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Th. me.ting Wall call.d to ord.r at 3.10 p~.

AGENDA ITll:MS 48-69 (continu.d)

GINlRAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMIoMENT I'1'J:MS

.!!!.::....YQ!!g.~ (Lao Peopl.'. D.mocratic Republic) (interpretation trom

'renoh) I Pint, on behalf of my delegation, I should like to congratulate you,

Sir, on your .leotion as Chairman o'c thia in,>ortant Committee. I am 8ure th.ost

ul,der your wi.e and able guidance the Committ•• '. work will be successful. While

wi.hing you .v.ry succ••s, my deleqation would also a.aure y~u of its f.ull

co-operation.

Everyone i. aware that the peo~l.s of the w~r~d a~1.ntly .spire to live in a

better, aafer world in which they can enjoy true peace and .ecurity, an aspir.~ion

that cannot be met unle•• their leader. strlctly implement the 1inal Document ot

the fir~t .peoial •••• ion of the General A•••mbly devoted to di.armament.

Unfortunately that wi.h ~cmain. but a valn rope since certain cirul~B pe~.ist in

.e.king .eourity not in di.armament b~t in military and strategic 8uperi~~lty, ever.

in nuclear det.rrence. Such circle. do not take account of the realities of

today's world, wbich ha. blcome increa.in~ly interdependent and in Which, in tne

nuclear and .pace ag., seourity must be global anJ equal for all countries and

people., what.ver their dze, socio-economic Iy.tem and level "r devel<>pment. That

doctrine of military otfencfl, that anachronistic way of thinking and that c .. tdated

political position arlt impltding <.tny meaning"'ll progress in the wor\{ of the

Conference on Di.armam.nt in ~e~.va, especially with regaLj to such cruciul

que.tions .a haltir.g the nuclear-arms rdce and nuc~ear disarma~ent, the preventi"n

of nuclear war, the prohibition of ~uclear testing, and HO on. With regard to the

latter, my delegation welcomes t~e persev9ring and creative efforts of the group of

socialist countries which recently 8ubmitted to the COIMt1ttee an important ""'aft
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IMr. Vonguy, Lao Peopl.'.
Vemocratic Republic)

document on fundamental provi.ion. for a tr.aty on the general and complete

prohibition of nucl~ar t ••ts. It is to be hoped that the outcome of the

forthcoming Soviet-Ame,ican negotiations in that regard will give new inp.tua to

the multilateral negotiation. under way at Geneva.

It i. oft.n .aid that the agreement in principle recently reached by the

Soviet Union and the United States on the total elimination of th.ir medium- and

chorter-range nucl.a~ mi•• iles is a hi.toric .vent w.lcomed by the int.rnational

community, but it cover. only a very small number of nuclear w.apon.. It may,

however, act as a catalyst in the global proc.s. of arm. limitation and nuclear

disarmamont. The Government of the Lao Peopl.'. D.mocratic aepublic. .xpr••••• the

hope that in the cour.e of th. meetings scheduled for this week at Mo.cow to

prepare for the Soviet-American summit meeting the high officials and exp.rta of

both countries will ac~iev. tangible result. with regard to a sub.tantial reduction

of their offensive strategic draenals, with regard to strengthening the r'~ime of

the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Mis.ile sy.t.ma and with regard

to preventing t~a extension of the arms race to outer space.

In thts connection we would note that the international community has f.w

illusions, because it is not easy to erase preconceived notions and political and

militaey philosophies that have prevailed for years in the minds of the leaders of

the military-industrial complexes of a number of countries. We wonder whetner the

supporters of a limited nuclear conflict on ~arth and even of the apocalyptic

"s~ar wars" are really convinced that tn'!y could t. " victors. We doubt It, beca/lse

those circles, and even President Reagan in his fir.t summit meeting with

Mr. Gorbachev at Geneva in November 1985, have clearly recognized - unless thpy

were being hypocritical - that nuclear war, since it cannot be won, must never be

fought. Such are the difficulties of disarmament.
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In order gradually to re.olve this crucial ~nd pr••• ing problem we mu.t go to

the heart of thing. and attempt to di.cern the underlying impediment8 to

8ignificant progre•• or a major breakthrough in the negotiations, both bilateral

and multilateral. We mu.t contend with fea!, mistrust and sU8picion. We must at

all C03t. diapel the climate of fear and mi.trust that leads to confrontation and

replace it with an atmoaphere of truat, mutual underatanding and mutually

advantageou8 co-operatio~.

The Lao Government thltreforCl welcomes the con8tluctive p"sition ana concrete,

reali8tic propo.ala of the Soviet Union and the aocialiat countries members of the

Warsaw Treaty, which include the cOIRprehen8ive programme of peace through

disarmament adopted by the Soviet Union in January 1986, under which the world

would be free of nuclear weapone and all weapons of ma8S destruction by the

year 2000.
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It may be recalled that the international community, the eighth .ummit

Conference of non-aligned countries, at Harare, and ~he six Heade of State or

Governme~t of five corltinents paid & fervent tribute to the Soviet Union for having

unilaterally dec~ared an l8-month moratori~m on ~ll nuclear explo.ions. rhi. wa. a

decisive and credible measure of confidence which bore witness to the goodwill and

sincerity of the nuclear Power which took'it, a lIIeasure whi:h regrettably tne other

major nuclear Power did not have the politi~al courage to adopt.

The Sovie. Jnion, as revealed in the statem_lOt made here four days ago by thtt

deputy head of the Soviet delegation, Mr. Petrovsky, has ~ut forward several

important, specific, new initiatives and proposals intended to promote a climate of

confidence among States members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)

and the Warsaw Pact. We only hope that the goodwill, sincerity and open di,l,>lomacy

which the Soviet Union is displaying today by agreeing, for example, to submit to

stricter on-site verification measures, in a spirit of reciprocity, are not

exploited by the United States and its NATO member allies.

We also believe that the international co~nunity should step up all its

efforts intended to halt and reverse the conventional-arms race, ~ ~roblem which

our delegation to the recent International Conference on the Relationship between

Disarmament and Development emphasized.

With reference to the problem of nuclear dnd conventional arms reductions, my

country would like to reaffirm its support for all the very constructive peace and

disarmament proposals and initiatives adopted as a result of the summit meeting of

the Political ('onsultative Committee of the States parties to the Warsaw Pact held

last May in Berlin, the capital of the German Democratic Rep~~lic. As proposed by

the socialist countries of Europe, it is desirable for the two mi~itary alliances

to hold as soon as possible serious consultations and negotiations witl.
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a view to carrying out, among other thlng., a comparativ••tudy of their respective

mUitary doctrille. and .trategi... Obviou.ly, any imbalanc. in the area of arm.d

forc•• , a. in that of armament., .hould be correct.d and r.dr••••d in a spirit of

My country wi.h•• a180 to reaffirm it. Bupport for the proposal. put forward

by the German Democratic Republic, CzechoBlovakia and other countri•• of that

region for the ••tabliahment of a nuclear-w.apon-fr•• corridor in c.ntral Europ.

and for the Balkan penin.ula to b. made a zone fr •• of nuclear and ch.mical

w.apon.. Furthermore the peace plan submitted by Polana, generally known as the

Jaru.elaki plan, who•• implementation would contribute towards streng~hening p.ace

and aecurity in the very s.n.itive contin.~t of ~urope, has the support of the Lao

Governm.nt.

The peoplss of Africa, Asia and Latin America wiSh to live haVPily and

pro.perou.ly in a world fr~e from the violence and both n~clear and conv~ntio"dl

weapons. They would like their resvectiv~ regions and continents on our ahaced

planet to become truly zone. of peac., free from nu~lear weapons. My country joins

in the .fforts of the int.rnational community to make the r.gion of Asia and tne.

Pacific a d.nucl.ariz.d zon.. It thus reaf.fi~ms its resolute support for the

propo.al. of Gen.ral Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev, made vublic in Vladivostok in

July laat year, and the Rarotonga d.claration. As for South-East Asia, the region

in which my country li.s, we are firmly in favour of the idea of making it an oasis

of peaoe, stability and co-operation and a denuclearized zone.

These are the few cOlnrnents and remarko which we want to make at this stage in

our general debate on disarmament. The international community, and in our view

more particularly the United Nations, should assert its authority more firmly and
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increase its roi~ in promoting the process of nuclear disarmament for the overall

purpose of eliminating the nuclear danger which looms qr imly over the .future of all

mankind and is mor~ threatening than the sword of Damocles.

A world without nuclear weapons and without violenc~ is not a utopian idea but

a real world in the building of which sincere efforts supported by all the State.

and peoples of tois planet are essential. The materials, principles and es.ential

guarantees needed by the international community to build such a world should be

discussed at length and will be when the Committee takes up the item on the

establishment of a comprehensive system uf international peace and security.

Mr. TURKMEN (TurkeY)1 I should like to extend to you, Sir, our sincere

congratulations on your election to the chairmanship of the First Committee. The

Committee is called upon to discuss several vital issues at a crucial period r,d we

are confident that your experience and wisdom will be invaluable in guiding its

work towards constructive results. 1 wish you and the other officers of the

Committ~e success in your endeavours.

The statements w~ have heard in the debate, 1n particular from tl.d

repreRentatives ~f countries which play a key role in disarmament negotiations,

reflect the new climate of optim1sm anu expectation in international relations. We

hope that this new atmosphere of dialogue, commitment to serious negotiation. and

co,\strllctive and lmaqinative approaches wlll exert a positive influ~n-=e on our

deliberations. A more secure and stable int~rnational environment, progress on

East-West iSRues, greater confidep.ce in mutual relations and comprehensive

arms-'control and disarmament agreements wl.ll benefit the whole world and reinforce

international peace and security.

As we enter a wore hopeful era in dlsarmament ne<jotiations a new awareness of

what is at stake should prevail. Security is a primordial consideration for all
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countries. Disarmament will be beneficial to the extent that it doe. not diminish

the security achieved through defence and deterrence but, on the contrary, provides

a military and political relation.hip that enhance••ecurity. In .valua';ing

disarmament measur~s Turkey will have in mind the fact that because of it.

geopolitical situation it has historically experienced serious threats to its

security. Indeed, Turkey is in Europe, where the greatest concentr2tion of

military forces and armaments exists. On the other hand, it is adjllcen l ; to the

Middl~ East, whi~h is becoming more and more unpredictable, explosive and

unstable. Conflicts, regional divisions and mistrust affect the whole politicdl

and military environment in the region.
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As far as nuclear weapons are concerned, Turkey is within the range, not only of

long and intermediate-range missiles in Europe or Asia, but also of short-range

missiles and nuclear weapons. It is therefore understandable that Turkey views

arms control and disarmament as a comprehensive procesa encompassing nuclear aa

well aa (,onventional forces and confidence-building measures.

The conclusion of an agreement between tne United Stat~s of America and the

Soviet Union on intermediate-range and ahorter-range miasiles with a range of

between 500 and 5500 kilometres will be significant in m~ny respects. It will be

the first nuclear arms agreement eliminating an entire category of nuclear weapons

rather than setting a ceiling for them. It will also include substantial measur6~

for verification and therefore prevent any deterioration in uational confidence and

security. It was rec'~nition of the fact that the securlty interests of both

parties can be preservad only if disparities are eliminated that made tnis

agreement feasible. With all these elements, the agr~ement on intermediate-range

nuclear forces (1Nl') will be an important precedent tor future disarmam(''lt

negotiations. We hope that Secretary of State Shultz and Foreign Minister

Shevardnadze will soon Le abl~ to conclude the historic 1Nl' agreement in Moscow.

Though the agreement on intermedia~e range miasilea will cover only a small

percentage of existing nuclear arsenala, we hope that the breakthrough in the

Soviet-Americau dialoc;,up. will hav.e a favourable influence on negotiations on

strategic nuclear missiles and space syotems. We consider that an agreement

between the United States and the Sov~et Union to rp-duce by 50 per cent strategic

nuclear weapons will be a tremendous achievement. We also continue to believe that

there should be strict compliance on the existing llgreelllents on arms control by

both sides. Furthermore, we are convinced that all countries p088es8in~ nuclear

weapons should be willing to contribute to the elimination of nuclear
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weapons and that non-nuclear countrit" should conform to policies of

non-proliferation. The Lttempt by a country to achieve supremacy in any region of

the Wt.rld with nuclear wea~ons will hav,," incalculable consequences.

T~e comprehensive test ban remains one of the most important and urgent tasks

on the nuclear agenda. We note with satisfaction the agreement between the two

major nuclear weapons ~tates to embark on negotiations [or limitin~ and eventually

banning nuclear trsting throuJh a stage-by-stage process. However, it has not been

possible to ltart substantive WOI~ on the comprehenSIVE:! test ban dt the

multilateral level. We hope that the Conference 011 lliaarmament will soon be able

to arriva at an agreed mandate fur i1n aa hc~~onunittee in this field.

W~th regard to nuclear-weapon-free zones, we continue to support the

_stablishment of such zc~es, with the a~~eement of all States concerned, in regions

where nuclear weapcn~ ~ot exist and where they can make d significant

contribution to the prevention of the proliferiltion of nucLear weapons. However,

in regions saturated with lluclear weapons of all kinds, the establishment of such

zones l7ill not dnhance sec,'.lrity unless .~e<Jion-wide and effective disarman\ent

measuras ar~ carried out simultaneously.

·'e firmly believe that outer sl:Jace shocld be reserved for peuceful purposes

and for the conunon interest of all mankihCl. 'rhe extension of the lIrms race into

outer space must be prevented. The existing legdl r6gime applicable to outer space

must be scrupulously rellpected. We note the work which has so [ar been undertaken

by the ~Koc Committee on Outer Space of the Conference on Visarmament and sUpp\J t

the re-establishment of the ~!L!:!2£ Committee by the Conference at the beginnin<j of

its session in 1988. Bilateral and ml\ltil~teral agreements aimed at Btren<jthening

and comple~enting the prp~ent legal framework will undoubtedly be the sUbjE:!ct of

arduous ne90tiat1on.~. In this respect, we attach pai'ticular importunee
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to thp declared objective 0f the Ullited States and the Suviet Union, to work out

affective agIeements aimed at preventing the arms race in outer space.

Measures in the field of nuclear disarmament will constitute only a first step

in the immense task of cr.eating a safer. world by establishing a balance at

siqnificantly lower levels of armaments. It is crucial for the success of future

arms reduction efforts not to lose sight of the fact th~t arms control and

disarmament efforts in the nuclear and conventional, as well as chemical, fields

ar6 closely linked to each other and form an integrated whole.

The elimination of intermediatu-range nuclear torces will focus attention on

the disparity between the conventional forces of the States parties to the Warsaw

Treaty ~nd the States members of the Norti. A".lantic Tr6aty Organization alld will

accentuate the imperative need for addressing the question of balance in

conventional forces in a mere n.eaningful way. Nucleal weapons cannot be dealt with

in isolation from other areas it we are to achieve enhanced security through lower

levels of armaments.~nsequently,Turkey attaches great importance to the

conventional stability negotiations in Vienna. We hope that the "rties will adoJ.lt

a realistic and conetructiv~ approach, which will pave the way for the initiation

of a process a~med at establishing and enhancing a lasting environment uf

confidence. SJmilarly, a more flexible approach is required at the negotiations on

mutual and balanced force r~ductions in Vienna. Noteworthy progress in thesQ

negotiations WIll also constitute a sign of encouragement for the future of the

c~nventional Gtability negotiations.

Theae efforts can only achieve the deSired results if they are pursued witnout

diminishing ~he security of the countries concerned. The geopolitical

characteristics of specific regions will have to be taken into account in assessing

the consequences of any given disarmament measure.
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Any progreaa in the field of disarmament ia directly linked to the security

concerna and perceptions of t~e countries involved. Confidence-building measures

have an important role to ~lay in this reapect. We attach particular importance to

the confidence-building measures set for.th in the Final Act of the Helsinki

Conference aa well as to thosu ado~ted at the St~kholm Uonference l~st year and to

their atrict implementation. As an expression of its strict adherenoe to th~

letter and .p.~it of those measures, Turkey responded swiftly and favourably to a

request from the :>oviet Union - in conformity with the relevant provisions of the

Stockholm document - to dispatch a SO\'iet inspection toam to a military manvpuvre

which took place earlier thIS Inonth in Thrace, Turkey, WIth the partIcipation of

aome of our allies.

I ahould also strels the importance of greater openness in military matters.

Tranaparency and comparability in miliLary mstters are essential elements of

confidence building and a prerequisite ot sucuess in uisarmament negotiations. It

will al.o be indicative of the degree of sincerity of States in concluding and

implQmenting disarmament agr.em~nts. We therefore call on all :>tacos concerned to

make uae of the annual United ~ations reporting instrument on military

expenditures, as one available mechanism in this field. We consider that the

atatement made by the Soviet repreuentative on 16 October in this Committee

contains int~resting and positive elements in this respect.

We welcome the progress made this year by the Ad HO..£ Committee ot t.he

Conference on Disarmament in the field at ch"micdl weapor • 'I.'he utle 01 chemiclIl.

weapons has confirmed the urgency of the need for the completior of i.I convention on

the complete prohibition of the dev"lopment, production IInd atoG"pi Un,! de t.htwe

weapons and on their destruction, with eftectiv€" and reUo!lble v,Hificl.ltior systems,
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inuludinq on-site and challenge inspections. We maintain the view that only a

global ban can rid the world of the chemical weapons systems.

We are plHased by the successful conclusion of the International Conference 01'1

the Itelat!('lnlJ~.;.p between Dis,umament and Ilevelovment. 'rhe ~'inal Uocument, which

was adopted ~l consensus thanks to the reason and f.lexibility shown by all groups

concerned, will conatitute a brOAd framework for our future eftorts to achieve this

dual objective of mankind.
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Fin~lly, I should like to m~ke a few remarks about the third special session

of the General Assembly devot.ed to dislllrmlilmtlnt.. 'l'he preparatory Committ.oe, at its

first. subatantive a.8.ion from 25 May to 6 June 1987/ adopted a broad agenda for

the apecial aer.;sion without being abl!!- uWlny 1:0 tlllUl constraints, to dwel.l

adequately on the ite~b to be included in the agenda. We are confident that in its

future work the ?rJparatory ~ommittee will focus on th~ suuatance of toe lndivioual

agenda items, thus determining the areap which are more promising for b~o~deniny

the cOllsensu'l.

While we continue to Bubscribe fully tu the principles and priurities

established in the rin~l Document of the first ~pecial session devoted to

disarmament, we hvld the view that the t.hinl apecii!ll seSS1"n should be able to

reviaw and advance the goals set in the F'\nal Document/ in IIiew of the

opportunities and ch~llenges presented by develoFments which hav~ taken place since

the first special session was convened nearly 10 years ago.

~!:?J~ (Algeria) (in'~erpretation from Fren,'h): It is my yreat

pleasu~e to express to you, Sir, t.he satisfaction of the Algerian delegation at

seeing you presiding over th<:l Committee s pwceedings. In entr.uating you wit.h this

responsiole task our Committee has paid you and your country a well-deserved

tribute. Your personal qualitle.:l, breadth at vlsion and remarkable professional

attributes,.which are familiar to us all, made you a natural candidate for your

post, and I am sure that your eftortu as Cnairman will be extremely Buccessful.

would ~ssure you, Sir - a friend and the representative of a great fraternal

African country - of t.he enthusiastic and whole-hearted co-operat.ion ot: ttw

Algerian delegation.

Although it still remains to be contirmed formally and definitively, the

agreement in principle reached between the United states of America and the USSR on

the withdrawal and elimination of intermediate-r ange and shorter-r an']e miSSiles in
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Europe is a long-awaited avent. It has been realized after a 101lg period of

dangerous tension in super-Power relations and, although it ia not yet a

the detente for which we have lOllged prevails, it is a good au,)ury for tr.

prospects for dialogue and co-operat.ion in international relations.

I that

The considerable il,1portance already attached to it der ives naturally from the

fact that it is the first authentic agreement on nuclear disarmament ever

concluded. From that standpoint, it can only be warmly welcomed. But if the

historic momentum is to be maintained that woulu place it above the normal

vic!.ssitudef' of Buper-Powfilr relations, it must have a multiplier effect which will,

promote the successful conclu~ion or bilateral and ~ultilateral negotiatlons in the

field of disarmament. The Algerian delegation therefore wishes to offar some

comments we feel to be essential.

First, negotiations should contlnue with a view tr:> conclualny an agreelnent on

tha gradual rftduction and ultimutelV the total eliillination of strategic nuclear

weapons. jo'rom that standpoint it ls to b~ hoped thiit the two Buper-~owers wlll

conduct negotiations with determination to a~hieve, as Boon as possible, the

objective that they have Bet by co~nun accord at Reykjavik: the reductlon of their

strategic nuclear arsenals by 50 per cent.

Similarly, it is essential to activate negotiations tor the total prohibition

of nuclear-weapon tests ana resolutely and seriously to undertake negotiations to

prevel~t an arms race in space. It goes without saying, of course, that this

process requires respect for the 1974 and 1976 bilateri l agreements on the

limitation of underground nuclear-arms teats and, in its restrictive

interpretation, the anti-ballistic missile rreaty.

Secondly, bilateral negotiations should not be allowed to overshauow, but

should rather give a boost: to, multilateral negotiations, particularly those t3king

place at the Conference on Uisarmament. It is thecetore Ull]ustitlable that the
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Conference ha. so far been unable to make a meaningful .tart on negotiation. on

nuclear question. - an item that i. before it - and ha. not even been able to this

end to .et up the appropriate framework for the.e negotiation. through the creation

of sUbsidiary organs. It i. therefore imperative for negotiation. to be embarked

upon urgently so a. to conclude an agreement on the banning of nuclear-weapon

tests. Considerable teohnologinal progre.s has been made, accompanied for the

first time by the acoeptance of strict rule. for inspection and monitoring that

would make it po•• ible to reach a broadly sati.factory threshold of verification

for the prohibition of .uch te.t.. Comparable progress has been made in the field

of verification of an agreement on the banning of chemical weapons, and we hope tor

it. early conclu.ion.

Thirdly, if negotiations on disarmament are to guarantee inorea••d qeourity,

it should be recalled that this is indivisible and must be sought for the benefit

of all States. Acoordingly, the withdrawal and elimination of short- and

medium-range missiles deployed in Europe would leave untouohed the problem posed by

the formidable concentration of naval fleets ara nuclear arms in the

Mediterranean. It i. nece••ary to recall that the Europe of the Conference on

Security and Co-operation, .0 close geographically to the countries of the southern

Mediterranean, still remains very far from the centre of their legitimate security

concerns. That explains the initiative taken by the non-aligned Mediterranean

countries at Brioni, Yugoslavia, last June once again to draw the attention of the

two super-Powers and their .espective allies to the noed to embark on a dialoyue to

promote equal security for all Mediterranean States.

Fourthly, there can be no alternative to nuclear disarlnament. Whatever

aesurances we get from one aide, suee of it. military superiority, and whataver the

feara of the other side, locked as they are in the logic of deterrence, no defence
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system can make the nuclear ;~eapon obsolete, or red'lce the security concerns of the

non-nuclear-weapon States.

The persistence in claiming the contrary or fearing nuclear disarmament only

serveb to confirm the bipolar vision of inte,oationsl relations and the

Euro-centrist conception of world security. It is not just a matter of calling

into question tbe famous space shield, which continues to gi~e rise to the great~st

doubts as to its feasibility even among its original propon~nts. A space shield

could not guarantee the elimination of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

against a non-nuclear-weapon State - even if a system of intercepting and

destroying intercontinental missiles were fea.ibl~. It would actually make

short-range nuclear weapons an everydar thing, rather than r~nder them obsolete,

they would retain their formidable pov~r of annihilation, which would always

threaten the non-nuclear-weapon States, particularly those that have chusen to

remain outside the two major military alliances.

Thus, vulnerability to a nuclear attack miqht be a recent fear for certain

militarily developed countries that once thought it possible to master to their

advantage the instruments of deterrence. But for third-world countries that fear

has been a major fact of international life for 40 years, given the impossibility

of guaranteeing their security ayainst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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Let me refer to the two situationn most eaRily imaginahle today: what defence

system, what quarantee - apart from th. prohihition of nuclear weapons - can save

the southern African front-line StateD or the Middle Rastern Arah countries from

the thrb~t of the nuclear weapons ~s~e8sed hy South Africa and Israel?

It ls essential that the que8ti~n of nuclear diearmalaent regain its high

priority and that it therefore he the sUbject of appropriate negotiations. The

nuclear question can no longer be arproached only from peripheral or hypothetical

angles. Horizontal proliferation ot nucle~r weapons has proven limited, contrary

to the alarmist estimates of 20 yea!d ago, while vertical proliferation, by far the

greater danger, continues to reach new h~ights of formid~ble sophistication. That

does not legitimize horizontal pro~ifur::ltion of nuclear weapons 01 minimize its

risles, but it must he agreed that today it eoncerna mainly South Africa and Israel,

which in the past two aecades have j~i~ed the semi-clandestine, semi-official ranks

of nuclear powers.

llnderstood again in its original terms, the Question of nuclear weapone leaves

no alternative but nuclear disarmament.. Only nuclear disarmament can once and for

all protect mankind from the thre~t of extinction. only nuclear disarmament can

guarantee tbe security of non-nuc~p.a{-we~ponStates against the use or threat of

use of these weapons. O'ily nuclear diaarmament can ensure that nuclear energy is

used only for peacefUl purposes. Hence the challenge is not technol.1gical, it is

not an arms race in outer space in [e8po~se to the nuclear threat. It is a

political challenge requiring a genuine process of nuclear disarmament through

negotiation of binding, verifiahle international agreements.

However important it may he, the Question rf nuclear diaarmament cannot

eclipae that of conventional disarmamcr~t. That Question must he given the priority
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it is rightly considered to merit. This is particularly true fo. ~urope, which of

all the world's regions has the hiyhest concentration ot conventional weal' ns.

Thus, we wel<..ome efforts in the framework of the dialogue between the major

military alliances to promote measures to uUlld confidence dnd begin negotiations

on the reduction of conventional forces.

The importance of these efforts and what is at stake cannot be mistake.,: this

is a region where in the recent past world peace has been twice threatened dnd

which remains tnday the potential arena for a major conflict. ~ut it is there that

we encounter a level of specificity that results from a special historic and

military evolution that cannot bp. applied to the rest of the world. Although

detente in gurope is highly desirable and although it should not be sought in

ignorance of the security ne~ds of the Mediterranean alld, h~nce, the third world,

it cannot give rise to univerual implementation measures.

Th6 problems of third-world securlty generally demand speciflc action. Thus,

~ast-West relations bring in two military blocs that have existed face to face for

40 year6, prepared for or afraid of a confrontation perceived dS inevitable - but a

confrontation whose risks could be eased, if not eliminated, through d~alogue and

detente. In third-world countrie~ open conflicts are ~ reality due in large

measure to recurring consequences of colonialism, often involving foreign

interference and intervention in kel:!ping with pollci"ls of power. Overcoming these

conflicts thus places great demi!lnds on the international relations of the major

States involved in the process of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in

Europe.

In other words, the problem of convl:!ntional disarmament and

confidence-bUilding measures, as it applies to the countries of the third world,
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should not be posed in the First Committee or the Disarmament Commission

exclusively in terms of an approach specific to Europe: notion" of a surprise

attack or offensive military doctrines, for example, are concepts that belong to

the logic of East-West confrontation, which does not necessarily extend to regions

where the Non-Aligned Movement is striving to assert its independence from the

blocs.

The efforts of third-world countrie~, whether organized in a regional

framework euch as the Organization of African unity or an inter-regional framework

such aR the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, are b~sed on a perception that their

future is an essentially common one. Those efforts are aimed at resolving local

conflicts and at strengthoning measures to increase joint security, promote

collective autonomy and safoguard and strengthen the third world's ahility to act

on the international scene.

In spite of the difficulties it encountered initially, the International

COllference on the Relationship hetween Disarmament and Development concluded its

work with the adop~ion of a Final Document. That was first and foremost a success

of multilateral ism, which has thus given timely proof of its vitality and eternal

validity. But we must look beyond the symbolism and note the limitation~ of the

document that was adopted, it can keep all the promises it contains only to the

extent that imp).ementation of its programme of action is ensured through suitable

machinery and in a steady manner. From that point of view, the third special

Session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will provide the first

opportunity to evaluate with sufficient detachment the real commitment shown hY

States to the measures they agreed to adopt or consid~r.

Also as regards the third special session on disarmament, we hope that the

fresh vitaltty that seems to he invigorating hilateral negotiations between the
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united States and the ~,)viet Union and which we hope will have its effect on

multilateral negotiations as well will result also in the formulation of

appropriate conclusions to strengthen consensus on the princIples, objectives and

pr ior it 'es established by the Final Document of the first special session on

disarmament and lead to new concrete measures aimed at their genuine implement~tion.

IncreaRingly, COnSf'IIAUS is hecoming the pre-eminent way to adopt draft

resolutions before the First Committee. Consensus is the exclusive means of

decision-making in the Conference on Disarmament, and is a practice hallowed by

usage in the Disarmament Commission.

Consensus is a way of raisinq the lowest common denominator to its highest

level. It undoubtedly offers inexhaustible potential for finding 6n optimal level

of agreement on the most ?aried subjects. Above all, it can he an invaluable way

of expressing the common will if this is truly to lead to agreed decisions that ~re

not doomed to be dead letters. It is, however, regrettable tbat consensus - which

designates hoth the method of decision-making and the negotiating process that

makes such decision-making possible - is often utili?ed only for its ability to

bring the view of the majority into line with that of the minority, if it does not

actually grant a right of veto, thus fostering and perpetuating deadlock. That ie

why we deplore the fact that for several years now the Disarmament Commission haS

heen unable to adopt a series of recommendations on the nuclear capability of South

A.frica: a small number of delegations has always oppo_,ed adoption of a text that

is otherwise generally acceptable.

Fllrthermore, the underhanded challenge to the Final Oocument of the tenth

special session of the General Assembly, even though this '1"'1 adopted hy consensus,

is certainly not likely to reassure those who are convinced that general agreement

is the sureflt way to express in a lasting way joint commitment and collective will.
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Although the First Committee has decided to pursue its consid~ration of the

question ~f making it~ work m~re efficient, we cannot hel~ hut note that the aearch

for consensus is a moral ohligation only in so far ~s it eeflects a serious concern

to find a just balance among different points of view and a token of commitmen to

act in ~eeping with the collective will. It is in that Rense that th?rough-going

cOllsultations and mutual accommod~tions are called f~r. An excessive search for

consen9us can lead to immohillty hnd inaction, \;hlls damaging democratic rule and

even joint effort.

I:. thlll\; cont"xt my delegation will strive to reducr the numblllr uf draft

resolutions in order to continue to enlarge the basic agreement that exists among

membera of the Committee and to promote whenever possihle a unanimity of views on

the problems with which it is dealing.

Mt·~ ~~ (Democratic Kampuchea) (interpretation from French): On

t~half. of the delegation of Democratic Kampuchea and on my own behalf it gives me

great pleasure to congratul .• te you, Sir, on your unanimous election to the

chairmanship of the First Committee. Your wisdom and your wide experienc~ are th~

surest guarantees of the success of our work. My delegatl~~, is particularly happy

to see the First Committee solect the remarkahly talented representative of a great

country, zaire, with which Kampuchea has long-standing ties of friendship. We

should a190 like to congratulate the other officers of the Committee and to assere

you of vur whole-·hearted co-operation.

Notwithstanding an ~greement in principle and certain encouraging aigos, the

international situation is still tenae. After more than 4U yellrs of dIsarmament

neqoc iat ions si' .:e the end of the Second War Id War the internllt Iona I communi ty j 11

still awaitinq the conclusion of a trpaty on the true IInd halanccd reduction of

nuclpdr weapons. Nevertheless, the convent.ional .,rms race and proqramrneR to

modernize hoth nuclear and conventiom,l weapoOls continue apace, and local "no
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regional conflits are (m the increase. l,astly, the economic cl'isis rampant in

third world countrillll 1I, Gonlltantly deteriorating imd adversely atO)cting their

security and atability.

While the posllibil H:y of d nucledr war hanys over us all like a sword of

Damocles, there lICe Iltwllral others as well those of conventional weapons, of

chemical weapons, of subversion, of annexationisw and of ~overty, that hdng over

t:he heads of the developing countries in particular. When thone Ilwords fall, aa

has happeneu in Kampuchea and Afgh"nistan, tlotbeds of war are united, jeopardizing

peace, security and st.i~bility in whole reyions and in the world. In this

cO;'ln~ct.ion we wUIJld pay a trilJute to the third-world countries that have played and

continue to play a vital role in disarmament and in the defence of international

peace and security thanks to their reasDnable and practicdl ideas dnd initiativell

and, l.l:Jove all, to the many different k.indll of struggle they have waged,

individually or collectively, in defe/lce of t.heir own eXistence, independence and

security ard, at the same time, of the fundamental principles of the United Nations

Charter.

Kampuchea, like all wedk countries in the world, 4uite naturally has a speCial

interest in the cause of effective disarmament und the establiahment of a world

that is safe tor dll.. We hope that disarmamtmt WiLL be accomp ..mied l~y effective

measures that would make impossible any dct of a<Jgression or mi litary intervention,

use of force, blackmail, interterence 1n intern"l altairB on ! 'I~ part of any Power,

regional or global, agaillBt any ~t.llte, particul.arly the poorer States, in any part

of the world - Europe, Asia or elsewhere. Unfortunately, we have so far seen the

anlla r(!ducl: ions and t rOOf) reduct ions cannot be aq reed upon by heqemon iats without.

damaqinq their policies i~nd ideoloyies. In t.he current geopolitical cont.ext,

fraught wit.h conflict.s, tensions and mistrust, true diadrmament is Btill a far-utt

yoal. Treaties and agreements arrived at with 'lreat difficulties have been
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violated with imrunity. AI an example, th. invalion of Afghaniltan tollod the

knell of the rat. tUoation of flAC.or II - whi.cn doe" not, by the way, letim over ly to

bcJther the invader who, in pUL(Juit of hi global strategy, would never have forgone

Clonquet't for a dbarmam.nt 4lHeemellt. Sim11arly, all the deoisions of

international badi•• , and ~hole of the Uni~ed Nat~onl and its Charter in

partioular, when they ara not cons~nAnt with itl interests, Qr~ ~imvly di.reglrded

or loorne" by hagemonhm, whicn canllot conceive of the United N5t.ionl, the Movftment

of Non-Aligned Countr ha, (,)r allY other conference al anything but it. s~oke.men or

a. inltrurneh~. for itl dom\nati~n. ~lole groups have allo been the targets of

attempt8 to pervert their odgin"l purpola, to empty them of their original meaning

and ule them for ita own proflt. nfter all,. the mUltiplication of relolutionl,

c;;.r'lhrencel and neW organizationl all flow froll' this same lack I)t determination to

r.lpect tho.e that already exist.

On ~he othet hind, IUPpoling it 11 pOI.ibls to freeze the arme race [or 'lI

time, it. can .till Itart. up again very rapi.dly, for itl industrial technologioal,

ecor~mic and p~liticIl infr.structure 101111 rem~1n intact. We have ~.en, for

example, the apee6 a~d pac. with which the Soviet nuclear telta were r.lurned after

th. end of tht\ morator iUIR 101•• annclunced.

l(11t1aI:1".ls and m2111urel have l;>"en t.-IIen E"r nuc~~ar diaarmament and progress

ha. been achieved in Bome areao, and we wel,ome th~t. However, they cannot affQrd

us a lar~er meaeure of lecurity or contribute to an inurease in the standard of

living of peopl.1 unle•• hegemonism and .'ower po11t1L~ are limultaneously combatted.

It should be stressed that the war ot a99resoion 1n Kampuchea wal not launched

by a nuclear ~wer. lnd,ed, the ~ggre88or 1n very poor. Howeve., it has had ~

cle&r policy of regional exp~nQion for half a century, aimed at ftdtablilhing,

through the annexation of Kampuchea and Laos, a oo-called Indochinese Fvderation.
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That policy ha. di.a.trou. con.equence. tor regional a. well a. international peace

and security, tor di.armament and for development.

First, it had been the cau.e of the war in Kampuchea and of the .erious

tension that affect. the whole of South-Ba.t A.ia.

Secondly, it ha. caused thft a9gre••or to arm it.elf undulyl with a population

of 60 million, it pos.esse. the world's third largest army, with 1,200,000 men

under arms in regular unit., 1,500,000 militiamen and paramilitary forces - in

other words, one person out of ~3 is on a war footing - and stockpiles of arms that

are constantly growing and being modernized. In Kampuchea alone its occupying

forces are I:oday estimated to number 140,000 men, more than whole national armie.

of a number of countrie•• inclUding developed countrie., much la.ger than

Kampuchea. In Kampuchea, which has a popUlation of 7 million, there is one

ulliformeu .oldier for every SO inhabitant.. However, if WB add so-called

"advisers" and 700,000 settlers, who are in fact pea.ant .oldier., there i. one

lnvuder for ev.~y 7 Kampuchean••

Thirdly, thi. policy of regional expan.ion i. opening the way for the

super-Power that i ••xpan.io~ist on a global .cale to inten.ify the militarization

of the region. That ~uper-Power has already obtainea in Gxchange for its support

of the occupation of Kampuchea the military bas•• at Cam Ranh and Danang, the first

war~-water ports it so ardently covets to consolidat. its position and advantage in

the region and to extend its tentacles into the South China Sea, the South Pacific,

the Strait of Malacca and the Indian Ucean.
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1 will Bpare members statiatica given in many apecialized publicatlona

testifying to thft in~reased presence of troops, naval units, air force unitl,

control and Burveillance stations and othQr installations and facilities.

Furthermore, the Vladivostok speech ~ast July was in no way reasaurin\:! When J.t made

cle~r the growing interest of this global expansionist in the Aaian and Pacifi:

region and its intention to stren\:lthen its superiority there and deploy j,t~

polittcal and economic umbrella. All thia explaina why that super-Power, Which

possesseD some very important leverage without which the aggressor ag"inllt my

country would not be able to continue its occupation, refuses to help to so~ve the

Kampuchean problem by political means ~nd is il~tead striviny to ensure that tbe

international community accepts this occupation as a fait 3ccompli.

Finally, this regional expansionist is not only ruinous to our ~ountry a~d

people, but also to its own country and people. 'rhe sufferings, misfortu~es and

devaatation caused to my country and people are well known, but it is worth

stressing the disastrous situation of our aggre8(;OrS themselves who are struggling

again~t increasing, inextricable difficulties in all areAS - political, military,

locial and economic. Unless they put an end to their war of aggression and

occupation agaillst Kampuchllla they will never be ab18, no m"tter what rtlforms they

undertake, to find solutions to these insuperable difficulties.

If heyemonism has not claimea any other victims in SO.Jth-k:ast Asia and if the

qrave situation in the region is not even worse it is because of the ~ombined

efforts of the members of the Association of South-East Asian Nations (I\Sk:AN), the

solidar i ty of countries throughout the wor Id that cher ish pea~e and justice, and

the sacrificial struggle of the Kampuchean people, who have not only broughc the

occupation troops to a stanrlstill on the battlefield and prevented acceptance of

the fait accompli of this occupation, but caused insuperable and insoluble

difficulties for the agyressors themselves.
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The adoption by the General Assembly lost Wednesday of re.olution 42/3, on the

situation in Kampuchea - the ninth consecutive year th~~ it has adopted such a

resolution - with a majority of 111, or thr~e qU6rte(S of the Statee M.mbers of the

United NatiollS, is a strong, new appeal oy the international community to our

aggressors to put an end to their occupation of Kampuchea, thus making possibl~ the

easing of tension in ti0uth-~ast Asia and a ytart on the proceDs of disarmament in

the r~g\on and, at the same time, that of development and co-operation. It iR the

aggressors' refusal to &ccept this rAality that blocks any proyres8 towards a

political solu~ion a~d lOft elimination of the threat to peace, security and

stdbl~ttl in haio, and maintain& the climatR of distrust, which i~ not at all

propitlo~P for dldarffiament.

We al:-.o k.,ow "r.al; tho prnblem of Kampu.::hea is one of the major obstacles to

th6 re~toration at normal relati011s between the influential Powers p<:rmanent

ffi~~~ers of the SeCul,ty Cluncil. If it is so ditficult for this world super-power,

the prote~~or of Vi~t Nam and its a=ms supplier, to permit Kampuchea and its people

to enjoy independence and their legilimall:' rights, it is haro to believe in t.lle

sincerit',' of that el'per-Power's ..:onotant rhetoric aoout peace and ·jisarmament,

unles[] the disarmament it uvocates is aimed dolel)' at stnmgthening its own

advantaqe in its global expansionist btrategy a~d avoidIng rIvalry in are~B where

it is dure to be the loser.

Hl:vinq liuff("rC<l from nl>.veral wars in succession - and in particular the

present war o[ extermination, which has been waged tor almost nine years by our

(Jreat neighbour from the East - Democratic Kampuchea believes that peace is the

IIK>St precioull commodity ut all and deslrell whoLe-heartedly that the countrie!l which

enjoy peace may continue to enjoy it. It hall uupported and will continue to

r;upport <it L initioltiv.. " and lIIe<iBUP'U likely t.o contribute in any way to the

safeguarding ot internatlonal peace and security dnd the reduction of the risk of
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war, the prohibition and total destruotion of nuclear weapons, chemical weapons and

other weapons of mass destruction, a drastic reduction in conventional weapons and

troope, with appropriate verification, the establishment of nuclear-weapon-fr.e

zones, and so on. Oiearmament must be coneidered in all its aspects. The struggle

for this noble cause must be continued with persev.ranc~ and in all possible ways.

The trouble and conflict constantly ~rovok.d throughout the world, the malaise

in international relations and procrastination in negotiations reflect tht reality

that disarmament, the easing of international tension, respect for the right to

self-determination and national independence, the peaceful settlement of disputes

in accordance with the United Nations Charter and the strengthening ot

international peace and security are intimately interlinked. Suocess or failure 1\1

one area has positive or negative effects in other areas. The concerted struggle

against hegemonism and policies of force ie an ossential component of lhe

maintenance of internati' .1 peace and security and the bringing about of effective

disarmamftnt and a safer world.

Mr. ORAMAS OLIVA (Cubal (interpretation from Spanishl. I congratulate

you, Sir, on behalf of the Cuban delegation, on your assumption of the chairmanship

of the First Committee for the current session of the General Assembly. We are

aware of your experience in disarmament matters, i'lcllJding your work at the Geneva

Conference on Disarmament, and we are certaln that und3r your leadership the work

of the Committee this year will be most promising.

I also wlsh to congratulate your predecessor in that post, Ambassador ~achmanll

of the German Democratic Republic, on the distinguished role that he played last

year as in guiding our work. 1 also wish to greet the other oft icers of the

Committee and the Secretariat personnel. I promise you and all of them my

delegation's co-o~eratlon in the tasks that lie ahead.
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Th. work of the First Committ.e ia beginning thi& year in an atmosphere of

hope. Aft.r a long p.riod of fruRtration in the ~ield of disarmam.nt, in wnich

bilateral 'legotiations bore no fruit and multilat.. ral nllel....: n.gotiations w.r.

stalemated, on 18 September last we lear~,"'d of the agr.ement in principl~ betw.en

the United States at Am.rica and the Union of Soviat Socialist Republica on the

eliminatlon of m.dium-· and shorter-range missiles. We also learn.d of the new

posoibilities that were opening up for embarking on negotiations ~imed at banning

nuclear tests. This is, to say the least, encouragiil\l.

We also wish to recall that since the signing of the S~LT II sgreement in

1979, bilateral negotiations have not been producing pracr.ir.al results. Now,

however, and contrary to what has been achieved in the past, we arc on the

threshold of the signing of a new treaty which will eliminate once and for all a

whole generation of nuclear weapons - medium- and shorter-range missiles - from the

face of the earth. This is not a mere reduction, it is the complete elimination of

a type of nuclear weapon for the first time in the history of disarmament

negotiations, and this deserves to be welcomed.
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However, it is our hope that the signing of that agreement before the end of

this year will be only a first stev towards the elimination of all nuclear we~pons

before the end of this century. What we are witnessing today is the result of the

consistent application of the spirtt of Reykjavik and, in keeping with that spir.it,

we must hope for, and even demanrl, a S~ per cent reduction in strategic nuclear

weapons by mid-1988. We must work on the basis of that momentum and it is the duty

of all of us to contrit:.ute to maintaining dialogue and understanding.*

!n this context it is also the duty of the international community to demand

respect for what has been achieved thus far, since it constitutes the baais for

future agreements. I am thinking of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty which, among

other things, prohibits tests of this type of weapons system in space. Strict

implementation of th.~t Treaty and straightforward obsprvance of all its vrovisions

would strengthen confidence and ftlcilitate unimpeded work toward general and

complete disarmament.

Let us also recall that a commitment already el(ists between the Soviet Union

and the United States to conclude effec~ive agreements int~nded to prevent the arms

race in space and to halt it on ea~Lh for the ultimate purpose of achieVing the

complete elimination of all nuclear weapons. This commitment of both countries to

the principle that a nuclear war cannot be won and should never be fought leads us

to conclude that it is important, not lo say essential, for the dialogue we are

witnessing today to be institutionalized ana maintalned in the future so as to lead

to tangible results.

Let us recall that what is at stake in the arms race, and particularly the

nuclear arms race, is the vital interests of all the peoples of the world.

*Mc. Guti~rrez (Costa Idea). Vice-Chalrlflan. look tb'! Chd ir.
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We also welcome the possibilities opening up for the consideration of nucl~ar

weapons tests. Although it was not usefully followed up, the unilataral moratorium

that was maintained by the Sovi~t Union for 18 months did play an important role

towards the prohibition of tests, and perhaps w.. shall soon see its results. The

possibility of starting negotiations on this item even before 1 December 1987

reminds us that for a ~ong time all that has been neeaed to prohibit nuclear

weapons tests in all environments and for all time is real political will on the

part of all States.

The questions of verification and technicalities that in the past seemed to

prevent a nuclear test ban are no longer a problem. Now what is required is for n~

one to consider a test ban a long-term objective but rather an essential element in

ending the nuclear arms race.

Anotller .!ncouraging sign that is of direct relevance to the work of the First

Committee this year is the highly useful Final Document of the International

Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development.

lIere again, despite any opinion to the contrary, the international community

has recognized the existence of a close relationship betw~en disarmament ana

development and has reaffirmed that disarmament is fundamental to the as~irations

of peoples to development.

As is stated in the Final Document, adopted by consensus a few weeks ago, true

and .Lasting peace and s.'cur ity in Loday I s interdependent world requires rapid

progress in the field of disarmament as well as in that of development. There is a

grim contrast between the trillion dollars the world spends annually on weapons and

the 850 million illiterates, the 1.5 billion who have no access to medLcal

facilities, the 780 million undernourished and the on~ billion who are inadequately

housed, who are mentioned in the Pinal Document.
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There is, furthermore, a recognized relationship between the trillion dollars

the world spends every year on weapons and the foreign debt which ha. hit

developing countries. It is increasingly obvious that the resources needed to pay

t~at debt can be found in those military expenditures.

It is no accident that - also by consensus - the Final Document states thata

-The present world economic situation should also be seen in the context of

the arms race. For certain countries the high ~.ficits caused by military

expftnditures as well a. the cumulative effect of the 8ubsequent ri8e in the

interest tates have the effect of diverting substantial flows of capital away

from development activities. In this sen.e, the whole world is affected by

the arms race.- (A/CONF.130/39, p. 18)

The flexibility and readines. to co-operate displayed by all the participants

at the Conference prove that multilateralism is offering u. new possibilities and

augur well for the future work of the international community in the fields of

disarmament and development. It i8 therefore necessary for the General A8sembly at

this session to express its views on the results attained at the Conference and to

establish guidelines for a broad consideration of that nue.tion at the forthcoming

third special se8sion of the General A8sembly on disarmament. with reference to

that special session, since it will be held in 1988, that will allow U8 to make use

of the new prospects opening up in that field. Naturally, the basis for the work

of that Conference will be found, as has been stated repeatedly by virtually all

delegations in different forums, in the Final Document of the fir~t special ses8ion

on disarmament of 1918. The purposes, priorities and principle~ esta~lished

therein should be reaffirmed next year.
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our urgent taBk and the challenge we mUBt continue to face is that of

preventing the outbreak of nuclear war, ending the armB race, in partiCUlar the

nuclear arms race, banning nuclear-weapons tests in all environments and for all

time, prohibiting the production of all types of weapons of mass destruction,

including chemical weapons, and preventing the arms race from extending to outer

space.

The third special sesBion of the ~eneral Assembly on disarma~ent, which is to

take place next year, will offer an appropriate forum in which to consider the

implementation of the 1978 Final Document, the direction taken by disarmament

negotiations and how we should act in the future to guarantee implementation of the

programme of action we adopted in 1978 and solemnly reaffirmed in 1982.
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In future statements my delegation will speak more at length on the specific

items before the Conunittee. Allow me, in conclusion - because I believe that this

moment i.s ripe for dialogue and tlchieving the objectives of disarmament,

development and peace - to recall the following words of President Fine). Castro

before the Ge:leral Asseml:ly in 1979, which r{'lIIain fully valid tod..tYI

"The c lashing of weapons, L:le threatening language and the overbear i n9

behaviour in the international arena must uease. Enou~h of the illusion that

the problems ot the world can be solved by nuclear weapons. Bom~~ may kill

the hungry, the sick and the ignorant, but boMbs cannot kill hunger, disease,

and ignorance. Nor can bombs kill the righteous rebellion of thJ peuples.

And in the holocaust, the rich, the ones who have the most to lose in this

world, will also die.

"Let uS say tarewell to arms, and let us in a civilized manner dedicate

ourselves to the most pressing problems of ou .. ti,nes. Thj 3 :I." the

responsibility, this is the most sacred duty of the statesmen of all the

world. Moreover, this is the basic premiae for human slJrvival.· (A/34/PV. 31,

pp. €2 and 63)

The time is ripe for act ion. !,et us make good use of it. The internat1on .al

community and world pu~lic opinion are callin~ for it.

Mr. Nl>NGRAHAH'l (Afghanistan): Allow me at the outset to extend the

felicitations of my delegation to the Chairman of. the First Committee on .lis

assumption of this h1gh office. Un b~half of my delegation, 1 pledg~ to him our

full and sincere co-operation in securing a successful outcome for the Committee's

deliberations. 1 also congratulate the other oiiicers of the Comullttee.

'fhe discuf1sions of disarmament matters in the Committee have brouyht int.:

focus the v 1tal issue of concern to all 1n00nk 101.l, that 11., the lSBue relatlnq to the
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very survival of human civilization the core of which is the threat of nuclear

annihilation.

It is a reality that mankind has been drawn into the vicious circle of the

arms race. Sparks of discord and flames of war flare up again and again in various

parts of the world. Those flames, if not checked in time, may one day incinerate

our planet. If this threat to mankind is to be overcome, war must be divested of

its material substance, that is, weapons, and the road to general and complete

disarmament must be pursued vigorously.

The agreement in principle between the Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union

and the United States Secretary of State at their meeting in Washington to

eliminate Soviet and American medium-range and shorter-range missiles is of

significant political importance. The agreement also proves the fact that the

comprehensive programme of nuclear disarmament by the year 2000, submittea by the

Soviet Union, is valid and feasible. It should be translated into treaty

provisions to pave the way towards the elimination of all types of nuclear

weapons. We welcome this positive development and hope that it will be pursued

with intensified efforts to achieve our common objective, namely, the creation of a

nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent world.

The fact that there can be no winner ~>n a nuclear war has been aCknowledged

even by those who once spoke of -limited nuclear war-. However, merely

understanding that truth is not an active step towards removing the threat of

nuclear destruction now looming large over the world. Concrete measures must be

adopted immediately to stop the world from falling into the abyss - which could

happen not only by evil intent but also by a mere technical error.

The destructive consequences of the use of nuclear weapons are many and

diverse. The facts now available to science show that a nuclear conflict will be

trUly catastrophic for humanity and all living things. Numerous studies made in
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variou. countrie. and under United Nation .. &u.pioe. are oor.vincin\:l eVidence that

the use of aven a relatively small portion of the nUlJlear-wellpon I>tockplle will

1rlst\ntly kill hundredll of. m11110ns ot person", de.tt'oy immense mater ial and

cultural valu(\8, .to colo••al dOilmage to the produetive forces, and result in many

mOle lIeing doomed to II Blow death trom hunger and disea.e.

What has bec"m", very clear is the fact that none of the other od lobal problems

ean be solved without flrst solving the problem of war and peace, without

disarmament and ptlllcuful co-operation. :;ome authors of miUtary doctrines disguise

this point as much all they oan by placin·.J lIlmphtlsia on one ancl then on .;;nother

global p!oblem and either montion in passing or ~ven ignore the threat "f a nuclear

holocaust. In our oplnion, the bolution of the problem of war and peacr. requires a

re!lh~ctur ing of the aystem o&: illter-State relat.ions and r eorientat i0n ot

scientific research to~arde peaceful a~n8.

Annual global military expenditur~8 are now close to $1 trillion. Expenditure

on the modernization of existing nuclear aruc~Als ie increasinq faster than

military expel~iture in general. Taklng due accour.t of that situation, Afghanistan

and other non-alin\:lned countries attach great importance to the continulltion of

constructive and sincere negotiations to \:lrl!vent an armt; rac, in outer 1l\:l8Ce and to

terminate it on Ear.th.

My country is of the opinion that every state has an equal stake in ensuring

the preservatio~ of the planet on which w~ all live and establishing lasting

peace. 'l'he fate of our civilization canllot rest in the hi)nd'l ot those Who have

constructed their j,lolicies on deadly doctrines of nuclear deterrent an·1 protracted

nuclear war. As a non-aligned country, Afghanistan Uelievf:la that

non-nuclear-weapon Htates have th" right to determine their own destiny Y.~_I~i.:v_!.-~

the nuclear theat.
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Now that there is an approximat<l tlhategic militllry balance between the Soviet

Union and the (;ni':ed States of America, between the War flaw 'i'reaty Organization and

the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), ani attempt to under~ine that would

[esul: in increased threat to international peace and security. Yet the presen~

United States Adminifltration continues to ",hirl the flywheels of tile arms race and

to prepare for Star Wars. if the spread of weapons to outer space is not

prevented, it might result in a new, escalated round of the arms race dnd greatly

increase the dan~tlr of a nuclear war.

On the matter of destroyinq all nuclear weapons, so far no radical :>olution

has been dchievfldl it should be made absolutely clear to the world publlc that the

choice is either to preserve dnd consolidate the anti-ballistic missile Treaty dnd

thus render impossible a nuclear war or to aglee to the militarization of space.

However, if we want our planet and its inhabitants to survive, there is only <'ne

path to take - that leading to a nuclear-weapon-free world.

[n this regard, the Delhi Six - the leaders of States of Asia, Europe, Latln

• 'ledcll and Africa - tor the first time in history are working from conunon

positions to avert the danger of nuclear annillllation, and that is consioered dn

important initiative. Afqhanistan hails this effort of ~he six ieadFrs and

considers it IS slyn of univprsai public dspjl:ation. 'l'hese lInoertakin<Js have

provided new evidence that nur contradictory world is becoming ever more inteqral,

that secur I ty is increasinyly becomill<j a 1'01 i tical cuncer n rather than a mill tary

one, and that prevention of war must ue .111 objective rule of behaviour for all

countries.

A cumpt·eherwive nllclear test lldll wuuld make it l")ssillle to resolve olle <>L th"

RlOllt complicated t'.lsks in the field ot nucleon disanndment - the tdsk ot pr!o'venlll1lj

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



UG/IO A/~.1/4~/~V.1J

4S

(Mr. Nen~rahdry, ALyhanistan)

varieties of weapon systoms, an~ the ~oderniz~tion of nuclear arsenals. In this

regard, we welcome the agreement by the Soviet Union And the United States to start

stage-by-stage negotiations on the cessation of nuclear tests.
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We commend the practical ~t~p in that direction taken by the Soviet Union,

which for 18 months abided by its unilateral moratorium on nuclea' testing.

Unfortunately, there was no similar response from the United States. The fact is

that the attitude of (,tateB to the task of prohibitiny nuclear-weapon tests is a

touchstone by which t,heir real intel'\tions as regards nuclear disarmament can be

verified.

My country was cl founding member of the Non-Allyned 140vtlment and hdS always

supported its efforts to promote peace a.ld disarmament. In the Final Declaration

adopted at its tliyhth Cc-nferences of Headt' of State or (iovernment, held in HcSr4rtl,

the Movement emFhasized the extreme urgency of adoptiny immediate measures for the

prevention of nuclear war and for nuclear disarmament. It also stressed the

urgency of halting the development of anti-satellite weapons, dismantling existing

systems and prohibiting the introduction of new weapons into outer space.

The Democratic Republic of Afghanistan is of the opinion that the present

stalemate, or slow pace of progress, in disarmament must be addressed thrau'lh a

bold, constructive and practical approach. We consider that nuclear diqurmament

measures require strict verification procedurell, inclUding on-site ir.siJ<!ction, and

that the procesB should be real, all-embrac lng and convinc ing. verif ication

procedures should result in full confidence and demonstrate t~at agrtlements are

being faithfully discharged.

In line with Afghanistan's rejection of nuclear weaponll and all other ty~es ot

weapons of mass destruction, we consider that a new danger is posed by chf:'mical and

biological agents, when used for wepoOl:l purposeu. 1'heir lethdl potentlal Ilas

reached new dimensions as a result of recent scientific and technological

advances. '"hat state of aftairs makes !.t all the mor\! imperative that we conclud"

a convention on the prohibition of chemical wedponll. That would he an important

step forward on the road to disarmdment.
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The Gov.rnment of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan is of the opinion

that life on our planet is supreme. Mutual trust and understanding should replAce

fear and su.picion. Spending for militaristic purpos.s should be diverted to

social progress and development. We must find ways and means to achi.ve

uomprehensive international security. The fear of the threat or use of nuclear

weapons should be ren~ved.

All the efforts of the Members of the United Nations should be translated into

concrete measures leading to the accomplishment of that very important role.

The struggle for peace and international security constitutes the soul of our

foreign policy in the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan. We acknowledge the fact

that th. road to disarmament is difficult, but it is not impassable. Our united

action can solve this very impo~tant problem that threatens human civilization,

thus creating peaceful conditions for economic and social development.

Comrade Najib, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Pe~ple's

Democratic Party of Afghanistan and President of the Revolutionary Council of the

D.mocratic Republic of Afghanistan, has said the following in this regardl

"Implementation of our creative plans can be effectively aChieved only if

lasting peacI and security prevail in our regiol. and throughout the world."

Mr. TERREFE TADESSE (Ethiopia)1 First of all, I should like to eKpress

the satilfaction of my delegation that Ambassador 8agbeni Adeito Nzengoya is

pr_siding over the wOlk of the First Committee. My congratulations go also to the

other Committee officers, the two Under-Secretaries-General here present and the

Secretary-Genelal of the Conference on Disarmament.

My delegation aleo requests the delegation of the United Kingdom kindly to

transmit our sincere condolences to the family of the late Ambaesador Cromartie.

The United Nations Charter, formulatdd ~s it was at the conclusion of a

devastating war, reflected the strong hope and desire of the international
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community to prevent the recurrence of global war. Since then, technology has

produced numerous new type. of weapons, including weapons of m&•• destruction,

which now threaten the ver1 .urvival of mankind and human civilization. It is

therefore tintely and appropriate to cite the bade principle embodied in the

Charter governing relations between Stale. and members of the .ame society. The

Preamble and Article 2 of the Charter contain the.e words,

·We the people. of the United Nation. determined to save succeeding

generations from the scourge of war, which twice in our lifetime llas brought

untold sorrow to mankind

·And for these ends to practice tolerance and live together in peace with

one another as good neighbours, and to unite our strength to maintain

internatiollal peace and security ••• •

and

·AII Members shall settle their international disputes by peaceful means

in such a manner that international peace and security, and justice, are net

endangered.·

Ethiopia is one of the original signatories to the Charter. It is a mosaic ot

nationalities, culturea and beliefs, ita people have for centuries been known to be

hospitable and patriotic, jealoua of their freedom and independence and always

united against external aggression and intervention. In the paat 13 years the

people ot gthiopia, having liberated themselves tram a feudal and explJitativ8

socio-economic system, have aadumed State power, embodied in a Constitution, the

preamble to which reads in pa 't,

·We the working people of Ethiopia, bdsed on a centuries-old glorious

history, are engaged in a great revolutionary struggle to extricate ourselves

from our current state ot backwardness and transform Ethiopia into a socJ.alist

society with a t.igh level of development, where justice, equality and social
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prosperity prevail ••• thia constitution which is the supreme law of the land

and the basis for establishing and administering the People's Democratic

Republic of Ethiopia and in which our sovereignty is expressed, the unity of

our country and the equality of nationalities ba8ed on our right to

self-determination i8 ensured, basic freedoms and rights are guaranteed and

duties respected, we are enabled to make our due contribution to world peace,

justice and d~mocracy and social progress."

The People's Democratic Re~ublic of Ethiopia firmly believes in co-operation

for mutual benefit among all people8 of the world, the strengthening

good-neighbourly relations, respect for the principles of national sovereignty,

territorial integrity, non-interference in the internal affairs of other States and

the peaceful resolution of conflicts, and in general the principle of

non-alignment. Ethiopia is a party to many international treaties I the Treaty

Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water -

the 8o-called partial test-ban Treaty - of 1963, the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, of 1968, the outer space Treaty, of 1966, the

sea-bed Treaty, of 1970, the biological weapons Convention, of 1971, and other

international conventions.

Ethiopia, like the overwhelming majority of States, has a vital interest in

di8armament measures, because we believe that the arms race lies at the root of

increasing tension and insecurity in international relations. As far back as 1959

Ethiopia proposed a United Nations declaration of principle condemning and

outlawing the use of nuclear and thermonuclear we~pons. We have repeatedly

expressed our concern at the testing, production and deployment of all types of

weapons of mass destruction. We have vi90ro~sly urged Jtates, particularly the

nuclear-weapon States, to abide by the commitments laid down in the partial

test-ban and Non-Proliferation Treaties.
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We have before Ul. in the First Commit~ee the report of the Conference on

Disarmament, in which it is noted that d consensus was not reached even on a

mandate for an ~~ committee to carry out multilateral ne90tiations on a treaty

on the complete cessation of nuclear test explosions.
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It is to be reoalled that a ban on n~clear-test explosions by all States for

all time was conaidered a matter of higheat priority in ueneral Assembly

reaolution 41/46 A. Ethiopia voted in support of that important re~olution, and,

as Preaident of the ~4nference on Diaarmament during the month of July 19~7, we had

the opportunity to draw to the attention of the Conference that its most crucial

task remained the conducting of negotiations to ban weapons of mass destruction,

especially nuclear weapons. Many recalled the grim consequences th!lt would ensue

if such weapons continued to exist and if the nuclear-weapon States contlnued to

drift towards nuclear confrontation. For the past 30 years the complete cessation

of nuclear-weapon tests has been the subject of more than 50 ueneral Assembly

resolutions. The non-aligned countries have reminded the nuclear-weapon States

that renewed eacalation of the nuclear-arms r!lce, as well as reliance on doctrines

of r~cleQr deterrence, which is based on the threat of the use of nuclear weapons,

heighten the risk of an outbreak of nuclear war. In resolution 41/92 the General

Aaaembly has reminded us that the road to equal security for all States in all

apheres of internatlonal relations lies in strengthening the collective security

syatem embodied in the Charter of the United Nations.

Nearly 10 years ago the Final Document of the flrst special session devoted to

disalmament affirmed that nuclear weapons poce the greatest dangar to mankind and

to the survival of civilization. It is theretore essenti~l to halt ~nd revers~ the

nuclellr-arms race. The nuclear-arms race, far from contribul:ing to the

strengthening of the security ~f all States, weakened it and thwarted eftorts

toward~ the relaxation of international tensions.

In the Conference nn Disarmament negotiations were to be undertaken on all

sub'.tantive items on the agenda. 'rhe modality of establishing ad hoc working

grou/:,s with clear mandates should continue, even though the provision of experts
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poses constraints for countries with small delegations. Members of the Group of 21

attached the utmost importance to the urgent conclusion of a comprehensive treaty

on the complete prohibition of testing of all types of nuclear weapons in all

environments by all States, thus ending the qualitative improvement of nuclear

weapons and the development of new types of such weapons, as well as preventing

nuclear proliferation. Regrettably, the establishment of ad hoc committees on

items concerned with nuclear-weapon testing and the cessation of the nuclear-arms

race were not supported by a group of Western countries.

On the other hand, it is gratifying the note the overall support and active

participation received by the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has resulted in

a draft text of a convention. The Ethiopian delegation would like to stress the

necessity of the earliest possible conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of

the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and their

destruction. It would be imperative for the states concerned not to complicate the

negotiations further by imposing untenable conditions or by producing other new

types of chemical weapons.

Sixteen years ago the Indian Ocean region was declared by the United Nations

as a zone of peace, and every year the General Assembly has adopted resolutions

urging the speedy implementation of the Ueclaration. However, efforts to realize

that objective have continuously been frustrated. The failure since 1983 to hold

the Indian Ocean Conferen~e at Colombo is a case in point. Ethiopia, as a

hinterland State of that Ocean, urges that that COnference take place as provided

by the decision of the General Assembly.

My delegation also cannot but express grave concern at the deterioration of

peace a~d stability in the adjoining Gulf region. The current security environment

of the region is characterized by the presence of an unprecedented number of n~val

forces, which is contributing to the mounting tensiQns. T.be situation has now
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become explosive to the point of posing a grave threat to international peace and

security. Ethiopia views those developments with great concern.

Twenty-five years ago African Heads of State and Government issued a

Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa. The General Assembly reaffirlned

that call and urged all States to respect the continent of Africa as a nuclear-free

zone. At its tenth special session the ~eneral Assembly decided that the Secur~ty

Council should take steps to prevent the frustration of that objective. It is

clear that the nuclear programme of the racist regime of South Africa constitutes a

very grave danger to international peace and security and a continuous menace to

the security of African States. It also increases the danger of the proliferation

of nuclear weapons. The Disarmament Commission, the United Nations Institute for

Disarmament Research (UNIDIR) and the Department for llisarmament Affairs of the

Secretariat, in consultation with the organization of African Unity, were involved

in studies and reports on South Africa's nuclear capability. General Assembly

resolution 41/55 called upon all States, corporations, institutions and individuals

to desist from further. collaboration with the racist regime that may enable it to

frustrate the objective of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa.

Three Western nuclear-weapon States opposed that resolution. It is equally

regrettable that the Disarmament Commission has this year once again failed to

reach a consensus on this important item on its agenda. Nevertheless, the report

of the Commission reaffirms that South Africa'S policy of apartheid, an

institutionalized form of racial discrimination, remains condemned by the

international community and by the Security Council as a crime against the

conscience and dignity of mankind.

Ethiopia, a country striving to combat underaeveloipment, views witn

particular interest the results of the International Conference on the Relationship

.Between Disarmament and Development. We welcolDe the fact that, despite initial
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difficulties, the Conference was able to adopt the Final Document by consensus. We

reaffirm the view that genuine and lasting security in this interdependent world

demands rapid progress in both disarmament and development. In the words of the

Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament, "the time has therefore come to seek security in disarmament."

We are encouraged by the sequence of events designed to improve the

international political climate, and we welcome the resumption of the Geneva arms

talks, as well as the summit meetings between General secretary Mikhail Uorbachev

and President Ronald Reagan, first at Geneva and later, in 1986, at Rejkyavik. The

double-zero option put forward by the Soviet Union to eliminate medium- and

shorter-range nuclear weapons is truly a breakthrough in Soviet-American bilateral

negotiations. The upcoming agreement between the Unitea States and the USSR will

also reinforce multilateral disarmament negotiations, since it envisages in the

future the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests by all States,

together with an effective verification system. We also welcome the submission of

a draft treaty to the bilateral forum to reduce strategic weapons by 50 per cent

and a draft agreement to strengthen the terms of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty.

Those developments, although they hold great promise, are not in themselves

adequate to remove the constant fear of nuclear annihilation under which we live.

All nations are concerned about their national security iL.terests, and the national

security interests of those that are close to them. Hut the security of the world

as a whole can best be assured not by a balance of terror but by global commitment

to uphold peace and stability.*

* The Chairman returned to the Chair.
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(~rerr.te Tad•••• , Ethiopia)

The mere accumulation of nucl.ar w.apon. ana other weapon. of ma••

destruction ha. proved utt.rly in.dequat. to ~urtr.ntee peace dnd the yenulne

security of State.. Th.refor., it i. n.c••••ry to •••e•• the progr••• m.de in

the ~hld of disarmam.nt and to de.ign • further .trategy to en.ure

.lnttlrn~ltJ.onal pe.ce and ••cur ity.

Since that is the purpcll. of. tne speci.l seSlIlon of tile t>eneral Assemlly

to be held next y.ar, one cannot under••timat. the value of world public

opinion in creating a climate f.vour.ble to proyress in the field of

d1sar~lament. Ra.olution 41/60 A, on the World Di.armament Campdgn, caUs

u~n Governments llf all St.tes to recognize and respect the mass peace

movement. as an import.nt f.ctor in disarmament. United Nations Cent.res hlr

Peace, Disarmament and Developlnent, in co-operation with ttl8 United Nations

Institute for Disarmament R.De.rch, c.n play .s vital role in m.king av.ilable

material, partiCUlarly on nuclear dl••rmament, provided tney are given tt~

necess.ry support.

'l'he c..:HAIRMAN (interpretatlon from French), In the 119ht at ongo111'"'

con~ultations with a number of membera of the Committee, and bearing ln mi~d

that it is my intention t-J report to etle Colnmittee on those consultations

toda~, 1 pro90~e now to suspend the meeting.
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The meeting was suap_nded at S p.m. and reaumed at 6 p.m.

The CHAIRMAN (intel:pretatlon fl:om rrenchh Aa I indicated at OUI: 6th

meetil"llJ, consultations have been I.I\der way en the dnft I: ..solution submitted by the

delegation of ftomania (A/C.l/42/L.l). Aftel: the oon~ultation~ held laat Friday

morning I was not. in a position to inform the COMlllittee of their r.ault, owing to

new developments\ anothel: draft re.olution waa pJt forward by the United Kingdom,

sponsored also by a numbel: of other delegation". Moreover, the qroup of

non-aligned count-r iee announcftd that it wOllld be lIubmi tting yet another dr aft

resolution on this subject. Since the two draft reaolutiona - the United Kingdom

text and the text that was to be aubmitted by the non-aUc;;ned group - dealt with

substantive agenda it.ems, it was clelllr that consultationa needed to be pursued

solely on the draft resolution submitted by the delegaUon of Romania.

After intensive discussions over the past SlYetal days, w. have reached

virtual agreement. on a draft decision proposed by the Chairman (A/C.1/42/L. 3),

which appeals to the two super-Powers to continue the negotiations begun at

Washington and te) concl'lde those negotiations in accord!lnce with the agreement in

pr inciple reached by those Powerl'l.

That draft decision came about thanka to the co-operation of many delegations

during the consultations/ I take this opportunity to thank them for their willing

co-operation 10'1 th the Chairm,1n.

Before the Committee takes a decision on the draft decillion, I sho<lld like to

read out the textl
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(The Chairman)

"The General Assembly, noting the joint statement released by the united

States of America and the Union of SOviet SOcialist Republics at the end of

the meeting of the secretary of State and the Minister of Foreign Mfalrs,

held at washington, from 15 to 17 September 1987, urges the Governments of the
,

Union of Scwiet Socialist Republics and of the united States of America to

spare no effort in concluding, in accordance with the agreement in principle

reached at that meeting, at the earliest possible date a, treaty on the

elimination of their intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles to be

signed at a summit me~ting to be held in the fall of 1987 between president

Reagan and General-Secretary Gorbachev, as it was agreed, and to make a

similarly intensive effort to achieve a treaty on 50 per cen t reductions in

the strategic offensive arms wi thin the framework of the Geneva nuclear and

space talks." (A!C.1/42!L.3)

That one paragraph would express the views of the First Committee on the major

negotiations now under way. This Committee cannot remain indifferent to this

matter, for it is our ta'sk to discuss questions of disarmament on the agenda of the

General Assembly.

I call now on delegations wishing to state their position on this draft

decision.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish); First of all,

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for l:eporting to us on the consultations you have been

holding with a number of delegations and on their results, as reflected in the

document now before the Committee. I assure you that we have no objection to the

spir it behind the draft decision or to your effor ts to br ing about consensus on the

text before us.
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(Mr. Taylhardat, Venezuela)

Nor do we have any insurmountable problems with the content of the draft

decision. We do, however, have some technical and other difficulties we wish to

explain before a decisior. is taken on the draft text.

First of all, we do not believe this document will have an impact on the

course and results of the talks soon to be held at Moscow beNeen the Minister for

Foreign Affairs of the sov iet Union and the Secretary of State of the United States.

As to our sedous technical difficulties, first of all regarding the form of

the document, the text has been plac~d befo~e us as a draft decision, whereas it is

in reality a draft resolution. An att.eompt has been made to make it lo?k different.,

but its content and purpose are thote of a draft resolution. It is our

un(\arstandLng that General Assembly decisions relat.1! to the conduct of ita own work

and are normally addressed tf'l As~embly organs, "r to the Assembly itself concerning

the transmittal of documents or a;lenda itttms for consideration by other organs.

Tile present document contains an appea ... to States Member s, which means that in

Hubstance and form it is ' ike a draft reSOlution.

We .lIls" have considerab:e difficulty with the substance ef the document. In

thi_ draft decision the Assembly would take not~ of a document that is not an

(,Hicial docL.rnent of the United Nation,..1 the General ASl'lemly would note the joint.

statement issued by the United States of America and the Union of SOViet Socialist

Republics. To my knowled'le, the Assembly loaas not been informed of t.he contentll of

that statement, nor has any othel: Ui1tted Na~ion8 body.

Another difficulty is that the document refers to the possible date for a

summit meeting, while neither of the States that will participate has agreed eVGn

to hold such a mpetlnq. In that connection, I would cite the 1'; OCtobet· edition of

The New York 'rimes, YlIhich reported that the United states Secretary of State hlld

inflicated that n,) date harl been set "nrl that there wa~ no certai"ty that the

me~tinq would take pl~ce.
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(Mr. Taylhardat, Venezuela)

Moreover, we doubt that it is appropriate or necessary to adopt such a draft

decision at this time. The coming Moscow meeting between the United States

Secretary of State and the Soviet Union's Minister for Foreign Affairs is a single

event in a process that is still evolving. We truly do not see the need for the

General Assembly to make the appeal proposed in this text with respect to a meeting

that will itself lead to no final result.

Finally, we have a procedural difficulty with the proposed text. Rule 120 of

the Assembly's rules of procedure states that aa\ a general rule no proposal shall

be discussed or put to the vote at any meeting of a Committee unless copies of it

have been circulated to all delegations not later than the day preceding the

meeting.

Having said that, my delegation will not stand in the way of a consensus on

this draft decision, but I wish to make it clear that the delegation of Venezuela.

will not participate in that consensus.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I have taken note of the

comments of the represen'tative of Venezuela and of the fact that his delegation

will not be participating in a consensus on the draft decision.

The Committee will now take a decision on the draft decision contained in

document A/C.lI42/L. 3. May I take it that the Fir st Commi ttee adopts that dr aft

The draft decision was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I call now on delegations

wishing to make statements after the adoption of the draft decision.
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Mr. van STULPNAGB~ :rederll Republic of GermanY'1 I thoul\! like to

congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, on the dratt declllon jUlt adopted by the Pirlt

Committ,'e. I wilh to draw attenUon to the tact that in thil text we lpeak ot

intermediate-range and Ihorter-range mi•• ile.. In almOlt III officii:. llft9uagel

tho.e are not technical expte.8ionl) we have therefore con.ulted with other

intere.ted delegf,Honl and Cl...tate that my delegation and other intere.ted

delegationl interpret the word. -intermediate-range and .horter-range mi••ile.- to

meln millile. with I ~ange of between 500 and 5,500 kilometre••

Mr. TAHASIE (Ro~aniall ~he Rom4nian delegation would like to expre•• it.

aati.faction at the con.enau. achieved by the rir.t Committ.e on I draft deci.ion

by which the General A..embly would appel1l to the SOviet Union and the United

State. to Iplre no effort in concluding •• loon a. poalible thi. year a treaty on

the elimination of intermediat.-range and ahorter-range mi•• ilea. The dreft

decili~1 i. a product of our common endeavour. and contribution.. We appreciated

and co-operat.~ in the intenaive con.lIltIUon. oonducted by the Chlirman with

almo.t all delegaUonl. I blank you, Sir, for the fruitful re.ulta of your

activitl.ea, and congr,'.tulate you on them.

The cau.e ':.0 which WI are dedi<.:atinq our energy and politicll will 11 of

particular importance. The General ASlembly could not mi.1 thl. hlwtoric

opportunity to fulfil its important role in the field of di.armament and to

encourage the fll~~ major step on the way towards eliminating nuclear w.apons.

I con~ider tnat the m~in objectlve of the draft resolution ~otroduced It our

4th meeth,,:! by my delegation was achieved through the adoption of thi. draft

declslon. I dm grateful to all members for their under.tanding Ind .upport.
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~he CHAIRMAN (interpretation trom Prench)I I nhould like to thdnk

delegations, especially tho~e that lent me such valuable suppo.'t during all the

consultations and disoussion•. in which they participated on the draft decision just

adopted.

The meeting rose at 6.25 p.m.
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