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The meeting was called to order at 10.40 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
Mr. CAMPORA {Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): In the past year,
bilateral and multilateral disarmament talks have been exceptionally intensive.
Yet there have been no practical results lightening the burden on mank ind c-used by
the arms race.

Indeed, 1986 has been a year of constant negotiations, first and foremost
between the two great Powers. 1In Geneva, for example, there was the fifth round of
negotiations on nuclear weapons and outer space issues, and the sixth round is now
under way. Similarly, there have been meetings in Washington, Moscow and Bern on
nuclear-weapon testing and on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 1n Stockholm,
the Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and Disarmament in
Burope reached agreement on confidence-building measures with regard to manoeuvres

involving conventional forces.
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In the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva signi.icant steps have been taken
towards the drawing up of a convention banning chemical weapons. Purther,
agreements have been reached within the framework of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA) in Vienna, on security, information and co-operation in the
event of a nuclear accident. Lastly, the Second Review Conference of the
Convention on the prohibition of biological weapons was held and led to
unexpectedly positive results.

That remar kable list of forume devoted to disarmament has created the
impression that the two major Powers are genuinely working towards a dialogue that
will move them farther from confrontation. We must believe that the presence of
the two major Powers in all those various forums has opened the way for an exchange
of views to be held on their respective positions and that that will help to
identify areas of agreement and disagreement.

World public opinion has taken it as understood that such negotiations are
entered into because there is a resolve to achieve agreements. That in itself is
an extremely encouraging sign. During 1986 we believe that exhaustive dialogues
have tLeen lield on a very broad range of items. This may, indeed, have been the
broadest range of disarmament items considered on an international level since the
days of the cold war and throughout the alternating periods of tension and détente
as the military alliances have alter nately moved clo er together and further apart,
while mank ind has continued to suffer, now on the brink of the abyss, now in the
very antechamber of hope.

We believe that there has never been a time like the one we exper ienced in
1986, in which the questions of both nuclear weapons and conventional weapons have
been the subject of talks and active negotiations. 1In 1986 we note that all

disarmament items have been placed on the agenda of various discussioas. 1In other
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words, a very detailed awareness of respective positions must have been achieved.
We would like to turn our attention in particular to a number of developments that
have been encouraging beczuse they have shown that the great wall of mistrust is
beginning to show cracks.

Dur ing the negotiations held in the Conference on Disarmament on the banning
of chemical weapons, the principle of on-site inspection has besn accepted. We
view that as a factor that must strengthen international confidence. We also
consider, that the agreement between tha scientists of the two major Powers to
permit on-site observation of nuclear-weapons tests strengthens international
confidence. TLastly, we must also refer to the agreement reached in Stockholm on
the observation of conventional-force manceuvres in the respective territories of
the two military alliances.

These are very significant examples showing that a certain road has now been
taken from which we must not depart. It is essential that international confidence
be strengthened; it is essential that formulas be worked out that will generate
confidence that disarmament agreemenis will be respected and complied with,

Such is the intent of the undertaking of the six Heads of State, among whom is
the President of my country, Mr. Raul Alfonsin, together with the leaders of
Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and the United Republic of Tanzania, which is aimed
at creating confidence between the major Powars and at bringing thelir positions
closer together. They have accordingly made 2 specific proposal to them on a
system that would give each of them the asaurance that any agreement bann ina
underground nuclear testing would be strictly complied with.

We note with satisfaction the favourable reception given to this proposal by
the six Heads of State by the international community. 1 am sure that the repeated
references ‘o it and th. many expressions of support for it our leaders have

received will encourage them to pursue their endeavour.



A/C.1/4L/PV. )
8-10

(Mr . Campora, Argentina)

The remarkable international effort undertaken in 1986 in so many different
surroundings would appear to be aimed at achieving a sound understanding between
the two major Powers at the highest possible level. According to of ficial reports
that have been issued, the meeting between President Reagan and General
Secretary Gorbachev at Reykjavik on 11 and 12 October brought them very near to a
historic agreement that would have led to a substantal reduction in the level of
both strategic and medium-range nuclear weapons.

The mere fact that it has been possible to reach the preparatory stage of a
possible compromise on nuclear weapons is of the highest importance for the cause
of nuclear disarmament. It shows that determined negotiations can lead to results
if their willingness to make reciprocal concessions. We hopr that the stage
reached in Reykjavik will serve as a solid basis for a continuat!on of the
bilateral negotiations o be held at Geneva.

The possibility of reaching an agreement on the re iuction of nuclear weapons,
together with the adoptior of a nuclear-test ban, are two goals that acve of
paramount importance. It may be that in the course of 1987 irportant steps can be

taken towards the achievement of both those goals.
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It was not possible to reach agreement on the reduction of nuclear arms in
Reykjavik owing to the failure to ¢ : to an understanding about the prevention of
the arma race in outer space — an item which has become one of the major political
problems of our time.

The development of a military race in space has been u reality from the very
beginning of the space era. This is an unchallengad assertion and, in fact, is
well known because scientific literature on the subject is abundant. 1in the same
way, there have been consistent calls from the international community against such
a development. The international community has no time left to establish a régime
to ensure the peaceful use of outer space; this must be done now, for later will be
too late,

At the recent meeting held at Harare, the Heads of State of non-aligned
countries urged the Conference on Disarmament to commence urgent negotiations with
a view to reaching one or more agreements, as might emerge, so as to prevent th.
extension of the arms race in all its aspects to outer space.

The concept of the peaceful use of space is very clear. For example, the use
of satellites for communication, meteorological observation, the study of the
glabe's surface and education, among ~thers, is quite obviously all aimed at
peaceful usws. Space cbjecta also include those used as laboratories to study
various forms of lite in space and other exploratory exper iments. This form of
activity for-peaoeful purposes holds great promise for mankind's progress and,
therefore, must be protected; its development must be guaranteed for the benefit of
all peoples.

But, of course, space objects can also be used for military observation and

communication and can be integrated into land-based military systems. In additiomn,
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there is the possibility of using space for arms deployment; in other words, space
ocould be used to carry out actions with defensive or offensive weapons against
other space objects or land-based objects. The 1967 freaty prohibits the
deployment in space of nuclear arms and other weapons of mass destruction, but it
does not say anything about any other type of weapon. The exploration and peaceful
use of spave must be protected and international oco-operation in this respect must
be developed, as stipulated in the 1967 Treaty.

At the same time, the use of space for military purposes of observation and
commmication must be controlled. In this respect, the international régime for
the registration of space objects must be strengthened, as indeed should thec means
of verification, as may be necessary.

But a totally separate chapter is the use of space foi the deployment of
weapons., This aspect requires special consideration because of its sciertific and
technical complexity. None the less, it must be very clearly understood by the
international community that ics very highest interests lie in an absolute ban on
the deployment of all types of weapons in outer space.

Fur thermore, we must bear in mind that the scientific and technological
development linked to research now being carried out with a view to the
militarizaticn of space could also be applied on land. That possibility has not
been fully analysed and it contains a very great danger, since investigation,
research and experimentation of new military elements in space could also be
applied, through the creation of land-based weapons which use the new technologies
that today are being researched for use in space.

We are sure that the General Assembly at this session will Zecide, firmly and
determinedly, on the best way of organizing this task which can no longer be put

off, that is, to ensure the peaceful use of space.
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The question of disarmament includes many diffe.ent items of varying
importance. Far tuo often we note with oconcern a trend simed ac establishing an
unacceptable division of labour on the disarmament items. We see that the mcst
impor tant and serious items - for example, those dealiryg with nuclear arms, nuclear
testing, outer space matters, or different kinds of technology aimed at creating
new types of weapons - are in fact being removed from the framework of the debate,
consideration and negotiation in United Nations multilateral forums. But those
items ace the reason for the great nightmares from which contemporary man suffer s;
those are also the items that incur tremendous expenditures which, if saved, could
indeed be better used to remndy the injustices that prevail today in the economic
relations between the developed world and the deve'oping countries.

On the other hand, a serins of items which do not have the same impor tance as
the aforementioned are constantly promoted in order to create commitments for
countr ies which are far from representing a threat of any sort to mankind's
survival. A rational criterion should give logical priority to the rost serious
and urgent items in such a way that the Conference on Disarmament could carry out
nagotiations on those jitems before any others.

We have repeatedly heard references to the need to complement the multilateral
process with the bilateral process in the consideration of disarmament issues.
This comp) ementarity is possible only in so far as both processes are linked,
because if they are in fact developed separately then there can be no
complementarity. That is why complementarity between the multilateral and
bilateral processes requires communication between the two spheres. In thin
Cespect, we express our agreement with the important statement of the Vice-Minister
of the Soviet Union, Mr. Petrovseky, about his country's position at the Reykjavik
meeting. Similarly, we hope that a statement by the other major Power on this very

impor tant development in international life will be forthcoming soon.
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It is difficult to speak of disarmament without speci fically referring to the
negotiatious involving the Conference on Disarmament in relation to the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament under the devoted guidance of
Mr. Garcia Robles. This 18 not just one item among many but rather, as is recalled
in paragraph 109 of the Final Document, one of the principal tasks to be carried
out since it would make it possible to draw up an instrument on the basis of a
systematic order and an agreed calendar, a process of global negotiations towards
general anc complete disarmament, which is the goal of all our efforts.

For that reason, as has been specifically requested by the Eighth Summit
Conference of Heals of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Countries, it would
be important for the General Assembly to call on the Conference on Disarmament to
oonclude its negotiations in the first part of its session so that at the
forty-first session the General Assembly would be in a position to adopt a decision
on that document.

Finally I should iike to refer to the need to strengthen the United Nations
role in matters of disarmament. Nothing could be more detrimental in this respect
than slowing down, or postponing multilateral activity. Hence, we must not delay
the holding of the Conference on Disarmament and Development, preparation for which
was the subject of intense and very careful work. It is appropriate that that
Conference be convened in 1987.

We also 'believe that a start should be made on the preparatory work for the
third special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, the session to be held not later than 1988, in agreemen: with repeated

decisions of the General Assembly.
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Mr. JAQOBOVIYS DE SZEGED (Netherlands): Since this is the first time

this delegation has spoken under your guidance, Sir, I should like to take this
opportunity to congratulate you officially on your assunption of the chairmanship
and to say that we have full confidence in your ability to guide this Comr ttee
through its rather heavy work-load. We assure you that we will co-operate with you
to the utmost extent.

Speak ing as representative of the Nether lands, a nation strongly committed to
European urity, I wish to associate my delegation fully with the statement made in
this Committee by the Minister of State of the Foreign and Commonwealth Office of
the United Kingdom, Mr. Timothy Renton, who spoke on behalf of the twelve member
States of the Buropean Community.

Today I will outline a number of majo:r obilectli.es of the Nether lands
Government in the field of disarmament and of international security. More
specificilly, I will emphasize the conceptual framework in which issues of
djsarnament and of interna:ional security have to be placed and Gabated. But
before starting to do so, allow me to dwell on one important recent event.

On 11 and 12 Occober the leaders of the nited States and the Soviet Union met
in Reykjavik with a view to preparing a summit meeting to be held later in the
United States. Though other significant issues were on the agenda as well,
Presiden’. Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev agreed to concentrate on matters
of arms control and disarmament. Considering in particular the declared
preparatory nature of that meeting, my Government is Of the view that Reykjavik
yielded more elements of agreement than could be expected.

Quite naturally, in the Nether lands too there is some disappointment that the
large measure of rapprochement could not instantaneously be crowned with agreement
on all th. subjects discussed. Drawing, however, on what could be achieved in

Iceland, the respective negotiations shou'd be pursued and brought to a successful
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end. We are confident that the United States and the Soviet Union will spare no
effort to consolidate and build on what has been achieved.

Or the relationship between disarmament and security, the representative of
the United Kingdom made some very pertinent remarks. Allow me to add a few words
to those observations.

Security consists of political, economic, humanitarian as well as military
components, and national and international security are no longer divisisle. Hence
the need for a comprehensive and co-operative approach to aternational asecurity.
Armaments are a symptom of perceptions of security. There fore, to achieve
disarmament, we should aim at creating circumstances, glabally as we}l as on the
regional level, that are perceived by peoples and States as more secure, thus
gradually reducing incentives for an arms build up. Such an environment of trust
can be induced while making use of existing tools. The Charter of the
United Nations remains the single comprehenpive and authoritative guideline for
improvement of relations between our peoples and, by implication, for increased
international security. We have good principles; there is no need for new ones,
Such novel ties would only risk uidermining the spirit and letter of the Charter. A
true contr ibution to enhanced international security would be unambiguous
compliance with the letter and spirit of the Charter, and indeed of all
inter national agreements. A number of instruments of international law is already
available. o:curity is being indermined by the failure to make proper use of those
instruments.

Much has been said in present and past debates about the paradox of the
concept of nuclear deterrence, which has played a key role in preserving peace in
Burope cver the past 40 years. It is precisely because nuclear weapons are 80
destru~iive that they make war unthinkable and serve to prevent it. The merits of

the concept of nuclear deterrence were appropr iately highlighted in the
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comprehensive study on concepts of security (A/40/553) finalized last year and in
the study on deterrence that came out i July of this year.

Clearly, if nuclear weapons were aver to be used, that would have world-wide
effects. Inevitably, however, those who would suffer most would be the countries
directly concerned. Thus they themselves I we the greatest interest in avoiding
such an eventuality. The Nether lands, together with its partners in the
Atlantic Alliance, seeks the prevention of any war, whather conventional or
nuclear, through agreements on all aspects of security, military as well as the
other ones. This policy involves dialogue and arms-control negotiations in the
East-West context as well as multilaterally, in conjunction with the maintenance of
an adequate deterrent and defence capability, at lower levels of armaments wherever
that can be agreed. The Nether lands seeks verifiable arms-control agreements that
establish a stable balance of force at the lowest possible levei. To prevent
doubts about compl iance from giving rise to mistrust between States, those States
should consent to measures for the international verification of compliance. This
would contr ibute to improved security and increased confidence between States.
Arms control and disarmament are essential elements in a comprehensive security
approach.

While a maximum effort must be made to bring about substantial reductions in
nuclear armaments, those weapons cannot be disinvented. MNuclear weapons are part
of a wider system that has afforded us a relative mersure of stability. This
situation cannot be changed overnight. As was recognized in the Final Document of
the tenth special session of the United General Assembly, on disarmament, the
reduction of nuclear weapons can only be achieved in phases in such a way that the
secur ity of all States is guaranteed at progressively lower levels of nuclear

armaments.
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At the beginning of the 19708 the two Powers which possessed the largost
nuclear arsenals, and as a result bore the greatest responsibility for nuclear arms
control and disarmament, made a start in the search for agreements aimed at halting
the upsard spiral of nuclear armament. We have to acknowledge, in retrospcct, that
these agreements have had the unintended consequence of a diversification of weapon
systems and qualitative refinements of those systems, largely because of the agreed
quantitative ceilings. This development has given rise to some dissatisfaction
about the agreed arrangements., Meanwhile, more ambitious roads have been set out
upon. Both sides are prepared in principle to reduce their nuclear arser.als
substantially. Intensive negotiations are under way to translate that readiness
into concrete agreementa. Our hopes are placed on concrete results in those
negotiations.

Burope is the location of a singular concentration of a diversity of types of
nuclear weapons, The Soviet Union, having enjoyed superiority for a long time in
conventional offensive means, has stepped up its capabilities in the nuclear
offensive area. This is an alarming development, The Netherlands Government
therefore attaches the utmost importance to progress in the negotiations between
the United States and the Soviet Union on intermediai:e—range nuclear systems. An
agreement seems possible. Such an agreement, however, should not be undermined by
other nuclear systems of a shorter range that constitute a threat to the Atlantic
Alliance, including my country.

The concept of staLility has un important part to play in the process of arms
control, arms reduction and disarmament. fteasures in this process should increzse
instead of endanger stability. The nuclear problem, therefore, cannot be geen in

isolation. The conventional imbalance in Europe is a case in point. The
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Netherlands warmly welcomes jn this context the agreement reached in Stockholm on
22 September on a set of confidence- and secur ity~building measures in Burope,
which constitutes an important step towards more pclitical and military atability.
As the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Netherlands, Mr. Hana van den Broek, said
on 24 September, hope for the future can be derived from the Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Burope (CSCE). The measures agreed upon, incorporating
provisions for international on-site inspection, can serve as a good example to
Other regions and provide an impetus for reaching agreement in negotiat ons on
other security issues. We therefore hope that the proposals introduced by the
Western side in the talks in Vienna on mutual and balanced reductions of forces in
Central Burope will meet with a satisfactcry reaction from the East.

The partners in the USCE process are now preparing for a new round of
negotiations. We stress the need for progress in al. aspects of security:
military, economic and humanitarian.

The common conviction that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would
seriously diminish stability and thereby increase the danger of nuclear war,
induced the overwhelming majority of States to unite under the Treaty on the
non-proliiferation of nuclear weapons. Since the successful Review Conference of
the Parties to the Treaty in September 1985, that conviction has been reinforced.
Further witness to that is borne by tne adierence to the Treaty of no fewer than
136 states. The Netherlands, furthermore, supports regional agreements and
arrangements meeting this purpose, among them the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones in those parts of the world where consensus exists among
the countries concerned.

The Final Document of the Review Conference underscores the impor tance of a

comprehensive test ban as a stimulus in the pursuit of non-proliferation. The



A/C.1/41/PV.10
23

(Mr. Jacvbovits de Szeged,
Ne ther 1ands)

conclusion of a comprehensive tesrt-ban treaty ramains as necessary as ever, and we
remain fully committed to it. The Nether lands subscribes to the view that the
question of nuclear tests, in particular a comprehens ive test ban, in view of its
importance for the world community, deserves priority treatment in the Geneva
Confarence on Disarmament. We call on all wembers of the Confereace on Disarmament
to make possible the resumption of the work on this issue without further delay, as
from the beginning Cf the 1987 session of the Conference.

Inter im steps and agreements, particularly by and between the States that
possess the largest nuclear arsenals and therefore bear a special responsibility,
are capable of inducing an atmosphere of confidence in which the purpose of a
comprehens ive test-ban can prosper.

We wish to recall two such inter im approaches. FPFirsat, improved techniques and
procedures for verification would enable more accurate monitoring of compl iance
with the threshold test-ban treaty and the treaty on peaceful nuclear explosions.
The Netherlands supports the call for acceptance of these new veri fication methods,
which would remove the last obstacle to ratification of those treaties.

Secondly, the Nether lands wishes to establish a link between proposais on
reducing and ending nuclear tests and early results ih the bilawsral arms ocontrol
talks which are to continue Letwesn the United States and the Soviet Union.

Ef foctive agreements on substantive and verifiable arms con ¢ol, which will
substantially reduce the nuclear arsenals, appear to remain possible. We believe
that a programme can be devieged, in parallel with such reductions, for step-by-step
reduction and limitation of nuclear testing, and the ultimate ending of all tests.
We welcome the support for such a parallel approach in the inlervention of the

President of the United States in the General Assembly.
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I now turn to some important observations of the Secretary-General with regard
to the role and capacity of the United Nations in the field of arms control and
disarmament.

The Geneva Conference on Disarmament remains the single multilateral
disarmament negotiating body operating in the framework of the United Nations. We
fully subscribe to the Secretary-General's call for high-level attention to, and
expert participation in, the Conference on Disarmament by Member States. As in the
past., there is a useful role for this body in the negotiation of future arms
control and disarmament agreements. All members must, in particular, endeavour to
make concrete contr ibutions; they should not be satisfied with the mere expression
of broad political declarations.

An agreement for which the Conference on Disarmament continues to play an
extremely useful negotiating role is that on chemical disarmament. The use of
chemistry for weapons purposes has been an abhorrent reality since the spring
of 1915. Public repugnance and the sut equent unambiguous prohibition of the use
of chemical weapons in war has not resulted in precluding their use in regional
conflicts, most recently in the war between Irag and Iran, as confirmed by findings
of United Nations missions that went on-site. Arsenals have been maintained,
increased and modernized. The earliest possible conclusion of a total ban on
chemical weapons has acquired even greater urgency in the face of the looming

prospect of chemical weapons proliferation.
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Some encouraging progress was made in this field in the Conference on
Disarmament during its 1986 session. In a number of important areas, such as the
verification of non-production and the destruction of stockpiles and production
facilities, there is ground for some well-founded optimism about furcher hocadway.
The Netherlands tried to make a contribution to the solution of one of the
outstanding issues by organizing a workshop on the verification of non-production

of chemical weapons in the civilian chemical industry, in June of this year.
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The constructive atmosphere amongst all perticipanta at that Conference holds
promise for early progress in the negotiations. It is hoped that the ideas and
concepts that sprang from the Conference will bes a useful basis for further
discussion, showing that a satisfactory system of verification is possible.
However, further substantive work needs to be dony. The remaining -~ yet quite
essential - question cf verification through challenge inspections hess not yet been
brought to a solution in spite of the imaginative and constructive proposal made by
the delegation of the United Kingdom.

We are glad to note that the Second Review “cnference of the bioclogical
weapons Convention was held in the same constructive atmosphere. The Conference
was oconfronted with serious problems but succeedad in agreeing upon some useful and
important measuras to strengthen confidence in the Convention. Taat positive
result shculd encourage us in our endeavours to reach a successful outcome in the
negotiations on chemical weapons, which is certainly not beyond our reach.

Outer space should not become an area of competition between super-Powers.

The Wetherlands shares the expectations raised by the efforts of the United States
and the Soviet Union to work out effective agreements aimed at preventing an arms
race in outer space and at terminating the arms race un Earth. Meanwhils, the
anti-ballistic missile Treaty should be strictly respected. At the same time, the
Conference on Disarmament has a duty to examine space-related complementary iisues
that nave a multilateral aspect.

Like the Secretary-General the Netherlands vemains in favour of agreements
concerning existing and new regions where nuclear weapons - or, where applicable,
all weapons - are proscribed. The outer spsce Treaty and the Treaty on Antarctica
are good examples of such agxzeementa. Yowever, a word of caution is appropriate.

Such arrangements are of autonomous importance only if they can count on the full
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consent of all partiss concerned. If States - in some instances not: the least
important ones - continue to fail to bring into force such regional arrangements
for themselves, the purpose of those arrangements is threatened in its essence.
The Secretary-General approprjately recalls that
"Respect for the status of international civil servants is essential to a
Secretariat that will enjoy the confidence of Member States”,
and that
"staff members, in turn, must refrain from any action that might reflect on

their position as international officials responsible only to the

Organization®, (A/41/1 . 14)

The Charter is unambiguous where it enacts provisions guaranteeing the
fnternational status of the United Nations staff and the corresponding duties of
Member States. We condemn all actions by States in violation of their duties in
this respect, most recen“ly those interfering with the exercise of the functions of
the Director of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR).

I have touched upon only a few subjects among the multitude that will be dealt
with by this Committee in the weeks to come. The Secretary-General has
appropriately warned us that the lapact of the Aueﬁ)ly's efforts can be reduced
through lack of focus and inadequate economy in their execution, and that the
influence of the United Nations will be enhanced if discussicns in its various
disarmament forums can be %0 organized as to minimize duplication and reduce the
nunber of resolutions. In our view too, the emphasis should be on defining common
attitudes and on de-emphasizing mutual differences. The delegation of the

Nether lands stands ready to contribute to the work of the First Committee in that

respect.
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Russian): Discussion in the First Committee is confidently gaining momentum and
becoming increasingly broad in scope. We believe that one of its diastinguishing
features is the determination tc take practical action and to incresse the
constructive efforts to achieve a breakthrough and start real movement towards a
nuclear-free world and global security through disarmament. The weariness of
rhetoric, which had been growing in re>ent yeart, is clearly giving way to the
energy of action.

Our ocountry not only welcomes this spirit, but is doing its utmost to follow
it through in terms of specific action. New and cogent proof Gf this is the Soviet
proposal for a meeting in Reykjavik. That meeting was a momentous event in
internatinnal affairs and in the struggle to end the arms race, to prohibit and
abolish nuclear Iweapons, and to eliminate the threat of war from the entire planet.

As a result of the Reykjavik meeting a qualitatively new situation exists.
The struggle for nuclear disarmament has reached a new stage at which we must make
further efforts to effect radical reductions in nuclear weapons, and to work for
their eventual total elimination. The Reykjavik meeting paved the way for a
possible step forward towards a change for the better, provided that the United
States finally adopts a realistic approach.

As stressed at the meeting of the Committee of Foreign Ministers of the States
parties to the Warsaw Treaty, held at Bucharest on 14 and 15 October, the Soviet
Unicn and its zllies are determined to carry on the dialogue and the active
struggle to end the nuclear—arms race and establish a comprehensive system of
inteynational peace and security.

At that meeting the Warsaw Treaty States stressed their support for the

position of the USSR at the Reykjavik meeting and for the large-scale and
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far-reaching Soviet proposals put forward at that meeting. They called upon the
United States and the other countries of the North Atlantic Treaty Orqgan fzation
(NATO) to understand the responsibilities involved in the current world sltuation
and to adopt, on a basis of realism, and responsibility, a constructive approach to
the Soviet Union's proposals, which remain the maln subject of the Soviet-United
States dialogue.

We are firmly convinced that in the present qualitatively new situation no one
can continue to act as before. What is required today is new approaches, nev
political thinking and a new political philosophy rejecting the age-old notions
about the admissibility and acceptability of wars and armed conflicts. That new
political thinking expresses in a concentrated form the collective wiasdom of
mankind; it is being moulded and introduced into international practice by the
joint efforts of socialist, non-aligned and most capitalist countr ies, as well as
those of broad-based public opinion.

Today, it is no longer sufficient to recognize that one cannot ride a white
horse into a nuclear desert. The realities of the nuclear and space age are harsh
indeed. 1In a nuclear war the destruction of civilizatior would be universal. The
first nuclear strike - should anyone ever decide to launch it - would be a suicidal
act: the last act. Radioactive death and nuclear winter know no boundsries, no
political, geographical or ideological boundaries. This threat has made all States
and social systems equal and has linked them inseparably in a common destiny. 1In
this day and age it has made peace the supreme value for all. The key quesntion
concerning relations among States boils down to this: coexistence, or no existence

at all.
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Hence i+ follows that today no State can any longer harbour the illusion that
it {8 incapable of making itself iuvulnerable by military and technological means
alone, not even by creating a most power ful defence, be it on Earth or in space.

Guaranteeing security - and the meeting at Reykjavik confirmed this - is
increasingly becoming a political task, and it can be carried out only through
political means. I should like to quote in this connection from the Mexico
Declaratic , which states:

"If a repr irn of Hiroshima on a global ac;ale is to be prevented, it is not

merely muce knowledge or new technologies which are needed, but more wisdom.”

(A/41/518, p. 3)

Secur ity cannot indefinitely ba bas d on the fear of retaliation. The price of
continuing to pursue the doctrine of "“deterrence through terror,"™ which is employed
tc duatify the continuance of nuclear testing, the renunciation of the first and
secund agreements on strategic arms limitation (SALT I and SALT II) and the erosion
of the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems (ABM), is far too
high. An extension of the arms race to outer space would represent a serious, and
quite possibly insurmountable, obstacle to a4 nuclear-free world: it would set up an
even narrower dividing ? ine be’'ween war and peace and pose a constant threat to the
secur ity of each and every one of us. That is why the strategic defence initiative
has becone a symbol of obstructing the cause cf peace, of the concentrated
expression of militaristic designs and ¢ ¢ the reluctance to remove the nuclear
threat hanging over mankind, as well as the embodiment of a short-sighted, narrow
and selfish approach to the problem of international secvrity.

It is entlrely possible that neo-globalists would be happy with hegemony

placed in the hands of one oL two military and space super-Powers that would keep
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the entire world within the sights of their space weapons. However, we find such a
prospect loathsome. We are in favour of a just, democratic and secure peace, both
on Earth and in outer sipace.

The emergence of 1ew means of waging war threatens to hand the responsibility
for political decision-making over to computers. As a result, we may all end up as
hostages to technology, which can malfunction, as has been tragically demonstrated
byv the recent accidents involving the "Challenger™ and the Chernobyl nuclear
plant. Furthermore, such sophisticated weapons systems are being planned that the
agreement on their ccntrol will be virtually impossible.

The time factor has now become crucial. Extraordinary impatus is. needed to
get us moving down the road t>wards security - a reduction in the level of military
confrontation, the adoption by all States of a defensive military doctrine and the
limitation of military capabilities to what is required for defensive neelds.

Only disarmament can provide a solid foundation for the ouilding of a secure
peace. Constructing such an edifice on mountains of weapons is like building it on
sand. "Security through disarmament®™ - that was the way in v ich the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament defined what should be the
main thrust of efforts by States in the nuclear and space age. That is also how it
is defined in the documents of the Harare Conference of Heads of State and
Government of countries members of the Movcment of Non-Aligned Countries and in the
Mexico Declaration. Those are major contributions to the new political
philosophy. The introduction of new ideas into the practice of international
relations is served by the proposal of thie socialist countries for establishing a
compr ehensive s;stem of international peace and security.

Of course, structural elements of the edifice of global security should be
Incorporated into tha military as well as the political, economic and humanitar ian

fields. It is not a question of wiich should come first - Jisarmament
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or confidence, the reduction of military ursenals or the settlement of regional
conflicts. We can and should mose simultaneously towards security on all fronts,
not linking progress on one front with movement on another but redoubling our
efforts in all areas. However, in so doing, political realism requires that we
recognize the unique significance of disarmamunt as a system-forming process that
provides material guarantees of security and confidencw and that erects a physical
barrier against wars.

The Compr ehensive Progr amme of Global Security through Disarmament pu. forward
by the Soviet Union on 15 January ..36 represents a fusion «.f new political
thinking and a platform of oconcrets actions. The programme envisages: the
elim.nation of all means of mass annihilation; a guarantee of peace in outer spacej
significent reductions in armed forces and convantional weapons and limiting the
miltary capabilities of States to a level of reasonable sufficiency. The core of
the programme ‘s the plan for eliminating riuclear weapons from the planet within
this century and an effective ban on space strike weapons. Its fundamentally new
aspect is the fact that it envisages not merely the final objective but practical
disarmament measures with a precise time-table and designed to be implemented
within a historically short space of time. The progragmme is large scale, bold and
pragmatic. It is very specific both in procedures and in the timing of its
implementation. Another of its characteristics is that it is drawn up taking full
account of present-day realities. It takes int~ conasideration the views and
concerns of other States, including nuclear States, and the interests of equal
security for all, without prejudice to anyone.

One alpcct/of our programme of security through disarmament that deserves
special wention is its profcundly democratic natura. 1Its goal is the
self-dissolution of the so-called Nuclear Club. We believe that the prestige and

dignity of a great Power should not be associated with nuclear or other kinds of
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weapons but, rather with its contribution to disarmament and to the establishment
of security for all, without exception.

The huge constructive potential of the programme and of the new political
thinking that gave rise to it were also given vivid expression in the package of
impor tant Soviet proposals made at che meeting in Reykjavik. Had they been
accepted, a new era in the life of mankind would have been ushered in - a
nuclsar-free era.

Of course, the issue of nuclear disarmament cannot be fully solved between the
USSR and the United States alone. Disarmament is the concern of each and every one
of us. What is needed is vigorous action by all States, truly joint, many-sided
and concentrated efforts devoted to crucial areas, efforts that make use of all the
creative and ingenious potential of the world community of nations.

A nuclear-free world is the concern of the entire international comamunity and
of each and every State. The Soviet delegatio. fully agrees with Foreign
Minister Andersson of Sweden, who stated:

"Nuclear disarmament. is not the concern of the nuclear Powers alone."

(A/41/PV.10, p. 86)
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The priority area of muitilateral efforts is the ending of nuclear testing.
It is the simplest, clearest, and most effective step which could be taken
forthwith to wind down the arms race. We believe it imperative to embark
finally on full-scale talks on the cessation of nuclear explosions once and for
all. This reflects the will of the overwhelming majority of Strtes which are
calling for a stop to be put to the endless chain of nuclear tests designed t~
perfect nuclear arsenals and create space weapons. We whole-heartedly endorse the
appeal of the representative of Mexico, Mr. Robles, for an immediate solution of
this question. We entirely agree also with the view of the representative of
India, Mr. Razi, that a comprehensive prohibition of nuclear testing ie an
imperative.

Now when horizons of a nuclear-weapon-free world are emerging certain other
questions remorselessly arise: how can we work to reach agreement on the
elimination of nuclear weapons if at the same time they are being continuously
refined? How can one call for trust from partners if one reserves the freedom to
disrupt equality in the courae of disarmament?

It has become axiomtic that politics is the art of the possible. 1In the
nuclear space age a new understanding is emerging of the art of politics as the
ability and courage to rise above national and State interests and to make
choices - no matter how difficult they may be - in favour of the common intecrests
of mankind. One such difficult decision for us was the further extension to
1 January 1987 of our unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions. That was a
practical deed demonstrating the sincerity of our intentions, our determination to
act and, at the same time, to encoursje others to act. This action has been
appreciated on its merits by everyone who places practical deeds at the top of the

- gscale,
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We hear energetic demands in the United Nations that the United States should
join the Soviet moratorium. A Soviet-American and, subsequently, a multilateral
moratorium would undoubtedly help to prevent the testing of nuclear weapons also on
a treaty basis.

The Soviet Union is open to any ways and means of verifying the cessation of
tests, including the establishment of a world-wide supranational verification
networ k. Valuable recommendations were put forward by the Conference of the
Non-Aligned Movement in Harare. The United Nations, we think, will support the
proposals of the five continents for ensuring compl iance with the obligation not to
carry out nuclear explosions. The Soviet Union, we decl.ce today, will»acoept all
recommendations produced under United Nations auspices.

Our delegation is authorized today to affirm that the Soviet Union is ready to
sign a treaty on the complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, at any time and
in any place. We are even prepared to do it herc, in the United Nations itself.
For the Soviet Union, any versions are acceptable - bilateral Soviet-Amer ican
negotiations; trilateral, with the participation of Great Britain; or miltilateral,
within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament.

Another extremely imp rtant area for increasing multilateral efforts is
nuclear dis;armament, aimed at achieving secure, verifiable and verified agreements
deaigned to bring about a radical reduction in and the total elimination of nuclear
weapons. Today we are presenting a proposal to proceed immediately to an exchange
of views on these questions among all the nuclear Powers in parallel with the
Soviet-Amer ican negotiations on nuclear and 3dpace weapons.

In the course of such a multilateral exchaige of views a range of substantive,

concrete questions could be discussed, particularly the cessation of the
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marutacture of fissionable and fusionable nuclear materials for the purpose of
daveluping and manufacturing weapcons; a system for eliminating nuclear weapons;
fundamental principles for approaching verification of multilateral measures for
nuclear disarmament, and the time for involving the nuclear Powers in the process
of nuclear disarmament. That is our new proposal and it proceeds from the premise
that the practical implementation of nuclear disarmament measures affecting other
nuclear Powers would take place after a radical reduction of USSR and United States
nuclear arsenals .

We should like to see the Conference on Disarmament finally get down to
businesslike negotiations on nuclear disarmament and measures for preventing
nuclear war,

It is not just a matter of our supporting those ideas. We find acceptable the
proposals totv the elaboration of multilateral agreements to reduce the .isk of
nuclear war, similar to the bilateral agreements concluded with the participation
of the USSR in the 1970a. We are in favour of businesslike discussion of the
pProposals by the United Nations Secretarv-General, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuédllar, for
the establishment of a multilateral nuclear alert centre. Clearly, the very idea
of such a centre is contradicted by the creation of "star wars®™ weapons and the
nuclear arms race.

The Boviet Union supports the democratic demands of peoples in various parts
of the world for the creation in those areas of nuclea -free zones. The USSR has
taken a principled stand in favour of the establishment of such zones, including a
nuclear-free .co‘r}‘idat in Central Ruropej; zones in Nor thern surope, the Balkans, the

Korean peninsula, and South-East Asia. Wa call upon all nuclear States to
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guarantee such a zone in the South Pacific. The USSR is sympathetic in principle
to the question of creating a zone of peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic,

as proposed by Brazil, and the idea of declaring the South Atlantic a nuclear-free

zone.

We do not want to see nuclear weapons takirig over new territories. We want to
strengthen the non-proliferation rdgime. Comprehensive strengthening of that
rédgime is increasingly becoming a paramount task for multilateral action in the
international arena. We, nuclear and non-nuclear States alike, must resolve this
question together. A reliable basis for such joint action is the Trsaty on the
Non-Proli feration of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), which in pracctice has ptovcd_ its
effectiveness and viability. However, it is impossible to overlook the growing
nuclear ambitions of Israel and South Africa or 0 disregard reports about attempts
to develop nuclear weapons in the South Africa-Israel-Taiwan tr iangle, as well as

in Pak istan.
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It is necessary to ensure, on a hroad multilateral basis, the apeedy
implementation of the recommendations of the ‘third Review Conference of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty, held last year. On the same basis, efforts should be
continued to further enhance the role of the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) both in strengthening the non-proli feration régime and in creating safe
conditions for the use of nuclear energy for peaceful puzposes,

Preventing an arms race in space is the universal ana oY anetary concern, and
consequently a high-priority task for the United Nations. At the last gsegsion of

the United Nations General Assembly, 151 countries voted in favour of an immediate

solution for this issue.

The Soviet Union is deeply convinced of the need for a radical ban on the
development, testing and deployment of space-str ke weapons.

At the same time, in this field too, we are not saying "all or nothing”. We
are in favour of important partial steps in that direction. Most urgent among them
is the strengthening of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty. In Reykjavik the USSR
proposed that that specific measure be implemented. The United S.ates, however,
rejected that approach, which posed no threat to it whatsoever and did not affect
its genuine security interests, and flatly refused to confine research, development
and testing under the strategic-defence-initiative programme to the laboratory.
The President contended that he needed the programme to ensure that America and its
allies remained invulnerable to a Soviet missile attack. For that matter, however,
the Soviet side has proposed that all the strategic nuclear weapons of the United
States of America and the USSR be eliminated -- and under strict control. So the

question arises, and I put it to the United States delegation: why would there be

a need to secure "the freedom of America and its friends" against Soviet nuclear
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missiles if no such missiles existed? If there were no nuclear weapons, what
reason would there be for defence againat them?

In the light of what happened in Reykjavik, it has become absolutely clear
that the entire "star wars"™ venture is purely militaristic in character and
designed to achieve military superiority over the Soviet Union. The chimera of
military supremacy - I cannot use any other word - turned out to be more power ful
than the need to take a necessary step, and prevented the sides from adopting
decisions that might have become hl.storic for the entire nuclear and space age. A
turnabout in world history d4id not occur, although it was possible.

The urgent need to resolve without delay the question of preventing an arms
race in outer space is now, after Reykjavik, felt more intensely than ever before.
The United Nations must speak out in defence of outer space. At the Geneva
Conference on Disarmament, negotiations should at last be started on the conclusion
of an agreement or agreements to prevent an arms race in outer space in all
aspects, including the working out of accords on such partial steps as a ban on
offensive space weapons of the "space-to-Earth® and "space-to-space® class,
renunciation of the development of new anti-satellite systems and the elimination
of those that already exist, and ensuring the immunity of artificial Earth
gatellites.

The mobilization of the efforts of each and every one of us is also needed to
accomplish another urgent task - ridding the planet of the arsenals of chemical
death, Promising progress has been made at the Conference on Disarmament. Last
April the USSR ‘put forward new proposals clearing the way for an agreement which
could be reached as early as in 1987. The bottow line of those proposals is the
elimination in the shortest possible time, in conditions of reliable verification,

of both chemical weap.as themselves and the industrial base for their manufacture.
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The plans for the production of binary chemical we«pons that are - whatever
qualifications are used - designated for Europe are in direct conflict with that
objective and lead to a new spiral in the arms race.

We ask the United Nations for support in accelerating the achievement of the
prohibition of cliemical weapons and in encouraging all States to refrain from the
production of new types of chemical weapons and from tne deployment of those
weapons on the territory of cther countries as well as to withdraw chemical weapons
deployed abroad to the confines of the national territories of the ccuntr ies to
which they belong. Here again our position is flexible and open to all ideas,
provided only that they lead to arms limitation and not to an arms build-up.

A very timely proposal has been made by the People's Republic of China: that
all countries capable of producing chemical weapons refrain from testing,
manufacturing, transferring or deploying them pending the conclusion of a
oconvention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

In our view it would be useful to establish chemical-weapon-free zones in
Burope and in other regions of the world. The Soviet Union supports the proposals
for the establishment of such zones in Central Europe and in the Balkans and is
prepared to guarantee their status, provided the United States does likewise.

An important sphere for broad multilateral efforts should be the banning of
the develogm:nt of non-nuclear weapons based on new physical principles whose
destructive capabilities come close to those of nuclear weapons or other weapons of
mass annihilation.

Movement towards genuine security through disarmament requires that, along

with the elimination of weapons of mass destruction, conventional armaments and

armed forces should be subject to agreed reductions.
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This problem too i¥ an urgent one. DBecause of a number of their
characteristics, so-called conventional weapons coms very close to being weapons of
mass destruction. Reports about United States plans to accelerate the introduction
of the technology for the rapid conversion of conventional delivery vehicles into
nuclear delivery vehicles in NATO's system of armaments are caueing considerable
alarm. The implementation of such plans would seriously undermine the very
possibility of verification of nuclear disarmoment measures, lower the nuclear
threshold and threaten to destabilize the military-strategic balance.

In the reduction of conventional armaments, too, the Soviet Union and its
War saw Treaty allies are ready to go as far as other States are prepared to go.
That {s an er to those who today raise the queation of conventional weapons. [
should like to remind them that the Soviet Union and its allies in the War saw
Treaty came forward with concrete proposals on very substantial cuts in armed
forces and armaments in Burope, from the Atlantic to the Urals under very

far-reaching control measures.
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The objective is significantly to reduce the level of military threat on the
continent. As early as the beginning of the 19908, under our propossals, the
reductions would reach 25 per cent on each side, amounting to more than 1 million
men. Also of great importance would be success at the Vienna negotisiions on the
mitual reduction of armed forces and armaments in Central Europe. The Soviet Union
alio propogses reducing to the limits of reasonable adequacy the arn.d forcee and
conventional armaments in Asia.

We are in favour of eatablishing rzliable barriers to the proliferation of
conventional arms. 1In cur view, it is becoming increasingly urgent to adopt
measures to prevent the spread of so—called inhumane types of conventional wezpons
covered by the 1981 international Comvention. We cannot fall to note in this
regard that the delay by the United States and some of its allies in ratifying the
Convention is in fact preventing us becoming an effective instrument of arms
limitation,

The Soviet Union has nc desire to have its troops stationed anywh.ere outside
its national boundaries. That cuestion is also open for discussion, and we believe
that it can be settled in circumstances of increasing trust and with the
implementation of measures of military détente.

In ordrr to put on a practical level another disarmament question - that of
curbing the arms race in the vast expanses of the oceans and seas, we must begir
talks, with the participation of all the major Powers and other States oconcerned.
We are in favour of taking measures in this fileld both at the giobal level and in
the regiong of the Pacific and Indlaa oceans, as well as in the Me diterranean.

The Soviet Union supports turning the Indian Ocean into a zone of peace, in
which there will be no room for the presence of the naval units of foreign Statcs

whoce coasts are not washed hy that ocean's waters. In order to promote the
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conwening wit' - delay - not later than 1988 - and the successful holding of an
in.ernationsl wniccence on the Indian Ocean, we are ready to agree with the United
States and other major naval Powers m freezing and significantly reducing all
military activities in the Indian Qrean area.

We have put forward a complex of proposals aimed at ensuring peace and
security in the Mediterranzan. It has become necessary to establish within the
framework of the United Nations or outside it appropriate machinery for drawing up
practica mearures to transform the Mediterranean into a region of stable peace,
security and co-operation.

The Soviet Uniun proposes that negotiations be ‘itiated on the reduction of
naval activities in the Pacific, particularly those of nuclear-armed vessels. The
strengthening of stability could also be promoted by limiting the competition in
anti-submar ine warfa-e -~ in ¢« ticular, by reaching agreement teo -frain from
anti-submarine warfare in certain areas of the Pacific. That would constitute a
substantial confidence-bui’ding measure.

Naturally, with regard to questions of limiting and reducing naval activities
and armaments attention is focused above all on the world's two largest navies,
those of the Soviet Union and the Imited States. We prooceed from the premise that
the measures and (alks proposed by the Soviet Union in this regard could be between
the Soviet Union and the Unite¢ States at the first stage, and that othor ma jor
naval Powers conld join them subsequantly.

A number of delegations have raised the question of limiting nuclear naval
armaments. That queation fiqured prominently in last year's United Nations study.
The Soviet Union is rcady to consider vossible ways to reduce this ocomponent of the
naval capabilities of States as well, both in the ovarall context of measures to

limit thoee capabilitiee and at the r:levant negotiations on nuclear arms.
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The question would be resolved in a radical way in the process of implementing the
pProgramme we have proposed for the complete elimination of nuclear weapo: s.

We also believe that with regard to increasing the safety of the sea-lanes and
tuilding confidence the time hae come to work out a multilateral agreement on the
prevention of incidents on the high seas and in the air space above them. We
regard favourshly the way in which the repressntative of Sweden, Mrsa. Theorin, has
dealt with the subject. We could indeed build here upan the existinyg
Soviet-Amsrican and Soviet-British agreements on the subject.

An inalienable associated matter contained in all bilateral and multilateral
agreements is comprehensive and very strict verification at all stages of arms
reductions, involving both national technical means and jinternational procedures,
up to and including on-asite inspactions. The Soviet Union is ready to negotiate
any addir:icnal verification measures. Furthermore, if the Soviet Union and the
United States set out upon the path of nuclear disarmament we shall make our
position on verification even t.ghter. In a post-nuclea: environment, which calls
for a particular sense of responsibility, verification must be real, all-embracing
and convincing. It should give complete confidence in the reliakility of
compl iance with agreements and prcwide for the right tc on-site inspections.

Yet another inaliensble associated measure in our disarmament proposals is the
freeing of mater ial resources and intellectual and technical potential and their
reallocation to the needs of development and to the solution of the other global
prablems of (oday, including the elimination of e« »nomic backwardness, famine,
poverty and disease.

The &)viet Union wants each arms limitation and reduction measure, each st p
towards a safer world, to bring people nol only increased security but also a real

improvement in their living conditions. The Soviet delegation today puts forward
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the following initiative. We propose the establishment, when agreement is reached
On a real reduction in .he military spending of States_. of an international fund
for assistonce to developing countries. A portion of the resources saved by States
members of military alliances and by other industr ialized countries participating
in such agreements would be transferred to the fund. We would also agree to the
impiementation of the fund's programmes znd projects using, in particular, United
Ne tions channels under proper control by the fund.

We also propose that the parties to disarmament agreements - both bilateral
and multilateral - accompany such agreements with statements of the size of funds
thus released and the proportion of them to be allocated for assistance to
devaloping count. fes. The Soviet Union is ready to start negotiatious on the
principle of transfercring part of the funds freed in the process of disarmament to
assist the developing countries, including the establishment of appropriate
interncticnal machinery.

We are disappointed that, owing to the actions of the United States and szome
Other Western countries, the United Nations decision on the convening of an
international conference on the relationshi), between Adisarmament and develogment
has not been carried out., The tasks that would face such a cunference are becoming

particularly urgent, and we should like to see it convened in 1987,
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We of fer peaceful alternatives to military assembly lines. Instead of
competition in building up nuclear arsenals, we offer co-operation in the peaceful
use of the atom, with the establ ishment of an inteenationsl rédgime for the safe
development of nuclear power. Instead of "star wars®, we offer “star peace”:
co-operation in a peacaful outer space, the establishment of a wurld space
organization, the implementation of large-scale projects through joint efforts.
Insteau of the production of chemical weapons, we offer the pooling of effocts to
develop a peaocful chemical industry. #e weloome the decision taken at the second
Review Conference on the Convention on the Prohibition of Bacteriological
(Biological) Weapons, recently held at Geneva, concerning the " ‘velomment of
peaceful co-~operation in promising areas of bacteriology.

All of this oconstitutes a promising atnoephere for the development of the
latest technologies, for deriving profits and creating jobs in both market and
plarned eoconowies, and for sharing scientific and technological achievements with
developing countries.

Our proposed programme of disarmament provides for the comprehensive
strengthening of the legal foundation of this process, based c: the premise that
the road to genuine security lies through tiie attainment of binding and reliable
agreements on arms limitation and reduction. At this crucial timas, when we face
the very urgent task of working out and concluding new accords that would
mater ially lessen the threat of war, it is vitally important to treat existing
agreements carefully and to ensure the most scrupulous compl iance with them by all
participants and in all respects. It is alsc extremely impcrtant to refrain from

any action that could lead to the erosion or circumvention of such agreements.
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To be sure, under the terms of some agreements, the parties have the right to
abrogate a relevant commitment in accordance with their own supreme national
interests. Today, however, the supreme interest of all mankind lies in reducing
the Sphere of the material preparations for war. Therefore, the Soviet Union is
today proposing that States should voluntarily relinquish their right to withdraw
from arms limitation agreements and, of course, that they should abide scrupulously
by the obligations they have assumed.

The role and respongibility of the United Nations are particularly important
in the collective efforts of States. A new era of concrete action confronts the
United Nations with new challenges and requires from it a serious reorganization,
with a view to enhancing its effectiveness and precductivity and to turning it into
a genuine centre for harmnizing the actions of States in order to remove the
danger of war in material terms.

The United Nations must play an indispensable and unique role in ensuring
movement towards a world without nuclear weapons, a world in which everyone's
security will rest upon the security of all and upon the strength of right and
morality rather than upon the strength of armaments. It must hecome one of the
most important guatantors of the stability of such a world. As was wisely noted by
President Miguel de la Madrid of Mexico, the Organization must "guarantee peaceful

and rational coexistence®. (A/41/PV.8, p. 22)

The essence of that process, as we see it, is to ensure that all States seek
solutions to their security concerns, not as enemies but as partners, and by
political means, in particular here at the United Nations, rather thun within the

framework of restr icted military alliances or throoch new means of waging war.
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The Soviet Union is in favour of enhancing the effectiveness of United Nations
machinery in the field of disarmament. We are in favour also of holding, in 1988,
a productive third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,
and of the carly establishment of a preparatory body for that purpose. We support
the proposal of Cyprus to hold special meetings of the Security Council to consider
questions concerning disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war. That proposal
is consonant with our idea of opening dialogue between nuclear Powers that are
permanent members of the Security Council and of conducting a round-table meeting
of their leaders.

It is important to ensure that United Nations decisions on the key issues of
curbing armaments do not remain so many leces of paper, and that all States
respect United Nations recommendations, particulscly those adopted by consensus,
and in their practical actions abide by the political obligations they have
assured. We believe that the question of resolutions on disarmament problems
raised by the representative of the United Kingdom, Mr. Renton, was most timely.
We weloome the question he raised, but we consider that reducing the number of
resolutions is but one aspect of the approach to the problem. It is no less
important to ensure that all Members of the Unitad Nations heed decisions adopted
by general agreement and that consensus - which, as we all know, is usually
achieved at the cost of ¢aormous effort - actually reflects the willingness of
those concern:d to take appropriate action. For those reasons, we fully support
the United Kingdom's idea of a ocomprehensive examination of the question of
resolutions on disarmament. This has a great deal to do also with carrying out
such important tasks as {mplementing the Final Document adopted by consensus at the

first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
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Today, the value of time - of each month, each week and each day ~ is
increasing enormously. We cannot go back in time to repair or alter something.
There is only one past that lends itself to change: our common future, which will
very sviftly become history before we have the time tc look round. what that
future will be and what our balance sheet in the eyes of our descendantsa will be
depends on our will and ow wisdom.

The Soviet delegation has come to the First Committee at this extremely
impor tant session of the General Assenbly prepared to co-operate, in the hope that
the work of this authoritative body will contribute to advancement along all the
routes on the road-map leading to disarmament and hence to a safe world for all.

Mr. SHAH NAWAZ (Pakistan): I have great pleasure, Sir, in extending to

you,on behalf of my delegation and on my own behalf, our warm felicitations on yr -
election to the chairmanship of this Committee. My delegation is oconfilent that
with your wide-ranging experience and well known ability you will guide the work of
the Commi ttee with skill and understanding. I should like to assure you of the
full co-operation of my delegation in the fulfilment of the important
responsibilities that have been entrusted to you.

I take this opportunity also to place on record our deep appreciation of the
able manner in which your predecessor, Ambassador Alatasv of Indonesia, chaired the

meetings of the First Committee dur ing the fortieth session of the General Assembly.
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As we survey the world disarmament scene, we find little at which to rejoice.
The arms race has become a fact of life despite the uninterrupted flow of rhetoric,
year after year, in support of the cause of disarmament. Weapons are rapidly
becoming more sophisticated and lethal. Areas once regarded as regerved for
peaceful activities face the menace of militarization. The threat of obliteration
by nuclear war is no longer a figment of our imagination. The annual expenditure
on armaments has touched - if not exceeded -~ the astronomical figure of a thousand
billion dollars. Non-aligned countries continue %0 be haunted by the fear that
their independence and sovereignty remain hostages to ambitions of global and
regional hegemony. The use or threat of use of force, in violation of the United
Nations Charter, continues to be resorted to with impunity by power ful natione.

We had hoped that last week's super-Power summit meeting would result in
decisions to decelerate the arms race and in the acceptance of new restraints. 1Its
failure to produce any such decisions was most disappointing, especially when the
two sides are reported to be on the verge of a breakthrough. However, we continue
to find encouragement in their expressed determination not to give up their search
for solutions.

The nuclear weapons possessed by the two super-Powers are enough to destroy us
all many times over. If a nuclear war were to break out, there would be no
winners. As long as nations possess nuclear weapons, the fate of mankind will
continue to rest on a razor's edge. A cessation of the nuclear-arms race and
complete nuclear disarmament must, therefore, remain the foremost priority in our
pursuit of the goal of general and camplete disarmament. We cannot affo.d to let
efforts towards that end languish.

My delegation recognizes that nuclear disarmament can come about only
gradually, through a series of measures. We know that there is no magic wand with

which all nuclear weapons can be made to disappear. That is why we attach supreme
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impor tance to the achievement of a comprehensive test ban. A nuclear test ban
would contr ibute more th7 i any other single step to the objective of nuclear
disarmai ent. By stopping the development of new and more sophisticated nuclear
weapons, it would put a halt to the qualitative aspect of the arms race. It would
lower the reliability of existing warheads and thus eliminate the incentives for
resorting to the first use of nuclear weayons. A comprehensive test ban, above
all, is a legal obligation assumed by States parties to at least two international
treaties.

The question of a nuclear test ban has been on the international disarmament
agenda for almost three decades and has been the subject of innumerable resolutions
in the General Assembly. All scientific and technical aspects of the q@stim,
including the question of verification, have been exhaustively debated and
discussed. There '3 a growing corpus of scientific evidence that the existing
means of 7erification are adequate for the conclusion of a test ban, and yet an
agreement is8, today, nowhere in sicht.

While in the past the negotiation of a comprehensive test ban was linked to
the question of verification, today it has been made conditional on the adoption of
a vwhole range of a whole range of other far-reaching disarmament measures. As long
as nuclear weapons exist, it has been said, it will be necessary to test them. In
other words, a test ban would not be t ‘rat, but one of the last, measures to be
adopted for the achievament of nuclear disarmament. My delegation deeply regrets
that because of that attitude the Conference on Disarmament was unable this year,
for the third successive session, to agree on a meaningful mandate for the
establishmn!: of an ad hoc committee under the relevant item of the agenda.

My Jelegation appeals to the two Powers with the largest nuclear arsenals to

demonstrate the political will needed for the early conclusion of a comprehensive
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test-ban treaty and, pending that, to observe a moratorium on all nuclear testing.
It is in that context that Pakistan welcomed the morator ium unilaterally anrounced
by the Soviet Union last year. We also welcomed the United States invitation to
Boviet scientists to observe and measure nuclear teats on United States soil in
order t» contribute to the development of a more effective verification system.

Pakistan has consistently adopted a comprehensive yet flexible approach to
issues of nuclear disarmament. We have supported all measures which can contribute
to this objective, whether they be global or regional or of an interim, partial or
collateral nature. One such collateral measure, which the international community
has loang accepted, is the establishment of nuclear-wea;on-free zones in various
ftoglonn of the world, which would contribute significantly to nuclear
non-proliferation and thus reduce the risk of nuclear war. Pakistan has
consistently subpon:od the establishment of such xcones in variouvs parte of the
gl be. The conclusion of a treaty last year on the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the South Pacific waa, therecre, warmly welcowmed by my
delegation, along with a large number of others. We ar~ happy to note that the
Secretary-General's report to the United Nations General Assembly this year on th.
work of the Organization also urges the conclusion of agresaments on the expansion
of denuclear ized areas. In its own region - that is, South Asia - Pakistan has
been pressing for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon—-free zone for more than a
decade. We are convinced thag such a step would be in the interest of all the
regional States, which have already made solemn declarations not to acquire nuclear
weapons. It is our hope that the other countries of South Asia will also recognize
the mer M:"-?t awr proposal and join us in our endeavours to keep our region free
from nucleLt wéapons.

Pakistan remains strongly committed tr the goal of the non-}..oliferation of

nuclear weapons. Its nuclear programme is entirely peaceful in nature, and it does
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not aspire to become a nuclear-weapon State. Its credentials in this context are
Proved by policy assurances at the highest level and the nature of ita initiatives
in the regional context. I can only regret the reference made in this regard a
little while ago by the representative of the Soviet Union. Nelther the Soviet
Union nor any other State need have any concern regarding Paklistan's nuclear
programme, which 1is emphatically peaceful and very limited in scope.

Another measure of an interim nature pending complete nuclear disarmament is
the conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear ‘weapon
States against the ~ or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The extension of auch
assurances by the nuciear-weapon states to non—-nuclear-weapon States in a legally
binding form - which, in our view, the nuclear-weapon States are under an
obligation to do - would advance the ultimate goal of a denuclearized world by
removing an i portant incentive for the non-nuclear-weapon States to acquire a
nuclear capability. We are therefore disappointed that this year, once again, the
Conference on Disarmament made no prooress on this important questicn because of
the rigid positions adopted by some countr ies.

The threat of an expansion of the arms race into outer spmce is another matter
which continues to cause grave concern to my delegation. OQuter «pa.s, which has
be«n declared by the international community to be the common heritage of mankind,
18 already being used for military purposes thcough existing surveillance and
communications satellites. This situation is being further aggravated by plans to
deploy weapons in outer space for ballistic misaile defence or for anti-satellite
purposes. Far from pcoviding efiective protection against nuclear missiles, an
attempt to set up a space-bas d defensive screen aqgainst the missiles of the
adversary would only impart a fresh momentum to the arms race in both defenasive and
offensive weapons. In those tircumstances, exiasting arms—-limitation agr eements

would become irrelevant, the nuclear halance would be upset and the strategic
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env ironment would hbecome less stable. Everything must therefore be done to reverse
#nd halt this trend before technological ' ..eiopments nake it an irreversible
process.

We would urge al! space nations to abide strictly by the existing restraints
on the military uses of outer space contained in international and bilateral legal
instruments and to adopt new measures that would banish the risk of outer space

being converted into yet axother arena for international conflict and confrontation.
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Pending the conclusion of comprehensive agreements to pcevent an arms race in
outer apace, interia measures rhould be adopted, perticularly with a view to
dealing with the inadaguacles of existing space liaw.

My delegation has been following clcosely the progress of the talks between the
two super-Povers on nuclear and space weapons which have been taking place at
Geneva. We hope thac those talks will lead, at an early date, to significant
reducviona in nuclear weapons and the prevention of an arms race i outer space.
However, althcugh bilataral negotiations should % : welcomed and supported they are
not sufficient. Nuclear weapons threaten us all and are thus not the exclusive
oconcern of the nuclear-weapon Power 8. We cannot accept that mankind remain hostage
to the security interests of the nuclear-weap»on S i1tes, as percejved by them.
Bilateral talks he’ween the super-Powers must therefore be complemented and
reinforced by multilater-al effortn. The Confarence on Disarmament, the single
multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament, provides us with the
requitite forum. My Jdelegation therefore views with misgiving the tendancy to deny
to the Conference on Disarmament the role assigned to it by the international
community; that can only retard tne international disarmameat process.

The only item on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament on which some
tangible progress was registered at its last sesa W is that concerning a chemical
weapons convention. Purthe progress has, unfortunately, been slowed by the
tendency to view many of the outstanding issues in an East-West dimension. Given
the necessary political will, wy delegation sees no reason why that convention
should not be concluded before the end of the next session of the Conference on
Disarmement. Pskistan, for its part, has participated actively and constructively
in the negotiatione in that body. We have made concret.. proposals; we shall
continue to n 30 to bring abrut an early aad succesatul completion of the

endeavours O° the Conterana= on Disarmament.
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An allied issue - the ban on biological weapons - was the subject of a Rev lew
Conference held last month i1t Geneva. The Review Conference on the biological
weapons Convention marks a significant step in strengthening the régime bnning
biologlicai weapons and toxins. My delegacion is happy with cha agreement on
impor tant new reasures to strengthen the Convention and reinforce confidence among
the parties. ™uere was also a wide measure of agreement on the need to improve the
verification and complaints procedures of the biological weapons Convention through
new legal undertak ings. We hope that that question will be taken up in a serious
and constructive spirit at the nexi review conference on the Convention, to be held
within five years from now, and will Lead to the adoption of an ad?itional protocol
incorporatirg an improved ver!fication and complaints machinery which ia at once
flexible, objective and equitable,

One aspect . particular importance to .a developing countries is the need
for intensifying international co-operation in the peaceful uses of biological
agents and toxins. My delegation feels that the vast potential that exists in this
field can best be exploited by establishing effective institutional means within
tha United Nations system. My delegation is pleased "hat the Final Declaratica of
the Conference acknowledgec that need in its call on the United Rations
SBecretary-General to arrance an examination of this question in the appropriate
United Nations body.

While our preoccupation with nuclear disarmament is natural and
understandable, it shoulc not obscure the importance of arrestiny the buildup of
oconventiional foroes and armaments which consume the bulk of glaobal expenditure nn
arms. It is also important to remind owselves tha+ the arms race is not always or

exclusively fuell:d by the East-West conflict; it is often *he result of regional
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tensions and conflicts, of the ambitions of large and {owerful countries to
dominate their smaller neighbours, and of the refusal to resolve disputes

peace fully in accordance with international law and justice. It is therefore in
the regional ocontext that many of the causes of and solutions for the conventional
arms buildup are to be found. Steps need to be taken t« .uild mutual trust and
oconfidence and promote good-neighbourly relations. The ragionai disarmament
processes need to be tailored to the specific situation of each area. Pakistan
fuliy recognizes the importance of conventional disarmament and has made several
proposals in this regard in the regional context.

The close relationship between disarmament and security can hardly be
overemphas ized. The disarmament process can best make progress in an improved
international security osituation. On the other nand, an environwant of distrust
and tenslon is conducive to the escalation of the arms race. Resolution of the
underlying political prcblems and conflicts and removal of mistrust are therefore
essential for the crea'.ion of the necessary security climate in which disarmament
efforts can proceed successfully. It is in this context that confidence-building
measur es can contr ibute vubstantially to the disarmament proceis. My delegation is
pPleased with the successful con-lusion of the Conference on Security and Confidence
Building Measures in Europe, held in Stoskholm. We fee! that those measures are
also of relevance tc othor regions of the world which are characterized by
political and military teusions.

The conpetitive relationship between disarmament and developrent has been
recognized in several studies carried out under United Nations auspices. It ias
shocking inat precious material and human resuvurces should be wasted in the
developmeat and production of more and more destructive weapons when millions of

peonle in the develoging world have to struggle merely to give themselves a
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marginal ability to survive. My delegation was therefore keenly look ing forward to
the International C srence on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development which was to be held this year in Paris. We deeply regret that that
was not possible. It is our hope that the cu.rent sessicn of the Ganeral Assembly
will take a decision to convene the Conference at an early date and that the
Conference will lead to the adoption of concrete measures for the diversion of
resources from the the buildup of arms to the economic and social progress of the
developing countr ies.

This year we shall also take a decision on the date for the third special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which is to be held nct
later than 1988, and on the establishment of a preparatory committee for that
purpose. My delegation attaches great importance to that special session as a
means for revitalizing the disarmament process, which has been characterized in
recent vears by stagnation and stalemate. We look forward to working in close
on-operation with others who share our hope in mak ing the third special session on
Alsarmame..t an important milestone on the road to a aore secure and peaceful world.

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): We are in a rapidly deteriorating world of
insecurity, anarchy and terrorism. An interdependent world of numerous sovereign
nations cannot rrugress towards international peace and security without an
affoctively functioning organization. Indeed, we have the United Nations. But
when it was established, although all the other Charter provisions were compl ied
with, one provision was Sypassed - the most important provision of the Chartaer -
namely, that in Article 43 of the Charter for a United Nations Force. On that
depends, first, the enforceability of the decisions of the Security Council, the
main organ of the United Nati;xw vwhose decisions must be enforceable, and secondly,
the validity and eftect of tie Council itsel anu, consequenily, the very heart and

purpose of the United Natiwis as an instrument of pesce and security.
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The absence of a United Nations force deprives the Security Council of its
effectiveness in maintaiaing international peace and security and order, and is the
cause of the present situation in our worlda - insecurity, anarchy and terrorism.
Undeclared but pernicious wars are in progress, on the onz hand, and the Security
Council and its effectiveness are paralysed, on the other.

Over all these years we have gone on piling weapon upon weapon, both nuclear
and other armaments, resulting in new levels of destructiveness. Disarmament
efforts, however, have been conducted over the years without effect. The -eason is
that there has been no parallel effort whatsoever directed f:owards Lntcrnat‘lonnl
security. Without i.ternational security, there can be no disarmament. In
consequence, efforts to reduce the arms race prove futile, year after year.

In the absence of international security, there can be no nutional security
except through increasing armaments. Hence the arms race results. Without a
system of order and security in conformity with the Charter, nations will continue
to sesk their security through the compeilitive accumulation of armaments and there
will be no end to the arms race.

The Arawback of nuclear weapons is that they are atmospheric in their
function. Sclentific research has bro ght out the reality that the nuclear weapon
is practically unusable as a means of warfare. Why? Because it is atmospheric in
its effects, and it has heen established that the fall-out from a nuclear attack
will through the affect of the winds, most probably return in a short time, causing
parallel damage to the attacking country.

The nuclear weapon is thus rendered practically unusable; yet there is a
continual accumulation of nuclear weapons. This shows that elither the reality that
the nuclear weapon will] also stsike tha country that uses it i8 not being duly
taken into accoumnt, or that it ia being werlooked because of the aoju ired momentum

of ar*agonism, in terms of the continued increase in nu-lear armaments.
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Now, this situation is one that calls for an appropriate reaction. In the
resolution that was adopted last year, which was initiated by Cyprus, we brought
out the need for the Security Council to become involved in disarmament. It is
resolution 40/151 A of 20 January 1986, It was adopted by an overwhelming
majority, yet nothing has been done. The Security Council has done nothing to
involve itself in the quastion of disarmament, contrary to the provisions of
Article 26 of the Charter.

The purpose of this statement is mainly to draw attention to that resolution,
which was adopted last year by an overwhelming majority and still remains
un impl emented by the Security Council, which has failed t> proceed to take measures
to become involved in disarmament and thus to comply with the provisions of
Article 26 of the Charter. My purpose is to draw attention to this failure of the
Secucity Courcil. I do not know why the Security Council avoids dealing with
disarmament, though the Churter provides that it shall do so.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): The Minister of State
of the nited Kingdom, the current president of the Twelve, lasc Tuesday made a
atotement on behalf of the member countries of the Europear. Community which
teflected the views of mv delegation. He did so with even greater authority than
his predecessors  past years not only becauss of the Commumity's enlargement to
contain Spain and Portugal but also because of the asigning 7Tast December of the
unigue European document, which for the first time embodies the will of the Twelve
w co-opaerate closely on the var fous aspects of security. Today [ should like to
give a more detailed presentation of France®s own views on the recent development
in the state of international security and on the prnspects for multilateral

negotiations that are under wa.
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The :ecent evolution of the state of intsrnational security has for a year now
been marked by g ‘eat activity that, all in all, has led to positive results,
Appreciation may of course diffe. on the morrow of the meeting in Reykjavik, but we
must give full weight to all aspects. The stalemate in Iceland that was so
spectacuiarly evident must not b ‘ar-exaqgerated; to dramatize it would not be in
anyone's interest. The disagreements are not new. Each of the parties has mede
substantial efforts. Yet it must not be undererestimated, because a feeling
persists of & lost opportunity, even fallure, that is feit by all. Governments,
like worid opinion, have the same fealing, and that could unnecessarily increase
mistrust,

It would be better therefore to kedp a certain perspective and to consider the
result of that meeting for what it is: revelatory of the true difficulties. Those
difficutier, were already known, and thev have been confirmed at the highest level.

Reykjavik strengthens the analysis my country has presented for some time. A
lasting improvement in international security does not depend first and foremcst on
a possible cessation of nuclear tests, or on the elimination of medium-range
nuclear wegons in Europe, but rather on the drastic reduction of strategic weapons
by ths USSR and the United States, which presuppcses an understanding ou the
maintenance and interpretation of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty and the
relationship that could e:ist between offensive and defensivy weapons,

Furthericre, the very ambitious nature of the proposals put forwarld; che
intensity of the negotiation, and clear-cut nature of the final disagreament have
confirmed that the two parties have gauged the raal priorities and have had
recourse to all their political means in order to solve them. After so many years
of uncertainty, of reciprocal accusations and pressures of all kinds, the
relaunching of dialogue is encouraging, and the final disagreement does not

undermine that fact.
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Indeed, perhaps one cannot make any direct comparisons with the negotiations
on earlier documents. The 5ALT-I and SALT-II agreements remain major points of
reference and have made it possible little by little to build up a major part of
what I would call the basic grammar of the talks on atrategic weapons thuat have
been under way for some 17 years. But those agreements deal with a much narcower
field and are in fact aimed at limiting overkill capacity, not ending it, whereas
today we are speaking of the radical reduccion of strategic offensive weapons, both

Soviet and American. One cannot but exvress the hope of secing verifiable progress

in that area.
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We believe, and continue to point out on every possible occasion, that the
anti-ballistic missile Treaty, a leqal instrument which is in full force, without
any time limit, and which has played decisive role in ‘' .e maintenance of strategic
stability, must be strictly compliecd with, We c:tainly appre Late the magnitude
of the challenge represented by new technology applied to space derence. An
aqreenent must be reached, and it will not be simple to canclude it. But calling
that Treaty into question will not increase stability.

Having emphasized that the priority jiven to the drastic reduction of American
and Soviei strategic weapons was fully justified, I must recall anothur imperative
need - the reduction of conventional weapons. Let us supose for a moment that it
had »een possible to reach a comprehensive agreement at Reykjavik. it would
immediately have raised the question of the imbalance in conventional weapons in
Europe, which more than 30 years ago was the site of the original deployment of
nucl ear weapons, an imbalance which is still a fact of life today.

That is why we welcome with great satisfaction the firat step represented by
the agreement reached at the Stockholm Conference. The document ado ted by the
35 participants was the result of seven years' work, if we include the drawing up
of the negntiating mandate in Madrid and then the negotiations themselves in the
9wedish capital. I remind the Committee that the agreement results from a proposal
made by my country, submitted on 25 May 1978 by the President of the French
Republic during the first special session of the General Assembly de oted to
disarmament. This new type of agreement on confidence-building measur« : between
the 35 countries of the Conference on Confidence and Security Building reasures and
Disarmament in Burope (CS(i) perhaps 4did not at that time receive all the attention
it deserved. The Conte ence to open in Vienna in three weeks' time will allow it

to be put in a better perspective.
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Even if limited, that first result is o a historic character. It represents
progress for all the Buropean ocuntr ies, which are to experiment with new
contractual practices of informacion and verification, which will make it possible
to ensure for the first time on the continent the almost complete trancparency and
predictability of military activities. It also comes within the greater political
design of the CSCE, which is not concerned only with disarmament aspect:.
Therefore, a process has been launched involving on a basis of strict equality each
of the 35 Buropean ocountr ies, whatever their size, their choice of security methods
or their social system. We believe that framework is particularly appropriate for
starting on new stages towards conventional disarmament, whose importance no one
will deny. That is the sense of the appeal made by the Atlantic Alllance in
Hzlifax last May, which called for bold new steps.

However, the Stockholm agreement also concerns the whole international
community, particularly those who deal with disarmament issues in this body, who
will be able to draw very useful lessons from the Final Document. I would sum ti«m
up as follows: the establishment of trust in the military field depends on the
procedures adopted and precise actions taken, rather than general statements; the
contractual practices make it possible to respect the freerom of each Stste; trust
can be established only if a detailed and rigorous system for verifying compliance
with the agreements is pr«wided for, a tangible sign of accrptance in good faith of
common rules. It is thus that it was possible, according to the formula defined in
Madrid in 1980, to give effect and expression to the principle of the non-use of
force, in a reqional framework that seems to be particularly appropriate for the

control of conventional weapons,
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As well as considering the nuclear and conventional threats, we must bear in
mind rhe threat posed by chemical weapons. Here the past year has beea productive,
though not decisive. It i8 true that in Geneva negotiations on drawing up a
convention banning such weapons have become more active than ever before. A
decisive role in the speeding up of the negotiations is undoubtedly played by the
fact that chemical weapons have been used several times in several regions of the
world in flagrant violation of the Geneva Protocol, with the risk that each year
the number of countr ies possessing such weapons will increicse. If priority is to
be given within the Conference on Disarmament to any agjenda item, it should surely
be given to negotiations on banning chemical weapons, in order to :emove the
serious and growing threat they present to the whole of the international
community.

However, my delegation is very much aware of the efforts to be made and the
difficulties to be overcome in order to achieve the result that we desire. We do
not ajree with the optimism of those who think the negotiations can be concluded
next year or that the objectivc is within our reach. On none of the key sectors of
the cocnvention have we yet been able to reach a satisfactory conclusion.

It is true that important progress, the most significant progresr, has been
made with vegard ro the destruction of stockpiles. Methods of destruction and
control systems, ° _luding international on-site control, have been the subject of
agreements in principle which can serve as an example for other parts of the
convention. Such agreement has yet to be reached on the pace and order of
destruction, in order to ensure a balance in the security of each country
involved. 1In that regard the French delegation in 1985 made proposals that we hope

will contr ibute to allowing progress to be made in the debate.
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With regu.d to authorized activities and adequate controls, we have also made
noticeable progress. But much remains to be done. Despite our hopes at the end of
the last session, o agreement has yet been reached on the classification ot key
precursors and their control or on the régime governing super-toxic chemicals and
their verification.

It must also be said that we still Lave a great deal of territory to cover -
the destruction of production units, or putting them to new uses, under with the
necessary controls. At present on this question we still have only a very general
*ramework with little content.

Finally, the question of inspection on challenge has not yat been resolved.

My delecation appreciated and supported the effort of the United Kingdom in
presenting a draft which is both effective and realistic and which should enable
ptogtes; to be made. The outline that I have given clearly sets out, alongside the
reasons for hope, the areas where efforts need to be made to achieve the targets we
have set ourselves.

More generally, the fundamental conditiong for security have not changed.
Deterrence continues to be, as it will for a long time yet, a decisive element at
the world level. At the same time, it continues to be a subject of international
debata. We regard i1t not as a categorical impecative, or as an inviolable
pcinciple, but as an unavoidable part of life, the product of a history that no one
can rewrite. It is indeed essential to seek, with the support of all concernea,
better secur ity for every State. But the complexity of the interplay of power in
the world of today precludes radical solutions or abrupt changes. We recognize the
view of those who would wish that the world were governed by dif¢ferent principles
and that the security of everyone could be established on a new basis. However, it

is our duty to take the world as it in and as it will continue to develop.
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As the Prench Prime Minister, Mr. Jaocques Chirac, has said, there is no
alternative to deterrence within human grasp. With or without the strategic
defence initiative, the nuclear weapon will continue to be an essential factow in
international security for Europs and the world. After the last world war and the
cold war, which were marked by the emergence of nuclear weapons, my country chose
to use deterrencs against the more powerful in order to determine - from a position
of weakness - the conditions of its independence and survival. We see 11 reason -

political, diplomatic or even moral - to change that policy.
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It is France's wish to take into account the aspirations of those who, by
choice or by necessity, are in a different situation:; we are therefore not
satisfied at the present situation and are continuing to seek ways of assur ing less
precarious world security. We consider that the very great daily threat posed to
billions of people does not come from the existence of nuclesr weapons, but from
oconventional armed conflicts, from ideological, political and terrorist violence,
and from continuing international eccnhomic imbalance. Those are the areas of true
urgency and of greatest need; we must constantly see to it that they are taken into
full account in debates and negotiations in international disarmament forums. That
is my country's view of multilateral disarmament negotiations.

The first question that comes to mind involves the very role those
negotiations should play towards bilateral negotiations - principally those between
the Soviet Union and the United States - and regional negotiations. How are the
tasks to be allocated? The answer would appear to be obvious: ensuring the
complementarity of the v:-ious exercises. But this must be well organized, and
that is nc small matter in the comparatively intense current stage of
negotiations. Each country must offer ite opinion on the division of work and
responsibilities in the irreplaceable framework of the First Committee, the
Disarmament Commission and the Geneva Conference on Disarmament.

I think it particulacly opportune to recall that that diviesion cannot be based
on extreme models, elther where the two great Powers would be responsible for
dealing with the major matters, leaving only secondary items and pointless dehate
to multilateral discussion, or on the other hand where the international community
would dictate to the parties concerned the content and modalities of their
negotiations. No prrgress can be made through hierarchical subordination of the

bilateral to the mul.llateral or vice versa. Only through case-by-case good
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management of the complementarity of bilateral, reg.onal and wocld forums can the
international ccmmunity make progress in all ongoing negotiations.

I turn now to the current prospects in the variocus major areas. 1 have
already spoken of chemical weapons and shall not do so again. I would only
underscore our great interest, in the yeneral framework of the chemical-weapons
Convention, in the need for specific efforts to discourage the spread of the use of
chemical weapons. I would recall also the importance we attach to the procedure
for considering possible violations of the Geneva Protoonl prohibing the use of
chemical weapons. Thankg to the means available to the Secretary-General, that
procedure is a reflectita of the international community's vigilance.

France is pleased tt *~ the Review Confeirence on the biological weapons
Convention, held last September in Geneva, adopted a final declaration calling for
the implementation of measures to increase confidence in compliance with the
Convention by parties to it. Those measures are only a first step, but they are a
step in the right direction. They should be fully implemented, and the experts who
will meet in Geneva .in April 1987 have an extremely impoctant task in this regard.
We hope that in the future States parties will, individually and collectively, do
all in their power to strengthen the authority of the Convention and confidence in
compliance with it.

Ongoing bilateral negotiations on outer spzcz: have, in our view, lent greater
interest to the various proposals put forward by France over the past eight years,
advocating the establishment or an international satellite monitoring agency and
the strengthening of the international lagal régime on the subject of nuter space,
with a view to preventing the deployment of destabilizing systems and to

supplementing notification machinery.
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With regard to the question ¢ outer space, the work of the Ad Hoc Committee
on the prevention of an arms race in outer upace has confirmed the important role
of the Conference on Disarmament in this area, in parallel with the bilateral
Soviet-United States negotiations. 1In particular, the Ad Hoc Committee
me thodically continued its consideration of the existing legal régime on the
military uses of outer 8space; this must be continued in greater depth with a view
to reaching an agreement regarding gaps in existing provisions, which is essential
if we are to male progress towards specific measures. We consider that the work of
the Ad Hoc Committee has already shown that the immunity of space objects could bhe
sought in a realistic manner, inter alia through confidence-building and
notification mcasures. We hope that next year the Conference on Disarmament will
again establish the Ad Hoc Committee with a mandate similar to this year's, which
rema’ 18 totally valid at this stage of our work.

In connection with nuclear questions, the guestion of testing has been much
debated and I shall only recall France's position. In our view, a possible
nuclear-test ban is an inteqgral part of more general negotiations and cannot be a
kind of prerequisite. We cannot agree with various attempts to make the
renunciation of testing into a sort of litmus test of international morality.
There can be no general rule, when all the facts show that each country has its own
special situation. Can one equate, on the one hand, the two super—Powers, which
for more than 30 years and through hundr:ds >f explosions have been accumulating a
wealth of experience, and, on the other hand, my ow#n country, which must guarantee
the credibility of its minimal deterrent? Clearly, these are qualitatively
different situations., Compelled to rely on our own means, we cannot agree to the

imposition of the planned obsolescence of our security measures,
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More specifically, criticism cf varioua kinds ~ontinies to be levelled at us
with regard to our underground testing in the Pacific. On each occasion we have
been able to show that the crit:cism was based on no cbjective factor and was in
fact a reflection of discrimination against us. We continue to work o the basis
of the results of the in-depth scientific study cacried out by the 1983 Atkinson
missic:, composed of experts designated by the countries of the region.

There has been no equivalent of the Atkinsor mission, for one cannot campare
that lengthy mission by acknowledged specialists wi a the short visit recently
mounted by another nuclear country o show certain excavations to a few hand-picked
journalists. The Atk inson miseion reflected our readiness, openness and
willingness to engage in dialogue; these were shown alsc by the welcome given last
February in Paris to the delegation composed of the sponsors of the Rarotonga
Treaty on the denuclearization of the South Pacific. Having had the honc ¢ of
leading those talks on behalf of my country, I wish to emphasize our great interest
in them. We were able to set out most frankly our pogition on that Treaty. On the
pretext ol establishing a denuclearization régime - without any reason, given the
absence of any threat of proliferation in the region - the Treaty would attempt to
impose a régime discr iminatory with regard to France. Par from rejecting
discussion, we have stressed our wish to continue cons: !tatione through regular
exc anges on security matters with the countries of the region., That shows our
total willingrness, once having stated our disagreements in principle. We cannot
endorse our own disappearance, but we exercise our legitimate rights in the Pacific
with the greatest openmindedness and the fullest respect for the legitimate
interests of our neighbours in the region. We hope that they will show the same

respect and the same openmindedness.
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I have alreacy spoken of our interest in the Stockholm Conference, and shall
say no more on conventional disarmament, apart from stating that we would be eager
to see the subject dealt with more directly in the framework of the Conference on
Disar nament. Could we not invite each group of countries or each regional body
concerned to put hefore the Conference its own experiences in this area? That kind

of methodical comparison would be of great interest. 1 wish therefore to state our

suprort for Peru's prcuposals in this regard.
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tn the subject'of disarmament studies and research, I must mention my
country's keen concern with regard to the situation of the Director of the United
Nations Institute for Disarmament Research, Mr. Liviu Bota, who is being
arbitrarily held in his country, a e_situation that has for many months defied the
Secretary-General's authority and deliberately flouted the most brsic rules of
international civil service, My country hopes that a solution will be found in the
very near future. The last sz3sion of the Advisory Board for Disarmament Studies
evidenced the broad disapproval that had been aroused - notwithstanding the usual
political or regional differences - by the attitude of the authorities concerned.

I now come to a subject that could represent a major contribution to our work
on disarmament but that may go beyond its actual framework. I am speak ing of the
Interqational Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Developrent.
The meetings of the Preparatory Committee have revealed the difficulties involved
in laying the groundwork for a consensus that could lead to concrete measures,
Indeed, that is the broad sense of the initial proposal made by France three years
ago in an attempt to establish an effective link beween security, disarmament and
development, even if it were necessary to take realistic and thus progressive steps
in order to do so. Owing to the lack of agreement on substantive items, we had to
call last spring for the postponement of that Conference. We tock that position
after very careful analysis of its implications and with a full awareness of the
real difficulties that might ensue with regard to‘organization of the Conference.
As we pointed out at that time, however, we continue to be interested in this
project. We are concerned that the best possible conditions are provided for its
success, The French authorities have recently suggested that it be held within the
framework of the'third special session of the General Assembly on disarmament, to

be held in 1988, in order to allow time for all Stat2s to make careful preparations
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anci to ensure the broadest possible high-level participation by all States.
However, Lt was made clear that Lf a consensus emerges in favour of 1987, France,
for its part, would have nc ohjection. In that case, of course, the Con_craence
might be somewhat different trom the one initially suggested, and it would
rer-esent the launching of a process in which we would, in any case, participate
very actively by putting forward precise proposals. We believe that the first
meeting, in 1987, should be convened preferably in New York.

Eight years ago, durirg the Gener al Assembly's special session on Aisarmament,
France put forward three major guidelines for multilateral disarmament, namely, thc
legitimate right of every State to security, the participation of all ocountries in
disarmament and consideration of the regional dimension.

The recent chanyes in the international situation and in disarmament
negoti.tions contirm both the ‘‘ell-founded nrature of such broad cateqgories and the
trevendous amount of worx that remains to be done in order to give them full
2f fect.

The CHAIRMAN:; PRefore adjourning, I would like to inform members of the
Committee that the following delegations are inscribed on the list of speakers for

this afternc n's meeting: Sri Lanka, Belgium, “"iet Nam, Albania, Greece and Ghena.

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.




