in defining the

p.""llltical directions of Member Stat",s and of all those bodies. We hope that the

forthcoming special se9sion wUl affirm this concept, 80 that co-ordination 1", lP-en

the various international fo.ums may become more effective.

Secon<ily, Egypt - and perhaps all 0 ther delega t.ions - has noticed the increal1e

in the number of resolutions adopted by the COlN1littee every year. That in itself

does not worp.' \\"1, as long as it is t.he result of a growing concern by the

int/>rnationi'li col1lll\l!nity ahout rlisarm;lment. We are prompted to raise the question

hecause we feel that t~e quantitative incr~ase has not been an expression of

constructive patticipation, but, rather, is the result of an attempt to strike a

balance with other resolutions or to use them as bargaining counters in the

negotiating process. It iA not our intention to prejudice the right of every

Member State to submit the draft resolutions that it deems fit, but the increase in

the numher of resolutions that we have seen in the COllU1)ittee has affected their
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credibility and has negative implications for our committee'. work as a whole. We

call upon the Committee to seek ways snd means to make its work aerious and

effective. This in turn will strengthen its direct impact on disarmament ~nd

create IOOre respect tor its r.solutions on the, par. t of the inter national community.

The solution may lie in ~.)lding a nuntler of informal me.tinlJ8 to exchanqe

views on the draft resolution., particularly thoRe Z'I"1..u:ed to agenda items

requiring more than one draft resolution. That would avoid any duplication or

over lapping.

The forthcoming 8pecial session of the General Assembly will be a favourable

opportunity to call upon representatives to intensify their efforts to adopt

resolution. that restore credib~lity to the Committee and reinforce the

international community's respect for its work.

My third and last point, and perhaps rhe most important, relates to limiting

the role of multilateralism in the disarmament fteld. We have noticed that some

lnultillllteral bodics have thought themselves unable to discharge their

re8ponsibilities concerning some matters 8ublnitted to them. under the pretext tlhlt

those matters are being negotiated bilaterally. That has also been reflected in

the Fir8t Committee's work. The Committee was reluctant to adopt resolutions on

80lfte substantive aspects, lest those reso1utlc,ls influence the conduct of bilat~ral

negotiations, when it should support and ..,e1come that hilatera1 concept.

Therefore, we have become i~le spectators, unable to participate positively in

matter I of tho! utlllOst importance to UB.

We are concerned to see multilateral relations an~ diplomacy play this

cosmetic role, which daUB not reflect its reality in gUiding thl! int8rnation,,1

community and ,\et",rmining the ground rules that should govern intp.rnations.L

relations at al.l level~. partiCUlarly as regards lntern.3tional 8ecurlty '!lnd
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disarmament. 'rhe special session should underline the genuine, fundamental rola e-f

the First Committee and all the other multilateral r.ltC)oUating bodies on these

l1ld tter s.

We must ~~cld6 ~ur choice. clearly. It iA no longer acceptable to pursue

policies that r:e~ult in ag~ravating irternational confront,tion, under the pret8Kt

of seeking further security, policies that give new stimuluA to tho arme race and

conl3'equently w,Jllte worlj resource. and wealth, at a time when thousands ala dying

of famine or living in inhumali oon.l1tions. We must now join hands and

simultaneously rally internation~l, regional and national efforts in all sphereA.

We now have a golden opportunity to make Bome progcess towards eliminatinq the

risk of nuclear annihilation once .nd for all. We are gathering after the meeting

between the Foreiyn Ministers of the super-Powers. There is reason for optimism,

since the two have reached an agreement in principle on banning certain classes of.

n"-::1ear mis811es. ~ypt welcomes thilJ and all other aincere efforts to achieve

disarmament and alleviate int.ernationat tension. We wish them the best :n their

effort., especially those r~lated to nuclear weapons, which are the gravest threat

to mankind.
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Such efforts 4re being made with regard to a r.gion geographically close to us

where weapons of all types are stockpiled, a region where all strAtegic doctrines

related to the policy ot military blocs are to be found. ~9ypt, a non-aligned

country, does not subscr ibe to sucn doctr inea. Whi le we welcome these e[torts, it

i. incumbent upon us to renew our appeal for the intenBificati~n of efforts in all

fields of disarmament, particularly nuclear di~armament. In this regard, I would

like to refer to the importance of the declaration made by t.he sLlper-l'owers of

their endeavour, in tne near future, to eliminate nuclear strategic weapons and to

take measures leading to t~le banning of nuclear tests.

It is the responsibility of the whole world to take an effective part in

measures to eliminate nuclear weapons. More than twenty years have p5ssed since

the conclusion of the 'rreaty on the Non-Prol1ferat.1on of Nuclear ~eapon~ I Nl"l') ,

which i. the basis for an internationul system for the prevention of such

proliferation. The current international ~itudtion and the tact that renewal ot

its validity will oe considered by its supporters in the near future, will perhaps

provide an impetutl for the parties to the 'rreaty to prove tnat t~leir practices are

in accordance with its spirit. The NPT was concluded as d first step towardtl

preventing vertical and horizontal proliferation of those weapons, a step towards

nuclear disarmament. It is no longer acceptable that, after two decades, the

nuclear-weapon States - parties to the 'freaty - whlle agreeing that nuclear

disarmament is a sensitive and complex issue, argue that they haVe honoured their

obligations since they have taken part in the negotiations on s~me types of nUclear

weapons.

It is also no longer acceptable to have two kinda of non-nuclear weapon ::JtateS

parties to the Convention. The first kind consider themselves non-nuclear despite

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



FMB/7 A/C.l/42/PV. '>
17

(Mr. Badawi, ~yPt)

the proliferation of nuclear weapons on their territories, or because th~y enjoy

the protection or nuclear shield given by a major Power or bec~use to' we joined

one of the major military blocs. The second kind is subject to all saLfguards nnd

inspection to verify that they do not possess nuclear w~apons and h~ve accepted

inspection procedures, with the result th~t these procedures prejudice their right

to the peaceful use ot nuclear energy.

It is a contradiction that we are unable to establish an irternatlonal system

that provide~ mandatory safeguards for the non-nuclear-weapon States agbinst the

use oc threat of use of nuclear wea~~ns. Because we are all non-nuclear-weapon

States we are in the same boat, without distinction between those which entered

into s~curity arrangements that include nuclear components and those which declined

to accept such arrangements.

As for the countries that decided to remain outside the framework of the

Treaty, we question the value of maintaining nucle~r arsenals for security reasons

as long as those arsenals are, as their owners acknowledged, limited in their

capacity as compared with the nuclear arsenals of the super-Powers. All those who

demand non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament are called upon to translate their

positions into practical steps or initiatives, or to dccede t .. international or

regional errangmellts for the promotion and development at the non-proliferation

system.

It is natural that every country should determine its position and policies

and that we may differ in interpreting some issups, particularly the regional or

national ones. We must however agree that nuclear danger is unlimited. Whethur

the initiator or the agresl>or il> the opprel>sed or the oppressor, nuclear war will

entail disastrous results fur all. 'l'his should prompt us to participate in a

positive way in the eiabor.-Ition of an international system that satisfies us and

protects us f[om this deadly peril. Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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Before commenting on non-nuclear issues, we would like to reiterate ovr

support for the establishmsnt of nuclear-weapon-free ~ones in dif~erent re9ions of

the world as one of the arrangements that could help prevent horizontal

proliferation of nuclear weapons, and for the develo~nent of a nuclear

non-proliferation regime conducive to nuclear disarmament.

We hope that international efforts to establiSh a nuclear-weapon-free zone in

the Middle East and to implement the Declaration o~ the Denuclearization of Africa

may be translated into action. We would like to ex~ress ,ur regret that Iscael and

SOlJth Africa still have nuclear installations not subject to international

aafegu4r(ls. We appeal to them to accede to the NPT oc to permit international

inspection of the.r nuclear facilities as a practical step towards ensuring that

both regions will cemain free from nuclear weapons.

Everyone agreea that general and complete disarmament undec effective

international control is very complicated and may requLCe more time f·)r its

realization. Desp1 te ouc diffe;:ences cegarding the way QC the time needed tc..'

achieve it, one thing is beyond dispute: the fact that the extension of the acms

race to new hocizons cannot lead to achievement of that objective. This applies

particularLy to the extension of the arms race to outer space. Th is will uCdg us

into needless mazes that jeopardize the efforts and agceements made to ward off

this development.

In keeping with its firm belief in the necessity ot presecvin~ outer space for

the benefit of mankind and of prohibiting its use for military purposes, Egypt,

together with a number of other countr ies, Bl.umits each year a draft resolution on

I le prevention of an arms race in outer space, in which it requests the

international community to take further effective measuces to prevent such a race

since outer space should be used exclusively for peaceful pur~~ses and for the
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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ben"fit of mankind. Militarization of outer space would add to the present dangers

of the nuclear arms race.

The First Comlllitee should make the following specific recommenetations to \:live

impetus to negotiations on this subjact: first, consideratlon ~f sp~cific

arrangements to all.eviate the aggravation of this lssue and to t>revent extensioll ot

the arms race in outer spaceJ secondly, strengthening of th.a legal sy3tem relating

to outer spac~ with a view to achieving this gOdl, thirdly, creation of tne

necessary international climate through agreement on confidence-building measures

to ensure the success of negotiations on the prevention of un arms race in outer

space.

In discussions relating to disarmament, the international community gives

priority to weapon~ of mass destruction immediately Afte, nuclear weapons. Among

the weapons that have with good reas)n gained 9ro~in9 attention, are chemical

weapons. The Geneva Conference on Disarmament has made substantive progress

towards conclusion of an agreement banning the prouuction of ~hese weapons and

calling for their destruction.
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The First Co...mittee dcknowledges that acnievement, as wel 1 aa the need to

~onclude such an agreement. We ho~e thdt the remaining lsuues under n~gotiatlon

will be sett l~;;, so that another achievement mdY be made in the f it!ld ot

conventional disarmament. However, we regr(o\; thdt tll~ Conference on OisarlnalOl:lnt'.

did not concl,de an agreement, particularly since it has become obvious that the

imp3diment to achipving tildt gOdl is (l lack ot polith':cll wlLl to ellmlllat.e such

weapons once and for all and to pledge not to p~oduce other, more sophisticated

w~apons.

In conclusion, I should like to mention tnae lna deliborat.lollb in the

Committee are taking place right after the IntPrn~tional Conference on the

Relationship between oisa[lnament and Dev\:llopml ,\t. 'l'hdt Cont:erencl.l, withln linlits,

was successful. It underlined the close relationship thdt exists betwel:ln

disarmament and developffient, particularly as lt ~ffects devl:lloplny cQuntries. It

represents a constructive forward step that d~serves uupport. Additional measures

must be taksn to examine the relationslllp in a (:>I:a.ctical dno truitful manner.

~~rROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) (interpretation from

Russian) I The Soviet delegatlon tully 8hares tlw view axpreused by many States not

only that the emerging bilateral Soviet-United bt<lltes movement towards "isarmamenl

is not only conducive t_o the undertaldn'j of nlult Ili\teral ~ltort8 to ..chi-eve

8~curity through disarmament, but that it should be viewed dS an organi.:: par"'lf

the intensification of such efforts in all dreab.

We are convinced that the internationalization of the concern for security

bUilding, both in the military and in other artldb of l.nlcrnd\-ional relations, is

t.:><iay a necessity. It is a result of the growing interdependence of 1:>tates I\nd of

the realities of the nuclear and space ages. ~he world we llve In and Which we
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must pass on to succeeGing gen.ration~ is too amall and fragile for mility

competition and too vulnerable, both economically and ecol~icallY, for us to

..:ontinue to waste our eoerg1tul and resourcefl on prepaeations for universal

anni hila t ion.

Common sense, the inl1tinct of self-pceservation and the ethical norms u,

civilization demand that all of us transcend the limits of our national exper ence,

accept the reality of the world community and realize that we all, whatever oue

geographlcc,l or ideological divisions, are residents of Mman's worldM, in the

phr ase of '\ntoine Cle .:>aint-ExLJpery, the ~'rencn humanist wr iter.

This means organizing life in our common planetary dwelling In such a manner

that the security ot all may guarlntee the security of eaclI and everyone, and that

such security may be ensured by solid guarantees of mutually beneficial

co-op",..:ation and by the primacy of international law.

In the article bv Mikhail S. Gorbachev, MThe Reality and the G,\arantees of a

Secu:e World", the states Members ot the United Natlon~ and tne world conlmunity are

invited to engage in a wide-rallging and creative exchange of views on ways and

means of achieving that world order.

I doubt if anyone seriously challenges tne iGea that a reall: solid security

edifice, built to laat as it weee, can be built by using a mixture that does not

contain a nuclear ingredient. The concept or genulne aecu..:ity for all is

incompatible with the policy of intimidation and with the absurd and immoral

situation in which the entire world is held nuclear hOl>tage.

We regard nuclear weapons not as an inevitable element in stability but,

rather, as IS destabilizing factor that undermines not only the security of the side

against Which they are aimed but also the security of the side that possesses
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them. Such weapons are also the main obstacle to any genuine democratization of

relations among States and to their real e~uality and Joint responsibility.

An attitude of nuclear arrogance towards international dialogue is

unconscionable. Those who insist on boycotting such a dialogue, on whateve~

pretext, setting themselves up against the world community and ignoring its

expressed will, are in the final ana.Lysis only 1I0.i.1\-] har,o to themselves.

Today, it is in~e,ative to bring the military and political conduct of

nuclear-weapon Stales into conformity with the fundamental conclu~ion that ~

nuclear war must not be fought and cannot be won. We ta-'our a determined

intensification of the eHorts ot the whole of the international comlllunlty wlth Cl

view to preventin~ nuclear war, to achieving nuclear diaarmament and to entering

into a substantive discusaion of the entire range of nuclear issues in all

multilateral forums.

The soviet Union keeps the lieneral Assembly dnd the Conference on Oisarmament

regularly informed of the progresp, at the bilater&l Soviet-United States

negotiations in Geneva. AlthouCjh a cert<ii;) amount of confiden~iality ia useful 1n

the conduct of such negotiations, t.he world community must be made aware of the

work bein~ done and of ~he progress beiny acnieved.

We believe that it is precisely because of the strength of collective reason

and tile expre&sed will of the whole of the world cOlnmunity that there now eXlsts a

real and feAsible opportunity to create a nuclear-free and sate world before the

end of the century. What is involvea is a ~uclear-free future for all, and

disarmament questions cannot therefore be fully resolved solely within the

framework of bilateral United titates-USSH talkS. The creatlve participation of the

Governmel.ts and peoples of all countries is requJ.red.
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



A/C.l/4"J./PV.5
24-25

(Mr. petrovsky, UtitiHj

The building of a nuclear-free worla cove,s the broadest ~ossible gamut ot

action. It cllnnot be confined to reductions in '~l<i8tin'.J nucl£!ar arllena1s, but must

include the strengthening of the regime of the non-prolUeration at nuclftu

weapons, the establishment of llelluclearizelJ zones and, t1n05l1y, gUcHanteftll 4g4lnst

the rp-constitution of nucl~dr weapons.

We were impressed by the proposal maae by the ~'oreign Idnister at Norwll/,

Mr. Stoltenberg, to raise the level of political participation in meetings of main

United Nations bodies and to hold per iodic meetinys of the l:>ecurity Council at the

foreign-minister level. We are thinKing alonq the same lines. A more efficient

United Nations involvement in dealiny w1th tile prol>lelll ot the el11ninat10n of

nuclear weapons could, in our view, be facil1tdted by using the potential ot the

Security Council as the body WhiCh, under Article l6 of the united Nations ~lIarter,

is respontJible tor drawiny up plans for establishing a system for the regulation ot

ar~aments. The Soviet Unlon is in favour of conveninq. atter the nec~ssary

preparations, a special meeting or meetings of the :;oi!curity COuncil, possibly at

the foreign-minister level, ~o di8~uss the 90al~ and objectives in the tield Ol

nuclear disarmament.
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Apart from addressing the issues of reducing and eliminating nuclear weapons dnd

creating the necessary conditions for that purpose, the provosea excnange of vJ.ews

could provide an outline of specific measures conducive to ridding the world of

nucle.!'r weapons and providing universal ·,.;uarantees against tneir recon.ltJ.tution.

This whole range of problems, of course, is er.tremely complicated and

multi~aceted. No one can have ready-made prescriptlons dealing with them. A great

many things will have to be reassessed, thought through and reworked.

In our view, it J.S essential here Ilot to enga'Je in acallelnic ar':Juments about

whether or not a ~uclear-free world is possible - that it is possible is quite

obvious today, we must focus our efforts on working out &pecific steps towards

nuclear disarmament and on formulating agreed measures to be taken in the event of

a bre~ch or An attenlpted breach of a comprenensive agreement on the non-use and the

eUmin, ~.lon of nuclear ",.aapons. Even now it is clearly possible to evaluate in

advance and prepar~ collective measures for preventing nuclear piracy.

Also of major significance woulrl be a reliable system of measures to prevent

an attack against nuclear facilities and an international cOOl'ent;,on on thdt

SUbject, steps to prevent nuclear terrorism, and international legal legal

arrangements govlI!rniny liability for nuclear damage.

A practical issue - one whose resolution is long overdue and ior which the

internatiollal community bedrs a hlstorlcal respons.i.t\lity - is the yenerell. alia

complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. We have consistently sought

fUll-fledged negotiations on this subJect, both at the Conference on lHsurmdlment

ltnG on a bilateral basis ~ith the United States of America. In a matter of such

high priority as banning nucl<!llr testa, it H extremely J.l/lportant that full use be

made of all possibilities, ~ilateral, trilateral and multilateral. The soviet

Union believes that bilatercll, tlllateral ana lQultilateral negotlatlon:; shoul.d
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complement one anothe,r. and that prO<jreos in one IOhould lead to S;Jccess in the

others, bringin':) us (;lol,el:, ln the end, to a teb':: oan. We are in tavour of the

immediate initiation of practical work on the substance of thic problem at the

Conference on oisarmamont., where the socialist. countries have put forward tile basic

provisions of a treaty IIn the sUbject.

The Soviet Union p:Elfers a radical l.,ll.ltlonl the lmmecHate cessation of all

nuc~ear testing. But it i& also reddy, in a Cunotructive spirit, to study other

proposals as well. 'rl.' parapnraae the well-known statement ut the t'rench histonan

and diplomat Jules Camt~n, it m~y well be aid that in conducting talks it is not

enoujh to be sure you are right, it lS neceasary also to take lnto account the

opinions uf your, 'artners.

The General A8t18mbly has expreased th~ view that lt ~ould be ot aome use to

notify ~he United Nations of nuclear tests. The USSR, having thoroughly analyzed

this question, decided to support in prlnciple the appeal issued by the General

Assembly at its forty-first session to that ~ff~ct. As members will recall, the

USSR publishes r~po(ts in an established format about its ~xplosions, ana we are

prepare~ to communic~te such notifications to the United Nations, Viewing this too

as a step towards enhancing the Organization's role in matters ot military securlty.

It is important that in the tuture the world community should not slacken its

attention to the problem of banniny nUC1't:lIH tests. We should like to see the

Assembly ~t its fort.y-second session come out vigorously in favour of an early

solution. It is entirely feasible, both technically ana ~olitic~lly. Evert

measure to that end would be an important practical step towards a nuclear-free

wor 111 and towards ensur in", that new types ot nuc lear weapons artl not dtlvt.l0l?ed.

Generslly speaking, the mOt1t important problem the world cOllununity must

resolve on the way to eliminatinq the nuc.lear threat lS, tu guarantee that the
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elimination of certain types of weapons will not be accompanied by a build-up of

other weapons or by the uevelopment of weapona based on new princlples at pnysics.

Preventing the spread of the arms race to outer space is indispensable. Une

doea not neEsa tne unbrJ.dlea imayinat.lon of those who hlalle the tilm litar Wars to

understand the unpredictable conse~uen=es, includil" nucloar consequences, of the

spread of the arms race to outer space. Such ~lano Qre obviou~ly not ln keepiny

with the purpose of eliminating nuclear weapons, as is proclaimed by their

advocates. Awar~ness is growing that toe development ot weapona oasea on

fundamentally new principles will not only undermine pxisting stability - which is

already fragUe enouljh - but w111 also make tile overWhelming maJority at the w::>rld

community totally dependent all the will of the space l,Jowers. That situation would

not be very different from the erd of colonial empires. 'l'he world cooununity will

therefore have to mobilize its efforts la prevent the ttmerlJence of space empires.

Stri::t compliance with the anU-bal.listic missile Treaty regime is an

indispensable element in the prevention at an arms race in outer space. We mention

this in the Uniteu Nations since we are convinced that that. bilateral document is

an integral part of the system of international law and that it is related to the

Sl urity interests not only at the U::il:)d ana the Unlted titates but of the entire

international community.

Given the global significance of the proDle.ll at preventlng im arllls race in

outer space, the Soviet Union, togeth· : with an overwhelminq majority of the States

Members of the United Nations, is in favour of active talks at the Contareoce on

Disarmament to 80lve this problem. 1he 8stabliehment of a worlu space orlJanization

for the purpose of suporvising the prevention of an arms race in space and

co-ordinating the peacefUl uses of outer space would contribute to effective,

compreht:nsive decisions by the entire world cooununity to ensure the ~eaceful
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exploration of outer 8IJal~e. Such all organization wou:'d be ..n important part of

machiner.y to internationalize tha ufforts ot States to ensure security and

co-operation.

The prohibition anfJ elimination ot chemical weapons and the destruction of the

industrial base for producing them conBtitutes one of world comlRunity's most

important disarmament ooJjectives. Thanks to jc.,i,nt ettorts by «ili partlcipants, tne

talks at the Conference on Disarmament on formulatin~ a convention on the

prohibition and elimination ot chemical weaponB nave now entered tneir final

stage. The Soviet Union nas taken a most active part in these efforts.
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In 1987 we submitted proposals for the disclosure of locations of chemical-

weapon storage facilitie13, on ver ified total destruction of their stocks, and on

mandatory challeng~ inspections without the right of denial. Only recently we

supplemented mutual efforts by taking yet another major step and pro~sing on a

bilateral ba~is a verifiable exchange of data between the USSR and the United

States of Americd on their chemical arsenals prior to the signing of the convention.

The number of outstanding questions has now been reduced to a minimum and

differences on them have largely been narrowed down, all major ~uestions on the

convention have in fact been resolved. What we need now lS to complete this work

immediately and make vigorous efforts to bring tile talkg to a conclusion as 900n cH;

possible. It would be unforgivable not to solve now the problem of the complete

prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons. It is important to bear in mind

the time factor in the talks, to sustain their momentum, and to prevent them trom

becoming a routine procedure. All the necessary conditions now exist for signing

the convention as early even as 1988. This historic opportunity must not be

mi8sed. The importance of concerte(\ efforts to this end by participants in the

Conference on Lisarmament cannot be overestimated.

We are realists and we are not proposing to eliminate nuclear weapons and

other weapons of mass destruction while leaving everything ellJe untouched. 'rhe

Soviet Union is equally interested in ensuring that a nuclear-free world would not

mean a return to the pre-nuclear world, where in the first half of this century

alone we experienced two foreiQn invasions. Any possiOility ot a third world war

must be excluded, bo~h in the process of nuclear-weapon reductions and in a

post-nuclear situation.

In paving the way to a nuclear-free and subsequently demilitarized world, it

is not too early even now to think about how security can be ensured at every stage
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of the disarmament process. 'l'he Soviet Union would like to see the adoption of

specific measures to prevent war in general, both nuclear and conventional. It

would be of great importance, in our view, for the n~clear Powers and States

meMbers of military and political alliances to renounce the flrst use ot nuclear

and conventional weapons and the uso or threat of force in relations alllQng States

and blocs in all conditions and in all circumstances.

These ideas of ours have been echoed at the current aesaion in the atatement

by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Spdin, Fernandez Ordo~ez, to the effect that

"securtty in the world today can and should be achieved on the basis of, among

other things, a balance of forces at the lowest possible level."

(Aj42jPV.13, p. 102)

It is our view that the movement towards a nuclear-free worla can proce~d atage by

stage in terms of both the composition of the participants and the coverage of arms

with security and strategic stability ateadily strengthened at every stage ana

throughout the process. At intermediate stages of this movement, agreement should

be reached at least on a reasonable SUfficiency of both nuclear and conventional

arms and on malntdning strategic stability at ,the lowest possible level of this

sufficiency.

A powe~ful boost in that direction could be given by negotiated agreements Oil

defensive strategy and military sufficiency, providing for a structure of the armed

forces of States that would be adequate to repel any possible a~gressioll but not

sufficient for engaging ln offensive action. A firot step towards that would be

the supervised withdrawi\l of nuclear and other offenslve weapons from national

borders with the subsequent establishment of sparsely-armed strips and

demi litar ized zonl's along borders or lines of l:ontact between military alliances,
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It is necessary to reach agreement urgently on radically reduced levels of

non-nuclear arms. This alao calls for concentrdt~d international effort and

collective wisdom. We cannot put up with attempts to distort the &ense of

disarmament by those who, wnile obstructin9 the elimination of nuclear weapons, are

al~eady talking about the need to supplement nucl~ar deterrence with so-called

conventional deterrence - in other words, who want to impose another round of the

conventional arms race. I believe that Mr. Andersson, the Minister for Forei~n

Affairs of S~eden, is undoubtedly right when he emphasizes that it would be a

serious set-back if the intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF) agreement were

followed by an arms oUlldup in other areas.

The problem of reducing armed forces and conventional armaments is ot

particular importance for the European contin~nt, where two ~-mil!ion-strong groups

equipped with the most sophisticated conventional weapons are facing each other.

Nor should it be forgotten that L .ope is glutted witn nuclear reactors and

chemical facilities whose destruction, even if accidental, would be tantamount to ~

nuclear strike.

A sweeping programme of reductions in armed forces and ar'I,amtmts trom the

Atlantic to the Urals was proposed by the socialist counl ril~s as far back litl

July 19~6. '1'ne ideas containE:d in that programme wer., amplHlI~d and su~plemented

at the Berlin meeting of the states members of the Politicftl Consultative Committee

of the Warsaw Treaty organization, held in May 1987. Tangible progress towards

reducing the threat of war in ~urope is also the goal of the series of proposals

mlde by the Polish People's RepUblic, known as the "Jaruzel~kl ~lan"

Despite the urgency of curbing the conventional arms race in ~urope, it shoulo

not be forgotten that that progran~lIe is 9 loba.l in nature and lt is only right ana
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logical, therefore, "or it to be the subject of increasing attention in the United

Nations.

The international community has already '.ia1d a loud "No· to tile use ot the

so-called inhumane kinds of conventional w~apons: a Convention has be~n concluded

to that ~tfect and it is now in force. The task now 16 to ensure that the number

of countries parties to that Convention is increased and that all militarily

significant States, without exception, rAtify it.

The Soviet delegation is authorized to st~te thAt the Soviet Union has no

objection to Sweden's proposal to consider in tnia context the question of oanning

laser weapons designed to kill personnel, and this includes the question of

formalizing such a ban in the form of an additional protocol to the Convention.

We are very much concerned about the naval situation. It is difficult to

speak of global security when vast tracts of oc~ans on thi~ p~anet are filled with

weapons of destruction. International debate on the problem of curtailing the

naval arms race is taking place in the United Nations Commission on i)1sarmament.

There has been some Inovement there and the beat should be made of that.
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The Soviet Union advocates opening talka on the limitation and reduction of

naval activ~.ties and naval aemaments. We hav", no obJectlon to tile t: lest &tep

towards such talks being the discussion of confidence- and 8ecurity-buildin~

measuees foe naval communications.

Geeat oppoetunities have been opened up by etigional appeOaCnti6 to mea~ures

designed to limit the naval arms race. ~nsueAng c'ilm and peacefulness in the

Mediterranean is long overdue, as is meeting the need to bClrl\j back warlllth Ilnd

cordiality to the waters of the Indian Ocean. The Soviet Union fa~ours

implementation of the United Nat ions decidon to convene the interllatlonal

Conference on the Indian Ocean in 1988. We wish to see the Indian Ocean a zone of

peace. Early practical implementation of the United Nations Declaratlon to that

effect would be helped by .stabli~hing inteenational guarantees of the safety of

shipping in the Indian Ocean and the seas, ~traits and gulfs adjacent to it, by

solving the problem of safety of air communications and developing collective

measures against terrorism in the sea lanes and air lanes of toe lndian Ocean. We

should all do oue utmost to ensure that the Pacific Ocean lives up to the name

~iven it by Magellan.

The international community is becomi\lg Incrtlasiogly ilwara that the lHIflS race

not only undermines gloual security, but also slows down development, exacerbates

the economic backwardness of entire regions and dlverts colossal resour~e8 from

meeting social and economic needs. The recent.ly concluded International Conference

on the Relationship between Disarmament. and Development demonstratf:d the resol"e of

an overwhelming majority of States to channel scientific and technological progress

exclusively towards meeting the needs of development and global pLosperity.

A broa6 international dialogue on this challenging problem of today's world

was begun for the first time at the Conference. 'l'he work of tile Conference
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not only bore out the existence of an integral link between the two processes, bu~

also pointed to possible concrete international action to make disarmament a factor

for development. It is here that the need to internationalize the efforts and the

desice of the international community f·)r cLoalH interaction make themselves

Particularly clear. As has rightly been pointed out by the Foreign Minister of the

People's Republic of the Cungo, Mr. Ndinga-Oba, the 1"inal uocument of the

Conference,

"establishes the basis for a process which must be continued and strengthenea

with real political will ~o as to achieve the objectives of disarmament and

development as set forth in the Charter." (A/42/PV.7, pp. 7~-ijO )

In our view, a constructive and action-oriented discussion of the question at the

current session of the General Assembly could play an important part in enhancing

the authority of the United Nations and its role in promoting development through

disarmament. 'I'hose who have so far chosen to st.lnd aloof from this important

matter must show respect for the will of the world community and begin to act in a

new, responsible and democratic way. If every specific arms reduction measure is

complemented with practical action to reallocate resources thus rt-leased to

development purpoaes, this will create SuEd mater; al guarantees of se,-,~r ity for

all.

The internationalization of th~ disarmament ~rocess should be carried out not

only at the global level but alao at a regional level. The Soviet Union is

actively enqaged in the search for soLutions to tne problem ot ensuring regional

secur ity. We have proposed a ser ies of measures to strengthen secur ity in the Asia

and Pacific region. III IllS recent audretHi ilt MurmtlOsk, tile General .::iecretdry ot

the Central Committee of the Comml\nist l'arty of the Soviet Uni.on,

Mikhail s. (;orLachev, outlined Soviet llli.llatlVe:; dl'~-;tqneu to establlsh a ZOIW of

peace in the north of the planet - in the Arctic.Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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The intensification of multilateral disarmament efforts demands that the worK

of the entire diqarmament machinery be put tnto top year and that a constructlve

search be conducted for ways and means of moving towards a n~clear-free world on

the basis ot a balance Ot interests and ensurlng equal security tor all States.

The forum in which the efforts to move towards a nuclear-free future should be

internationalized is the Conference on Disarmament. We should liKe to see the

Conference functioning on a year-round basis, with two or three breaks, so that it

would ultimately become a standing univerlial disarmament negotiatin<;j body.

The importance we attach to the effectiveness of the Conference on Disarmament

was emphasized thiE. year in the statement Inade to the Conterence by

Eduard Shevardnadze. The Soviet Foreign Minister offered a concrete programme,

calling for making the talks more productive and effective and intensifying the

search for solutions in all areas of the Conference's work.

The Conference should not become used to a situation in wnich in fact it 18

not discussing ~uestions of a reduction of nuclear arms, even though they are on

its agenda. We believe that these questions should be put at toe top of its agenda

today.

The internationalization of efforts to establish the fundamental principles ot

comprehensive security in the military field in effect leads to an even greater

enhancement of the authority and role of the Unlced Natiolls. Whl:lre, it not at the

United Nations, can we make the greatest possible multilateral efforts to achieve

security for al17

A big contribution to expanding the dlalogue on ways of achievlng security for

all in the military field should be made at the third special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament. We are ready to discuss 13ubstantively

with all Member States the practical tasks and agenda for the special session. we
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



JP/ed A/C.l/4J./PV.5
39-40

(Mr. Petrovsky, Ua8~)

believe that the session could also solve questions related to enhanclllg the

effectiveness of multilateral aisiulIIa,nent mactllnery. The Soviet Union a'cocltecJlt on

the basis that the special session should be oriented toward. achievin9 new

pro<:Jress in arms limitatlon and reuuction Clnd mak in':J more jtc!tive use of tue United

Nations potential in this area.

The Soviet Union advocates the revitalization "nd maximum uae, in matterll ot

disarmament, of such United Nations mechanisms as the security Council, the General

Assembly and the Uisarmament Commission. We al~o attach ':Jreat importance to the

secretary-General's role.

The General Assembly coulu request the Secretary-General to submit to it

annual reports on the disarmament process, in which he would report on the

situation with regard to the implenlentation ot ~eneral Assembly resolutiona on

disarmament, particularly those adopted by consensus, on the basis of information

recei'/ed from Membe'[ States. We believe that that would be partlcularl.y useful.
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B~lcaus~ the Secretary-General acts as the repre3tmtive of each Hember of the

I)cqanhatioll, all countries should give hUI the maximum sUPJ:>0rt a"d help hlm to

carry out his important mission.

We l're implessed by the ideas ot the UnJ.ted Kinydom and some otn~r ""eutern

countries abOut examlning the whole question of dlsarmamlu,t resolutions 4'ld

t;onsidtlrinq the possibi.Uty of reducing their numbt:r. Wt: believe that ,;onsell':us

resolutions are particularly im~~rtant. ~e should work to have resolution& adopted

by ~ons~nSU8, but it is no less imporLant to secure conRenHUS at the stage of t~ei:

implementcltion, so that the consensus reflectb the ~eadiness of the parties to them

to take action in the field of dlsarmament.

It is eSlJential to put into effect the Final Document of the fHst special

sesSlon ot. the (;enerdl Assembly devotea to disarmament and also, tor exalllJ:>le, to

implement the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace ann resolutions on

the establinhment of a lIuclear-weapon-frtle zone ill t.he Mlddle t:;ast anu on accession

to the Convention on so-call\.;o inhumane weapons.

r t ,11so seems hlgh time to take II tresh look at the potential of the Advlsory

Board on Disarmament ~tudies, which brings together prominent experts on

d l.udrmament from many COllOtr ies. 'rhat body could undo'Jbtedly play a more

substantial cole.

The Soviet Union sup~orts the work of the United Wat~ons Institute for

Disarmament Hesearch (UNIDI.t). 'rhe Soviet delegation has been instructed to

anne-'mce today another reyular ::Jov let cuntr ibut lon to tht. UNIUI R l"und in t :Ie amount

of 200,000 roubles, or $£O,~UO.

'I'here is an upsurge Ol dctivity in the world bltuation tooay, chdr<lcterizeu by

a virtually unanimous desire on the p<lrt ot the world community to end the threat

of oelf-annihllation, wit.h movement in all aCedlJ tuwaru"' tieCurlty through
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disarmament. True, the acti,dty 18 not the sam~ or uniform everywher~, but its

pace is quickfming, though here anu there lt i" :Hlll oein'3 held !.Jack hy certdlll

braking mechanisms. We believe it i~ essential now to create all the necessary

conditions to accelerate aimultclntlous, parallel and ulllnterrupted 1lI0Venltmt in 011

area~.

As ancient philosopners used to fJay, the present is the gatewdY trum tl1e I;)lAst

to the futu:e. Now this gate is op~nin9 for us on to the path to a

nuclear-weapon-free world, which lS taking tangible anape. We must pass throu~h

this gate without delay and head boldly towards mutual truat and understanding.

We ":"e convinced tnat th-. l!)~Os could beGome a de, 1e of building a

nuclear-weapon-frete and nOli-violent worlel.

Mr. LAUT~NSCHLAGEI! (Fed",ral Republic ut iOermany): ~efore beginrung lily

statement, I should like to convey to you, Sir, my d~legation'8 congratulations on

your unanimous electiol. to chair the Committee. We are conv. nced that" your

well-known competenc~ ~nd experience in the sUbject-maltt~S before the Committee

will lead to the success of our work.

I :~hould also like t.o taKe tha opportunity ot the presence at the head of the

Department for Disdrmament Aftaies, Under-Secretary-General Akashi, the

Secretary-Gene~dlof the -';onf~renc~ on Disarmament, l"Ir. KOhlatlna, llnd the Secretary

of the Committee, Mr. Kheradi, to t.hank them foe etfectively contributing '0 the

success of the multilateral d';'sarlRament procel:ls.

Let me initially reter to the statement made yesterday by the Ambassador of

Denmark, speakin<j on behalt ,)f the States members of the l';uropean Community. We

fully endorse the views expressed in his statement.

A year ago:: emphaaized to t'le Committee that the time was rlpe tor tangible

resul ts in the fields of arrns control and disarmament. '1'ooay it is not
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12 months dgnif ~cant and gratifying vrogrt!88 haa been made in this area. An

pre8umptuous to speak of legitimate hopes at an early harv..st. Over the last

agreement on the com!?lete elimination of Unitecl Statea and Soviet

intermediate-rnnge missiles is within reach. W~ observe a certain acceleration at

the oth~r tables of ~he Geneva negotiations between the United States and the

Soviet Union, too. Tllf.lre have been major advances in the negotiations un tne

world_ide prohibition of chemical weapons. A United States-Soviet understanding

has been re"ched to begin negotiations before 1 December this year on a

comprehensive nuclear-test ban. As regards conventional arms control, the Vienna

mand~t~ talkS on reductions in the whole of ~urope are proceeding well. The

disarmament dialogue, then, is forging ~lead on a broad front with clear aims and a

dei ir~ for results.

The Government of the Federal H.epublic of Germany unreservedly welcomes thlS

development, which it haa emphatically encouraged and supporte'l. ~e Germans are

the only nation in ~urope which is partitioneo along the divide oetween ~aBt and

WestJ armed forces and weaponry aro more densaly concentrated on Gelman soil than

anywhere els8 in the world. lo'~r tnat reason, progress in ar,DS control and

disarmament is a fundamental German interest.

The Federal Government will therefore continuti to press as vigorousll as

possible for further moves in thi8 direction. Its guideline will remain the

coherent and comprehenBive concept of arm:J controi and disarmament adopted at thl'

last ministerial meeting of the North Atlantic Council, held at Reykjavik .\n

June 1981. This concept must now b~ trao8lated into practice. Besides an

agreement on the complete elimination of United States and Soviet

intermediate-range mi!:lSlles, the concept includes the foliowinyz a '>0 per cent
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reduction in che strat.'lic ottenai-'s nuclelllr weaponll of the United State. Gnd the

Soviet Union, to be Qchiev~d duriny the curr.n~ uen~v. ne~oti.tionlill the ~lobal

elimination of cnemical weapar., the e.tablishm8nt ot a stable and ••cure level of

conventionAL forc~s, by the elimination of disparities, in the whol~ ot Kuropdl

and. in conjunction with the estallUshmel'lt III a conventional balance and the global

elimination of chemical weapons, tan'.lible ..nd ver ifiablfr reductions ot' AIlI8ucan and

Soviet land-based n~_lear mis.ile systems of ahorter range, l ••diny to ~ual

ceilings,

Allow me to evaluate these inolivldual areas bri.tly frolD a u.rman point of

view.

In the field of nuclp.ar system8, tne Unlt~d States ana tne Sovi~t Union a~ree

in principle on the .Umin«tion of theiL land"baoea intermediate-range ,ai.aUe. in

the 500-klll to 5,500-km ran':}e. We eXiJecc that the text Qt the agreement Will be

brought a good deal closer to completion at next wQek'. Foreign Minister.' meeting

in Moscow and that it can be signed at a summlt lIleetlR9 befure tne en~ at thi8

year. 'I'hiB agreement will be of hi.turic a1<jnif.!cance.
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The following points, in particular, should be highlightedr for the first

time in the history of arm. control, u category of waapons i& no~ Just to be

limited but completely eliminated, the aim of pa.ity of both sid.s - at zero in

th1la caSe is to be act.ieved through the reduction ot disparitie,J. Thllil is

imporcant as a principle for future disarmament in other sphere. ~~ well. The

agr.ement will contain provisions for co-operati'e verification meoleures to an

e~t.nt which .eemed inconceiv~ble only a short time ago. This, too, establishes a

~r1nciple for the future.

The Federal Government regards this &s an endorsement ot a North Atlantic

Alliance policy which it has supported from the outset. The Federal Government

called cons1r.tantly, on the one hand, for necessary defensive etforts when it was a

matter of counteracting the nuclear imbalance in the lnterm6diate range and on the

other, was equally resoJute in urging tnat the 10)lC of the BD-called two-trdck

interlllediate-range nuclear forces decision of 1979 be converted into negotiated

co-operative solution acceptable to aLL concerned. The global double-zero o~tion

which id now I'Imerging is a major contribution to greater stability in t:urope.

Throu~h thu otatelDent on the Pershing-l A l:Iystemll made by ~'ederal Chanct!llor Helmut

Kohl on 26 August this year, the Federal Republic of Ge(many smoothed the way for

an a9reement which implements th1S option.

The acceptance, in principle of an INF agreement set in motlon a process which

must be made irreversible. This means that further steps in the other areas have

to follow. 'rms control must cover the entire military balance of po~er, so that

potentially destabilizing disparities and exce~3ive poteotials ~an be eliminated

wherever th~y exist. Greater stability and security in the nuclear sphere, too,

are posl:lible and necessary at luwer levell;.
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with r~gard to the strategic nucleat potentials of the super-powers, we expect

that the halvj~g of th~ existing ar~enals agrued upon in prInciple by

President Reagan and General Secretary Uorbach~v at the Geneva summit in 1985 will

be catried out a~d will be accon~anied by provisions governing the future struclULC

of strategic potentials - provisions that will strengthen strategic stability. WP

assume that in this context both siaes are in a positlon to reach agreement on the

level of predictability rElquired in the field of strategic defensive systems. 'l'ne

n~quisite framework for a compromise was outlinea in ReyKJAvik& nAmely. Adherence

for a certain time to the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile

Systems.

An INF agreement also necessitates an arms-control regime for short-range

nuclear systems. In terms of lar,d-baaed missile systems with a range below

500 kilometres, the Soviet Union possesses an enormous preponderance over the

United States. The aim of our arms control policy ls to establish equal ~eilings

at a lower level.

The signs of a forthcoming reduction in the nuclear arsenals mak~ it all the

more urgent to correct the conventional disparities which currently weigh upon the

West, thereby eliminating the danger they pose to peace ~nu security. We see ~ood

prospects 01. instituting negotiations within the framework of the Conference on

Security and Co-operation in ~uro~e (C~~) process, on conventional stability in

the whole of Burope, with a view to ensuring a secure, comprehensive and verifiable

balance of forces at lower leveIt.. 'l'alk~ involving the :l3 membera of the two

military alliances on a mandate fOl such negotiations are encour3ging. The Federal

Republic of German" has a special and vital interest in these talks and is playLI<]
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a correspondingly active role in them. We hope for a redult frol1l the mandate talkl:l

by the end of this year l:lnd for the start of the negotiations proper dur lng the

coming year.

The satisfactory outcomo of t~e Stockholm Cooterence un Confidence- and

Security-Building Measures and Uisarmament in r:urope has c.:onsiderably sti.mulated

the disarmament dialogue between West and l::aBt. In particular, the implementation

of the Stockholm document has been an encouraging experience. The exchanges of

·annual calendars, the early notification of maJor military activities and the

observation of military ..,anoeuvrf'S have led to greater openness and transparency ill

the military field and hence to greater predictability. The first inspectlons

carried out under the terms of the Conference Uocument have made clear. to all

participants that this instrument of veriflcation can do a great deai to strengtllen

confidence. If the East were to show similar willingness at the Mutual and

Balanced Forces Reduction negotiations to agree to a verification regilMo! as

proposed by the West which provides for on-site inspections without right of

refuqal, this would be a l1lajor contribution to the launcllln~ of negotlations on

conventional arms control covering the whole of Europe.

Notwithstanding this posit.ive bal ance in respect ot the Conference llocument

tillU9 is still scope for improvement of the confidence- and security-I>uildin<j

measures adopted at Stockholm. In aduition, it is necessary to agree, during a new

negotiation phase, on a further set of confidence- and security-building measures

which build upon the Stockholm results. Tllat is why the "'ederal Hepublic of

Germany together with its Western partners at the CSC~ Follow-up Meeting in Vienna,

has I:lubmitted a proposed f1andate to tllat eftect.

At the current CSCE Follow-up Meeting in Vienna, our interest is not confined

to progress in the security field. We also seek proyces:i in the implementat ion of
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human rights, in scientific, technological and cultural exchanges and in exchanges

of information. 'ro this end, we are ready to join our ~a8tern European neighbours

in the comprehensive co-o~eralion envisaged in the Final Act of the Helsinki CSCE.

West and Eaat c~n only gain from co-operation. Confrontation would deprive them of

all prospects of progress.

'l'he encouraging development. of East-West rel.atlOI1& should also De vigorously

harnessed to bring about the early completion of the Geneva negotiations on

chemical weapons. Next to an IN~ agreement, we consider the conclusion of a

convention on tne world-wide prohibition of chemical weapons to be of paramount

importance. The aim here is the prohibition, ellminat.ion and aeStructlon of an

entire category of particularly insidious weapons throughout the world. The draft

text <)f the convention is already well advance~" whicn means that tile goal is

attainable within a relatively short period.

During the 1987 session of t.he neyutiations at the Geneva Conferenc~ on

Disarmament, considerable movement occurred. Progress was achieved in the fields

of chall~nge inspections and non-production cOlltrot, wlllle we also observed

encouraging developments with regard to confidence-building. However, more

intensive work, geared to success, is needed in Geneva if an early and satisfactory

resull is to be achieved. We shall continue to make appropriate contributions to

this end. The use of chemical weapons and the danger of ever-wider proliferation

underline the urgency of the need to eliminate this horrifying category of weapons.
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!\nother source of encouragement. is the progtess made in an adjacent arell, that

generated in 1986 by the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Convl,"tion

on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpilinq of

Bacteriological (Biological) and TOxin Weapons and on their Destruction. The

Feder!\l ~public of Germany welcomed from the outset the provision on exchanges of

informati.on adopt.ed at that Conference with a view t.o mak ing the contractual

fidelity of tile States parties to the Convention more transparent, and we

co-operated in its formulation. In our recent first release of information we

provided substantial data and we expect the other Stat.es parties to do likewise.

Another important subject is the nuclear-test ban. The Federal Government

continues to attach the same great importance to the earliest possible adoption of

a comprehensive and effectively verifiable nuclear-test ban. We welcome the

agreement to begin negotiat.ions to this end at an early date that was reached at

the talks in Washington between Secretary of State George Shultz and Foreign

Min iater Eduard Shevardnadze and recorded in a joint statement. We understand thdt

the initial step taken at those negotiations will be to agree on effective

verifLcat1.on measures that will ,(lake it posQible to raU fy the threshold treaties.

We have long advocated a step-by-step approach to the test-ban qu~stion because we

are convinced that experience proves the fu ti ti ty of an all-or-nothing policy.

The brunt of the responsibility for the reduction of nuclear tests and t.heir

complete cessation nat.urally falls upon the nuclear-weapon States. Despite the

fact that it is a non-nuclear-weapon State, the Federal Republic of Germany has

never regarded its role as that of merely an interested onlooker. On the contrary,

we have participated actively in the Conference on Disarmament in the establishment

of a test··verification concept. based on a world-wide seismic monitoring system.
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This participation includes the providing of f~cilities at the seismological

institutions in the Federal Republic of Germany.

Confidence-huilding, arms control and disarmament, as well as tangible steps

to strengthen security and safeguard pedce, are a world-wide requir.ement that

transcends the framework of East-West relations. ~his will be the k~y subject of

the disarmament discussion duril\g coming weeks here in the First Committee and in

the Gen er al ~ssembly •

The agenua reve~lB a number of focal points. I cannot deal with all of them

wi thin the scope of this general debate. The diverse initiatives on the problems

of nuclear weapons rightly play a pre-eminent role. That, however, must not lead

to compara tive neglect of the problems ar is ing in connection wi th arsenals of

conventional weapons. We therefore urge that the Committee avoid minirrizing the

many aspects ef conventional-arms control in the light of the nuclear debate. Our

Joal is the prevention of any war, be it nuclear or conventional.

The considerable number of draft resolutions on chemical weapons is renewe~

evidence that the world's nations are calling for the control and elimination of

those weapons. I have already f}aid that, in our estimation, the world-wide

elimination of <hemical weapons is making good headway. In this situation

localized approaches and regional solutions are not helpful. What is essenti~l is

that the final obstacles to world-wide prohibition should be removed in Geneva.

If I may highlight. another point, the Committee will also try to bring ahOllt.

greater transparency and comparability of military exper·liture. We ~re convinced

that this Is an important contriblltion to confidence-buil.ling. My Government is

one of the few that has provided data ever since the standardized reporting syst'm

was established within the United Nations. If a siqoificant, nmmer of Member

St.ates do likewise, the strategic situation will hecome a little more calculable.Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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We shall also have to analyse and evaluate the result of the lnternationi'l

Conference on the Relation<ihi{J between Disarmament and UeVElIOphllHlt. 'rhe COntelence

has raised important new issues and has helped to clarify existing ideas on the

relationship between excessive armaments and underdevelo~ment. It has also founa

answers to some questions. We welcome the fact th~t the Conference was able to

~dnpt its Final Document by consensus.

Finally, we shall be preparing another important conference, "lamely, tile thircj

special se•• ion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. That special

aession will give us an opportunity to define the current d1SarIRdment situation and

to discuss our future course, provided that we use it as a forum for reaching

dgreement on future steps. with that aim in mind, my Government is W111in9 to play

an active and co-operative role.

I nave highlighted only a few points in a long dgenda. In principle, we

expect the debate in the Committee to underline the world-wide interest in

universally acceptable solutions to disarlllament problems, chereby enricll1ng the

specialized negotiations in the various forums. 'Co that end we hope for specific

and objective discussionsl practicable and workable proposals are called for, not

Utopian visions. Only co-operative diecussions between sovereign and equal States

can foster progress.

1 shoule like to make one last, important point. This year's working

programme is fresh evidence of the central role played by the United Nations in the

discussion of arlDs-control and disarmament matters. We regard the Unitea Nations

as the paralllOunt ,and universal organ for generating new ideas, approaches and

initiatives. It does, however, need to improv~ ita working 'nethoda. The First

Committee, above &11, must be able to fulfil its function more efficiently than is

widely perceived to be the case. We seek to help the Committee to uedl in
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substantive and fruitful debates with the key issues of Recuritv and disarmament.

In our judgement, neither a series of monologues nor the compUlsion to reaffirm

pastresolutions can contribut'!t to that end. For that reason, ",e call onCe more for

a critical review of the Commit.tee's procedures. We are willing to play an active

part and to make specific proposals to that enl1.

LP.t me say in conclllsion that the new momentous developments between Weat .snd

East, which entitle us to be very hopeful today, only became poa~ible because ftn

attitude of co-operation replaced one of confrontation. Co-operative thinking is

gaining ground throughout the world. This arises from a gro.li09 awarenes,~ th,it

States can organizQ their secur ity bett~r together than in oompeti tion, not to

mention confrontation. It arises from a growing awareness that the central problem

of war must be e1 uninahJd once and for all and that the use of force to resolve

local and regional conflicts can never be justified. On the threshold of a new

century mankind has other urgen .. tasks to perform, t!lsks that demllnd a supreme

effort - stahilizing the world eCOnomic situation, fighting poverty, controll.ing

dilleases and epidemics, safeguarding and strengthening human rights, and p )tecting

our environme~t so a9 to leave our planet habitable for coming generations. All of

that can be achi"lved only through co-operation, not confront"tion. Let lIB walk

with firm unwavering steps along the path to a more secure and peaceful world. L<~t

us tr ead th is pa tll to<]e ther •
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ls my first visit to this Committae, but th'll'Q i9 a lon~ tradition of Bdti!'h

Mini8tera partl.:;r>~U,\g herlt. We <X'lnd bec4u8e we believe the questions under

considotration arot vi tAlly important. Uisumam8nt it: not the concern of an

uxr.lusive club. H matters t.l the whole world. tt, affects 411 our futures.

Ev~ryone has the eight and the duty to contrlbutu to the debate. ~"!" should all hA

open to new ideaJ and neu ,pproac~e9. The United Nations ~nd the Firat Committee

havo a vital role to plny.

May 1 say, Sir. tha,. 1 am delighted 'l"hat you /lre presidlng over thls important

work. r am confident that under your chairmanship the session "1111 be posi tiv'e,

pract.ical and forward-looking.

T..et me malte it clear at tile oUtSlft ';;hat 1 associate myse~f compLete1~' with the

statement made ye9terday by the i?~rl\lanellt Representative of Oenmark, Mr. Ole

Bierr1ng, on behalf of the 12 n:erbers of the European Community.

The United KingdolA ~,s comp1et'.:tly aincet'e and frank about its poticies and

doct.rines on securlty an~ QJ"c,:lMm!nt. We do not seek to score cheap propaganda

points. We do not play to the gallery. We ace consistent. And I can speak today

wit.'l eSI:-Jcial confidences thq Bri.tish people reaff: lmed atconqly their conUnl!~,n<J

Rup/ort for our approach, in 010' gen"ra1 election in J'Jne tt.is year.

We know that ~~r policy of defence and deterrence, which is, of course, shared

with our allies, h~J .<ept the peace in Europe for <Ner 40 years. This haa not Just

safeguar~ed Europ. ~ i: has brought benefit to the entire internat!onl!l co'llmunity.

But dis'Umament is not an end in itself. Oisarmame.lt w1thout secudty is a

step backwao=ds., In arms rontroi, our basic IJOa1 lA to mabtd in, an<'l wherf! poss ib1e

enh"nce, the security that has been estahliahcd, but, of course. to do so with

laorer l.,evels ':if weapons.
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Progress can only be made ~hrough painstaking and detAiled negotiations

between the States concernfld, between the Sta,es that h"ve the weapons and those

wh Sl.'lcurity is put at stake by thq r9duction or aboll tion of thaae weapons. TIll!

'lreements thAt emerge must be ver ifiable) t.hey must be legally binding. Above

all, liS I have emphasized, they must ll\dintain and enhance security. SO, of cOUrll(>,

it is essential that 'H:dfication provbions be effective. Those pLovisions must

'luar an tee on a con t Inll ing bAR is the neces8ary degree of confidence tha t the

agreements are a~tually being respecteo. If: we succeed in all th is, we shall also

be making important progress towards our goal of improved East-West rel3~ions.

We have a saying in the United Kingdom whic.h qOf'S, "The proof of the pudding

iB in the eating." We bel ieve that the approach ilInd the poHciel'j t shall outl ine

do indeed prov ide good eating. We arc at Last at a stage where there io the

proGPQct of the llorts of arms-control agreements th"t are effective, that ....·Ul

endure, "nd that Cln make a very signi.ficant contr ibuti In to improv ing the

international atmosphere.

I refel', of course, to the JOOst 'Jllcouraging signs emerging from the billlter.lIl

negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union. It seems likely - and

w·:J must all hope that this will come about - that th"se nS~Qtiations will culminate

in a glob"~ double-zero in termedia te nJclear forc~s agreement. Indeed, perhaps

that will happen latp.r this ddr. t do not need to remInd thil'J Committ.ee that it

wa~ the West that put forward the idea of a global zero agrae~ent. That was our

g051 as long ago aa 1981.

f.ol!lt us pause for ..1 JOOment ,HId look at what happenl!d. III the 1970s, the

Russians ref:used to negotJate about intermediate r,llclp.ar fm'ces) they w0uld not

accept the zero option and, indeed, temporarily walked out of the Geneva talks.
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The Russians then at.t.empted to brln'] the British and French nuclear deterrents into

the argument. And flnally they resorted to linkage with the strat.eqic defence

initiative, further to muady the wat,lrlS.

The allIance stood firm. The agreement that is now taking shape is possihle

only because Wt and our anies refu!led to be d~flected from our objective. We wen'!

oblige~ to del1loy long-range intermedi..\te nuclear misslles in response to the new

and serious threat posed by Soviet SS-20 deployments.

I\s a politiclan I well recall thEr vocal opposition that deployment aroused In

80me quart.ers. But we perswered. And now our approach, our resolvp., is paying

dividends. The Unit'td King<.lom welcomes wholeheartedly the prospect of a

double-zero int.ermediate-ran1e nuclear forces agreement.

That of course, would remove an ent.ire category of nuclear missiles - a

previously unatt.ainea and almost unimaginab1p. achievement. Assuming adequate

verification arrangementlt are worked out, as they must be, the agreement "'ill help

increase trust bl!tween East and West. We also hope that greater confldence ",ill

extend to other areas of arms control "nd lead to progres8 the.e aa we1.1.

The next priority in nuclear arms control is 50 per cent cntA in thp. strate'1lc

ar sena18 of the super-Power s. ThiA ill an immensely s iqn i fiean t goal for all or

us. We believe it must be pursued and achieved without unjuFJtifitld linkage to

other areas.

We also naturally share the goal of the Un ad States-Soviet bilateral

negotl.aUons of preventing an alms race in ol;ter spac'~. We believe firmly t1Mt

th 1IJ "'ill .'le ach ieved only throuqh an agreement. between the Un Had StllteA and till>

Soviet Union, which, between tht:m. pOA8ess the overwhf>',ning current anc1 potentlal

lOi 11 tary capab 11 Hy in 8~ce.
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A lot of nonsense is, 1 am afraid, .ometim•• heard on the quelltion of the

military \lse of space. Let me take thla opplutunHy to rftstate our funda_nt.l)

view, whic~ reflects the Camp David Pour PointA.

First., the Western aim is not superiority, bill' rather to maintain balance,

taking account of Soviet deployment.. w~ are determihed to enhance deterrence, not

to undermine it.

It follows, as the United Stat~s has made clear, that strategic derence. other

l·han those permitted by the anti-ballistic millsU. Treaty would not take place

wi the-ut negotiation. If there is to be a transition to a strAtegic balance placinv

more reliance on defence, it would b. bellt .coompli~ed on the basis of agreement.

We are also determined to reduce oonventional armaments and force.. We need

to tackle the current imbalance between East and Wost. It la important to recall

that we need nuclear weapons, not just to guarantee our funda_nt.ll security, but

because of the threat posed by the huge Soviet conventional superiority.
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'rhis is a question that needs urgent. attention and concerns us aa Eup:opeans

particularly. As Mr. 8ierring recalled in his statdment, ~urope has the largest

concentration of conventional forces anywhere in the world.

In order to negotiate s~rioutlly on these mattere, both siaes must share a

common data-base. This iB vital, indeed it is obvious and self-evident. Greater

opennesa and exchange of information on military mattnrl:l - Ijreatl::r '.Ilasn,:?!! is a

prerequisite of serious negotiations.

We and our allies and partners are 8S open as we c~n De about our military

resources and our military postures. The United Kingdom publishes every year

exhaustive statistics on ita military spending, but the Warsaw Pact States have up

to now failed to prOVide similar information. Those st~tistics that are available

suggest thAt aoviet military spending increased by about '>0 per cent in real terms

between 1970 and 1985. There is little sign that the pace of this growth has

slacketlled.

'l'he aoviet Union now propooea that we should con~pare military doctr ines. Does

this mean discussing the numbers, structur~s ana dispositions of the armed forces

themselves1 If it does, we welcome it, we are all in favour. Discu8sions of those

kinds are the key to progress, abstract diSCUSSIons are not. If it does not, if it

means sornething plse, then frankly thcat proposal is a waste of timtl.

We welcome the inspections and ol.>servations that have been taking place on the

basis of last year's agreement at the atockholm Conference on dls~rmament in

~urope. They should ahow that there is nothing to f ..ar from greater openness.

Against this background, let .ne streDS that we attach maj'Jr importance to the

setting up of new tall>s between the ;l3 members of the ~orth Atlantic '!'reaty

(rganization (NA'I'O) and the WarSdW Pact. 'X'hey should consider conventional !:OCC"lj
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in Europe, from the Atlantic to the Ural8. Here, again, our aim i8 to enhance

f"ecurity ~U1d stability at low.. r l~vels of torcea. We want to eliminate the

capability for surprise attack and large-Dcal. offensive action.

The Vienna Talks on Mutual Reduction of Forces ana Armaments 4nd Associated

Measures in Central Europe are still under way. We will continu,! to play our part

in t.hem. We also look forward to new negotiations in tue Conference on disarmament

in Europe on further confidence- building ~e·9ures.

1 have spoke•• 30 far ot bilateral and l::ast-weat negotiations. 1 wanted cirst

to explain our attitud~ towards them. 1 recognize the great aignificance that all

countries of tile world attach to their ~rogres8. But I now want to turn to an dIea

of multHat'!lral negotiations. We are convince(j that hete, too, pragmatism and

realism can ,ar fruit.

There i8 one particular /lrea of multilate'dl work where we C<in welcome major

progresss we And our allie~ remain firmlj co~uitted to an effective, verifiaple,

global ban on chemic,\i weapons, which safeyuards Western security. Indeed, this

was identif ied as an arRls"contro: pr ior ity i-the talks between my Pr im~ Min.i.ster,

Mrs. Thatcher, and President Reagan at. Camp Oavid in I~OVelRt:er 01 last yeaq it was

subsequently cradorsed by the whole of the alliance in Reykjavik in June.

'I'he Br itish delegation has plliy~d a leading part in the negotiations and has

submitted a series of working pape,s on key issues, such as non-production and

challplIge inspection. 'l'he lir itish chcurlllanship ot negotiations lall': y~ar was, I

think, generally acknowledged to have moved the process forward significantly. W'!

dnd our allies remain firmly conunitteu to contlnu~n<J this work.

We must ,,11 continue to work con8tructive~y together towarda resolving the

problellls thdt remain. We welcome the [~cellt evolution in tile SOVIet pOl:lltlon l.'n
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challenge v.rification. We also weloome the confidence-ouilding visit that the

Soviets arranged lIarUer this month to one of their JIlany chemical-weapons

establishments at Shikhany.

'l'hose are all bmall steps in the r i<Jht direction. Althou\Jh thel do not in

themsleves r~801ve the difficulties, we are determined to persevere. The urgency

of the tll:.sk befol:e us is ul:eter lined by tne tact that one countri, !raq, is

repeatedly using such "reapons in a current conflict. we can see on our television

screens the t.rrible potentlal of those weapons to wreak suffering and death.

We also welcome the outcome of the Biological Weapons "eview Conference

Ex?erts meeting earlier this year in Geneva. The Uniteet Kiagdorn delegation played

its full part. That Conference worked out a seriee of realistic

confidence-building measures designed to help strengthen the biological weaponb

C'.onvenHon. ThOse Clce practic;al and useful measures, they deserve the fullest

support. We call on all par\;ies to the Convention to glve that su~port

whole-heartedly.

A consistent tneme at thir statement and of our !:,olicy f1ltS oetlO the neal} tor

'ealism and pragmatism in Qis~rmament. The same ap~~ie. in multilateral boaies,

liuch as thi,; Committee, WhlCIl are not ot course in tl.,>mselves negotiatlng forums.

'l'he role of this Committee and similar l.>odies, such as the Disarmltlllent Commission,

should be, first, to promote the right political atmosphere for progr~ss in

disarmament negotiations. secondly, to seek COIRllk.n a",proachel:l' and, ttl1rdly, to

make specific conatructive sU9<Jestions which mav be of value to thoso uoales

actually charged with negotiating responsibility.

We have ~ecently witnessed a multilateral conterence which, in our view, lost

its way. which failed to live up to the important role which we believe the unitecl

Nations should be playing in this field. 1 refar to the Inttl,national Conforftnce
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on the Helationship between Uisa::mament and Development, which ended here in Ne..,

York about a month ago. I cannot say that the ,..,sults of that Conittriltnce juatif led

the effort. An opportunity was loissed for a serious atudy of the roal

relationllhipa between disarmament, development ~nd thtt intimately ,connected subject

of secur1ty.

We made clear our views on the Final Document at the Conference itself, other

major aid donor~ made similar criticisms. We very rouch regret that a Conference on

such important issulIs was not mort' praeti,:al and constructive. SUCh meeting. can

only harm the credibility of the United Nation.. They are a drain on Ate

finances. Wllo can doubt that the money expttnded just for that Conterence and it.

preparation could have been bet.ter Rpont •. perhaps on a pract.t.cal aid project in a

developing country?
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I do not makM t.his criticism lightly or destructively. I mako it becauae the

issues are 80 impQrtant that we should all De prepared to learn from our miat4kes.

I make it above all because we must be honest with each other if we are to work

together ef(ectively.

The third special session of the General A/ilselllbly devoted to disarmament is

due to take place next year. It will be an op~ortunity to restore the United

Nations role and credibility on dlsarmament issues - an oPtJ0rtunity we must not

miss. It is vital that the sessioo give balar.ced attention to the full r.ange of

disarmament issues. It should be :ealistlc anct forward-looking. It should look

constructiv~ly at the possibilit ~S cC promoting genuine and concrete pr.ogress in

arms control. Above all, it should be ')f>en-millded, and tht' views ot all countr ies

shou11 be given proper attention.

l"inally, I tun to the work ot this COllunittee at its present session.

We should not weary each other with long speeches about our dc::sire for t>eace.

We all want peace and security. Wnat we shoulcl discuss here .lre prl'lctical stellS tu

make peace more certain for all our countr ies and peoples. 'l'he last thing we need

is deGlamatory, propagandi8t resolutions which bear no relat.ionship to the cua1

wOl::ld.

T~ere is only a llffiited amount of time at our dislJOsal. There is only a

limited amount of money. 'rhe First ~ommittee must play ita part in renewinq

respect for the United Natlons and for the p~lnciple9 for whicn the Unltea Nati()nu

was f.ounded. I am 'Confident that undf!r your leadership, Mc. Chairman, ~,e I3hall I.J~

IIble to do SQ.

As the last session betore the scheduled s~eclal seSSion, this sestilon has

particular significance and respo,lsibility. It ls true - ;..!.nd "le very much wflh;ome
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this - that in recent years. and in particular last year. there h~ve been signs of

greater realism "nd pragmatism in the Committee's worK.

New consensuses have emerged on vital principles, such as v4rification and

compliance. There has been a growing recognition at the importance .:If conventional

arms control, and the role of confidence-building meaaures and of transparency. It

must be our united task - the task of all of us here - to further thlS desirable

trend.

~RN (Hungary) (interpret.ation from Russian). The statements Il,ade

during last yea,'s general d<ebAte in the First Committee gHve A good reflection of

the expectations of a profound and positive change in the international

atmosphere. Among recent events which give hO~8 of pr')gre88, developments in the

Soviet-AmericAn relationship stand out. The concr~te and comprehensive approach te

the key issues of security p~licy hAS proved productive.

Although one ·:annot speak of a 10llg-terlll strengthening or positive trends or

of a breakthrough until the efforts made in connection with them are translated

into concr£te diaartr.",mfltnt and armu Illllltcltion aocor,·s, the aympathetic aS81tllSments

by representatives of great Powers and the implementation of concrete, far-reaching

IlIe30sures may sh-:>w that the favourable trends will contloue j n t.he longer run as

well.

The conclusion of the a9ree~ent in principle on the elimination of ooviet and

Amoricon rnedium- and ahorter-range nucleAr missiles is an event of thft utmost

i,nportance. Sharing the aspirations of the worl.d's peo~le8 and uoVet'nlUents, the

liovernment ot: the liungAr ian Poople' 8 Republic is convir,ced th It full impl/IJlQentttion

of the double-zero option 'My leAd to Cl breakthrouyh in ,lisarmllIQltnt. 'ihe agreement

may prov.! 1R0re convjncinqly than Any re.)(;hed tlO tar that even modern nucl.ar
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weapon. can be elimin.ted, if the p.rtie••uccQed in dealing with the security of

the countries of t~e continent concerned on a unified basis, aisreyarding the

narrow approach of national secur~'y intereats.

My Government i. glad to ahare the view that the agreement is indeea of

hi.toric .1gnificance, a. it is th~ first accord ever negotiated since the

&ppear.nce of the atomic bOmb on the el11\\ination of two cate90r les ot nuclear

weapon.. It accentuate. the importance of continuinlJ a process which started amid

extraordinary difficultie.. The ultimate goal, the cORlplete eliminatlon ot nuclear

wea9Qns, cannot remain a mere aspiration, and further eff, ~ts must be made to

.ecure it.

Another positive consequence of the double-zero option agreement is tnat, 1n

the light of recent experience, it may serve as a new point of departure for

multilate~al disarmament negotlatio~s. This possibility could be strengtheneu if

.ignificant progress were made, in the wake of the current accord, in several

fielda of the Soviet-American arlna li.mitation and uisarlllament talks. It would be

an extremely important step forward if at the summit meeting the parties could sAgn

an agreement in .,rincipl. on a 51.1 per cent cut in strategic offensive weapons and

on atrengthening the anti-baLlistic-missile Treaty.

8trengthelling d'tente by substantive m.aa>"':~s in toe IUllitary tield coulu be

aignificant by giving an impulse to the continuing P'OC~ss in several oti\er key

areaa of disarmament .nd arms limitation. Preventin~ toe deployment ot weapons in

apace and creating guaranteea of the use of outer space for peaceful ~U[PC~ps are

i.suea of decialve importance in this context. Another such aract is the complete

c••••tion of nucl••r-weapon tests, for which a good basis is provided by the

agre.ment in prinCiple on 8tartin~ substantive bilateral talks on a broad ranqe ot
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quostions and t8sclving out&tanding problems of verificatien. In this field, too,

multilateral disarmament diplomacy cert.unly haa much to contrU",t. to the solution

of outstanding problems.

My Government is convinced that ther. ia a clos. link betwe.n bilateral and

Rlultilateral effort., but in neither area ahould progre•• be held up while we wait

for reHults to be achieved in the other. Multilatera! aiplomacy has 4n important

palt to play in reaching a complete ban on nuclear-weapon teats. it can oontribute

greatly to makin~ a reality of tne desire tor great-Power oa-operation ln moving

closer to the ultimate goal.

In the field of security policy Illore and more reqional lasues are ••en to have

global relevance. Therefore, stUdying their interrelationahips is growing in

importance.
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In recent years there have been sane rather lively debates about the concept6

of .ecurity policy. The cau.e. of related polemics are to be 80ught in the

unprecedented acceleration of change. in mankind'8 overall development and in the

belated l~spon.e. given to it in security policy practice. Thos~ changes affect

the security of State. so profoundly that practice must draw fro~ theory the urgent

conclusion thGt the approach based only on aelfiuh interestd ot national security

has become ob.olete.

The contradictory nature of specific chanljes i8 manifest in, among others, the

~onsta~tly changing effects of issues within the scope of multilateral security

policy. At the 8ame time, the development processes ot civilization cause a number

of formerly marginal problems to be treated dS ones of strategic importance.

Thus, tor instance, it is now clear to almost all nationa th~t action against

tercorism and the safety of peaceful nuclear or chemical plant8 or of satellites

for peaceful purposes are questions of strategic significance and that their safety

can be satisfactorily guaranteed only b" way of negotiated agreements. There are

more and more activities and lnstallatiolls on our planet whose undisturbed,

faultless and continuous operation is a strategic requirement. which can, to a

lesser and lesser degreee, be secured within national or regional frameworks. The

varying scope, but increasing degree of strategic vul.lerability or sensitivity, of

national societies are important features 0 these processes.

It is becoming more and more obvious that the concept of international

security is ~,~adily widening ~nd now extends beyond the direct military sphere to

the political, economic, environmental, humanitarian and human rights fields.

Tberefore the establishment ot a mOdern comprehensive system of international peace

and security based on existing political, institutional and financial frameworks ie

becoming a matter of increasing urgency.
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As a resu~t or a~~ropriate international affort this system coulrt b~ made

ca[>able of identifying, on a continuin,] basis withill .:he framework ot the world

ocganization, those conflicts and focal points of tension that pose global threats,

the aasing and settlement of which call for concerted inte:national action. In our

view, the task would he to nalp create, by mutual agreement, a set of specific

conditions required tor th~ management ot such contlicts and hotbeds of tension.

In the light of last year's debate on this question 1n the Fir~t Committee, we

support the position of the sponsors that the United Nations is the most

appropriate international forum for assessing the various concepts of security and

for defining and taking whatever political steps might be deemed necessary. The

international community is fUlly capable ot ensuring that the interests of all the

parties concerned are property expressed and that no single country feels itself

excluded from participation in advancing this process.

We think that the consideration of this item provides an op~rtunity for a

substantive dialogue on the comprehensive issues and concrete problems of

international &ecurity as w~ll ao for mapping out concrete courses of action in

accordance with the principles of mutual interest and consensus.

Thus, for 1nstance, the sensitive i8sues or a ~lobal nature whicn, 1n our

opinion, justify an e~change of views include different security policy concepts,

military doctrines, and questions concerning the restriction of military activlties

in time of ~eace, verification of compliance with the existing arms liimitat_ :n and

disarmament accords or sufficient military openness.

The basis of the proposed system - and the essential pre-condition - is the

system of collective security provided for in the United Nations Charter. 'rhe

threats to international peace and security are constant. They grow in intensity

and become of global scope and, consequently, tile methOds 0(, and the frameworks
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for, re.olving or eUminating the.. are alno subjet:t to chan'le. 'rhe search (or

appropriate ..ethod. and structures can be based only on the pr!nci~les and purposes

of the Charter and cannot be effective except in close interaction with them.

Bven now, the United Nations 18 con.tantly 8earching for and creating tor

it.elf the mo.t suitable form. of action, in full compliance with the letter and

.pirit of its Charter. In the Char~er a8 well as in the covenants, declarations

.nd re.olution. adopted by Member Stat•• on the basis of consenSU8 the United

Nations has created broad frameworK8 for all factor8 in international polltics to

set out on efforts to solve or alleviate their problems by peaceful means at the

early 8tage of their emergence. For further progress, wnat i8 needed is the

systematising, strengthening and constant updating of those possibilities.

Modernization naturally presupposes a certain change of tunctlon and yraaual

shifts in the mechaniSM of disarmaQ.nt forums. Accordingly, following the

agreements on arms limitation, the disarloament [OrUIIIS 6hould also dftal with

..ilitary development programmes, national as well as regional, and address

questions of registering the establishea levels of armaments and preventlng the

deployment of new systems of weapons. ~le United Nations would be the beet forum

for discusa10n of these problems, inclUding the co-ordination, control and

registration of military data and Military doctrines. In view of its democratic

character, the world Organization could guarantee international confidence in

respect of these delicate problems, and create a cli~ate of confidence which might

even lead to the dismantling of military blOCKS.

Historical experience shows that the cause of disarmament is a true reflection

of the pattern of relation8 between countries with aiff~rent socio-econumic system~

and between the leading great Powers.
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From the standpoint of eliminating the threat of nu~lear war, the c£~sation

and total prohibition ot nuclear-weapol~ test~ is ~tlll the de~i81v~ q~eatlon that

cannot be avoided. It is a source of concern that multilaterel negotiations on the

complete cessation and prohibition of nuclear-weapon test3 are still being delayed

at the Geneva Conference on disarmament, although che wealth of experience

accumulated at that torum woula, given the necess~ry Volitical wlll, make it

possible to start successful negotiations.

We are encouraged to note the narruwing ot the range of issues still hindering

the successful cone: sion of negotiations that have gone on for more than 10 years

on the complete prohibition and elimination of chenlical wea~ns. In the wake of

the latest Soviet initiatives, the significance of which was also w~lcomed in the

report of the Geneva Conference on disarmament, it is .10W neccesart to speed up the

negotiations and to take the political decisions still required. It may thus

become possible to eliminate, before long, another category of we~pons of mass

destruction.
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In the summer of 13st year two international agreements on nuclear safety were

elaborated at Vienna in It ,s than one n. th, under the ausvices of the

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Tho~e ~greements have already entered

into force and cleclrly testify to the pOlilsibility of solvlng even the mos';

complicated problems if the necessary political will exists. Such a spirit clnd

such an approach are also required in neyotiations on ~he prohibition of

radiological weapons and on the creation of guarantees for the safety of nuclear

installations.

Confidence- and security-building measures have become an independent nnd

sovereign domain of arms limitation and disarma~ent and an 6ffective instrument for

strengthening security by political means. The Stockholm document of last year has

opened a new chapter in the promotion of disarmament in Europe. Its implementation

could offer concrete practical experience for other regions of the world aa well.

Military detente in Europe, its pcomotion, and the p.trengthening of global

security h'!lve become 'lIatters arousing special attention and g[owin9 interest. It

is now evident that a reduction in East-West military confrontation can contribute

substantially to a relaxation of tens10n in other ~art~ of the world as well.

Although they are progressing more sl~wly than desired, the tdlks among

23 States within the framework of toe Conference on Secur 1ty and l:oo-oper-ition in

Europe (C~E), on the basis of the Budapest Appeal of June 19B6 by the States

parties to the Warsaw Treaty and the response to it by the countries or l~embers ot

the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NA'ro) ho~d out the p08sibi li ty of beginning

negotiations of paramount importanca un disarmament in Europe 1n the near tuture,

uS well as on the strengthening of security and confidence. The success of such

negotiations could result in a far-reachi.ng breakthrough, similar tu that made by

the great-Power accord, to'"ards a radical reduction in East-West military
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confrontation. Given the quality and quantity of the armed forces and armaments

involved, a multilateral agreement on convention~l disarmament and on the

strengthening of security and confidence could also result in a genuine renewal

with regard to global security.

On the basis of its historical experience, national conditions and

foreign-~olicy principles, the Hungarian Pe~~le's Republic has a vested interest in

seeing such a brr~kthrough ~s soon as possiole and in seeing it continue. We have

been working towards such a breakthrough in recent decades in our immediate area

and also in United Nations forums, even during periods when real chdnces of success

were much slimmer than they are now. A ~on8tructive dialogue among the great

Powers, systems of alliance and countries with uifferent social systems have oy now

become a reality. This lDay lead to the establishment of mutual confidence, which

is indispensable to lasting co-operation. The United Nations and other disarn•..•ment

forums must b6 involv~d in such co-operation and, by aChieving concrete reSUlts,

elaborating multilateral disarmament accords ana co-ordinating security interests,

must contribute to the attainment of the objective set fOlth in the Ch~rter: to

nave present and succeeding generations from the scourge of war.

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.m.
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