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The meeting was called to crder at 10.55 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 {(continued)

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMANT ITEMS AND CONTINUATION OF THE GENERAL DEBATE

Mr, LOWITZ (United States of America): Today the United States
delegation {s introducing a draft resolution under agenda ftem 59, "Chemical and
bacteriological (biological) weapons®. Ambassador Okun, in the United States
statement before this body on 22 October, indicated our intention to ao so, in
order to follow up on our initiative at the fori:ieth session of the General
Assembly. I am pleased to announce that the draft resolution is being submitted
under the co-sponsorship, as of now, of Australia, Belgium, Canada, Colombia, Costa
Rica, C8te d'Ivoire, Denmark, Ecuador, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece,
Iceland, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Sierra
Leone, Spain, Sweden, the United Kingdom and Urugquay.

In both 1984 and 1985 the General Assemhly voted by a large majority to
coxemn any and all use of chemical weapons and any other actions in contravention
of existing relevant international accords. Despite this condemnation, there have
been instances again this year of the use of chemical weapons. Such violations of
the Geneva Protocol of 1925 make it even more incumbent upon th's body again to
place on record its conviction that the use of chemical weapons must cease and that
all nations must strictly observe existing international instruments and
obligations in respect to this abhorrent form of warfare.

Another disauieting aimension of the erosion of restraint with reqard to
chemical weapons stems from the spread of these weapona. In 1963 some five States
possessed a chemical weapons capability. Today 15 or more States are in this
r:ategory. The draft resolution I am introducing on chemiczl weapons will lend the
support of the General Assembly to efforts to prevent the spread of chemical

weapons,
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My delegation hopes that this draft resolution will serve as a reproach to
those States that have used chemical weapons and dissuade them from doing so
again. We hope that it will encourage nations to take appropriate action to
restrict the export of chemicals with potential for use in chemical weapons,

My delegation also fully expects this draft resolution to give an impetus to
the negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament that are aiming at completion of
a convention to ban these weapons from the face of the earth. Those negotiations
have intensified and this is a welcome development. They should no build on the
strong foundation that has been set in place. The United States again places on
record its strong support for the chemical weapons negotiations. A comprehensive
ban on ~hemical weapons - an «ffective and verifiable ban - is the best way to

eliminate the threat of their future use and spread.
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The United States delegation invites the full support of all members of this
Committee for this 3dratt resolution.

In its statement of 22 Octcber the United States also addressed the importance
of States parties complying with and implementing arms limitation and disarmament
agreements and indicated that the United States and others would once again
introduce a draft resolution on this indispensable element of the disarmament
endeavour. Today the United States introduces a draft resolution on compliance and
non-compliance, under the agenda item dealing with general and cowplete
disarmament. The United States iz pleased to submit this draft resolution with the
co-sponsorship, as of this time, of Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, France,
Greece, Tceland, Italy, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal and Spain.

In introducing a similar draft resolution last year, my delegation pointed out
that signing an arms control or arms limitation agreement is not the end of
effective arms control., After the agreement enters into force faithful adherence
to the terms of the agreement is required if its purposes are to be realized. The
widespread acceptanc: of this reality, as reflected in the strong support
resolution 40/94 L received in the General Assembly last year, was an encouraging
expression of the international community's commitment to serious disarmament
efforts,

We believe that compliance with agreements lays the groundwork for effective
negotiations for further arms limitations. This is so because negotiating parties
are more likely to resch agreement if they work in an atmosphere of greater mutual
trust predicated on a history of compliance with existing agreements. ¥egotiations
are also facilitated when the negotiators have confidence that the international
community as a whole, and nct just the negotiating parties alone, is committed to

ensvring compliance with agreements.
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We hope that this new draft resolution will gain even wider approval than d4id
resolution 40/94 L. Such an outcome would improve the prospects for full
compliance with existing agreements and zend a message of strong support to
disarmament negotiators in all forums - multilateral, regional and bilateral - so
that their efforts to develop new agreements will be fully successaful.

Mr. MCDOWELL ('~vw Zeal“nd): I apeak on behalf of the delegations of
Australia, Piji, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Solomon islands and Vanuatu,
the members of the South Pacific Forum that are also Members of the United
Nations. We wish to address the auestion of nclear-free zones, which is before
this Committee under items 46, 49 and S50,

The Treaty of Tlatelclco will always hold pride of place for having created
the first nuclear-?ro2 zone covering an inhabited part ¢. the world. A second such
zone, contiguous with the first, has now been created in the South Pacific. The
South Pacific Nucl ar-Pree-Zone Treaty, commonly known as the Rarotonga Treaty, has
now been signed by 10 of the South Pacific countries, of which five have already
ratified, Samoa is tne latest addition to the ratification list.

Although some of our members would have preferred a 0ore comprehensive
measure, we believe that the South Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone Treaty is a
significant addition to the existing arms control anéd disarmament régime. We 2130
believe that it will make an impcitant contribution to the region's favourable
security environment.

Several South Pacific delegations have already spcken here about the form and
the objectives of the nuclear-free zone, 80 I will not cover this ground again
today. What we do wish to do is acknowledge ar! comment briefly on what other
delegations have said about the South Pacific zone .n the course of our debates

here.
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We have been encouraged by the number and the warmth of those references. It
is heartening to learn that th initiative is so widely supported. By our
reckoning, countries from every regional and political grouping in this
Organization have welcomed the proposed establishment of the zone. We are grateful
for these expreasions of support. We have been gratified too by the indications
from jome of the States eligible to sign the Protocols that signature will receive
favourable consideration. That is doubly encouraging.

We are also grateful for the support that the wider international community
has given outside this room to the initiative. 1t has, for example, bean welcomed
by 3tates participating in the Third Review Conference of Parties to the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons last year. Just last month the 132-member
joint assembly of Asian, Caribbean, Pacific and Furopean Economic Community parties
to the Lomé Convention passed a resolution endorsing the treaty.

We have to say, nevertheless, that we were greatly disappointed over *he
statement made by one delegation in this Committee. The representative of France
noted that his country had had discussions in Paris earlier this year with a
delegation made up of the sponsors of the Rarotonga Treaty. He emphasized that
France took a great interest in these discussions. South Pacific Forum countries
in turn were pleased that the beginnings of a dialogue with France took piace,
hecause of the importance they attach to the regional initiative.

In his statement in this Committee, however, the representative of France went
on to say:

"On the pretext® ~ I underline the word “pretext” - "of establishing a

denuclearization régime - without any reason, given the abserice of any threat

of proliferation in the region - the Treaty would attempt to impose a régime

discriminatory with regard to France." (A/C.1/41/PV.10, p. 79)
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Setting aside the impliad suggestion that the only reason for setting up a
nuclear-free zone is to halt nuclear proliferation - which is auite misleading - we
wish to examine briefly the implication of what has been said.

It is being suggested that the South Pacific countries, in setting up a
nuclear-free zone, are simply using this as an excuse to take an anci-France
stand. It is true that in the area of ruclear testing the Treaty would restrict
Franse in its current activities. But that is not to say it is anti-French. To do
80 would be similar to characterizing Additional Protocol I of the Treaty of
Tlatelolco, which France has signed, =s being d.rected against those countries
which had responsibility for territories within that region. If it really is the
belief of the delegation of France that this Treaty is anti-French, that
illustrates vividly the need for further discussions.

The people of the South Pacific have no interest in taking an anti-French
stand. The setting up of the zone is rot an expression of any cultw 1 or
political bias. It is an expression of ihe Seeply felt and sincerely held view of
the peoples of the region that they want their part of the world to be nuclear
free. They are sayiné, inter alia, that after 40 years of heing used as a testing
ground by remote nuclear Powers they want an end to it.

According tc the French representative's statemené, the South Pacific
countries seek to impose a "régime discriminatory ith reg. "d to France”

(A/C.1/41/PV.10, p. 79). We are being accused of making an adverse distinction

with regard to France by setting up this nuclear-free zorz. We are not. We of the
South Pacific feel no animosity towards France. We seek no confrontation wich that
great country. We seek a peaceful resolution of those disputes in our region in
which France is involved. Let us pursue thie path rather than attribute false and

misleading motives to the countrie: ..nd peoples of the South Pacific.
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I conclude by saying that the Treaty neitier discriminates nor imposes
obligations or any country against its will. The Treaty concerns more than the
question of nuclear testing, It will, for sxample, augment the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons., It will do so not only by ensuring that
South Pacific countries do not possess ni.:lear waapons themsslves but also by
ensuring that the nuclear weapons of other countries are not stationed on their
territories, 1t will prohibit the dumping by its parties of radioactive waste at
sea within the zore, It contains extensive and effective control and verification
provisions. Obligations under the Treaty will pertain to its parties only.
Obligations contained in the three Protocols to the Treaty, to which we have
referred, will pertain only to those eligible States which choose to assume them.
So the South Pacific countries attach very great importance to such adherence by

the nuclear-weapon States. We hope that all five will eventually sign up.
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Mr. TELLALOV (Bulgaria): 1In looking back at the outcome of the 1986
gession of the Conference on Disarmament, I would like to begin by making some
generai remarks. Having rerved as Chajrman of the Conference for the month cf
June 1986, 1 also feel that it is my duty to include some additional comments in my
analysis.

This year's session of the Conference on Disarmament opened in an atmosphere
of heightened political expectations prompted by the outcome of the Geneva summit
meeting between General Secretary Gorbachev and President Reagan. The "spirit of
Geneva®™ did not, however, materialize in the Conference on Disarmament. NoO
concrete agreements could he reached which would have pushed the Conference out of
its lethargic impasse. Such an assessment would be basically correct and yet, on
the other hand, it would fail to convey the important asnd most encouraging
characteristics of the session this year.

The issues of a nuclear test ban, nuclear disarmament and the prevention of an
arms race in outar space were addressed by the majority .c delegations in a manner
that reflected a new senne of urgency and responsibility. The negotiations in the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons were further intensified, raising hopes that a
convention could be concluded in the immediate future. This important work was
characterized by a growing awareness that a new pollt;cal philosophy and new
practical approaches are reauired for strengthening international and national
security and for reaching disarmament agreements.

The socialist countries, and the Soviet Union in particular, did prtovide, in
my opinion, an example of such innovative and far-reaching political thinking.

The January 1986 Declaration of General Secretary M. Gorbachev outlined the
firm intention and concrete proposals of the Soviet Union to rid the world of all

nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction by the end of the century. This
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exceptional document attracted the attention of the Conference and was freauently
referred to by many delegations throughout the eight months of the session. The
Soviet approach was further elaborated in a spec.al measage by the soviet leader
addressed to the Conference on Disarmament.

The communiaqué and the appeal issued by the States parties to the Warsaw
Treaty at their Budapest meeting in June 1986 calling upon the member States of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and all Furcpean countries to work out a
programme for the reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments in Europe,
is undoubtedly ye: another demonstration cf their readiness to foster maximum
co-operation with other countries in promoting disarmament. These two documents
adopted at the highest level of the socialist countries played a lasting role
during the session. Thus, on practically all agenda items the Soviet delegation
ani the deleaatiors of the other socialist countries put forward ideas and concrete
proposals of a markedly corxtructive nature,

This was further reaffirmed in the message addresfed in June to the Conference
on Disarmament by my President, Todor Zhivkov, who stated on the issue of
internaticayal co-operation in ichleving nuclear disarmament:

"mhe world is at a crossroads in ite evolution. Fither the old behaviour
ste otypes in the efforts of States to guarantee security will have to be
abandoned, or we shall all fall victim to the conseauences of the dangerous
arms race. A nuclear catastrophe is a common threat. A salutary choice could
only be made by all States working together regardless of their geograph'c
locacion, level of econcmic development or socio-political system.”

I should like also to emphasize that at the Conference we witnessed the
intensified efforts and a new interest of the non-aligned countries, notably or. the

issues of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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The proposals of the Group of 21, including the ideas of Argentina, Greece, India,
Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania, offer realistic asolutions to the problems of a nuclear
test ban and nuclear disarmament, thus reinforcirg the conviction that new
political thinking and an innovative approach will eventually prevail in the
Conference on Disarmament.

Proceeding to assess the Conference's work in 1986 in view of the
aforeme'.tioned criterion, 1 have to note with regret that not all our partners in
the Conference share® the political will and readiness of the socialist countries
and the Group of 21 to take concrete steps. We failed to detect any sign,
particularly in the position of the United States delegation, of an inclination to
give up the old approact. which is based on egocentric notions of international
security. The unrestrained ambitions of the military-industrial complex have
exerted a most negative influence in this respect.

In speaking of a new political philosophy for tackling problems in the field
of disarmament, I should like to pray par.icular attention to the issue of a nuclear
test ban. With one notable excention, the delecations to the Conference were fully
convinced of the key importance of an agreement to ban nuclear-weapon tests. The
unilateral Soviet moratorium on all nuclear explosions has continued in 1986 and
the constructive approach of the Soviet Government to'the solution of this problem
indeed impressed the nembers of the Conference. It has become crystal clear that
fn ordet > achieve a breakthrough in international relations, there must be a halt
to nuclear~wezpon testing. This {s the single most important measure that could
create conditions for a real end to the nuclear arms race and its prevention in
outer s ace. By rejecting the concrete proposals on thia issue and ignoring the
explicit will of all Member States, the American delegation indicated that nothing

of substance had changed in its approach to the fundamental auestions of

disarmament.

R
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Encouraged by the prospects for & positive turn in the work of the Conference,
a number of deleqations aupported the ldea of organizing a series of informal
meetings on agenda item 2, entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
Adisarmament®; thesa meetings were held in June and July 1986, The statements of
thoge delegations, some of them containing interesting and far-sighted ideas,
demonstrated a generally shared awareness of the neceasity to reduce and
subsequently completely destroy nuclear arms, preventing at the same time the
militarization of outer mpace.

The dimcussion on agenda item 3, antitled "Prevention of nuclear war,
including all related matters", was also a rather lively one. Judging by the
number of statements and proposals, some of them submitted by Argentina, China and
Rulgaria, the session this year was marked by the growing interest of delegations
in the central imsaue of averting the nuclear menace. Regrettably, the Wes*ern
Group once again demonstrated political thinking which is based on the pursuit of

military and technological superiority,
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Roth the suhstance and the form of the negotiations on chemical weapons have
indicated that the task of reaching an agreement on the prohibition of these
horrible weapons is a feasible one. In this respect, my delegation would like to
emphasize the important momentum which the Soviet Uinion has imparted to these
negotiztions xirough its proposals of 15 January 1986 which were further eluborated
in the Crpference on Disarmament on 22 April 1486,

Thase proposals and the constructive neqotiating position of the soclialist
countries in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons contributed to the
successaful, though not entirely complete, resolution of the problems concerning one
of the most Important parts of the Convention, namely, the set of provisions
reqarding chemical weapons stocks and the relevant production base in articles II,
171, TV and V. We are convinced that all efforta should he made to negotiate as
soon as possible the remaining sections of these provisions, since that would open
up new prospects for molving the problems connect A with other sectiors of the
draft convention. The Rulgarian aelegation is prepared to contribute to this end,
as it Aid in 1985 and 1986, and we call upon all other interested delegations to
make the most effective use of the forthcoming multilateral consultations in Geneva.

In view of the decisive stage which the negotiatiuns on chemical weapons have
entered, the continued resolute display of political will on the part of all
parties concerned is now of the utmost importance. States should refrain from any
action which may jeopardize the neqotiations and, In particular, should refrain
from the production and deployment of binary and ¢ “her new types of chemical
weapons.

My delegation notea with particilar satiafaction that the work of the Ad Hoc
Committee on the Prevention of an Aims Race in Outer Space revealed a determination

not to permit the appearance of space strike weapons which would be extiemely
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dangerous and destabilizing .o international security. Thanks to a number of
concrete proposals made by various countries, the Conference now has adeauate
material to undertake the elabora:tion of interim measures as a step towards
reaching a comprehencive agreement. We have in mind, in particular, the proposals
for the definition of weapons within the clase of space weapons and for measures to
ban anti-satellite systems.

As to the vital auestion of excluding outer space from the arena of
militaristic ambit ons, my delegation would like to see progress made as soon as
possible in the bilateral negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United
States. The solution to this problem lies ahove all in the adoption by both
parties to the anti-ballistic missile Treaty of measures to strengthen its régime.

At their meeting on 15 October 1986 in Bucharest, the Foreign Ministers of the
States parties to the Warsaw Treaty further emphasized the necessity of halting
forthwith th¢ star wars preparations and the involvement of other States in this
programme, and of ending the development of similar projects, in particular the
European defence initiative, as wall as any action to militarize outer space which
increased the danger of nuclear war.

As regards the Conference on Disarmament, it should be entrusted as soon as it
opens its 1987 session with the task of elaborating, as appropriate, an agreement
or agreements dealing with the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Finally, T should like to turn to the auestion of the Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament. My delegation would like above all to reiterate its desire to see
the Comprehensjive Programme of Disarmament elaborated as soon as possible. We deem
it necessary to address the time factor because, in spite of ths tireless efforts

of Ambassador Garcia Robles, the results of the work of the Conference N this
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{asue hardly live up to the commitment assumed in General Assembly resolution
40/152 D, namely:

"concluding that task and submitting to the General Assembly at its

forty-first session a complete draft of the programme”.

The 1986 session of the Conference on Disarmament once again demonstraced the
vast potential of that forum to generate valuable ideas, facilitating the trend
towards new thinking in international relations and to elaborate agreements on
curhing the arms race and on disarmament. This potential should continue to have
th. full support of the international community. Today, following the summit
meeting in Reykjavik which has created a aualitatively new situation with regard to
nuclear disarmament and international security, the role of the Conference on
Disarmament is bound to grow. The socialist countries stand ready to contribute to
a comprehensive and concerted effort by all members of the Conference to enhance
its effectiveness.

Mr. HARMON (Liberia): On this occasion when the thoughts of all of us in
the General Assembly and particularly in Africa are focused on the deep grief which
we. have suffered as the result cof the passing of one of Africa’'s heroic and
outstanding leaders in the person of President Samora Machel of Mozambioue, I
should l1ike to recuest our colleague of Mozambiaue to éonvey .o his Government and
the people of Mozambiaue our deepest condolences on this great loss, praying for
God's continued guidance and biessing upon them in thi: hour of deep distress.

Once again, representatives of nations and international organizations have
gathered to consider perhaps the most urgent issues of our time, namely, arms
control and disarmament. ‘The making of eloaguent speeches, the crescendo of

hypocritical rhetoric, the adoption of scores of resolutions which are not
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implemented or intended for implementation: all this has contributed to the
sterility of our general debate and the erosion of the credibility of the United
Nations in the field of disarmament and related matters.

In view of the threat posed by the continuing arms race, and in particular the
nuclear arms race, it is our earnest hope that we will turn a new leaf by bringing
with us to this forty-first seassion of the General Assembly a new set of
commitments which will lead to serious and concrete results in this field,
especially on the part of those held responsible for the global arms race.

It has been acknowledged that the greatest peril facing the world today is the
threat to the survival of mankind posed by the existence and justification of
nuclear weapons. The threat of human annihilation is therefore nct just another
issue but the most important problem facing mankind. And nuclear disarmament is

thus, fundamentally, an issue of human survival.
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Surely it should not take much convincing for all States, especially the major
military Powers to see the ultimate folly of the continuation of the nuclear-arme
race.

Everyone here will agree that the advent of nuclear weapons drastically
changed the notions of security. Hitherto States had long sought to maintain
gecurity through the possession of arms. But in the nuclear age that can no longer
be a realistic approach. The sccumulation of weapons, particularly nuclear
weapons, constitutes a real danger for the future of mau..nd. The danger that any
armed conflict anywhere in the world today can escalate into a broader nuclear
confrontation 1x real. Nuclear accid. ts by any nuclear Power, or other States
opting for such a status, causing death and inflicting deadly diseases even upon
generations yet unborn, is real.

The idea, therefore, of a so-called limited nuclear war is unrealistic.
flence, my delegation believes that the time has come to put an end to this
pervasive sense of anxiety and to seek genuine security in global disarmament.

The Liberian Government counsels a Unitesd Nations policy based on principle
and not on power. 1In accordance with this policy, we welcomed the recent
mini-summit between President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev {n Reykjavik.
In view of past and present developments we harboured no illusions that their
meeting would produce spectacular results, But we support whatever has been
achieved and shall continue to encourage meaningful and productive dialoque, which
we hope will contribute to the maintenance of durable peace and security.

Liberia has consistently supported initiatives aimed at ensuring peace,
security and constructive co-operation among nations, hecause we See peace as an
egsential pre-condition for stability and development. We therefore follow very

closely developments between the super-Powers: ae heavily armed States in the
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world they have a great possibility to contribute to the achievement of enduring
peace.

In that connection, we further encourags - indeed implore - the leaders of the
two super-Powers to continue the dialogue they have already started, 8o that the
next encounters will not simply be another in a series of lost opportunities, but
an occasion for fruitful and constructjve undertakings towards concrete and
effective disarmament agreements.

My delegation believes that the uhole auestion of diaarmament and
international peace and security shoinld be the priority resolve of the United
Nations, as indeed it has been since the Organization was founded. However, one
thing should be made clear - that is, that while we fully support the endeavours of
the super-Powers, their deliberations shkould in no way be a egubstitute for the
collective effort of this Organization in the very important subject of disarmament.

That brings us to the question: why has Reykjavik become so irportant in the
disarmament issue? The reply ia: because of the universal hope that the two
super-Powers might achieve such reductions in their arms race as to enable the
masters of the world economy to divert their savings to the crying needs of the
majority of nations that are in an insufficient atate of development. Ther§ -
beyond their own economic confines - are the majority of nations and the majority
of peoples whose accelerated growth, in a constructive partnership, would ensure
greater stability in their own economies, in their industrial developr~~nt.

The world economy today is an issue vital to all the peoples of the world,
frightened by the prospects of nuclear war in a race that is bringing mankind
nearer to the final fate of Armageddon.

That new summit being promised must be in the best possible climate in which
the two Heads of State might meet, in terms of developments before, during and

after Reykjavik,
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Given our analysis of the situation, my Government is bound to conclude that
ao far as the major problems of disarmament and economic development are concerned
what transpired in Reykjavik is larqely related to the United Nations and its
responsibility to the Charter, which is the Constitution of all mankind, including
the two super-Powers.

I wish now to refer to a matter of utmost importance to Africa. Independent
African States have always paid particular attention to the objectives of peace and
gecurity, which they believe are essential to the realization of their cherished
aspirations to development, unity and stability. Indeed, in the preami.ie to the
charter of the Organization of African Unity, the founding fathers of tuat
organization clearly stated their conviction that conditions of peac= and security
must be established and maintained in order to translate those aspirations into a
dynamic force in the cause of human progress.

We remain firmly of the view that the attainment by the racist Pretoria régime
of a nuclear-weapon capability constitutes the most serious obstacle to the
implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa, and a threat
to international peace and security. If that obstacle is not removed, the
non-proliferation efforts - which many complain bhave already been undermined by
dAiscriminatory practices - could be further, indeed critically, hampered, and the
arms race as a whole in the ares considerably fuelled. African States owe it to
their populations and future generations to exercise rully their right to
self-defence. That obligation includes the sacred duty to take appropriate and
effective measures to ropel sggression in all its forms. We are therefore
convinced that the imposition of comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South
Africa by the Security Council, under Chapter VIl of the Charter, wou.d be a step
in the right direction. But we welcome, at this juncture, the voluntary and
selective sanctions agalnst South Africa already being imposed by Mziwer States and

international organizations.
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As far as general and complete Adisarmament is concerned, my delegation
attaches great value to the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa adopted
by the Assemhly of Heads of State and Government of the Organi:ation of African
Unity (OAU) at its firat ordinary session, held at Cairo in July 1964 - the
Declaratior which sought to keep nuclear weapons out of our continent. The
Declaration was a concrete demonstration of Africa's support not only for the
objective of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and the prevention of nuclear
war, but also for the maintenance and strengthening of international peace and

security as a whole.
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as far as the Declaration is concerned, I wish to stress that its adoption was
a major political development. For the firat time an entire region undertook
unilaterally to renounce the acauisition of nuclear weapons; for more than 20 years
African Governments have continued to abide by the Declaration and to remain fully
committed to its objectives. Unfortunately, Africa's commitment to nuclear
disarmament and peace is being undermined by the intensification of the nuclear and
military activities of the apartheid régime of South Africa, and with the
acauiescence of its well-known collaborators, who for many years have been afraid
of upsetting the sensibilities of racist Pretoria.

My Government has clearly indicated that it shares the grave concern of the
international community as a whole over the arms race, and in particular the
nuclear-arms race, which, as I stated earlier, threatens the survival of mankind.
It seems to us that peace and security would be better served by being based on the
least possible diversion of resources to armamanent, rather than on the continued
aualitative and auantitative escalation of weapon acauisition.

But we believe also that to be genuinely effective and durable, disarmament
must guarantee States their security through assurances of equal security for all
States, as well as tlrough effective arrangements for the maintenance of peace and
the settlement of disputes in accordance with the principles set out in the Charter
of the United Nations.

The task that confronts us in Africa is crucial. Our region faces the grim
challenge of trying to maintain peace and security without further weakening our
economies tnrough the increasing diversion of limited resources to defence
redquirements necessary to deter threats of armed epression, sabotage, niuclear
blackmail and aggression by apartheid South Africa. Despite the painful social and
economic sacrifices that may be required, we are not prepared to capitulate or to
weaken our commitment to the total elimination of apartheid, colonialism and

illegal occupation in Africa.
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I ahould like at this juncture to address myself to the United Nations
Regional Centre for Peace ~»nd Disarmament in Africa. We welcome its establi hment
by the General Assembly at its fortieth session. The creation of that new forum,
which responds to a reauest to that effect hy the Assembly of Heads of State or
Government of the OAU at its iwerty-first ordinary session, is viewed as a possible
international contributicn to the continuing search for all possible ways and means
of promoting peace and progress in Africa.

I believe that the Centre can provide a valiable forum for promoting dialogue,
as well ireater information ard underttanding of Africin realities and interests
in this complex and challenging field. Our African leaders have therefore strongly
recommended that the Centre work closely with the Organization of African Unity.

I¥ T have dwelt at length on the regional aspect of disarmament and
tnternational peace and security it is because of our interest in that area, and
more particularly hecause my delegatiun believes that the objectives of the
Organization of African Unity must be pursued so that we do not lower our sights in
our auest for peace, unity and stability in our region, Africa.

My delegation also reaffirms its strong conviction that there is an urgent
need for a thorough review of the role of the United Nations in the field of
disarmament with a view to enabling the world body to play a more effective and
credible role in that area. We look forward to the early completion of the work of
the Disarmawent Commission on this item, based on the very constructive and
comprehensive proposals submitted .o the Commission at its 1986 substantive session
by the Chaicrman of the Commission's working group dealing with this item.

Liberia reaf, irms th~t disarmament, the relaxation of tension among States,
respect for the right of self-determination and independence, the peaceful

settlement of disputes and the strengthening of international peace and security
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are all very closely velated. 1In our view, progress in any of those fields could
liave a beneficlal impact. 1In turn, fillure in on: of them could have a negative
effect. Bearing those considerations in mind, it is vital that the intecnational
community strive for agreement on a realistic programme cf comprehensive security.

Of paramount importance to what I have been speaking about is the subject of
the relationship retween disarmament and development. A decade ago in this very
Committee the Liberian delegation suught to underline the subtle relationship
between the arme race and the attainment of a just and eauitable world economic
order. We felt strongly enough about that matter to introduce a draft resolution
accompanied by a draft declaration, entitled "New philosophy of disarmament”,
contained in document A/C.1/31/L.28 of 29 November 1976, 1t is in that light that
we once again reaffirm our support for the initiative of the Government of France
and for the call by the General Assembly for the convening of the International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development. We also agree
with the emerging consensus that disarmament and development are two of the most
pressing needs of contemporary international relations, and we strongly urge that
the Conference no longer be delayed, but should be conve ied as scheduled in 1987.

As we attach so much importance to the economic recovery of Africa, my
delegation wishes in closing to express its profound appreciation to the Government
of Canada, which has taken the initiative in association with the Secretary-Gennral
to put together a plan, supported by Governments, the World Bank and its affiliates
and perhaps other banking institutions, to join in a strategy that will place

Africa on the road to an era of recovery.
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Mr. CHUNGONG AYAFOR (Cameroon): My delegation wishes at this time to

outiine the views of the Government of the Republic of Cameroon on the following
specific items of our agenda: agenda item 61 (g), "United Nationa Regional Centre
for Peace and Development in Africa: report of the Secretary-General®; agenda item
61 (a), "Consideration of quidelines for confidence-building measures: report of
the Disarmament Commission®; and agenda item 62 (n) (iii), "Implementation of the
recommendations and decisions of the tenth special session: Verification in all
its aspects: report of the Secretary-General”.

We commend the Secretary-General for the measures he has taken to implement
General Assembly resolution 40/151 G, adopted by consensus last year at the
Assembly's fortieth session, which es.ablished the United Nations Regional Centre

for Peace and Disarmament in Africa.
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The initiative for the creation of the Centre came from the African Heads of
State and Government, as reflected in resolution AHG/Res.’38 (XXI), adopted at the
twenty-first summit conference of the Organization of African Unity (OAU), held at
Addis Ababa in July 1985. In that resolution the African leaders expressed,
inter alia, their firm conviction that an interrelationship exists between
security, development and disarmament. They recognized the need for the United
Nations to establish an institutional arrangement in Africa to conduct in-depth
studies and promote the objectives of peace, disarmament and development. At the
twenty-second OAU summit conference, held at Addis Ababa from 28 to 30 July this
year, the African leaders reaffirmed resolution AHG/Res.138 (XXI) and expressed
their appreciation of the establishment by the United Nations of the Regional
Centre. They also recommended that the Centre should work closely with the OAU.

Clearly, the mazjor military Powers, in particular the super-Powers, have the
primary responsibility regarding disarmame..t, especially nuclear disarmament. At
the same time, it {8 also a2 fact that disarmament is of interest to all countries
and peoples, especially since the whole world faces the common threat of nuclear
annihilation. Furthermore, for small and medi w-sized developing countries like
ours, which are not responsible for the arms race but are nevertheless negatively
affected by it, we support efforts towards genuine disarmament, which would help
enhance our security and facilitate our development endeavours. Weapons produced
by arms-producing countries cause death and destruction in our countries and divert
our limited resources from development tc military uses. 1In addition, the
unregulated transfer of conventional weapons into our regions by producers, as well
as by private dealers, encourages such forces of aggression, as the racist
apartheid régime in South Africa to continue their repressive policies, and, in its

case, its occupation of and aggression against neighbouring African States.
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It is, therefore, important to recognize that any serious efforts towards
disarmament must take fully into account the political realities of the world and
the specific conditions existing in each particular region. JConditions vary from
region to region and the nature of the peace and security issues to be addressed
differs in each case. It would be undesirable to attempt the administration of an
undesirable remedy for particular cases. That is why we support the regional
approach to disarmament, nci as the final goal in the field but as a complel ntary
feature in the effort to achieve the ultimate objective of world-wide general and
complete disarmament. The regional approach wouid enable the international
community to be apprised of the realities and the needs of each particuiar region,
thus increasing the ease with whic' he scope of support needed by the region
concerned in achieving progress could be determined. Thus, in our region, for
example, the international community would be aware of the fact that genuine peace
and security will be difficult to achieve while apartheid remains in force in
gsouthern Africa.

We therefore attach much importance to the Regional Centre for Peace and
Disarmament in Africa as a forum for two-way communication and dialogue in this
field, firsc among African countries and, secondly, between the region and the
international community as a whole.

Through the Centre's activities in connection with the World Disarmament
Campaign, for instance, effo?ts would be made to inform, to educate and to develop
public understanding and support in our region for United Nutions objectives in the
field of disarmament. At the same time, the African public would have the
opportunity to express its concerns and views regarding the prosp:t's and the
possibilities for peace in the region. Such dialogue, we believe, is vital in
developing the necessary understanding and awareness, which could in turn

facilitate the realization of concrete measures in this field. We wish to stress
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the growing interest in this subject in our region and to point out that during
1986 alone several major conferences and seminars on peace, disarmament and
development have taken place throughout the continent, from Addis Ababa to
Brazzaville and from Maputo to Yaoundé,

We therefore welcomed with much satisfaction the Declaration (A/41/341)
adopted by the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned Movement at its Ministerial
Meeting in New Delhi last April, in paragraph 51 of which the Bureau reaffirmed the
need to strengthen the role of regional bodies such as the Centre in mobilizing
support for the achievement of the objectives of the World Disarmament Campaign.
For many developing countries without adequate exper*ise in this field, except that
which is made available by institutions or programmes such as the United Nations
programme of fellowships in disarmament, the Regional Centre's activities could
contribute significantly not only to promoting greater knowledge of and expertise
in the subject but also to creating and encouraging a better climate for
constructive action in this field. My delegation would strongly support
initiatives such as those that have been endorsed for Latin America by the
Non-Aligned Movement and we commend the Government of Peru for its willingness to
host the Regional Cen*re for Peace, Disarmament and Development in that continent.

“here is no more urgent or pressing problem confronting mankind today than
that of removing the risk of war, containing and elimirating conflicts with.n and
between States and moving towards genuine and lasting peace. WNo opportunity that
offers even a slim chance for peace should be left unexplored.

My delegation wishes to comment on the "Draft guidelines for appropriate types
of confidence~building measures and for the implementation of such measures on a
global or regional level®” (A/41/42, annex II). We believe that the importance of

confidence~building is growing in a world charact rized by political tensiun,



A/C.1/41/PV.26
34-35

{(Mr. Chunqong Ayafor, Cameroon)

mistrust and increasing recourse to the threat or use of force on the one hand and
the escalation of the world-wide arms race on the other.
This was already recognized at the first special session of the General
Assembly davoted to disarmament, which, in its Final Document, stated that
*Collateral measures in both the nuclear and conventional fields, together
with other measures specifically designed to build confidence, should be
undertaken in order to contribute to the creation of favourable conditions for
the adoption of additional disarmament measures and to further the relaxation

of international tension” (resolution S-10/2, para. 24)

and that

"In order to facilitate the process of disarmament, it is necessary to
take measures and pursue policies to strengthen international peace and
security and to build confidence among States. Commitment to
confidence-building measures could significantly contribute to preparing for
further progress in disarmament..." (para. 93).

It should be noted, further, that tte General Assembly has expressed in a
series of consensus resolutions its belief that confidence-building measures, where
appropriat: conditions exist, will significantly contribute to facilitating the
process of disarmament, as well as its conviction that commitment to such measures
could contribute to strengthening the security of States, and that, based upon
these insights, the General Assembly has recommended t at States congider the
introduction of such measures with a view to enhancing security between them and

facilitating progress in arms limitation and disarmament.
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As to the response of individual Member States to the proposals of the General
Assembly, it is noteworthy that a large degree ct agreement emerged both in the
replies from Governments to the relevant resolutions, informing the
Secretary-General of their views and suggestions regarding confidence-building
measures (A/34/416 and addendums and A/35/337) and in the "Comprehensive study of
the Group of Governmental Experts on Confidence-tuilding Measures® (A/36/474). An
equally impressive convergence of views concerning rhe subject matter was seen in
the proposals made to the General Assembly by individual countries at the second
special session devoted to disarmament (A/5-12/AC.1/59).

As both the imperative need for the Uniced Nations to play a part in
confidence-building between States and its historic role in that work are
unanimously accepted by all Member States, further strengthening of the role of the
United Nations in confidence-building could greatly enhance the United Nations
ability to maintain international peace and security and to develop friendly
relations between nations based on respect for the , inciple of equal rights and
self-determination. 1In this connection, we believe that the objectives and
principles of confidence-building between States should be an indispensable
prerequisite for enhancing confidence between States. The principles enshrined in
the Charter must be strictly observed.

The ultimate goal of confidence-building measures is to strengtlen
international peace and security, thus creating and improving the conditions for
fruitful international co-operation. The immediate objective is to reduc or even
eliminate the causes of mistrust, fear, misunderstanding and miscalculation with
regard to the military activities of other States, for these are factors which
impair security and encourage the continuation of the international arms build-up.

Thus confidence-building should, in particular, facilitate the process of arms




JP/mh A/C.1/41/PV.26
37

(Mr. Chungong Ayafor, Cameroon)

limitation and disarmament as well as the prevention or settlement of international
disputes and conflicts. Measures adopted in pursuance of confidence~building must
be neither a substitute nor a pre-condition for disarmament measures, nor should
they divert any attention from them.

Confidence-building measures would in our view serve the additional objective
of facilitating verification of arms limitation and disarmament agreements.
Conversely, adequate verification measures and co-opcration in their implementation
have a considerable confidence-building effect of their own. Action in pursuit of
these objectives will enhance rationality and stability in int:rnational relations
and contribute, in accordance with the Charter, to inaibiting the use of force or
the threat of its use. In go doing, it has to create a political and psychological
climate in which the momentum towards a competitive arms build-up can be reduced
and eliminated.

The absence of such confidence can introduce unnecessary harmful bickering and
charges and c¢ounter-charges of alleged violations. Durable processes of peacefu
and co-operative inter-—State relations would be difficult *o realize in such a
climate of suspicion and uncertainty.

In this connection, my delegation is of the view that tre Disarmament
Commission has made a major step in the right direction in recommending dr:ft
guidelines for adoption by the General Assembly. We believe that all Member States
should seriously commit theﬁaelves to a thorough review of this very important
element, which 13 a noble step towards di.~armament and arms limitation. The recent
conclusion of the Stockholm Conference cn Confideuce and Security Bullding Measures
and Disarmament in Europe must be lauded. 1Indeed, the Stockholm Confercnce
demonstrated that a regional confidence-building process can be sustained and
widened in its approach, even in a region where there is an unprecedented

concentration of both nuclear and conventional forces and armaments.
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The Camerocon delegation would not wish to see any retrograde or sideways
movement, on this important achievement by the Disarmement Commission. We d¢ not
wish to risk, by undoing the draft guidelines, the loss of such meaningful work,
contributed to by all Member States, in arriving at the present stage. Instead, we
shall join in the endeavours to resolve the last two outstanding areas of
disagreement and recommend to all Member States in the General Assembly that the
effective implementation of all the recommendations in Annex II of the Disarmament
Commission's report (A/41/42) would be constructive action.

Any attempt to mitigate the successful results of the Commissicn's hard work
on the subject matter would belittle the productive effort. Neutral and
non-aligned countries have made far-reaching compromises subscribing to the
adoption of{ a set of principles that had its origin in the most armed region of the
world - Europe - and whose application worldwide covers the subregional, regional
and, later, global levels,

A primary objective of the Cameroon Government in disarmament, whether
conventional or nuclear, has been strongly to support the role of the United
Nations in strengthening and maintaining international peace and security. My
delegation fully supports the Secretary-General's view( expressed in his annual
report, that

"the ability of the Organization to assist in verification and compliance

arrangements should be explored". (A/41/1, p. 10)

Conversgely, we firmly believe that there exists a fundamental interrelationship
between confidence- and security-building measures and verification in all its
aspects. Further, while confidence-building must neither be a substitute nor a
pre-condition for disarmament measures, nor divert attention from them, my

delegation cont ders that ommitment to pursuing appropriate confidence-building
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measures in a specific context, including strict compliance with agreements already
entered into, could foster the process of disarmament and security.

The Cameroon delegation is delighted to have been one of the co-sponsors of
General Assembly resolution 40/152 O of 16 December 1985, an initiative of the
delegation of Canada on verification in all its aspects. The Cameroon delegation
takes note of the replies submitted to the Secretary-C2neral on this issue
(A/41/422). We note with satisfaction that a review of the Final Document of the
first special session devoted to disarmament reveals several principles relating to
verification. We believe that it is the task of Governments to formulate
verification provisions in conformity with those principles, for it would be a
fruitless exercise should disarmament and arms control accords lack dependable
verification measures. Conversely, we are of the view that the United Nations has
a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament, and
existing ways and means should be utilized effectively and efficiently in the area
of verification and compliance. We are of the view that the Disarmament Commission
is the appropriate body to deliberate on th‘3s subject matter.

In this connection, it is important to recall paragriphs 91 and 92 of the
Final Document of the first special aession devoted to disarmament which state:

“In order to facilitate the conclusion and effective implementation of
disarmament agreements and to create confidence, States should accept
appropriate provisions for verification in such agreements.

*"In the context of international disarmament negotiations, the problem of
verification should be furthe: examined and adequate methods and procedures in
this field be considered. Every effort should be made to develop appropriate
methods and procedures which are non-discriminatory and which do not unduly
interfere with the internal affairs of other States or jeopardize their

economic and social development®. (resolution S-10/2, paras. 9'-92)
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Resolution 40/152 0, adopted by consensus at the historic fortieth session of
the Ceneral Assembly, and thus agreed to by all of us, stated inter alia that each
Member State of the United Nations believed that

"verification techniques should be developed as an objective means of

determining compliance with agreements and appropriately taken into account in

the course of disarmament negotiations”. (resolution 40/152 o,

sixth preambular para.)




Eh/ed A/C.1/41/PV, 26
41

(Mr. Chungong Ayafor, Cameroon)

We were pleased to observe that an ever-increasing number of Member States
from varying regions of our globe submitted responses to the Secretary-General in
anawer to the call for

"views and suggestions on verification principles, procedures and techniques

for promoting the inclusion of adequate verification in arms limitation and

disarmament agreements and or the role of the United Nations in tha field of

verificaticn®. (General Assembly rer ~lution 40/152 O)

As a sponsor of resolution 40/152 O we were also encouraged by the maay
statements made tere in the general debate. That is as it should be; each one of
us must be able to take part In the consideration of this important subject. 1t is
too vital to be taken out of our hands. We must ensure that the General Assembly
and its subsidiary organs are able to conduct the most comprehensive examination of
the sub‘ect. Because the verification of arms control and disarmament agreements
concerns us all, ve must all be permitted as a matter of right to develop
principles, guidelines and standards which can then be taken into account durirg
actual negotiations.

Not only should we all, individually and collectively, make our contribution
to the growing body of literature on verification but there is also profit to te
gaine from an examination of the role of the United Nations., Our world
Organization has performed verification tasks well. One can think immedi. .ely of
peace-keeping, and of the confidence~building which has been possible berause of
the excellent work of United Nations peace-keeping missions. There are many other
examples of verification, compliarice and confidence-inilding performances by the
United Nations which can be recalled by each of us. 1In addition, as was stated
most eloquently by the representative of Uruguay in his statement in this Coumittee

on 22 October:
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e United Nations should expand its role in the fieid of verif.cation
8inog it can cffer impartiality and the guarantee of its machinery [and]
procedurss ...". (A/C.1/41/7V.17, p. 11}

It has been sajid many times - and my delegation certainly agrees - that the
principle of verification must never be allowed to interfere with arms control
negotiations; but it must also be recognized by all tnat verification is an
essential ingredient in all arms control agreements. Simply because it is so
esscatial. it must be examined in detail. There is need for a body of principles,
guidelines, standards and practical suggestions available for use by negotiators.
That {s why we welcome and support the Canadian agestion that the United Nations
nisarmament Commigssion he asked to consider the subject of verification. The
Commigsion is a forum in which we can deliberate at length and in depth; where we
can devote to t*{s subjer¢ the time tha! it deserves.

The concept of verification, the principle of verificatior, must be considered
in a universal sense 0 iiiat we may develop material which will be of usz in the
future. If there are Member States which have legitimate concerns about arms
control negotiations and about particular aspects of ongoing negotiations those
concerns should be the subject matter of resolutions which deal appropriately with
those issues.

My delegation also be ieves that the place for a full consideration of
verification is here at the United Nations, where a1’ 159 Member St.tes can
participate. To attempt to relegate verification to any organization which has a
less than universzl United Nations membership would be to do a grave injtstice to
our Organization and to those outside it. The subject is too important to deserve

anything but the most serious consideration by all Member States.
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The wisest course for us to take would be to adopt a simple, uncomplicated
procedur al resolution which would build on our de-ermination, as expressed in
General Assembly resolution 40/152 O. Since we all agreed in that resolution that
verification techniques should be developed and that it was important to have
Member States put forward their views, so should we all agree that the Disarmament
Commission should devote a portion of its deliberations to this vital subject. It
is within that framework thct the Cameroon delegation considers that verification
is an esgential and integral element of the aisarmament process.

In the context of universal disarmament deliberations and negotiations,
involving the review of adequate measures of verification acceptable to all States,
the United Nation. is basically the most powerful multilateral forum where all
countries have an obligation to maintain and strengthen mutual peace and security
throughout the world. This is certainly not a task for only a limited few.

As we know, the concept of verification features prominently in all
discussions on arms control agreements. Proper verification is an extremely
effective confidence-building measure. The development of a body of knowledge on
verification is too important a task to be left to a select few. It is and should
continue to be the responsibilicy of us all.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Israel): On this my first intervention in this Committee I
should like to extend to our Chairman my delegation's congratulations on his
election to his high office and also to congratulate the other officers of the
Committee.

We are meeting at a very auspliciou.: moment in recent history. To : utside
observer, this past year has seei considerable positive movement wit.. rejavd to
arms control. Most important, thevre was the meeting between the leaders of vhe

United States and the Soviet Union in Iceland which, if it did not end in a final
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conclusion of the long and drlicate negotiatinns between their two countries, did
indicate that considerable movement had been made and opened up the distinct
possibility of arriving at some igreemsant in Geneva.

In Stockheim, despite much misgiving, the negotiations at the Conference on
Confidence and Security Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe ended
Buccessfully and another small atep towards the alleviation of tensjon in Europe
was made.

The conclusion in a remarkably short time of two important Conventions in
Vienna, under the auspices of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA),
providing for early warning and assistance in the event of nuclear accidents,
proved that the worid community could co-operate, under pressure, to further orld
peace and security. Israel was very pleased to be able to sign the two Conventions
immediately after their adeption by the General Conference uf the IAEA.

Unfortunately, the same kind of success has not accompanied the dissrmament
negotiations carried on in the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva. Although some
progress has been made towards the drafting of a draft convention on chemical
weapons, a great deal remains to be done.

If there has been progress alsewhere, one region where not only has there been
no progress but in which there have even been setbacks is, unfortunately, the
Middle Fast.

Mr. Shamir, the Prime Minister of Israel, speaking in the General Assembly,
stated that nothing had been done to lessen the three major threats facing all the
countries in the Middle East: namely, the escalating race in conventional arms,

the continued dange: »f nuclear weapons and, most urgently, the acute problem of

chemical warfare.
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We have in the courte of recent yeaun witnessad a Member country of the United
Natlons, Iraq - a signatory of the 1925 Ganeva Protocol prohibiting the use of
chemical weapons - engaged in un unprovoked war which has caused almost a million
casuaities and persisting in i a use of chemical weapons in fightiing that war. Not
only has the Governmant of Iraq used mustard gas but it was algo the first countcy
aver to use a nert® gas, "labun” in combat. There have been thousands of victims,
and not cnly amony combatants. This use of lethal gassas by Irag vas cont irmed by
a commission of specialists appointed by the Secretary-General of tne United
Nat ions in March 1984, and again {(n 1986, On 2} March 1986, the President of the
Security Council, on behalf of its members in a statement L .sed on the specialists’®
findings, condemned Irag in the following terms.

"Profoundly concerned by the unanimous concluilon of the mpecialists that
chemlical weapons on many occasions have been used by Iragi forces agailnst
Iranian forces, most recently in the course of the present Iranian offensive
into Tragi territory, the mambers of the Council strongly condeian this
continued use of chemical waapons, in clear violation of the Geneva Protocol
*f 1925, which prohibits the use in war of chemical weapons." (S/PV.2667,

pp. 3-4)
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This whole continuing tragic evisnde was summed up succinctly by the Stockholm
International Peace Research Ynstitute in the 1985 Yearbook in the following way:

"On the accumulatud evidence, ard desplite its protestations to the contrary,

Iraq stands exposed asv a violator of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, an

international criminal® (p. 182).

A dangerous by-product of the use of chemical weapons by Iraq, and the failure
of the world community to take any serious action, has been the considerable
evidence that other States in the Middle East, most notably Syria, are busily
developing a very menxcing chemical warfare capability.

This develop. ent threatens the peace and security of all the States ‘in the
Middle East and also underlines the vital importance of arriving at an effective
internatjonal :onvention on the prohibition of the manufacture, production and
gtockpiling of chemical weapons in addition to the Geneva Protocol of 1925
forbidding the use of such weapons.

As it does not seem likely that the chemical warfare Convention will be
completed and adopted in the very near future, the Prime Minizter of Israel,

Mr. Yitzhak Shamir, in his statement to the General Assembiy nu 30 September,
sugyested:

"The free world should pool information on this subject and adopt concerted

measures to prevent the development or acquisition of chemical and biological

weapons. We cannot afford to cower bhefore dictatorships that stockpile these
inhuman inventories, especially since these régimes have shown no hesitation
in using them.™ (A/41/9V,16)

A great deal has been said here in this Committee and elsewhere about the
close connection between disarmament and e.nnomic development. Nowhere is this
more self-evident than in the Middie East, The arms bill in 1985 in this area

reached the figure of about $20 billion. How different would ali our econowies

on e
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look if only 50 per cent of this vast sum were spent on economic and aocial
development. In addition, in the situatjon of ti.e Middle Eaat, the continued
build-up of ever more sophisticated conventional arms in the hands of States that
do not conceal their aggressive intentions against Is.ael, constitutes a very real
threat to the security of the reglon.

% should therefore like to suggest hare and now that ocur region should take a
leat out of the book of our neighbouring continent, namely, Furope. Mutual
balanced force reduction in our region is an idea for which the time has come. I
am convinced that aven without solving ail thke outstanding problems of our area, a
basis for the building of confidence c¢nuld be found were the Stztes of our region
to enter into serjous, direct and u.cettared negotiations on mutually-balanced
force reductions. There i3 hardly zny sense in continuing the ever-increasing
spiral of armaments which plague the people and States of the Middle East. It is
the accumulation of conventional armamenta which creates dange. 4.

1 would therefore utge our neighbouring States to think about our propesal to
enter into free and direct negotlations in order to examine the possibilitiee which
exist in tha concept of a Middle Eastern mutual balanced force reduction; even a
serious discussion between the States concerned, of such a possibility, could
contribute some of the confidence so badly needed.

Such negotiations would certainly open up another area of vital significance
in the disarmament f,;eld - rh; ertabitshment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East. An argument that has been put forward by some representatives is that
if only Israel would agreze to join the Non-Proliferation Treaty the Middle East
could be declared a nuclear-weapon-free wzone, just like that., However, we all know
that accession to the Non-Proliferation Treaty does not prevent conventional wars

which are the bane of the Middle kast and our principle source of worry. A
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nuclear-weapon-free zone, including mutual reassurances, definitely precludes
recourse to war, and that is why Israel so strongly advocates this concept. A
nuclear-weapon-free zone can only come about through a long process of free
negotiations among the potontial partners as has been done in South America and the
South Pacific. Thus, in the Final Document of the Co-urdinating Bureau of the
Non-Aligned Countries which met in New Delbi in April of this year, it was stated:
"Recalling the final document of SSOD-I, the Ministers affirmed that the
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, on the basis of arrangements
freely arrived at among the States of the region, constituted an important
disarmament measure. In the process of establishing such zones, the
characteristics of each region should be taken into account. The
establishment of such zones in different parts of the world should be
encouraged, the ultimate objective being to achieve a world antirely free of

nuclear weapons.” (A/41/341, pp. 23-24, para. 43)

Israel's policy has remained constant over the years; we fully support the
principle of non-proliferation, have frequently appealed to the States in the area
to negotiate the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone and have solemnly
declared many times that Israel will not be the first country to introduce nuclear
weapons into the Middle East.

1f, as some of the representatives of the Arab States have declared, they fear
Israel's so-called nuclear potential, what better way would there be for them to
allay those fears than to accept the open invitation of my Government and to enter
into negotiations as soon as possible. The issue of the esatablishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East upon which, according to the declared
policies of all vur Governments we all agree - and have demonstrated our consensus
in our vote here - could perhaps be the harbinger of getting the peace process

mov ing once more.
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Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom): I have the honour to speak on behalf of
the European Community and its 12 Mewmber States on item 59 of our agenda, chemical
and bacteriological weapons.

The Twelve welcomed the successful conclusion of the Second Review Conference
of the bivlogical weapons Convention in September and wade a joint contribution to
this outoome. We look forward to the meeting of experts to be held in March and
April when we hope that measures can be agreed to strengthen confidence in and the
control régime of the Convention. The Twelve, all of whom have ratified the
Convention hope that the First Committee will recommend that the General Assembly
should call on those countries which have not yet done so to become parties to the
Convention. We very much hope that these countries will do so at the earliest
possible opportunity. We support the draft resolution submitted by the delegation
of Austria, which provided the President of the Review Conference.

I must regretfully reiterate in this Committee the unequivocal condemnation by
the Twelve of all use of chemical weapons. We strongly urge all parties to the
1925 Ganeva Protocol scrupulously to honcar their obligations under the Protocol
and to observe the generally-recognized princ!ple rules of international law
applicable to armed conflict. Members ¢f the Committee will be aware that t.hre
Twelve have taken measures togather with other countries to control the export of
certain compounds which could be misused for the production of chemical weapons.
These controls are kept continuously under review and their scope was extended
during the course of this year. we shall continue to give them close attention and
to apply whatever export control measures are necessary to prevent the abuse of the

relevant compounds.
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In his statement on behalf of the Twelve in the general Jdebate on 14 October,
my Minister, Mr. Timothy Renton, Minister of State of the Poreign &snd Commonwsalth
office, emphasized the high priority attached by the Twelve to the early conclusion
of an effective and global ban on chemical weapons. As the current Chairman of the
M Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons of the Conference on Disarmament, I a® glad to
be able to say on behalf of the Twelve that the negotiations are progressing at an
accelerating pace. As a result of the hard work done in the Ad Hoc Committee,
especially in the last three years since it received its present mandate, a lot of
common ground has been identified, to an increasing extent in the form of
provisionally agreed treuty language, within the basic structure of the Convention

agreed in 1984,
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Building on this foundation, the Committee haa in its reports of 1985 and 1986
developed further what is called the rolling text of the draft Convention, which
records the current state of the negotiations and reports the progress made to the
Conference and to the General Assembly.

As members will see from this year's report, we have been able to register
remarkable proqress in some areas of the draft Convention, notably its articles IV,
V and VI. The Governmen' of one member Of the Twelve organized a valuable workshop
in The Hague and Rotterdam in June which made a major contribution to a new
article VI, on "Activities not prohibited by the Convention®. We are progressing
towards agreement on «ffective verification of the ;llllr.ation of chemical weapons
and the facilities for producing them. We are also progressing towards agreement
to verify effectively by routine methods that stocks of chemical weapons and the
facilities for producing them are eliminated during the 10-year transitional perird
and that the civil chemical industry is not misused to make chemical weapons. It
is generally accepted that routine methods of verification need to be supplemented
by a system of challenge inspection under article IX of the draft Convention as a
safety net to provide the ultimate source of confi.snce in the convention., Another
member of the Twelve has made a proposal in this field which has been suppqrted by
a number of speakers in the general debate in this Committce. We look forward to
reactions to it from other delegations.

All these subjects are on the agenda for the next session of the Committee,
due to take place in Januar'y before the opening of the 1987 session of the
Confarence on Disarmament, and this will be preceded by a periocd of open-ended
consultations of the 'Comlttee in Geneva starting on 24 November, after this
Committee has concluded the consideration of the disarmament items on its agenda.
The aim of this inter-sessional work {s to make use of the mo' tum that has been
generated in the negotiations at the 1936 gession and to build on some of the

progress that has been made.
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The Twelve hope that the General Assembly will welcome the substantial
progress that has been made in the negotiations zo far and will encourage the
Conference on Disarm ment to reinforce its efforts with a view to the earliest
possible conclusion of a convention to rid the world cowpletely of this whole class
of particularly repugnant weapons.

The CHAIRMAN: I wish to inform members that the following delegations
are inscribed on the list of speakers for this afternoon’'s meeting: the United
Kingdom, speaking on behalf of the 12 members of the European Community, Finland,

Czechoslovak. Hungary, Colombia, Bangladesh and the Federal Republic of Germany.

The meeting rose at 12,35 p.m,




