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The meeting was called to order at J.15 p.m.

AO~NDA lTEMS 48-69 (continued)

Mr. ~A~TRI~ru U~ A~A~WUJP (~razil) I 1 should likw fir8t of dll, tiir, to

join my colleagues in congratulating you on your election to the chairmanship of

this ~ommittee. I llm sure we shall blmeHt from your ablEl and SklltU.l \-juidance in

discharging the difficult task entru~ted to us.

We are meeting in hopeful circumstances. I n~ed nut liHt in detail the

achievements and promises in respect of disarmament ~h,t have been made over the

last few months. Suffice it to say tlJat tl1ere iH now moml!ntum where belura there

was inertia, optimism where there was skepticism, constructive action and language

where before rhetoric and controntatlon set the tone. We have reason to ue

encouraged both on the regional a~d on the global scale.

We shall be speaking under tne apl:JroLJrlClte item of our agenda on the

declaration of the South Atlantic as a zone of peace and co-operation, as well as

on other matters that directly or lhdirectly affect diHarmaruent negotiations und

the political climate in which they are conducted.

We Join all those who have expruased Hatisfactiun ut the news of the agreement

in principle reached by thfl United Stlltes of f,",erica and the Soviet Union on the

elimination of intermediattt- and slJorter-range 1Il1ssillHl. Wtt hav", rttllaon to uL"l1evu

that the agreement between those two Powers will extend to other si~nificant areas

of disarmament. We ~re cuntidant thdt tnia ~roc~~~, at leYltimute concern to tlJu

international community, will not entail the geographical proliferation of nucluar

weaponsl that is, that the ellmln.ition of certilin tiLJelO ut nucLeur WU.,\PUIl:;;
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from spe~ifio geographioal settings will not be fo~lowed by an inorease of nuolear

weapons in other land or sea areas ~f the globe. We are also oonfident that those

bilateral efforts will be linked to, and take fully into aooount, the ongoing

effort~ in the multilateral forums.

We are happy with the results of the Conferenoe on the Re.l.ationship between

Disarmament and Development held reoently. It was an enoouraging expression of a

general desire to find balance a~d oonsensus. We c~uld describe it as a meeting

that reflected a growing maturity in the United Nations.
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I cannot fail to mention two other recent ~evelopments in our field that,

although vety different in natute, tepresent signs of a new eta. I am tefetting to

the entty into fotoe of the Tteaty of Rarot~nga and the reoent visit paid by a

group of international obsetvet. - in whioh 1 took patt - to the ohemical militaty

faoilitie. in Shlkhany ln the Sovlet Unlon. Both events nourlsh OUt hope of a

soundet politioal envitonment and a safer w~rld.

We are le•• happy with the pace and direotion of OUt negotiations in the

Conferenoe on Dl.armament. I .hall addtess myself to its work in this statement.

It is obvlous that we have f.lled so fat in our essential taska in the oouts. of

the last deoade we have not produoed any visible international agreements to

revet.e the arm. raoe and reduoe the risk of a~med oonfliots.

I do not wish to derogate from the exttemely valuable and important work that

the Conferenoe on Disatmament has done over the past few years. Bralil has been an

aotlve agent in this prooess and we fully intend to oontinue to aot forcefully in

the only multilateral nevotiating forum on disarmament questions.

Nuolear atmaments are in the fotefront of the oonoerns of the international

oommunity. It i. thetefore only natutal that most of the items on the agenda of

the Conferenoe on Disarmament deal with this question and its mUltiple aspects.

De.pite years of oontjnuing efforts by the ovetwhelming majority of nations, it

s.ems that we are doomed to s.e progress in this area only by virtue of bilateral

talks between the two 8Up.t-Powers - as if the question of putting an end to

nuolear weapons affeoted only a handful of oountries. We regret therefore that

onoe again this year the Conference on Disatmament could not work meaningfully on

the SUbject, owing again to the absence of an~~ committee entrusted with a

clear mandate.
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A closely 1elated matter, namely th. oonolusion of a n~oleat-weapon teet ban,

in our view, remains an important praotioal step towMrds helting and revereing the

arms raoe. Bfforts were made during this yea~ t~ work out a mandate that would

enable the Conference on Disarmament to establish the over4ue~ committee to

examine the question. It is our considered op1ni~n - one which arise. from the

overall mandate of the Conference on Disarmament, and ~he letter and the spirit of

the Final Document of the first special eession of the Oeneral Assembly devoted to

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

nuclear-weapon test-ban trQaty. In thie case, too, we have heard that the two

super-powers are considering negotiatin~ new thresholds and Limita to thoee tests.

Onoe more the importanoe of this question clearly tranecunds the exclueive

interests of the United States and the Soviet U~10n.

The militarization of outer spaoe hae, unfortunately, been a clearly

discornible trend from the beginning of the space era, thie trend haR evolved in

the past few years to sombre prospeots of using outer spaca as a new arena for

armed confrontation. This unhappy movement, so far uncheoked, hae not yet besn

adequately dealt with by the Conferenoe on Dis~rmament. First, tbat was due to the

absenoe of a spsoifio organ to work on the problem, now that ~~ have the~

Committee it still laoks a preoise mandate. We all know that o,l.ter spaoe is being

utilized for purposes other than peaoeful oo-operation among Statee, linked to the

logio of the oonfrontation betwe9n the super-Powers. The leg~~imate interests of

all mankind in keeping outer space &s its province cannot be suLdued b~ perceptionR

of a strategic order nourished by and fuelling the East-West competition.

FinaHy, I should like to join my voice to those of otner speakers who have

highlighted the current progress of the Conferen~e on Disarmament in the field of

chemical weapons. The~ Committee - with an adequate m~ndate - is at a
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oruoial poillc in its work 011 a draft oonvention. That legal instrument, when

oonoluded, will ban those weapons and provide for the destruotion of existing

arsenals.

Doubtless, that will oonstitute • major aohievement for the Conferenoe on

Dieatlllement and mean a real and oonorete disarmament measure. Bradl has been

partioipating and will oontinue to partioipate aotively in the negotiating proces8

with a olear sense of responsibility and flexibility. We have oonsistently

maintained in this oontext that a chemioal-weapon-elimination oonvention should in

no way be used as a hindranoe to the development of a sound and peaoeful ohemioal

industry in sny State. In the same vein, we have also maintained that provisions

of the text should be applioable to every oountry, without oreating disoriminatory

regimes unfortunately present in other ar~as of our endeavours.

We believe that the First Committee oould and should streamline its procedures

and do more work in less time. Several worth-while ideas and proposals t~ this

effect hav~ been presented to us. we partioularly value that contained in

document A/C.1/39/9, proposed by the Chairman of the First Committee in 1961.

We are oalled upon to hold the third speoial eession of the Ueneral Assembly

devoted to disarmament in 1988. ~et us aot here, in the Preparatory Committee and

in the Conferenoe on Disarmament at Geneva in such a manner that this great

opportunity for oonfidenoe building and oonsttuotive aotion is no~ thrown away. It

may be a long time before oonditions ~n favourable as we have now ar~ tffered again.

Mr. A~IKIWE (Nigeria) I 1 share the warm sentiments exp~esaed by earlier

speakers on your well-deserved election, Sir, as Chairman of the Firs~ Committee at

the forty-second session of the United ~ations Ge"eral Assembly. I pledge to you

the full support and co-operation cf the Nigerian delegation.

I also take this opportunity to congratulate the oth~r ofticers of the

Committee. Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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Our debate at this s~ssion is taking plaoe during a most opportune period for

positive aotion in the field of disarmament. With a significantly improved

international olimate for disarmament efforts, the international oommunity is

witnessing an unprecedented and unique period of great momentum and a special Bense

of urgency in the efforts of the two super-~wers to reaoh oonorete disarmament

measures 1~ their bilateral talks on nuolear and spaoe weapons.

The recent disolosure that the two super-Powers have agreed in principle on

the elimination of intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles and the prospect

that t~e dctual agreement oould be si~ned this year is a most weloome development

and should be commonded by all peaoe-loving nations. This development brings the

entire world to the threshold of a new era - an era of fulfilment in the field of

disarmamont, an era in which disarmament will cease '.) be peroeived 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 suspioion

which traditionally characterizes their relations has suoceedod onl~ in impeding

negotiations and preventing agreement. That is the reason why the Nigerian

delegation welcomes the growing spirit of unders~anding and mutual respect that now

seeks to prevail betweon the two super-Powers. We also welcome the positive

outcome so far of their bilateral efforts in the intermediate nuclear forces (I~F)

negotiationa.
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It is our hope that when the agreement is eventually signed and enters into

force it will have a multiplier effeot, providing a launching-pad for effective

negotiations and the suooessful oonolusion of agreements in other disarmament areas

now being oonsidered at both the bilatelal and IRultilateral levels. It is our hope

that this development will indeed serve as the harbinger of ooncrete agreements in

the future. For that purpose, the Nigerian delegation would like to see this

Committee give further impetus to the ongoing bilateral and stagnating multilateral

negotiationa during this session.
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M~~h as progress in the bilateral negotiations between the super-'Powers on

issues of nuclear disarmament is COlwnendable, the same cannot be said about the

state of affairs in the multilateral forum, especially on the priority question of

nuclear disarmament and nuolear-related issues. For instance, the report of the

Geneva-based Conference on Disarmament would readily reveal that its record on the

first three issues of nuclear disarmament on its agenda, whiCh ate 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 prlority issues of

nuclear disarmament. My delegation was optimistic that a convergence of views

would be reflpcted on the floor of the Cvnference on Disarmament. As it turned

oUl, this was not the case. The Conference "as unable to set up an~

committee on any of the first three priority items on its agenda on nuclear

disarmameilt 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 nellot1ations

on nuclear disarmament are helpful. At the same time we believe that however

useful and nece... sary 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 p'uposeful and 'If!:ective. 'rhey ahould nl)t

hinder, preclude or compete with each other. '1'0 cre"te obstacles that deliberately

hinder multilateral negotiations i.s to deny, even to bilateral negotiations, any

universal input in the seekir.~ of solutions to issues of global concern. such

',nput 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 spectaoular advanoe being made in the

bilateral nego~iations, lt will now be possible to allow tne Conference on

DisarL,ament to perform its tole as envis~ged in the Final Document of the first

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

For the past 42 yearu international public opinion, as represented by the

United Nations General Assembly, has been calling for an end to the arlRS race,

especially nuclear disarmament. Successive numerous resolutions of the General

Assembly att,st to this.

A comprehensive nuclear-test ban is the first and most urgent step towards a

cessation of tho nuclear-arms ra~d. The i~a~t such a ban would have on nucle~r

di~arm~ment is clearly underlined ~n paragraph 51 of the Final Document of tne

tirst special session of the General ASb~ly devoted to disarmament. Moreover, a

nuclear-test ban woulr 60 create a favourable political 8tmos~here conducive to

negotiati~ns on other measures of nuclear disarmament. The argument that testing

is required to maintain the reliability ot existing nuclear st.ockpiles is used to

justif~ the conlinued arms race in itll ~ualitative sense. In view of the fact that

considerabl~ advances have been made in detection capabilities, all technical or

sciel •. \fic oostacles to a verifiable ban wO'J~d seem superfluous and would render

indefensihle 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 suver-Powers in their

bilateral talks 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 testing within the permitted yield range and at permltted

intervals. It would therefore not ~revent qualitative improvement of nuclear
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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weapons. Moreover, it would defer indefinitely the goal of a oomprehensive

nuolear-test ban.

My delegation would like to oall for a greater sense of urgenoy in dealing

wi~h the questi~n of a nuolear-test ban. We should not tolerate a situation that

oalls for a sense of urgency only when some non-nuclear-weapon States deoide tn

commence testing.

Currently there are strong indications that Inany threshold countries are

deeply engaged in nuolear-weapon programmes. In fact it has been speculated that

quite a number of them have actually cOlMlenced stockpiling nucle u weapons. Comin<j

from Africa, where the efforts of the Heads of State and Government of the

Organization of African Unity (OAU) to retain tne continent as a denuclearizea zone

are being seriously frustrated by the nuclear-weapons progralMle of the racis~

apartheid regime 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 cownon knowledge that the apartheid regime in South

Africa has not only acquired nuclear capability, but has actually embarked upon the

development of nuclear weavolls with the intenti• ., of terrorizin'J and destablliuny

African S~ates. No African would consider himself safe if nuclear weapons attain a

domj~ent role in South Afric3'u aggressive strategy. It woula be morally wrong for

apartheid 8,...·11;11 Africa to be permitted to pursue its ominous desire. Unless

effective intetnational action is taken to prevent Soutn Africa from acquirln9

n~clear weapons, other countries might be forced to take protective measures, which

could be disastrous to the non-proliferation Treaty.

In addition to nuclear weapons, chemical weapons constitute the most dangerous

weapon of mass destruction. A convention on the complete and effective vrohibltion

of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical ~eapons should be
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brought into effeot. This would not only outlaw the aoquisition of an entire

category of weapons of mass destruction, but would also Eurther advance the

oontribution that the Geneva Protocol of 1925 made towards efforts to oontrol

weapons of war.

It is within this oontext that my delegation has taken due note of the

considerable progress made so far on this issu~ by the Conference on Diear.mament.

We would therefore like to appeal to all members of the Conference to intensify

their efforts to ensure the oonclusion of a oonvention prohibiting ohemical

weapons. To achieve k breakthrough in cnyoiny ne~otialions, the draft convancior

must recognize the sovereign equality of all States.
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Muoh ground has already been oovered in this area, and a oonvention on

ohemioal weapone is now in the home stretoh. It is the hope of my delegation that

the few outstaLlding As~ues, e8pe~ially the oomplicated question of on-site

inspeotion by challenge, will aoon be resolved.

Although the Nigerian Jelegation t~ the reoently oonoluded International

Conferenoe on the Relationship between Uisarmament and Uevelorment expressed its

disappointment at the Conferenoe's inability to achieve its ultimate objective, we

welcome the adoption of a framework for future deliberation of the basic issuea.

For many years the entire world has channelled £ disproportionate amount of

valuable human and material resources into the non-productive military sector. The

Conference would have achieved a major degree of suooess if it had put in place an

organizational or institutional framework to rechannel military expenditure back to

the productive sector of global economic reoovery. Instead, new and tangential

concepts were introduced to Justify the arms race. Under the pretext of ensurlng

~ecurity, it was argued that increased military expenditure could be tolerated. We

cannot agree with this logic.

Security cannot be achieved thro~qh stockpiling arms. Indeed, the increased

use of arms further end~ngers the security it was meant to guarantee.

Consequentlv, security cannot be given an over-riding priority over disarmament and

development, rather, they should be com~lementary. 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 reaulted in the distraction of

attention from vital priorities for the improvement of human well-being through

development. It is for this reason that my delegation is opposed to any concept

that tends to elevate armed security over other 10nsiderations, such a~ disarmament

and development.
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The third speoial session of the Ueneral Assembly devoted to disarmament will

provide another opportunity to address these is~ues. My delegation appeals for a

more realistic approaoh to the subject. It is to be hoped th~t at thftt ses6ion the

General Assembly will oonsider in more detail the ooncept of a meohamism to release

additional resourcos through disarmament measures for the purpose of sooio-economic

development. There should be no doubt that less armamQnt would mean additional

resources for the world co~~unity.

A significant outcome of the first special session of the Ueneral Assembl~

devoted to disarmament was the establishment of the programme of fellowships on

disarmament. It is gratifying to noto tha, the programme has oontinued to aohieve

the desired objectives, in creating a cadre of publio officials with in-depth

knowledge on disarmament issues from Membor States, particularly tne ueveloping

oountries. The inoreasing interest shown further attests to the programme's

success.

IC will be reoalled that at thq fortieth sossion of th~ General Assembly tha

Organization, b~ resolution 40/151 H, expanded the programme to inolude advisory

servioes and training programmes in the field of disarmament.

Although the Assembly has already authorized limited funds for the new

programmes, the Seoretary-General was unable to start them because of the

Organization's financial position. It is our hope that, beoause of the immense

benefits to Member States, the Secretary-General will be in a ~osition to commence

the programmes next year.

I wish to place on reoord our deo~ ap~reciation of the kind geaturea of the

Governments uf the Union of S~viet Socialist RepUblics, the United states of

America, Japan, the Feoeral 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 limit&;ion and disarmament. ~he Fellows found the visits very instruotive,

ana their experienoe during the tours have furthor widened their knowledc In the

sphere of disarmament.

Extending the arms raoe to outer space is, in JOy delegation's view, too

dangerous to condone. Nigeria has oonsistently held the view that outer space

should remain the heritage of all mankind, and should be utiliaed purely for

peaoeful purposes and for the benefit of mankind. My delegation urges the

super-Powers to pursue intensively their bUateral negotiations ill a oonstructive

spirit, to reaoh early agreement on the ~levention of an arms raoe in outer spaoe.

Prevention now is better than seeking later the elimination of ~n arlDS race in

outer spaoe. Indeed, extQnding the arms race into outer spaoe would certainly have

an adverse effect on our rent agreements in otner fields.

The peaceful and equitable use of outer spaoe calls for co-operation and not

confrontation, development rather than destruction. While the Nigerian delegation

deplores any attempt to use outer space for military purposes, we applaud all

States which have advanced the frontiers of human knowledge by peaceful uses of

outer space.

Permit me now to turn to the question of effective international arrangements

to assure non-nuolear-weapon States against the use, or threat of the use, of

nuclear weapons. This is an issue to which Nigeria attaclles priority importancti,

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 dis~rmament

and effective guarantees against the use, or threat of the use, of nuclear weapons,

the means of safeguardi~g the security of non-nuclear States must remain an

overriding concern of the international comnlunity. This is particularly so since

most non-nuclear-weapon States have, in a legally binding l~ternational instrument,
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relinquished the nuolear option, without a oomplementary oommitment by the

nuolear-weapon States tQ ensure that the non-nuolear-weapon States are not placed

at a permanent military disaavantage.

I mentioned earlier that the General Assembly would next year hold its third

speoial session devoted to disarmament. During that session the progress made in

the past nine yean in tile field of disarmament will be reviewed. It is hoped that

the session will provide a forum for breaking new ground that oould also serve as

input to the bilateral arms negotiations between the super-Powers. The opportunity

further to solidify the aohievements 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 rssolved to pursue the attainment of general and complete disar~8ment

under effective international control. At that session the ConfeEence on

Disarmament was recognized as the singl~ multilateral disarmament negotiating

forum. The important role that bilateral and regional negotiat~ons could play to

facilitate the negotiation of multilateral agreaments 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 (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic). Mr. Chairman, it is

my pleasure at the outset to extend to you, on behalf of my delegation,

oongratulations on your election to head this important Comn,ittee ot the General

Assembly, whioh is attributable to your prudenoe, experience and expertise in the

international and diplomatio sphere.

I also congratulate the other office.s of the COJrumittee and wish them success

in their work.

I must slso take this ~ocasion to oongratulate my friend Mr. Yasushi Akaeni,

Under-Secretary-General, on his assumption of his important post. I know of his

competence and experience, and am oonfident he will tulfil his task successfully.

The. forty-second session has been convened at a time of r.oncrete and promising

progress in the positions of the two super-Powers on substantive questioflS and

aspeots of the disarmament situation.

The fact that a numbor of constructive initiatives by the leaders of the two

major Powers have emerged is in itself oonsiderable ground for optimism and for

faith in the p~ssibility of reaching an agreement that would eliminate the

horrifying spectre of human annihilation. Since this vital .i..que 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 r~alize that the nuclear threat has become

a sword of Damocles hanging over humanity. General Assembly resolutlon 41/61 of

last year on the inclusion of the item entitled ·World Disarmament Conference" on

the agenda of the current session re~resents yet anotner delllonstration of that
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concern and is further evidenoe of the resolve of the international majority to

achieve progress on this issue before catastrophe strikes.

The State uf Kuwait's firm an~ keen desire to contribute to the invigoration

of inturnational efforts in the disarmament field basically derives from our belief

that the world's security and pe4c~ are at present held hostage to agreement

between the two nuclear blocs and that there will be no stabillty for mankind

unless the super-Powers undertaka seriously and effectively to eliminate all the

weapons that threaten us with total annihilation. we are ~herefore anxious and

hopeful that further constructive eteps will be token, including a Soviet-United

States summit meeting that takes adv3ntage of the current atmosphere and responds

to the internationa~ will and serves human survival.

In this connection we must also refer to the other side of the disarmament

question, w~ich has recently been accorded international attenti~n with the

convening of the important International Conference on the Relationship ~etween

Disarmament and Development. The world community's insistence that that conference

be held despite the withdrawal of the most influential party was a clear message

about a bitter contemporary anommly. the contrast between the ganerous sums spent

on weapons af destruction and the dev~10p1ng world's laak ot basic needs such as

food and shelter and resources for development.

By holding that Conference, the int~rnational majority wiJhed to aryue its

case on this issue, usi~g evidence, [igures and proof, and to rebut the

justifications put forward for the nuclear race that contend thLt w9~~ons are a

security imperative, for as the r~sul~ of that contention, our world is today

engaged in a dangerous, s~iralling 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 wlth its philosophy ana policies, and

supportive of the purposes and motiveo of the Conference.
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Sinoe my oountry, Kuwait, is at pr~sent Chairman of the Organization of the

Islamio Conferenoe, we lAre honoured to reoall what the Chairman of the COld.QrenUe,

Hia Highness the Bmir of the ~tate of Kuwait, Yhaikh Jaber Al-Abmad Al-BlAbah,

olAlled for at the summit meeting last January, when he demanded seourity tor lAll

oountries, big and small, the reduotion of armaments budgets and the releasB of a

portion of those budgets for develcpment purposes.

Guided by the oall of the Chairman of the 101amio Conferenoe, and taking

advantage of our presenoe here, on behalf of the ls1al1l:l.0 world, 1 would urge the

super-Powers to halt all nuolear tests, to conolude a treaty on the oomprehensive

prohibition of nuolear tests, to prevent an lArms raoe in outer spaoe and to break

the barriers that obstruot agreement on a verificatio~ system to oversee the

parties' observation of ~uolear disarmament a~reements. We also urye all countries

to prohibit ohemioal and biological weapons and immediately to halt their use,

development or storage.

If Kuwait oons~.8tently enoourages nuclear non-proliferation and the

establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, its main motive i6 its intense

awareness of the threatening nuolear shadow cast over our region by the ~ioniMt

entity, which in the early years ~f its ocoupation of Palestine embarked on a

course of mobilizing the energy and resources it seiz9d and plundered from the

usurped land and dislocated nation in order to develop a nuolear military

capability, thus intensifying the tor~orism 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 Israeli technician who is still on trial for exposing

details of Israel's nuolear arsenal. And six years ago the world was profoundly

ohocked when Israel bombed the Iraqi peaceful nuclear reactor, ana was uismayed by

that aot's implications for international efforts with regard to tha peaceful uses

of nuclear ener~y.
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That is not the only bitter realitt underlying the many international

resolutions on thie question, for Israel's nuolear threat and its flagrant defiance

of relevant international laws have had serious implioations that have spread to

its peer in vioe and usurpation, south Africa, whou. nuolear oo-operation, in the

light of now-established faot, oonstitutes a major aspeot of that disgraoeful

relationship, evsry element of which has been condemned and rejeoted by the

international oommunity.

Our strong oalls for the establishment of nuolear-weapon-free zones have not

been limited to the Middle Bast a~d Afrioa. They have inoluded Asia, and we atill

unwaveringly eupport the implementation of ths 1971 Deolaration of the Indian Uosan

as a ~ono of Peaoe. We also support the holding of a oonf.renoe on that question.

I wiSh to express Kuwait's support for the formulation of effeotive

international arrangements to enhanoe the security of the non-nuolear-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 Deolaration on

the Strengthening of International Security and the resolution on strengthening of

seourity and oo-operation in the Mediterranean region and making it free of

military manoeuvres. My country's delegation alao supports the estar!ishment of a

new oomprehensive system of international peace and seourity, as proposed last year.

Mr. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russian) I First, I sh~uld like to express to you, Mr. Chairman, and to th~

other officers of the Committee, my oongratulations on your election to the

responsible posts you hold and to wish you succoss 1n your work.

I shOUld like also to exprp.~s publicly what ! have already oommunioated in a

private conversation and to congratUlate Mr. Akashi on his new post and to wish him

success ~n his work.
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We are sure thtl' the Committee's Rapporteur '11111 be able to report that our

deliberations on the questions before us on dharmamellt and international security

have been produotive.

'rhe paQt week of generlll debate on disarmament questions has allowed us to

identify at least two oharaoteristios that have not always been preti8nt in past

years and that were 1\ part of virtually all the atatements. First, there is

optimism, ",tloratod by the prospeotll of fruitful developments in the Ueld of

Soviet-United Utates disarmament negotiations and, oooondly, there is the

oonstruotive and non-confrontational atmosphere of our disoussions.

Thuse two faotors can sUbstantively pro!fOte a third, namely, the foster ing of

multilateral efforts in respeot of arms lildtation and disarmament. progreoB in

this sphere is both possible and necessary for stren~thaning international seourity

and making it oomprehensive and irreversible. This 18 borne out by today's

realities. Mutually complementary and mutually enriching, all of these faotors oan

toJether prepare the way for a reliable and noo-violent peaoe without wara or

weapons.

Indeed, if we take the problem of preventing nuolear war, many of thou

sitting 1n this Hall '11111 reoall how hard it was a few years ago to gain acceptanoe

for the idea of condemning nuolear war and for resolutions deolaring nuolear war

the gravest orime against humanity, a crinlO oontrary to human consoienoe and

reason, tho !fOst monstrous crime against peoples, and an infringement of the

primary human right, the right to life. ~day, those multilateral efforts are

bearing fruit. Today, the formula, MA nuclear war cannot. be won and must never be

fought, M has been signod by the leaders uf the two biqgest. nuclear Powers uf the

world and enjoys, for all practical purposes, ths boun6~~ss support of the entire

wor ld commun 1ty •
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The importance of this ohange, albeit so far only conceptual, should not be

bftUttled. Without it, there can be no practical. steps.

A year ago the Se~retary-Qeneralof th~ United Nations proposed setting up a

multilateral centre for preven~ing nuclear war. A month ago a Soviet-United States

agreement was signed to establish sunh oentres on a bilateral basis. This, in

turn, will further improve chances for implementing the Seoretary-General's

proposal, for which we reiterate our support.

L~t \ ~ take the problems of halting and curtailing t~e 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· (AI ./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 light of the

USSR-un\ted States agreement in principle to eliminate two classes of their nuclear

missiles, that assertion is perceived as an amusing oddity.

Tlllt emerging ~oviet-American agreement constitutes the first Btage of it

powerful booster that can take us to the lofty qoal of the full elimination of

l\IJclear weapons. '1'he next stage should encompass a SO per cent reduction in

strategic off.ensive arms of the USSR and United States coupled with guarantees

against the introduction of the arms race into outer space. ~he specific proposals

by the USSR in this connection msde at the Geneva talks, of which the delegation of

the Soviet Union informed 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 aocount the security interests of the partners

and universal security.

One oC~G~10nally hears that the concept of complete eliloination of nuclear

weapons is neither ~racticable nor feasible. Yet we have heard the very same

things said about other disarmament ideas that have today already uegun to
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materialiae. The BYlIlorussian SSR is firmly oonvinoed that the coming years will

witness a pr actical tr iumph for th is concept liS well. Mank ind h ss no other ~ay to

of securing true freedom of life in conditions of peace and of delivering itself

from the constant fear of annihilation. The year 2000, projected in the integrated

stage-by-stllge progrllmm(' of security through dis ..rmament proposed by the USSR, 10 a

very realistic date.
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'i'lat is needed to achieve thill goal are effortll by all the nuolear Statell and

the support of other countr ies. We hope that the initial success in the nuolear

disarmament efforts of the USSR and the United States of America will also p~ompt

the other nuclear-weapon States to opt for the path of nuclear dl.sar:mament, rather

than for proceeding wi th programmes to ·ld up stockpiles of nuclear death.

We are perturbed by some statements such as "We are a little nuclear Power-,

-Let only the USSR and the US disarm-, -We have always been right-, or that the

Inl:ernational Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Developnent

has, allegedly, undermined the prestige of the Unitud Nat1t.ns. In our view, a

small nuclear threat can result in a universal disaster just e.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 pussessor of the -ultimate truth- means blocking ttte way to

dialogue, compromises and agreemehts. The Conference on the Relationship be ",een

Disarmament and Development is a generally recognized United Nations success which,

provided thAt consensus agreements are cOI~plied with, makes it possible to I1r)ve

further towards shapin9 a more £Iecure world, resolving the problem of economic

developnent, and overcoming the backwardness of developing countries.

'!Wo nuclear Powers - the USSR and China - ha',e pledged not to be the first to

use nuolear weapons. Tho contribution of those unil~teral aotions to cementing

international security can be signif1(lantJ.y stronger if all other nuclear states

heed the call of the General Assembly and undertake similar oommitments which can

be enDodied in n leglllly binding document. A convention banning .:he use of nuclear

weapons 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 Statea and
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their allies of the first use of nuolear and conventional weapons and of the use of

force in inter-State - inter-bloc - relations in any oonditions and under any

oircumstances. This is something being proposed by the Warsaw Treaty m~mber States.

It is necessary to aohieve fruitful completion of the efforts undertaken over

many years to strengthen the sec~rity guarantees for non-nuclear uountri~8 which do

not have nuclear weapons on their territory - guarantees that would rule out the

threat or use of such weapono.

Multilateral efforts are a promiulng and essential means of ensuring nuclear

disarmament. The stagnation which still persists in this direction, including at

the Conference on Disarmament, and the failure to initiate specific talks are

causing dlssatisfaction 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 bilateral talks - at the Conference on Disarmament. Let us finally begin to

respond to our own appeals and fulfil the conS8nsus obligations aSSUMed previously.

At the sama 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 lorum.

The aforemerttioned 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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obstaole to banning nuolear teat8 is the delire to build up and improve nuolear

arms and to develop new types of weapons using nuolear-explosion energy.

As is well known, the Soviet Union hal not only deolared its desire to

negotiate a oomplete and general prOhibition of nuolear-weapon tests, both

bilateral with the United States and multilateral, but has also undertaken quite a

few major steps to oreate the belt possible oonditions for that. The ,'lanned

initiation of full-lOale, stage-by-stage Soviet-United State. talks on nuolear

testinq, whioh will be held in a single forum, is an important result of such steps.

The Byelorus8ian SSR is oonvinoed that the Conferenoe on Disarmament should

undertake parallel negotiations whioh would ue aimed at a oomprehensivee ban on

nuolear-weapon tests by all States. The socialilt Statel partioipating in the work

of the Conferenoe submitted at its last se88ion a document entitled MBasio

provision8 of a teaty on the oomplete and general prohibition of nuolear-weapon

tests· and other proposals, inoluding that on striot, effeotive, m~tual and

reliable verifioation, whioh are oalled upon to ensure that the negotiations get

off to a seriou8 start from the very outset.

The international oommunity should not ignore a single oonstructive way of

achieving a q~neral and oomplete ban on nuolear-weapon tests. In this conn~ction,

the Byelorussian SSR holds a positive view of the proposal contained in ueneral

Assembly resolution 41/46 8 to convene a oonferenoe with a view to expanding the

'Joope of the prohibitions provided f!or in the 1963 Moscow Treaty banning nuolear-

weapon tests in three environments, to which it is a party. Inoiaentally, this

would be in line also with the obligations under that treaty. A more detailed

presentation of ~he position of the Byelorussian ~s~ on the question of nuclear

tests is set out in doo\ ~ent A/C. 1/42/2 •

The Byelorussian SS~ fully supports the proposals on estab!ishin9 zones of

peace and co-operation in the Indian Ocean, the Mediterranean, South-~ast Asia and
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the South Atlantio, denuol.arised sonea and oorridora, sone. free of ohemioal

weapons, lones with l.sser conoentration of armed foroes and Atlll8l1l8nta, and other

m.asureB alonljl th.... lines.

We applaud the .ntry into foro. of the Tuaty on a nuolear-fue sone in the

South 'aoifio and oall upon the United States, Brltain and France to follow the

example of the USSR and the People's Republio of China and s19n the Protocola to

that Tuaty. Suoh a step would oonsolidate the r4g1m. of the non-prolUeration of

nuclear weapons and promote the proc.Bs of nuolear disarmament.
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With referenae to the goal of full elimination of nuclear weapona, the

question is oooasionally asked how it is possible to ensure that tney will not

reappear in a nuclear-free world. This can obviou&ly be done if there is a sincere

desire to aChieve this ~oal. It can be said even now that strengthening the r6gime

of non-proliferation of nualear weapons, supplementing it with a full-scale ban on

the testing of those weapons, and introducing a strict system of appropriate

verification are p~eoisely those measures whiah, givsn the elimination ~f nuclear

arsenals, can, t0gether with other steps, ensure effective guarantees against their

reconstitution.

With reference to the problem of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, we

take note with great alarm of disquieting reports about their possible spread alld

we cannot fail to note that the assertions made over many yeara about the

"productiveness" and "usefulness" of nuclear deterrenoe - assertions made with

misgulded persistence worthy of better use - have played a oonsiderable negative

role in this regard.

What is needed to ensure mankind's surviv.l is the complete elimination not

only of nuclear but also of other types of weapons of mass destruction. This

applies, first and foremost, to chemical weapons. We have been olosely following

the work of the Conferenoe on Disarmament and we w&lcome the progress made over the

past few years in the negotiations on the oonvention on the prohibition ana

destruotion of chemioal weapons. Ultimate Buooes£ calls for a serious

oonoentration of oonstruotive efforts to further the negotiations and for

de11.berate restraint so as not to harm the negotiations through ill-considered

aotions. ~his 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 f .~t that it has set about
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building a plant to destroy chemioal munitions, the measures of strict and mutual

verifioation 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 sinoerity of Soviet intentions and the concord between its words and its

deeds and, in addition, facilitate progres8 at the negotiations themselves.

We are, however, getting the iml'ression that as the paoe of drawing up the

convention quickens, some other participants in these negotiations are showing a

desire to step on the brakes. That impression is based primarily on the intention

to resume production of chemical munitions and in a new, binary form at that.

Production 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 is one of the major problems that must be resolved

to shape a safe world. The Byelorussian BSR 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

oonventional armaments. It is important, however, to move from words to praotical

deeds. Guided by precisely such a businesslike approach, the socialist countries

are supplementing the programme for the complete elimination of nuclear and other

weapons of mass destruction with a specific pro~ramme for strengthening security in

Europe through a mutual stage-by-staye and substantial reduction of armed forces

and conventional arms in combination with tactlcal nuclear systems. 'rhe time has

come to reach agreement on a mandate for the :.econd stage of the Stockholm

Conference with a view to initiatiny talks on the reduction of arl"ed 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 possible

quickly to resolve the problem of ~usymmetries" wherever they exist and to proceed

within an agreed time fram~ to red~esotng them, at a lowel level of course. This

is 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

between the USSR and the United States of America by ~uilding up oonventional arms

and in particular by ro-equipping a considerable number of 8-52 strategic bombers

with long-range cruise missiles tipped with powerful non-nuclear warheads. Let

alone the fact that this would canplioat~ the issue of mo~itoring an a~reement on

nuclear missiles, to "offset" one type of instrument of Bure death by another is

inoompatible with mankind's desire for peaoe and disarma~ent.

This year the Disarmament Commission has begun to deal with the problem of

reductions in oonventional arms. There has been an interesting and useful

disoussion on a relevant draft douument on this issuo and we expevt that it will be

continued suocessfully.

The Disarmament Commission has .100 made an important beginning with regard to

verification in all its aspeots. 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 suaoel~ful headway in suoh an

important, complex and delicate area as vorification.

Progre~s 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 8~test to the great opportunities opened up by

the sincere desire for co-operation. The first on-demand, on-site inspection under

the Stockholm agre~ment 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 bUildin~ and strengthening confidence. We are

satisfied with the posit~ve statements made by several delegations on this issue.

The valuable experience gained at Stockholm should be utilized in otner 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 exau~ly 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

consequently throughout the world, the ex~erience accumulated in the process of the

Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CBeE) can be usefully applied

beyond Europe as well.

The attitude of the Byelorussian SSR to the upcoming third s~ecial 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 tne field of

nuclear disarmament. Real disarmament cannot be "shelved". Putting it off till

tomorrow qntails the risk of catastrophe today.

Disarmament is the surest and mQst direct r03d to security - security for all

and consequently for each and everyone.
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Sir, 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 all their election. Finally, I congratulate the

Under-Secretary-~eneral,Mr. Akashi, and wish him success in his important new post.

I have just learned with great regret of the untimely death in ~ondon of

Mr. Ian cromartie, who until recently had for several years represented the Unj.ted

Kingdom at the Conference on uisarmament 1n Geneva. Ambassador Cromartie was an

outstanding representative of his country. As Chairman of the~ Committee on

Chemical Wea~uns, he made a 9reat contribution to the negotiations on the banning

of chemical weapons. I 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 Un1ted ~tates on the elimlnatl0n of two types of

nucle~r weapons - medium-range missiles and tactical missiles - on a global scale.

Mongolia, like all other States througnout the world, viewR the a~reement with

great satisfaction and expresses the hope that its direct and most immediate

consequence will be the conclusion ot an appropriate agreement aa the practical

realization of new political thinking and action, the first real nuclear disarmament
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measure. It will undoubtedly 9ive a powerful impetus to the implomontation of

further, even more important measures of nuclear disarmament ana of the decision

made at Reykjavik re9arding a SO per cent reduction in the strate9ic offensivQ

weapons of the Soviet Union and the United ~tates, while preservin~ and

stren9thening the anti-ballistic misaile Treaty.

We also welcome the agreement reaohed by the two Powera on tho establishmont

of oentres to consider ways of decreasing the danger of nuolear war, which is also

in keeping with the interest of strengthening world socurity. It should also be

emphasized that the Soviet Union and the United States have agreed to begin

full-scale, phased ne90tiations 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 Ueneral Assembly, the socialist countries,

including Mongolia, put forward the idoa of establishing a comprehensive system of

international security. That idea can be implemented primarily through

disarmament, first and foremost nuclear disarmament. Given the existing levol of

arms, a global nuolear conUict would mean the annih1.lation of civilizatioll and

perhaps of life itself on this earth. However, the mers recognition of this fact

is insu(ficient. What is required is well-conceived joint action by the

international community to preserve peace. In other words, the highest wisdom io

today expressed above all by a refusal to use military force !le Llll instrument ot

foreign policy and by the adoption of practical disarmament meaaurus leading to a

situation in which military guar.antees of security, WhlCh dominate todi;ly, aro

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 signifioanoe ~.n preventing not only nuclear but also conventional war

would be the renunoiation by nuclear Powers and States parties to

milita~v-politicalalliances of the first use of ~)th nuclear and conventiona'.

weapons and.the use of force or the threat of i~s use in inter-~tate re~ations. In

this c~nnection, particIJlar attention should be peid to the fact ~hat the States

parties ~o the Warsaw Treaty have de~lnred, in a document on the military doctrine

of those States adopted at their meeting at the end of May this ye&r in ~er~in,

that in no circumstances wl1! they ever begin military 4ction against ~ny State or

alliance of States if th~y are not themaelves the target of a military attack, and

that they will never be tne first to use nuclear weapons. Attention ShOl1ld also be

given to another provision of the document to the effect that the military policy

of the Warsaw Treaty and each of the partieB to it is dedicated to the prevention

of war, whether nuclear or conventional. In our view, those principled ~rovisions

are extrem~ly imDOrtant and make a constructive c~ntrlbution to the cause ot

strengthening t.rust. In present Qonditions, giving the military doctri~es and

measures of States and military alliances a defensive character is d sUbstant.ve

factor i~ strengthening trust and ensuring general ser·'city.*

In his statements in the Cowllittee durlng the past week, the oeputy ~oreign

Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr. Petrovsky, has put forward a whole series of

realistic pro~sals and new ideas on ways to ensure illtern~tional security,

strengthen trust and carry out verification in the disarmament field. ~rhose

proposals and ideas are distinguisheu by their innovative quality end their bo!d

formulation of the questions, and they reflect the spirit of new political thinking

~nd glasnost, or openness. We believe that they deserve serious consideration anu

action by all States.

*Mr. Gutierrez (Costa Rica), Vice-Chairman, took the Ch~ir.
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Mongolia believes that the fact. that major progress has been I116de in

Soviet.-Amerioan negot.i~t.ion. i8 no reason for compl~cAncy or in~ction. On th.

contrary, it should serve .s • pJWerful stimulus to eteppin9 up efforts by the

international community in an au•• of the stru9918 to stren9hten international

seour'ty and disarmalllent. Every State, wh:l~ever i~s size and affiliation to one or

other military-political dlia""e, must m"ke its uontribution to the achievement of

those objeotives. Beoause of lhe1r bilateral "ature, the Soviet-Amedcan

ne90tiatlons cannot ensure the full and comprohensive ·esolutlon of problems of

nucl~ar disarmament and other pressinljl probhms. 'l'hert _",ra, wo believe it is

necessary to en9al1e in practical dialog,le and ne90tiations at 1111 forums and to

make full use of their possibilities and potential.

It would be in no way contradictory to conduot bilateral and multilateral

ne90tiations i/l par,Allel. On the contrary, such neCllotiations would enrich each

other ond lead to l'IlOro rapid attainment of the ultimate r'3jectivli. Therefore,

MongoUa considers the- suggestion that a special meeting or sp8cj,al meetings of the

Security Council be convened to discuss ideas snd objectives in the field of

nuclear disarmament to be extremely construotive. Naturally, we arPo in favour of

raising multilateral ne90thtions within the context of the Conference on

Disarmament to a new level of effer.tiveness and praotical results.
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Mongoli. fully sh.res the view that conclusion of an agreement on

int.rm.di.te-range nuclear milsiles should not be followed by a buil~-up of weavonu

1n oth.r .r.... Quantit.tive reductions in nucle.r weapons should not be replaoed

by • qualitative bUild-up or by the development of new types of weapons and weapon

Thus, in the light of the nuclear disarmament prooess that has now be~un, a

ban on nucl••r-weapon telts is becoming more urgent. We believe that multilateral

n.gotiations on this issue should supplement the bilateral Soviet-United States

negoti.tions. In th.t w.y w. would certainly reach the ultimate goal of a final,

world-wide halt to all nuclear-w,apon-test explosions. In our view, a possibla

ba~i. for such negotiations is provided by the document entitled "Basic provisions

of • tre.ty on the complete and general prohibition of nucle.r-weapon tests",

submitted by the soci.list countries in June 1987 for consideration by the

Conf.rence on Dis.rmament. The merit of th~ dooumen~ is that it takes into account

the experience gained through many years of d~9cussion of the questior. and the

specifjo views and ideas of many other States, including the leaders of the States

of the New Delhi Six, and provides for a wide range of forms and methods of

verification.

Developments in the ptocess of nuclear disarmament are inextricably linked

with the nued to keep outer space peaceful and weapon-free. It is generally held

that strict and complete compllanc~ with the anti-ballistic missile Treaty - a

document that can be the fundamental basis for agreements on substantive reductions

in strategic offensiv~ weapons - is of great importance in carryiny OUL this task.

We hope that concrete results will come out of the discussion of thtve

questions at the forthcomin9 Moscow meeting between the Minister for ~orei~~

Affairs of the USSR, Mr. Eduard Shevardnadze, and the Secretary of State of the

Unit~d States; Mr. George Shultz.
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



mMS!ll A!C.l!4'J.!PV.ll.
47

11'he ~I~QV"I\UOII ua: a" li~lI\e 'liClQ i I outet lI~aoe ill a problem of world-wide

'l'hittetu~11, MUlI\lul1t1 ll~U~Vltl;1 H. l\QI.l~i1eIUY to n~oUate pr acticel, effective

m~t1li1u~eil Qlimil\atil\~ fOUVIU t.he threat t)f outer IiIpace boing transformed into Ill\

arena o~ military rivalry. One lIuoh meailute oould be a syllt.em of international

verification to prevent the deployment in outer apaoe of weapons of any kind, this

could provide for international inopootion machinery. The on-site monitoring of

the launohing of objeota into apace ia of groat practical si~nifioance now, when nu

weapons able to striko sp~cific targets have yet beon deployed in apace.

In short, we muat do every tiling in our power to prevent; a future aituat10n

where we are discusaing diaarmament in outet spaoe.

Mongolia is a convinced proponent of a oomplete prohibitior. of chemioal

weapons and ot t.heir destrucl:!on, and of the elimination of the industrial

facilities that manufacture them. In our view, negotiations at the Conference on

Dis~rmament on a convention ~n this subject could be succe~sfully concluded in the

I ear future if all States involved i~ the noyotiations were to demonstrato the

politioal will needed to reach agreoments, and if they were to be open and trustful

towarda their partners. An example of such behavlour wau recently provided by the

Soviet Union at its military facility at Shikhany, where it showed the parties to

the chemioal weapons negotiations its uxisting ohemical weapon~ and th~ technology

for their destruotion.

AloI a country wll1ch doou not possosu chemical weal?ons and which does not intend

to produce them, Mongolia ie working towards the speedy conclusion of an

intornational convention on the totill prollll.l1tion 1.11\<:1 destruction ot such weapons.

'1'0 that end, it hue llUt lorwurd, at the ~oneva nOe,Jotiations, a 1>roposal on a

prucodure for the uoutrucUol\ u1 l~hulI\icl.l.l"w\lU~O\l at\lCkpilus.
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In my statement I have touohed on only i few of what are in our view the most

important problems on the First Committee's agenda. To be sure, we have comments

to IIIllke on other issues as well, iasues on whose resoll:.t!on the future of the world

depends. I hope later to have the opportunity to spea~ of these in greater detail.

I wish to end with a quotation from General SeC'lretacy Gorbaohev's artiole

-Reality and Safeguards for a Secure World- whioh is, 1n the words of my roreign

Minister, an integrated programme of measures to eliminate the danger of war and

establish a teliable system of international seourity through the oollectivd

efforts of all States under United Nations auspioes,

·People oan tal~ as muoh 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/S14, P. 11)

Mr. ROSSIOgS (Cyprus)1 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 our deliber~tions on the problems of

disarmament.

The agreement in principle between the two sUI.l'er-Powers on the eliml.nation of

all medium-range missiles is indeed a reason for optimism - an6 surely a reason for

hope, for it signals a brewkthrougll 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 pe~ce is the fact that the Soviet leader,

Mr. Garbachev, oalled for a strengthening of the United Nations peace-keeping role

in the world and for invigorating the Security Council. That ia a very significant

step, for to build collective security our primary concern should be to rostore to
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the United N~tions it. intended effeotivone.e as required by the Charter, tnrough a

United Nation~ foroe. It is o~ly when nation. oan oonduot their internatlonal

relations in an atmosphere of mutual trust and seourity that they will be able to

take steps towarda aotual disarmament and put an end to the arms race.

The preamble to the Charter deolares the determination of the people. of the

United Nations "to eave suooeeding generations from the eoo~rye of war" and to that

end to unite their strength in oolleotive lotion for the maintenanoe of

internation&l peaoe and seourity.

This is a time of historic transformatione, with all manner of poesibilities.

We must not l~t those poseibilities remain unexplored. An open-minded pursuit of

agreements, away from mutual fear and distruet, is neoessary now. ~oth

super-Powers have abundant grounds for oonfid~nce. A baeio change of approach is

imperative.
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We should move away from the extreme antagonisms of the arms raoe that have

brought us to the very brink of self-destruotion and towards c~operation for

colle~~ive security in the oommon intArost for peaoe and survival.

The way to disarmament is not through mer~ negotiations on disarmament. ~he

philosophy and process of how to reaoh the objeotives of a non-nucleaK world are to

be found in a system of international seourity in an improved world order.

Developing events in the intelnational field have brought into sharp focus the

inability of the Security Council to give effeot to its deoisions owing to the lack

of a United Naticns foroe. Why should we be left without a United Nations force?

I have never understood that, ana I still do not. In reoent years a series of

unanimously adopted Seourity Counoil deoisions have been ignored and bypassed with

impunity by those ooncerned. The oharaoteristio importanoe of Security Council

deoisions derives from the faot that it is the only organ of the United Nations - I

repeat, the only organ - whose deoisions are enforoeable and muet be implemonted.

The actual operation of the system of international security, however, has

been aborted trom the very start of the United Nations owing to the original

default of the Security Counoil, 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 remained paralYl:led and inoJilerative.

In the present oiroumstances, in which the Security COuncil is left without

the maana of enforcement action, there beill'" no United Natl0ne force, its

decisions, by remaining un1mplemented, lose their validity and become a pretence.

It ia II well-known ada\le that law without tlle means of enforcement is no law.

~imilarly, a Security ~ouncil without thQ means of enforcement is no tiecurity

Council, but a pretence.
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The practice hitherto of proceeding directly to disarmament negotiations

without any reference to concurrent measures for security through the United

Nations ie a sterile exercise, ae has been amply demonstrated by unproduotive

nQ~otiations on disarmament over decades. SuCh a practice, moreover, causes many

to have the misguided impression that international security is meant to be the

outcome 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 ord,~ to be

productive negotiations on disarmament must proceed with due regard for the

concomittant requirements of effective international security.

It hus to be fUlly recognized that a closely interdependent world of numerous

sovereign nations cannot function towards peace and survival without an effective

international or9ani~ation. We have one. We have the United Nations. aut the

United Nations has to become effective by being enabled to answer to its primary

purpose. The first step in that direction is for the Security Council, and

particularly its permanent members, to rectify their original error by ~rocoeding

to implement the provisions of Article 43, in Chapter VU of the Charter. 'l'his has

not been done, and it should be done as possible.

Article 26 of the Charter specifically provides that Security Council

shall - 1 repeat, Mshall" - deal with disarmament. It uses the word "shall." When

the Charter speaks about the General ASl'ombly dealing with d1sarmam, lit, it sayB

"may", not "shall." The Security Council, therefore, has a duty to proceed w1th

regard to disarmament. Whereas the Genersl Assembly mayor may not, it ie

mandatory for the l:lecurity Council to do 90. 1 raised thlll iS9ue the year bel:ore

last in the hope that something would be done in this Jirection - that is, that the

Security Council would undertake to deal w1th diaarmamont, complying with t.hl'

provisions of the Charter, Article 26 of which uses the world "shall". J
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understand that nothing ba. been done in this direotion, and I want to bring this

to the COJ1llllittee's attenUon. Nothing has ceen done - unless 't is sOlRothing that

has not oome to my knowledge. That may be ao, of oourse. But if nothing has been

done, I ask that the situation be remedied and that Artiole 26 be oomplied with.

It uses the word -shall-, and is therefore mandatory.

General Assembly resolution 40/151 A, introduoed by Cyprus in 19a5, was

adopted overwhelmingly. It oalls upon the Seourity Counoil to oonform with the

provisions of the Charter and deal with the question of disarmament, with whioh the

Seourity counoil has never dealt, although the Charter provides that it -shall- do

so. It ignores the Charter by not doing so, and it ignores also the resolu.;lon

adopted at the suggestion of Cyprus, whioh oalla on it to deal with the question of

disulRuent.

My delegation has been dedioated ana oommitted to the quest for the best ways

and means towards progrc .s on disarmement and related international oeourity,

partioularly towards overooming the inertia in negotiating bodies and the resulting

abnormality of the situation.

We strongly believe that the only wav to halt the arms raoe is - and I stress

this - through the oolleotive seourity provided for in the Charter. The alms race,

whioh is a preparation for war, i8 a negative apvroaoh to the attainment of a

peaoeful world. It cannot be oountered by another negative, suoh as parity in

weapons or the dootrine of deterrenoe. Those dootrines, in effeot, engender ano

intensify the arms raoe.

Beoause of the wide extent of its radio~~tive 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 oan be a

partioular 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 differenr-es. See~ es the

potential moralizer of man, the nuclear weapon has in a sense ber-ome a caL. for

co-operation and peace. The implications of non-eo-operation have made eV).dent 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 a30 were

considered remote and unattainable ideals, have now become a practical reality and

a demanding necessity.

In our time and in this age of the United Nat~ons a truly realistic approach

to problems is one gui.ded by principles. As Oag Hammarskjold said, "In ou~ present

day the United Nations sheds upon the world of practical policies the ligh<. of

moral principles wri,tten in the Charter. It is in this light that mankind can find

its way to peace. tl

The meeting rose at 5 p.m.
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