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The_meeting was called to order at J.15 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48-69 (continued)

GENERAL DEBRATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT LTEMS

Me, CASTRIOIU LI AZAMBUJA (Brazil): 1 should like flrat of all, sir, to
join my colleagues in congratulating you on your election to the chairmanship of
this Committee. I am sure we shall benefit From your able and skiltul yuidance in
discharging the difficult task entrusted to us.

We are meeting in hopeful circumatances, I need not List in detail the
achlevements and promises in reapect of disarmament that have been made over the
last few montha, Suffice it to say that there is now momentum where betvre there
was inertia) optimism where there was skepticiamj constructive action and language
where before rhetoric and confrontation set the tone. We have reason to e
aencouraged both on the regional aﬁd on the global scale.

We shall be speakinyg under tne appropriate ltem of our ayenda on the
declaration of the South Atlantic as a zone of peace and co-operation, as well as
on other matters that directly or indirectly affect disarmament neyotlations und
the political climate in which they are conducted.

We join all those who have exprussed satisfaction at the news of the aygreement
in principle reached by the United States of America and the Soviet Union on the
elimination of intermediate~ and shorter-ranye missiles. We have reason to believe
that the agreement between those two Powers will extend to other significant areas
of disarmament. We are countident that this process, of legitimate concern to the
international community, will not entall the geoyraphical proliferation of nuclear

weapons: that is, that the elimination of certain types ol nuclear wuapouns
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from specsific geographical settings will not be foilowed by an inorease of nuclear

weapons in other land or sea areas cf the globe. We are also contident that those
bilateral efforts will be linked to, and take fully into account, the ongoing
efforts in the nultilateral forums.

We are happy with the results of the Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development held recently. It was an enocouraging expression of a
general desire to find balance and consensus. We cuuld desoribe it as a meeting

that reflected a growing maturity in the United Nations.
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1 cannot fail to mention two other recent Jevelopments in our fleld that,
although very different in nature, represent signs of a new era. I am refertring to
the entry into force of the Treaty of Rarotonga and the recent visit paid by a
group of international observers - in whioh I took part - to the chemical military
facilities in Shikhany in the Soviet Union. Both events nourish our hope of a
sounder political environment and a safer world.

We are less happy with the pace and direction of our negotiations in the
Conference on Disarmament. I shall address myeself to its work in this statement.
It is obvious that we have failed so far in our essential task: in the course of
the last decade we have not produced any visible international agreements to
reverse the arms race and reduce the risk of armed conflicts.

I 4o not wish to deragate from the extremely valuable and important work that
the Conference on Disarmament has done over the past few years. Brazil has been an
active agent in this process and we fully intend to continue to act forcefully in
the only multilateral neyotiating forum on disarmament questions.

Nuclear armaments are in the forefront of the concerns of the international
community. It is therefore only natural that most of the items on the agenda of
the Conference on Disarmament deal with this question and its multiple aspects.
Despite years of continuing efforts by the overwhelming majority of nations, it
seems that we are doomed to see progress in this Area only by virtue of bilateral
talks between the two super-Powers ~ as if the question of putting an end to
nuclear weapons affected only a handful of countries. We regret therefore that
once again this year the Conference on Disarmament could not work meaningfully on
the subject, owing again to the absence of an ad hoc committee entrusted with a

clear mandate.
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A closely related matter, namely the conclusion of a nvolear-weapon test ban,
in our view, remaine an important practical step towards halting and reversing the
arms race. BEfforts were made during this year tn work out a mandate that would
enable the Conference on Disarmament to establish the overdue ad hoc committee to
examine the question. It is our considered opinicn - one which arises from the
overall mandate of the Conference on Disarmament, and the letter and the spirit of
the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament - that the Ad Hoc Committee should be mandated to negotiate fully a

nuclear-weapon test-ban treaty. In this case, too, we have heard that the two
super-Pgwezs are considering negotiatinyg new tharesholds and limits to thogse tests.
Once more the importance of this question clearly transcunds the exclusive
interests of the United States and the Soviet Urion,

The militarization of outer space has, unfortunately, been a clearly
discernible trend from the beginning of the space eraj; this trend has evolved in
the past few years to sombre prospects of using outer space as & new arena for
armed confrontation. This unhappy movement, so far unchecked, has not yet been
adequately dealt with by the Conference on Disarmament. First, that was due to the

absence of a specific organ to work on the problem) now that wo have the Ad Hoo

Committee it still lacks a precise mandate. We all know that c.ter space is being
utilized for purposes other than peaceful co~operation among States, linked to the
logic of the confrontation between the super~Powers. The legitimate interests of
all mankind in keeping outer space as its province cannot be sub.dued by perceptiona
of a strategic order nourished by and fuelling the East-West competition.

Finally, I should like to join my voice to those of other speakers who have
highlighted the current progress of the Conference on Disarmament in the field of

chemical weapons. The Ad Hoc Committee - with an adequate mandate - is at a
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oruclal poiut in its work ou a draft convention, That legal instrument, when
concluded, will ban those weapons and provide for the destruction cf exiasting
araenals.

Doubtless, that will constitute a major achievement for the Cunference on
Disatwement and mean a real and concrete disarmament measure. Brazil has been
participating and will continue to participate actively in the negotiating process
with a clear sense of responsibility and flexibility. We have consistently
maintained in this context that a chemical-weapon-elimination convention should in
no way be used as a hindrance to the development of a sound and peaceful chemical
industry in any State. In the same vein, we have also maintained that proviaions
of the text should be applicable to every country, without oreating disoriminatory
régimes unfortunately present in other arwas of our endeavours.

We believe that the First Committee could and should streamline its procedures
and do more work in less time. Several worth-while ideas and proposals tc this
effect have been presented to us. We particularly value that contained in
document A/C.1/39/9, proposed by the Chairman of the First Committee in 1984.

We are called upon to hold the third special zession of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament in 1988. Let us act here, in the Preparatory Committee and
in the Conference on Disarmament a: Geneva in such a manner that this great
opportunity for confidence building and constructive action is not thrown away. It
may be a long time before conditions an favourable as we have now arw cffered again.

Mr. AZIKIWE (Nigeria): 1 shaze the warm sentiments expressed by earlier
opeakers on your well-deserved elaection, Sir, as Chairman of the First Committee at
the forty-second session of the United Nations General Assembly. I pledge to you
the full support and co-operation cf the Nigerian delegation. ’

1 algao take this opportunity to congratulate the other officers of the

Committee.
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Our debate at this session is taking place during a most opportune period for
positive action in the field of disarmament. With a significantly improved
international climate for disarmament efforts, the international community ie
witnessing an unprecedented and unique period of great momentum and a special sense
of urgency in the efforts of the two super-Fowers to reach oconcrete disarmament
measures i» their bilateral talks on nuclear and space weapons.

The recent disclosure that the two super-Powers have agreed in principle on
the elimination of intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles and the prospect
that the dctual agreement could be signed this year is a most welcome development
and shquld be commended by all peace-loving nations. This development brings the
entire world to the threshold of a new era - an era of fulfilment in the field of
disarmament, an era in which disarmament will cease '3 be perceived as Utopian but
as one in which every human being and every nation have the right to live anu
develop their social and economic potential.

Nigeria has always held the view that for a breakthrough to be possible in the
field of disarmament the super-Powers, which hold the key in the process, would
have to make a radical change in their attitudes to each other's intentions and
their perceptions of them. The enhanced degree of mutual hostility and suspicion
which traditionally characterizes their relations has succeeded only in impeding
negotiations and preventing agreement. That is the reason why the Nigerian
delegation welcomes the growing spirit of understanding and mutual respect that now
seeks to prevail between the two super-Powers. We also welcome the positive
outcome so far of their bilateral efforts in the intermediate nuclear forces (INF)

negotiationas.
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It is our hope that when the agreement is eventually signed and enters into
force it will have a muléipliet effect, providing a launching-pad for effeoctive
negotiations and the successful conclusion of agreements in other disarmament areas
now being considered at both the bilateral and multilateral levels. It is our hope
that this development will indeed serve as the harbinger of concrete agreements in
the future. For that purpose, the Nigerian delegation would like to see this
Committee give further impetus to ghe ongoing bilateral and stagnating multilateral

negotiationa during this session.
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Mu~h as progress in the bilateral negotiations between the super-Powers on
issues of nuclear disarmament is comnendable, the same cannot be said about the
state of affairs in the multilateral forum, especially on the priority question of
nuclear disarmament and nuclear-related issues. For instance, the report of the
Geneva-based Conference on Digarmament would readily reveal that its record on the
firat three issues of nuclear disarmament on ite agenda, which are accorded the
highest priority, has been anything but satisfactory.

During the last session of the General Assembly, my delegation was greatly
encouraged by the friendly atmosphere which prevailed, resulting in positive
changes in the voting pattern of several delegations on the priority issues of
nuclear disarmament. My delegation was optimistic that a convergence of views
would be reflected on the floor of the Cunference on Disarmament. As it turned
out, this was not the case. The Conference ras unable to set up an ad_hoc
committee on any of the first three priority iltems on its agenda on nuclear
disarmameint owing to the attitude of some nuclear-weapon States, which preferred
that negotiations on issues of nuclear disarmament be confined exclusively to a
bilateral framework.

The Nigerian delegation has always held the view that bilateral negotiations
on nuclear disarmament are helpful. At the same time we belleve that however
useful and necedsary bilateral efforts might be, they are by no means a substitute
for multilateral negotiations. These efforts must mutually facilitate and
complement each other in order to be purposeful and cffective. They should not
hinder, preclude or compete with each other. To create obstacles that deliberately
hinder multilateral negotiations is to deny, even to bilateral negotiations, any
universal input in the seekina of solutions to issues of global concern. 8uch
input should provide a base for ensuring the universality of disarmament agreements

and thus help to create confidence for adherence.
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My delegation hopes that, with the spectacular advance being made in the
bilateral negotiations, it will now be poasible to allow tne Conference on
Disarrament to perform its role as envisaged in the Final Document of the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

For the past 42 yearce international public opinion, as represented by the
United Nations General Assembly, has been calling for an end to the arms race,
especially nuclear disarmament. Successive numerous resolutions of the General
Asgembly att.st to this,

A comprehensive nuclear-test ban is the first and most urgent step towards a
cessation of the nuclear-arms race. The impart such a ban would have on nuclear
divarmament is clearly underlined in paragraph 51 of the Final Document of tne
tirst special session of the General Asvumbly devoted to disarmament. Moreover, a
nuclear-test ban would 4o create a favourable political atmosphere conducive to
negotiatinns on other measures of nuclear disarmament. The argument that testing
is required to maintain the reliability of existing nuclear stockpiles is used to
justify the continued arme race in its ¢ualitative sense. In view of the fact that
considerable advances have been made in detection capabilities, all technical or
scier .ific ohstacles to a verifiable ban would seem superfluous and would render
indefensible all arguments that put the blame for lack of progress on inadequate
means of verification. A step-by-step approach to the question of a nuclear-test
ban, such as that which is being contemplated oy the super-Powers in their
bilateral talke and which is aimed at allowing testing at agreed and defined
intervals of time and within agreed yields, falls short of the objectives of a test
ban and could in fact be counter-productive. Such an approach would amount to
licensing ruclear testiny within the permitted yield range and at permitted

intervals. It would therefore not prevent qualitative improvement of nuclear
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weapons. Moreover, it would defer indefinitely the goal of a comprehensive
nuclear~test ban.

My delegation would like to call for a greater sense of urgency in dealing
wicth the question of a nuclear-test ban. We should not tolerate a situation that
calls for a sense of urgency only when some non-nuclear-weapon States decide tn
commence testing.

Currently there are atrong indications that many threshold countries are
deeply engaged in nuclear-weapon programmes. In fact it has been speculated that
quite a number of them have actually commenced stockpiling hucleir weapons. Coming
from Africa, where the efforts of the Heads of State and Government of the
Organization of African Unity (OAU) to retain the continent as a denuclearizeu zone
are being seriously frustrated by the nuclear-weapons programme of the racist
apartheid régime of South Africa, my delegation cannot but view with the utmost
concern the lack of urgency with which the question of a nuclear-test ban has
continued to be handled. It is common knowledge that the apartheid régime in South
Africa has not only acquired nuclear capability, but has actually embarked upon the
development of nuclear weapons with the intenticn of terrorizing and destabiliziny
African sS:ates. No African would consider himself safe if nuclear weapons attain a
dominant role in South Africa‘s aggressive strategy. It woula be morally wrong tor
apartheid 8~1th Africa to be permitted to pursue its ominous desire. Unless
effective international action is taken to prevent South Africa from acquiring
nuclear weapons, other countries might be forced to take protective measures, which
could be disastrous to the nen-proliferation Treaty.

In addition to nuclear weapons, chemical weapons constitute the most dangerous
weapon of mass destruction. A convention on the complete and effective prohibition

of the daevelopment, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons should be
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brought into effect. This would not only outlaw the acquisition of an entire
category of weapons of mass destruction, but would also further advance the
contribution that the Geneva Protocol of 1925 made towards efforts to control
weapons of war.

It is within this ocontext that my delegation has taken due note of the
conaiderable progress made so far on this issue by the Conference on Disarmament.
We would therefore like to appeal to all members of the Conference to intensify
their effortas to ensure the conclusion of a convention prohibiting chemical
weapons. To achieve & breakthrough in onyoiny neyotiations, the draft convencior

must recognize the sovereign equality of all States.
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Much ground has already been covered in this area, and a convention on
chemical weapong i3 now in the home stretch. It is the hope of my delegation that
the few outstauding issues, espenially the complicated question of on-site
ingpection by challenge, will soon be resolved.

Although the Nigerian Jdelegation tc the recently concluded International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development expraessed its
disappointment at the Conference's inability to achieve its ultimate objective, we
welcome the adoption of a framework for future deliberation of the basic issues.
For many years the entire world has channelled z disproportionate amount of
valuable human and material resources into the non-productive military sector, The
Conference would have achieved a major degree of succees if it had put in place an
organizational or inatitutional framework to rechannel military expenditure back to
the productive sector of global economic recovery. Instead, new and tangential
concepts were introduced to justify the arms race. Under the pretext of ensuring
Jecurity, it was argued that increased military expenditure could be tolerated. We
cannot agree with this logic.

Security cannot be achieved through stockpiling arms. Indeed, the increased
use of arms further endungers the security it was meant to guarantee.

Consequentlv, security cannot be given an over-riding priority over disarmament and
developments rather, they should be complementary. Besides, there are several
non-military threats to security, such as the imbalance in global economic
relations and outside interference in the internal affairs of other States.

Indeed, the quest for security through armaments has resulted in the distraction of
attention from vital priorities for the improvement of human well-being through
development. It is for this reason that my deleyation is opposed to any concept
that tends to elevate armed security over other zonsiderations, such ae disarmament

and development.
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The third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will
provide another opportunity to address these issues. My delegation appeals for a
more realistic approach to the subjeot. It is to be hoped that at that seasion the
General Assembly will consider in more detail the concept of a mechamism to release
additional resources through disarmament measutres for the purpose of socio~economic
development. There should be no doubt that less armamsnt would mean additional
resources for the world comnunity.

A significant outcome of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament was the establishment of the programme of fellowships on
disarmament. It is gratifying to note thac the programme has continued to achieve
the desired objectives, in creating a cadre of public officials with in-depth
knowledge on disarmament issues from Member States, particularly the developing
countries. The increasing interest shown further attests to the programme’s
success.

It will be recalled that at tha fortieth session of th. General Assembly the
Organization, by resolution 40/151 H, expanded the programme to include advisory
sorvices and training programmes in the field of disarmament.

Although the Assembly has already authorized limited funds for the new
programmes, the Secretary-General was unable to start them because of the
Organization’s financial position. It is our hope that, because of the immense
benefits to Member States, the Secretary-General will be in a position to commence
the programmes next year.

1 wish to place on record our deep appreciation of the kind gestures of the
Governments wf the Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United States of
America, Japan, the Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republic and

Sweden in inviting the 1987 Fellows to study selected activities in the field of
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arms limita:zion and disarmament. The Fellows found the vieits very instructive,
and thelr experience during the tours have further widened their knowledc in the
sphere of disarmament.

Extending che arms race to outer space is, in my delegation's view, too
dangerous to condone. Nigeria has consistently held the view that outer space
should remain the heritage of all mankind, and should be utilized purely for
peaceful purposes and for the benefit of mankind. My delegation urges the
super-Powers to pursue intensively their bilateral negotiations iu a constructive
opirit, to reach early agreement on the ptevention of an arms race in outer space.

Prevention now ig better than seeking later the elimination of Aan arms race in
outer space. Indeed, extonding the arms race into outer space would certainly have
an adverse effect on current agreements in other fields.

The peaceful and equitable use of outer space calls for co-operation and not
confrontation, doevelopment rather than destruction. While the Nigerian delegation
deplores any attempt to use outer space for military purposes, we applaud all
8tates which have advanced the frontiers of human knowledge by peacetul uses of
outer space.

Permit me now to turn to the question of effective international arrangements
to assure non~-nuclear-weapon States against the use, or threat of the use, of
nuclear weapons. This is an issue to which Nigeria attaches priority importancs,
and on which I believe an early conclusion is possible, if there is determination
to treat it with the objectivity and seriousness it deserves.

Pending the attainment of total verifiable and permanent nuclear disarmament
and effective guarantees against the use, or threat of the use, of nuclear weapons,
the means of safeguarding the security of non-nuclear States must remain an
overriding concern of the international community. This is particularly so since

most non-nuclear-weapon States have, in a legally binding international instrument,
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relinquished the nuclear option, without a complementary commitment by the
nuclear-weapon States to ensure that the non-nuclear-weapon States are not placed
at a permanent military disadvantage.

I mentioned earlier that the General Assembly would next year hold its third
apecial session devoted to disarmament. During that session the progress made in
the past nine years in tue field of disarmament will be reviewed. It is hoped that
the session will provide a forum for breaking new ground that could also serve as
input to the bilateral arms negotliations between the super-Powers. The opportunity
further to solidify the achievements of the first two special sessions should not
be allowed to slip away.

It will be recalled that at the first special session the international
community rasolved to pursue the attainment of general and complete disarmament
under effective international control. At that session the Conference on
Disarmament was recognized as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating
forum. The important role that bilateral and regional negotiat ions could play to
facilitate the negotiation of multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament
was also recognized in paragraph 121 of the Final Document.

In concluding, I pledge that the Nigerian delegation will co-operate

positively towards the success of the third special session.
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Mr. ABULHASAN (Kuwaic) (interpretation from Arabic): Mr. Chairman, it is
my pleasure at the outset to extend to you, on behalf of my delegation,
congratulations on your election to head this important Committee of the General
Assembly, which is attributable to your prudence, experience and expertise in the
international and diplomatic sphere.

1 also congratulate the other officeis of the Committee and wish them success
in their work.

I nust also take this uccasion to congratulate my friend Mr. Yasushi Akaeni,
Under-Secretary-General, on his assumption of his important post. I know of his
competence and experience, and am confident he will tulfil his task successfully.

The forty-second session has been convened at a time of concrete and promising
progress in the positions of the two super~Powers on substantive questions and
aspects of the disarmament situation.

The fact that a number of constructive initiatives by the leaders of the two
major Powers have emerged is in itself considerable ground for optimism and for
faith in the pussibility of reaching an agreement that would eliminate the
horrifying spectre of human annihilation. 8ince this vital i.wue falls within the
purview of this Committee, members are following these developments with great
interest.

The fact is that concern is not limited to bodies of internatinnal &ction and
international negotiating mechanisms. Concern is felt more widely than that, by
popular organizations and individuals throughout the world, for in nuclear and
non-nuclear-weapon States alike, people realize that the nuclear threat has become
a sword of Damocles hanging over humanity. General Assembly resolution 41/6l of
last year on the inclusion of the item entitled "World Disarmament Conference” on

the agenda of the current session represents yet another demonstration of that



8K/6 A/C.1/42/PV, 11
22

(Mr, Abulhasan, Kuwait)

concern and is further evidence of the resolve of the international majority to
achieve progress on this issue before catastrophe strikes.

The State of Kuwalt's firm and keen desire to contribute to the invigoration
of international eftorts in the disarmament field basically derives from our belief
that the world's security and peace are at present held hostage to agreement
between the two nuclear blocs and that there will be no stability for mankind
unless the super-Powers undertake seriously and effectively to eliminate all the
weapons that threaten us with total annihilation. Wwe are iherefore anxious and
hopeful that further constructive ateps will be taken, including a Soviet-United
States summit meeting that takes advantage of the current atmosphere and responds
to the internationai will and serves human survival.

In this connection we must also refer to the other side of the disarmament
question, wiich has recently been accorded international attentiun with the
convening of the important International Conference on the Relationship Between
Disarmament and Development. The world community's insistence that that counference
be held despite the withdrawal of the most influential parcty was a clear ﬁeaaage
about a bitter contemporary anomaly: the contrast between the generous sums spent
on weapons of destruction and the developing world's lack ot basic needs such as
food and shelter and resources for development.

By holding that Conference, the incernational majority wislhed to argue its
case on this issue, usirg evidence, figures and proof, and to rebut the
justifications put forward for the nuclear race that contend thtt weanons are a
security imperative; for as the result of that contention, our world is today
engaged in a dangerous, spiralling arms race of increasing intensity, against which
attempts at containment have proved futile. The position of the State of Kuwait in
the Conference was clear, consistent with its philosophy and policies, and

supportive of the purposes and motives of the Conference.
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Since my ocountry, Kuwait, is at present Chairman of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference, we are honoured to recall what the Chairman of the Cou:.erenye,
Hic Highness the Bmir of the Litate of Kuwait, shaikh Jaber Al-Ahmed Al-=Sabah,
called for at the summit meeting last January, when he demanded security for all
countries, big and amall, the reduction of armaments budgets and the release of a
portion of those budgets for develcpment purposes.

‘ Guided by the call of the Chairman of the Islamio Conference, and taking
advantage of our presence here, on behalf of the Islamic world, I would urge the
super-Powers to halt all nuclear tests, to conclude a treaty on the comprehensive
prohibition of nuclear tests, to prevent an arms race in outer space and to break
the ba;:iers that obastruct agreement on a verification system to oversee the
parties' observation of auclear disarmament agreements. We also urge all countries
to prohibit chemical and biological weapons and immediately to halt their use,
development or storage.

1f Kuwait gonsistently encourages nuclear non~proliferation and the
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, its main motive is its intense
awareness of the threatening nuclear shadow cast over our region by the sionist
entity, which in the early years ¢f its occupation of Palestine embarked on a
course of mobilizing the energy and resources it seigzed and plundered from the
ugurped land and dislocated nation in order to develop a nuclear military
capability, thus intensifying the terrorism and regional intimidation that Israel
had imposed. Suffice it to mention the official reports from both East and West
and the affair of Vanunu, the Israell technician who is still on trial for exposing
details of Israel's nuclear arsenal. And six years ago the world was profoundly
shocked when Israel bombed the Iragl peaceful puclear reactor, ana was dismayed by
that act's implications for international efforts with regard to the peaceful uses

of nuclear eneryy.
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That is not the only bitter reality underlying the many international
resolutions on thie question, for lerael's nuclear threat and ite flagrant defiance
of relevant international lawe have had serious implications that have apread to
ite peer in vice and usurpation, South Africa, whose nuclear co-operation, in the
light of now-eatablished fact, constitutes a major aspect of that disgraceful
relationship, every element of which has been gondemned and rejected by the
international community.

Our strony calls for the establishment of nuclear-weapﬁn—free zones have not
been limited to the Middle Bast and Africa. ‘They have included Asia, and we still
unwaveringly support the implementation of the 1971 Declaration of the Indian Qoean
as a “sone of Peace. We also support the holding of a conference on that question.

I wish to express Kuwait's support for the formulation of effective
incernational arrangements to enhance the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of the use of nuolear weapons, arrangements we have
supported since our Organization began deliberating them in 1974.

We also join the Committee in all its efforts to implement the Declaration on
the Strengthening of International Security and the resolution on strengthening of
security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region and making it free of
military manceuvres. My country's delegation also supports the estarlishment of a
new comprehensive system of international peace and security, as proposed last year.

Mr. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russian): First, I shculd like to express to you, Mr, Chairman, and to the
other officers of the Committee, my congratulations on your election to the
responsible posts you hold and to wish you success in your work.

I should like also to express publicly what [ have already communicated in a
private conversation and to congratulate Mr. Akashi on his new post and to wish him

success in his work.
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We are sure that the Committee's Rapporteur will bhe able to report that our
deliberations on the questions before us on disarmament and international security
have been productive.

The past week of general debate on disarmament queations has allowed us to
identify at least two characteristics that have not always been present in past
years and that were a part of virtually all the statements. First, there is
optimism, gaierated by the prospects of fruitful developments in the field of
Soviet-United Htates disarmament negotiations and, secondly, there is the
conétructive and non-confrontational atmesphere of our discussions.

Those two factors can substantively promote a third, namely, the fostering of
multilateral efforts in respect of arms limitation and disarmament. Progresa in
this ephere is both posaible and necessary for strenythening international security
and making it comprehensive and irreversible. This is borne out by today's
realities. Mutually complementary and mutually enriohing, all of these factors can
tojether propare the way for a reliable and non-violent peace without wars or
weapons,

Indeed, if we take the problem of preventing nuclear war, many of those
sitting in this Hall will recall how hard it was a few years ago to gain acceptance
for the idea of condemning nuclear war and for resolutions declaring nuclear war
the gravest crime against humanity, a crime contrary to human conscience and
reason, the most monstrous crime against peoples, and an infringement of the
primary human right, the right to life. Today, those multilateral efforts are
bearing fruit, Today, the formula, "A nuclear war cannot be won and must never be
fought,” has been signed by the leadaers of the two biggest nuclear Powers of tho

world and enjoys, for all practical purposes, the bound.ess support of the ontire

world community.
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The importance of this change, albeit so far only conceptual, should not be
balittled. Without it, there can be no practical steps.

A year ago the Secretary-General of thu United Nations proposed setting up a
multilateral centre for preveniing nuclear war. A month ago a Soviet-United States
agreement was signed to establish sush centres on a bilateral basis. Thig, in
turn, will further improve chances for implementing the Secretary~General's
proposal, for which we reiterate our support.

Lnat 12 take the problems of halting and curtailing the arms race. In the
relatively recent past, attempts were made to convince us that that was not a road
leading to security. In the "Study on deterrence® (A/ ./432) the advocates of one
of those views alleged that the arms race was merely = to use his words ~ "a
misleading metaphor", Today, in the light of Reykjavik and in the lignt of the
USSR-United States agreement in principle to eliminate two classes of their nuclear
misasiles, that assertion ia perceived as an amusing oddity.

The emerging Soviet—-American agreement constitutes the firsi stage of a
powerful booster that can take us to the lofty goal of the full elimination of
auclear weapons. 'The next stage should encompass a 50 per cent reduction in
strategic offensive arms of the USSR and United States coupled with guarantees
against the introduction of the arms race into outer space. The specific proposals
by the USSR in this connection made at the Geneva talks, of which the delegation of
the Soviet Union intormed the First Committee on 12 October of this year, attest to
the seriousness of its approach, which is designed to ensure rapid advancement
towards that goal and to take into account the security interests of the partners
and universal security.

One ocuawlOnally hears that the concept of complete elimination of nuclear
weapons is neither practicable nor feasible. Yet we have heard the very same

things said about other disarmament ideas that have today already begun to
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materialize. The Byalorvussian SSR is firmly convinced that the coming years will
witness a practical triumph for this concept as well. Mankind has no other way to
of securing true freedom of life in conditions of peace and of delivering itself
from the constant fear uf annihilation. The year 2000, projected in the integrated

stage-by~stage programme¢ of security through disarmament proposed by the USSR, 1o a

very realistic date.
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What is needed to achlieve this goal are efforts by all the nuclear States and
the support of other countries. We hope that the initial success in the nuclear
disarmament efforts of the USSR and the United States of America will also prompt
the other nuclear-weapon States to opt for the path of nuclear disarmament, rathex
than for proceeding with programmes to ‘1d up stockpiles of nuoclear death.

We are perturbed by some statements such as "We are & little nuclear Power"®,
"Let nnly the USSR and the US disarm®, "We have always been right", or that the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development
has, allegedly, undermined the prestige of the Unitud Nations. In our view, a
small nuclear threat can result in a universal disaster just s the initial stage
of pregnancy can result in a birth. Nuclear disarmament must be universal and
complete, and conventional armaments should be at a balanced minimum level. To
strike a pose as the possassor of the "ultimate truth" means blocking the way to
dialogue, compromises and agreements. The Conference on the Relationship be ween
Disarmament and Development is a generally recognized United Nations success which,
provided that consensus agreements are coirplied with, makes it possible to move
fur ther towards shaping a more secure world, resclving the problem of economic
development, and overcoming the backwardness of developing countries.

Two nuclear Powars - the USSR and China - have pledged not to be the first to
use nuclear weapons, The contribution of those unilateral actions to cementing
international security can be significantly stronger if all other uuclear States
heed the call of the General Assembly and undertake similar commitments which can
be embodied in a legally binding document. A convention banning che use of nuclear
weapong altogether could become an important element.

A measure of great importance from the perspective of strengthening security

could also be a larger step - such as the renunciation by the nuclear States and
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their allies of the first use of nuclear and conventional weapone and of the use of
force in inter-State - inter-bloc - relations in any conditions and under any
circumstances. This is something being proposed by the Warsaw Treaty momber States.

It is necessary to achieve fruitful completion of the efforts undertaken over
many years to strengthen_the seourity guarantees for non=-nuclear cvountries which do
not have nuclear weapons on their territory - guarantees that would tule out the
threat or use of such weaponn.

Multilateral efforts are a promising and essential means of ensuring nuclear
disarmament. The stagnation which still peraiste in this direction, including at
the Conference on Disarmament, and the failure to initiate specific talks are
causing dissatisfaction and bewilderment, to say the least. For, indeed, much is
being said here about the need for strict compliance with the obligations
undertaken and the importance of consensus decisions. Yet we have before us the
Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament which contains a consensus-approved obligation of all United Nations
Members to seek nuclear disarmament. How can this be achieved? It can be done by
appropriate negotiations. Hence the need to launch such negotiations - in addition
to billateral talks - at the Conference on Disarmament. Let us finally begin to
respond to our own appeals and fulfil the consensus obligations assumed previously.

At the same time, it is also possible to search for new forms of making
headway in the area of nuclear disarmament. A special meeting of the Security
Council on this matter could become such a forum.

The aforemeritioned applies equally to multilateral talks on the prohibition of
nuclear testing. The chronic failure to begin negotiating in earnest at the
Conference on Disarmament on the substance of that problem casts a shadow on the

sincerity of the declared aspiration for nuclear disarmament. <The only real
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obstacle to banning nuclear tests is the desire to build up and improve nuoclear
arms and to develop new types of weapons using nuclear-explosion energy.

As 18 well known, the Soviet Union has not only declared its desire to
negotiate a complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, both
bilateral with the United States and multilateral, but has also undertaken quite a
few major steps to create the best possible conditions for that, The planned
initiation of full-gcale, stage~by-stage Soviet-United States talks on nuolear
testing, which will be held in a single forum, is an important result of such steps.

The Byelorussian 8SR is convinced that the Conference on Disarmament should
undertake parallel negotiations which would be aimed at a comprehensivee ban on
nuoclear-weapon tests by all States. The socialist States participating in the work
of the Conference submitted at its last session a document entitled "Basic
provisions of a teaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests” and other proposals, including that on strict, effective, mitual and
reliable verification, which are called upon to ensure that the negotiations get
off to a serious start from the very outset.

The international community should not ignore a single constructive way of
achleving a ganeral and complete ban on nuclear-weapon tests. In this connaction,
the Byelorussian SSR holds a positive view of the proposal contained in deneral
Assembly resolution 41/46 B to convene a conference with a view to expanding the
scope of the prohibitions provided for in the 1963 Moscow Treaty banning nuclear-
weapon tests in three environments, to which it is a party. Inciaentally, this
would be in line also with the obligations under that treaty. A more detailed
presentation of Lhe position of the Byelorussian S8R on the guestion of nuclear
tests is set out in dooi rent A/C.1/42/2.

The Byelorussian 3SR fully supports the proposals on establishing zones of

peace and co-operation in the Indian Ocean, the Mediterranean, South-East Asia and
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the South Atlantic, denuclearized zones and corridors, sones free of chemical

weapons, zones with lesser oconcentration of armed forces and armaments, and other
measures along these linas.

We applaud the entry into force of the Treaty on a nuclear-free zone in the
South Pacific and call upon the United States, Britain and Prance to follow the
example of the USSR and the People's Republic of China and sign the Protoools to
that Treaty. Such a step would consolidate the régime of the non~proliferation of

nuclear weapons and promote the process of nuclear disarmament.
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With reference to the goal of full elimination of nuclear weapons, the
question lg occasionally asked how it is possible to ensure that tney will not
reappear in a nuglear-free world. This can obviously be done if there is a sincere
desire to achieve this yoal. It can be said even now that strengthening the régime
of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, supplementing it with a full-scale ban on
the testing of those weapons, and introducing a strict system of appropriate
verification are precisely those measures which, given the elimination of nuclear
arsenals, can, together with other ateps, ensure effective guarantees against their
reconstitution.

With reference to the problem of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapouns, we
take note with great alarm of disquieting reports about thelr possible spread aid
we cannot fail to note that the assertions made over many years about the
"productiveness™ and “usefulness" of nuclear deterrence - assertions made with
misguided persistence worthy of better use - have played a considerable negative
role in this regard.

What is needed to ensure mankind's survival is the complete elimination not
only of nuclear but also of other types of weapons of mass degtruction. This
applies, first and foremost, to chemical weapons. We have been closely following
the work of the Conference on Disarmament and we weicome the progress made over the
past few years in the negotiations on the convention on the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons. Ultimate succest calls for a serlous
concentration of constructive efforts to further the negotiations anda for
deliberate restraint so as not to harm the negotiations through ill-considered
actions. 7This is how some participants in the negotiations are acting. In
particular, the declaration by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on

discontinuing its production of chemical weapons, the £ .ct that it has set about
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building a plant to destroy chemical munitions, the measures of strict and mutual
verification it has proposed, and finally the recent invitation to participants in
the Conference on Disarmament to visit the military facility in Shikhany all attest
to the sincerity of Soviet intentions and the concord between its words and its
deeds and, in addition, facilitate progress at the negotiations themselves.

We are, however, getting the impression that as the pace of drawing up the
convention quickens, some other participants in these negotiations are showing a
desire to step on the brakes. That impression 1s based primarily on the intention
to resume production of chemical munitions and in a new, binary form at that.
Ptoductiqn of binary weapons would substantially complicate the work of the
Conference on Disarmament with regard to a ban on chemical weapons.

Prevention of the development of new types of weapons of mass destruction and
of new systems of such weapons 1s one of the major problems that must be resolved
to shape a safe world. The Byelorussian 8SR will submit to the Assembly for its
consideration a draft resolution on that subject.

Much is being said these days about the importance of issues pertaining to
conventional armaments. It is important, however, to move from words to practical
deeds. Guided by precisely such a businebslike approach, the socialist countries
are supplementing the programme for the complete elimination of nuclear and other
weapons of mass destruction with a specific proyramme for strengthening security in
Lurope through a mutual stage-by-staye and substantial reduction of armed torces
and conventional arms in combination with tactical nuclear systems. ‘The time has
come to reach agreement on a mandate for the i#econd stage of the Stockholm
Conference with a view to initiatiny talks on the reduction of armed forces and

armaments in Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals.
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Given a sincere interest on the part of both sides, it might be posaible
quickly to resolve the problem of *usymmetries" wherever they exist and to proceed
within an agreed time frame to redreasing them, at a lower level of course. This
1s the goal of the socialist countries. In these conditions legitimate concern is
being expressed over the intention to make up for the forthcoming reductions in
medium- and shorter-range nuclear missiles on which there is agreement in principle
betwean the USSR and the United States of America by h“wilding up conventional arms
and in particular by re-equipping a considerable number of B~52 strategic bombers
with long-range cruise missiles tipped with powerful non-nuclear warheads. Let
alone the fact that this would complicate the issue of monitoring an agreement on
nuclear missiles, to "offset” one type of instrument of sure death by another is
incompatible with mankind's desire for peace and disarmament.

This year the Disarmament Commission has begun to deal with the problem of
reductions in conventional arms. There has been an interesting and useful
discussion on a relevant draft document on this issuo and we expect that it will be
continued successfully,

The Disarmament Commission has also made an important beginning with regard to
verification in all its aspects. The relevant work on the subject in the
Commission vividly proves that a constructive atmosphere, a spirit of co-operation,
and regard for realities can in fact ensure succetaful headway in such an
important, complex and delicate area as verification.

Progrevs in the field of disarmament is closely linked to confidence
building. The attainment, and now the actual beginning, of the implementation of
the 1986 Stockholm agreement also attest to the great opportunities opened up by
the sincere desire for co-operation. The first on~demand, on-site inspection under

the Stockholm agreement carried out by the United States in the territory of
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Byelorussia has demonstrated the efficiency of that agreement and will contribute,
we hope, to further progress in building and strengthening confidence. We are
satisfied with the positive statements made by several delegations on thie issue.
The valuable experience gained at Stockholm should be utilized in other parts of
our planet as well. It stands to reason that it is impossible blindly to apply
detailed prescriptions to other regions. That is indisputable. Similarly, a
skilled physician will not use exactly the same methods in treating different
people. But as a general remedy for the ailment of enmity and suspicion, the
administering of which benefits States and improves the situation in the region and
consequéntly throughout the world, the experience accumulated in the process of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) can be usefully applied
beyond Europe as well.

The attitude of the Byelorussian 8SR to the upcoming third special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament has been set out in document
A/AC.230/2/Add.6. We believe that relying on the experience acquired and the
results achieved, the special session will have to outline a programme of action
clearly oriented towards practical disarmament measures, primarily in the field of
nuclear disarmament. Real disarmament cannot be "shelved". Putting it off till
tomorrow antails the risk of catastrophe today.

Disarmament is the surest and most direct road to security - security for all

and consequently for each and every one.
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Mr. BAYART (Mongolia) (interpretation from Russian): Allow me first,

8ir, to congratulate you on your unanimous election to the high post of Chairman of

the First Committee and to wish you every success. I also congratulate the

Vice-Chairmen and the Rapporteur on their election. Finally, I congratulate the

Under-Secretary-General, Mr., Akashil, and wish him succese in his important new post.
I have just learned with great regret of the untimely death in London of

Mr. Ian Cromartie, who until recently had for several years represented the United

Kingdom at the Conference on visarmament in Geneva. Ambassador Cromartie was an

outstanding representative of his country. As Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on

Chemical Weapons, he made a great contribution to the neyotiations on the banning
of chemical weapons. 1 ask the delegation of the United Kingdom to accept our
sincere condolences and to convey to Mr. Cromartie's wife and family our most
sincere feelings of sympathy and friendship.

It is now a year since the Soviet-American summit meeting in Reykjavik. Today
we have an even better basis for asserting that Reykjavik was a turning=-point in
the present positive. developments in world policy, whose harvest we are beginning
to reap. There is a real possibility of a radical shift from the dangerous arms
race to phased disarmament and the beginning of a movement towards a non-nuclear
world. For the first time in history an agreement in principle has been reached
between the Soviet Union and the United States on the elimination of two types of
nuclear weapons - medium-range missiles and tactical missiles - on a global scale.
Mongolia, like all other States tihroughout the world, views the ajreement with
great satisfaction and expresses the hope that its direct and most immediate
consequence will be the conclusion of an appropriate agreement as the practical

realization of new political thinking and action, the first real nuclear disarmament
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measure, It will undoubtedly glve a powerful impetus to the implementation of
further, aeven more important measures of nuclear disarmament and of the decision
made at Reykjavik regarding a 50 per cent reduction in the atrategic offensaive
weapons of the Soviet Union and the United HStates, while preserving and
strengthening the anti-ballistic missile Treaty.

We also welcome the agreement reached by the two Powers on the establishment
of centres to consider ways of decreasing the danger of nuclear war, which is alao
in keeping with the interest of strengthening world security. It should also be
emphaqized that the Soviet Union and the United Btates have agreed to begin
full-scale, phased negotiations on a nuclear-weapon-test ban. All these important
measures should be strengthened and consistently developed, as the realities of the
nuclear and space age demand.

At the forty-first session of the General Assembly, the socialist countries,
including Mongolia, put forward the idea of establishing a comprehensive system of
international security. That idea can be implemented primarily through
disarmament, firat and foremost nuclear disarmament. Given the existing level of
arms, a global nuclear conflict would mean the annihilation of civilization and
perhaps of life itself on this earth. However, the mere recognition of this fact
is insufficient, What is required is well-conceived joint action by the
international community to preserve peace. In other words, the highest wisdom is
today expressed above all by a refusal to use military force as an instrument of
foreign policy and by the adoption of practical disarmament measures leading to a
situation in which military guarantees of security, which dominate today, are
replaced by non-military ones, and security itself is ensured not unilaterally and

at the expense of others but on a multilateral basis.
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Of great significance ’n preventing not only nuclear but also conventional war
would be the renunciation by nuclear Powers and States parties to
milita-v-political alliances of the first use of both nuclear and conventional
weapons and the use of force or the threat of i:s use in inter-state relations. 1In
this connection, particular aétentlon should be peid to the fact chat the States
parties :o the Warsaw Treaty have de. lunred, in a document on the military doctrine
of those States adopted at their meeting at the end of May this year in Beriin,
that in no circumstances will they ever begin military action against uny State or
alliance of States if they are not themselves the target of a military attack, and
that they will never be the first to use nuclear weapons. Attention should also be
given to another provision of the document to the effect that the military policy
of the Warsaw Treaty and each of the parties to it is dedicated to the prevention
of war, whether nuclear or conventional. In our view, those principled provisions
are extremuly imoortant and make a constructive contribution to the cause ot
strengthening trust. In present conditions, giving the military doctrires and
measures of States and military alliances a defensive character is a substant.ve
factor in strengthening trust and ensuring general secr:-vity.*

In his statements in the Committee during the past week, the Deputy Foreign
Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr. Petrovsky, has put forward a whole series of
realistic proposals and new ideas on ways to ensure international security,
strengthen trust and carry out verification in the disarmament field. '"hnse
proposals and ideas are distinguishea by their innovative quality end their bold
formulation of the questions, and they reflect the spirit of new political thinking

and glaanost, or openness. We believe that they deserve serious consideration and

action by all States.

*Mr. Gutierrez (Costa Rica), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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Mongolia believes that the fact that major progress has been made in
Soviet~American negotiation® is no reason for complacency or inuction. On the
contrary, it should serve as a pawerful stimulus to etepping up efforts by the
international community in al). areas of the struggle to strenghten international
secur‘ty and disarmament. Every State, whatever i:s size and affiliation to one or
other military-political alliance, must meke its vontribution to the achievement of
those objectives. Because of their bilateral aature, the Soviet~American
negotiations cannot ensure the full and comprcohensive vesolution of problems of
nuclzar disarmament and other pressing problems. There.ute, we believe it is
necessary to engage in practical dialogi'e and negotiations at all forums and to
make full use of their possibilities and potential.

It would be in no way contradictory to conduct bilateral and multilateral
negotiations ia parullel. On the contrary, such negotiations would enrich each
other and lead to more rapld attainment of the ultimate c92jective. Therefore,
Mongolia considers the suggestion that a special meeting or special meetings of the
Secur ity Council be convened to discuss ideas and objectives in the field of
nuclear disarmament to be extremely congstructive. Naturally, we are in favour of
raising multilateral negotiations within the context of the Conference on

Disarmament to a new level of effectiveness and practical results.
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Mongolia fully shares the view that conclusion of an agreement on
intermediate~range nuclear missiles should not be folliowed by a builu=-up of weapons
in other areas. Quantitative reductions in nuclear weapons should not be replaced
by a qualitative build-up or by the development of new types of weapons and weapon
systems.

Thus, in the light of the nuclear disarmament process that has now begun, a
ban on nuclear-weapor. tests is becoming more urgent. We believe that multilateral
negotiations on this issue should supplement the bilateral Soviet-United States
negotiations. In that way we would certainly reach the ultimate goal of a final,
world-wide halt to all nuclear-wsapon-test explosions, In our view, a possible
bavis for such negotiations is provided by the document entitled "Basic provisions
of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests",
submitted by the socialist countries in June 1987 for consideration by the
Conference on Disarmament. The merit of the doocumen: is that it takes into account
the experience gained through many years of discussion of the question and the
specific views and ideas of many other States, including the leaders of the States
of the New Delhi 8ix, and provides for a wide range of forms and methods of
verification,

Developments in the process of nuclear disarmament are inextricably linked
with the nved to keep outer space peaceful and weapon-free. It is gonerally held
that strict and complete complianca with the anti-ballistic missile Treaty - a
document that can be the fundamental basis for agreements on substantive reductions
in strategic offensive weapons -~ is of great importance in carryiny ou. this task.

We hope that concrete results will come out of the diascussion of thene
questions at the forthcoming Moscow meeting between the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of the USSR, Mr. Eduard 8hevardnadze, and the Secretary of sState of the

United States, Mr. George Shultz.
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The provention of an arme race 1 outer space is a problem of world-wide
signltivanve; it attects L.o gecurity and development interests of all 3tates.
Therefore, Mongolia believes it nevessary to negotiate practical, cffective
measures oliminating forever the threat of outer space being transformed into an
arena of military rivalry. One such measure could be a system of international
verification to prevent the deployment in outer space of weapons of any kind; this
could provide for international inspection machinery. The on-site monitoring of
the launching of objects into space is of great practical siygnificance now, when nu
weapons able to strike spucific targets have yet been deployed in space.

In short, we must do everything in our power to prevent a future situation
where we are discussing disarmament in outer space.

Mongolia is a convinced proponent of a complete prohibition of chemical
weapons and of their destruction, and of the elimination of the industrial
facilities that manufacture them. In our view, negotiations at the Conference on
Digarmament on a convention on this subject could be successfully concluded in the
tear future if all States involved in the neyotiations were to demonstrate the
political will needed to reach agreements, and if they were to be open and trustful
towards their partners. An example of such behaviour waus recently provided by the
Soviet Union at its military facility at Shikhany, where it showed the parties to
the chemical weapons negotiations its existing chemical weapons and the technology
for their destruction.

Au a country which does not possess chemical weapons and which does not intend
to produce them, Mongolia is working towards the speedy conclusion of an
international convention on the total pronibition and destruction ot such weapons.
Po that end, it has put Lorward, at the Geneva negotiations, a proposal on a

procaedure for the destruction of chomical-woapon stockpiles.
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In my statement I huve touched on only a few of what are in our view the most
impoxtant problems on the First Committee's agenda. To be sure, we have comments
to make on other issues as well, issues on whoae resolition the future of the world
depends. I hope later to have the opportunity to speak of these in greater detail.

I wish to end with a quotation from General Secretary Gorbachev's artiocle
"Reality and Safeguards for a Secure World" which is, in the words of my Foreign
Minister, an integrated programme of measures to a2liminate the danger of war and
establish a reliahle system of international security through the collective
efforts of all States under United Nations auspicest

“People can talk as much as they like about the need for halting the arms

race, and eliminating militarism, and about co-operation, but nothing will

change unless we start to act”. (A/42/574, p. 11)

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): I should like to convey to the Chairman my
congratulations on his unanimous election to his high post. It is fortunate that a
personage of his calibre is presiding over ouz deliber:tions on the problems of
disarmament,

The agreement in principle between the two super-Powers on the elimination of
all medium~range missiles is indeed a reason for optimiem - and surely a reason for
hope, for it signals a breakthrough on the fundamental issue of the nuclear age:
whether the super=-Powers can safeguard their security by themselves or whether they
must do so through co-operation. It also signals their political intention to
dampen their rivalry, and to collaborate. That in itself is a great step forward.

Another hopeful sign for peace is the fact that the Soviet leader,

Mr. Gorbachev, called for a strengthening of the United Nations peace-keeping role
in the world and for invigorating the Security Council. That is a very significant

step, for to build collective security our primary concern should be to restore to
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the United Natione its intended effectivenesas as required by the Charter, through a
United Nations force. 1t is only when nations can conduct their international
relations in an atmosphere of mutual trust and security that they will be able to
take steps towards actual disarmament and put an end to the armsé race.

The preamble to the Charter declares the determination of the peoples of the
United Nations "to save succeeding generations from the scourye of war” and to that
end to unite their strength in collective action for the maintenance of
international peace and security.

This is a time of historic tranaformations, with all manner of poesibilities.
We must not let those possibilities remain unexplored. An open-minded pursuit of
agreements, away from mutual fear and distrust, is necessary now. Both
super-Powers have abundant grounds for confidence. A basic change of approach is

imperative.
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We should move away from the extreme antagonisms of the arms race that have
bzought us to the very brink of seif-destruction and towards co-operation for
collez:ive security in the common interost for peace and survival.,

The way to disarmament is not through mers negotiations on disarmament. 'L'he
philogophy and process of how to reach the objectives of a non-nuclear world are to
be found in a system of ilnternational security in an improved world order.

Developing events in the inte:rnational f£ield have brought into sharp focus the
inability of the S8ecurity Council to give etfect to its decisions owing to the lack
of a United Naticns force. Why should we be left without a United Nations force?

I have never underastood that, and I still do not. In recent years a series of
unanimously adopted 8ecurity Council decisions have been ignored and bypassed with
impunity by those concerned. The characteristic importance of Security Council
decisions derives from the fact that it is the only organ of the United Nations - I
repeat, the only organ - whose decisions are enforceable and muast be implemented.

The actual operation of the system of international security, however, has
been aborted trom the very start of the United Hations owiny to the original
default of the 8acurity Council, and particularly of its permanent members, to
conclude the agreements for a United Nations force, as expressly required by
Article 43 of the Charter, which is fundamental. As a result, the whole structure
of seourity through the United Nations has temained paralysed and inoperative.

In the present oirocumstances, in which the Security Council is left without
the means of enforcement action, there beiny no United Nations force, its
decisions, by remalning unimplemented, lose their validity and become a pretence.
It ig a well-known adaye that law without the means of enforcement is no law.
Similarly, a Security Council without tha means of enforcement is no Security

Council, but a pretence.
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The practice hitherto of prooceeding directly to disarmament negotiations
without any reference to coﬁcurrenc measures for segurity through the United
Natione 1e a sterile exerclse, ae has been amply demonstrated by unproductive
negotiations on disarmament over decades. Such a practice, moreover, causes many
to have the miasguided impression that international security is meant to be the
outocome of disarmament. That is not true at all. It is a notion that is contrary
not only to the Charter but also to all logic. It is putting the cart before the
horse and expecting it to move. The result is stagnation. In ordi! to be
productive negotiations on disarmament must proceed with due regard for the
concomittant requirements of effaective international security.

It has to be fully recognized that a closely interdependent world of numerous
govereign nations cannot function towards peace and survival without an effective
international organization. We have one. We have the United Nations. But the
United Nationa has to become effective by being enabled to answer to its primary
purpose. The firet etep in that direction ia for the 8ecurity Council, and
particularly its permanent members, to rectify their original error by proceeding
to implement the provisions of Article 43, in Chapter VII of the Charter. This has
not been done, and it should be done as possible.

Article 26 of the Charter specifically provides that Security Council
shall - I repeat, *shall" - deal with disarmament. It uses the word "shall.” Wwhen
the Charter speaks about the General Asnembly dealing with disarmamcut, it says
“may", not "shall." The Security Council, therefore, has a duty to proceed with
regard to disarmament., Whereas the General Asaembly may or may not, it is
mandatory for the Security Council to do so. 1 raised this issue the year betore
last in the hope that something would be done in this direction - that is, that the
Security Council would undertake to deal with disarmament, complying with the

provisions of the Charter, Article 26 of which uses the world "shall". J
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understand that nothing bas been done in this direction, and I want to bring this
to the Committee's attention, Nothing has been done - unless 't 1s something that
has not come to my knowledge. That may be so, of course. But if nothing has been
done, I agk that the situation be remedied and that Article 26 be complied with.
1t uges the word "shall", and is therefore mandatory.

General Rasembly resolution 40/151 A, introduced by Cyprus in 1985, was
adopted overwhelmingly. It calls upon the Security Council to conform with the
provisions of the Charter and deal with the question of disarmament, with which the
Security Council has never dealt, although the Charter provides that it "shall” do
8o, It ignores the Charter by not doing so, and it ignores also the resolu:ion
adopted at the suggeation of Cyprus, which calls on it to deal with the question of
disarmament.,

My delegation has been dedicated and committed to the quest for the best ways
and means towards progr( 3s on disarmement and related international security,
partioularly towards overcoming the inertia in negotiating bodies and the resulting
abnormality of the situation.

We strongly believe that the only wav to halt the axms race 1 ~ and I stress
this - through the collective security provided for in the Charter. The aims race,
which ie a preparation for war, is a negative approach to the attainment of a
peaceful world. It cannot be countered by another negative, such as parity in
weapons or the doctrine of deterrence. Those doctrines, in effeot, engender anu
intensify the arms race.

Because of the wide extent of its radiowctive effects, the nuclear weapon can
no longer hit part of the globe without destroying or at least damaging other
parts. It is thus illusory to think that the target of any attack can be a

particular country or group of countries. The target is the Earth itself. Thus,
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the nuclear weapon serves to create awareness of the close link of interdependence
among all nations and peoples that transcends all their differences. Seen &s the
potential moralizer of man, the nuclear weapon has in a sense become a call for
co-operation and peace. The implications of non-co-operation have made evident the
necessity of co-operation for peace and security.

True national interests are best served by serving the interest of th: world
community. Such concepts as "the brotherhood of man," which a few years ajo were
considered remote and uﬂattainable ideals, have now hecome a practical reality and
a demanding necessity.

In cur time and in this age of the United Nations a truly realistic approach
to problems is one guided by principles. As Dag Hammarskjold said, "In our present
day the United Nations sheds upon the world of practical policies the lighw of

moral principles written in the Charter. It is in this light that mankind can find

its way to peace."

The meeting rose at 5 p.m.






