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The meeting was called to order at 10.20 a.m.

STATEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN
The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): Yesterday afternocon I

intended to speak at the end of our meeting to inform members of the sad news of
the death 6f His Excellency Mr. Ian Cromartie, Ambassador of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland to the Conference on Disarmament at Geneva.

Unfor tunately the consultations which I was then holding prevented me from so
doing. Therefore I should like now, on behalf of the entire Committee and on my
own behalf, to present our most sincere condolences to the family of

Ambassador Cromartie as well as to the delegation of the United Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern Ireland.

Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland): I
thank you, Mr. Chairman, for that kind expression of condolences and I take this
opportunity to thank the many other representatives who have expressed to me their
sympathy over the death of Ian Cromartie.

He had worked, as members know, for many years in the field of disarmament in
both Geneva and New York, and I have myself learned in the last few days how
popular he had been and how much affection there has been for him. He was deeply
committed to the cause of disarmament, in particular to the search for a chemical
weapons convention. It was a personal commitment as well as an official one. We
in the United Kingdom delegation of course take the news particularly to heart.

I shall certainly pass on to Jenny Cromartie your kind condolences, Sir, and
those of all the other representatives who have expressed them. Thank you again,

Mr. Chairman, for your words.
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AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69 (con’ -.ed)
GENERAL DEBPTE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. RODRIGD (Sri Lanka): Let me at the outset extend on behalf of the
Sri Lanka delegaticn our sincere condolences to the family of the late
Ambassador Cromartls of the United Kingdom. 1T would be grateful if the
representative of the United Kingdom would convey these sentiments to his family.

Let me extend to you, Mr. Chairman, and to other officers of the Committes the
congratulations and good wishes of Sri Lanka on your election. Your own personal
8kills, diplomatic experience and your record here at the United Nations are
excellent qualifications for the work ahead in what seems to be a promising session.

What appears different during this session is the calmer atmosphere in which
we deal with our agonda and the sense of what the United States representative
described as "a time of increased expectations®., It is academic to debate whether
the present international mood is the cause or the .onsequence of a series of
favourable developments., 1t is imperative that this Committee benefit from this
mood .

The ayreement in principle between the United States of America and the Soviet
Union for the elimination of their land-based intermediate-range nuclear missiles
i8 to be welcomed, not merely because it removes an entire class of nuclear weapons
but because it represents, even if in a small way, a realization of the efficacy of
security-building by means of divesting rather than accumulating armaments.
Further, efforts are to be intensified between the two Powers to tackle problems
standing in the way of a 50 per cent reducticn in strategic offensive arms. The

Soviet Union and the United States have also agreed to commences full-scale, though

step-by-step, negotiations on nuclear testing issues.
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A convention on chemical weapons seems now only /i1 matter of time. Important
conclusions on the nexus between disarmament and development have been reached
affirming the reality of both the military and non-military dimension to the
security of individual States as weli as to international peace and security.

An important regional peace initiative, the South Pacific nuclear-free-zone,
has found legal form in the Treaty of Rarotonga.

The Stockholm Conference on Confidence~ and Security-Building Measures and
Disacmament in Furope has helped to dispel clouds of suspicion and mistrust that
have been said to obstruct the way to disarmament measures. Policies of openness
have helped to develop greater confidence among mutually exclusive military
alliances.

In about 48 hours the Foreign Ministers of the Soviet Union and the United
States will be coming together to prepare Ebr a summit meeting between their Heads
of State, which holds much promise.

Despite these favourable developments it is not yet time for joy to be
unconfined. To rest complacent would be to hold back further development of the
trends that are being hailed with so much enthusiasm.

For all its pioneering spirit, the intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement
tepresents only some 3 per cent of the nuclear armoury. wWe can, of course, take
consolation in the fact that we have only 97 per cent of the way still before us.
Curiously enough, 97 is also the number of brackets that Ambassador Garcia Robles
of Mexico has identified as cluttering the text submitted by the Ad Hoc Committee
to the Conference on Disarmament. The three steps forward which the
intermediate~range nuclear forces agreement represent should not be shadowed by
other new deployments in the nuclear armoury or by qualitative developments that

would negate the undoubted achievement in the field of intermediate nuclear forces.
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The nuclear overkill capacity still looms as manacingly as before as the

greatest threat to human survival.
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The fearful prospect of being subject to nuclear attack or blackmail is a
major apprenension contributing to the insecurity of non-nuclear-weapon States.

Not uLll nuclear-weapon States have been willing to give effective assurances
against the threat or use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States.
This has also aerved to weaken the non-proliferation rdgime.

Despite a welcome but unrequited moratorium on nuclear testing by the Soviet
Union, there is now little restraint on testing. The United States-Soviet
agreement to negotiate is welcome, but it is only a start, with the ultimate goal
of a complete ban on nuclear testing being projected far into the future. X
definite deadline for ending testing by all nuclear Powers would end speculation
and misglvings that much-vaunted agreementa on nuclear disarmament are being
negated by the testing of perhaps deadlier types of nuclear waapons. The
Conference on Disarmament, endowed with an appropriate mandate, could facilitate
pProgress to a comprehansive test ban and supplement the efforts of United States
and Soviet negotiators.

There would indeed b» more than cause for jubilation should the
intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement be a prelude to significant reductions
in strategic nuclear weapons, to concrete steps irrevocably leading to a
comprehensive test ban in which all nuclear Powers join and to earnest negotiations
and agreements to prevent an arms race in outer spzce.

Today outer space, despite its remaining mysteries, is the province of all
mankind, and, given the efforts of the scientista, open to the promise of peaceful
development and co-operation in the interests of all humanity. Its “weaponization”
could curdle that promise. Progress in the space talks batween the United States
and the Soviet Union has been described as less remarkable than progress in respect

of the intermediate-range nuclear forces issues, Outer space must not be converted
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into an amphitheatre for greav-Power gladiatorial contests. As long as the two
great space Powers perceive threats from each other, there will continue to be
confusicn between what are considered defensive and what are considered offensive
weapons, with the end result being increased suspicion, insecurity and tension
batween the two Powers and grave threats to ue all.

Existing “egal treaties relating to outer space, despite their limitations,
should be strictly honoured, with such limitations being dealt with by additional
agresments. Technological advances have rendered some areas of space law
obsolete. The anti-ballistic-missile Treaty needs to be strengthened to include a
ban on anti-satellit2? weapons in space.

In the Conference on Disarmament, complex issues relating to ocuter space have
been examined in some depth. It is necessary now to mov. from this analytical and
exploratory phase to a direct study of measures and initiatives that have been
proposed, and to bestow on the Conference on Disarmament the necessary mandate for
this purpose.

In this Committee, BEgypt and Sri Lanka, in co-operation vith the non-aligned
and other delegations, will seek, if fossible by consensus, to reach agreement on a
resolution for the prevention of an arms race in outer space and the promotion of
the peaceful davelopment of space for the benefit of all.

Another initiative on which my delegation has sought the co-operation of all
concerns the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. The 1971
Declaration seeks, inter alia, to eliminate from the Indian Ocean area the tensions
generated by great-Power naval and military confrontation, which has had an adverse
effect on the security of Indian Ocean States. 1In 1979 the littoral and hinterland
States of the Indian Ocean, meeting in New York, adopted a set of principles of

agreement for the implementztion of the Declaration. Those principles included the
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non-use of force, the peaceful settlement of disputes, non-interference in the
internal atfairs of States, and freedom of peaceful navigation - principles,
reqgrettably, not always observed.

It is our expectation that, should the preparatory work for the Conference on
the indian Ocean to be held in Coiombo not be completed in time to permit its
convening in 1988, the Conference would be convened at an early date, not later
than 1990. During the past year, work has been intensified on issues of substance
relating to the establishment of a zone of peace. The issues involved are complex
and are not being underestimated. The Conference in Colombo would be the most
effective forum for securing and promoting the co-operation of the permanent
menbers of the Security Council, the major users of the ocean and the regional
States to realize the objectives of the peaca zone and to establish conditions of
peace and security in the area, eventually through appropriate arrangements for any
international agreement that may be reached. The Government of Sri Lanka has
offered to host one of the preparatory sessions of the Ad Hoc Committee next year
in Colombo, and consultations are proceeding.

The consideration of issues relating to the naval arms race bears a close
relationship to the Indian Ocean zone of peace, and Sri Lanka was one of the
sponsors of resolution 41/59 K, on naval armaments and disarmament. Around
25 per cent of nuclear weapons are for naval deployment, in itself a clear
indication of the importance of the issue, and ample justification for its closer
scrutiny, including measures of naval disarmament and questions such as freedom of
peaceful navigation, conflict-prevention and confidence-building at sea, exchange
of information and so on.

The attention paid to conventional weapons does not imply a diminution of the

priority accorded to nuclear weapons. The acquisition and production of
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conventional weaponry beyond the legitimate defence and security needs of a State
could only fester suspicion and mistrust and constitute a destabiliszing factor at
the regional and other levels. Allied to this is the concern of small countries
such as my own about international transfers of conventional weapons to irreqular
forces and secessionist elements that can threaten the very territorial integrity
of States and sap their development potential by forcing a diversion of resources
for defence. Some such transfers are commercially motivated, but the threat
remains the same, whatever the soufce of the illegal supplies. It would be
worthwhile to consider all aspects of this complex question in some depth at the
Conference on Disarmament and eventually at the third special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

Chemi.cal weapons hav. not yet become obsolete. The opportunity now exists to
outlaw them by multilateral action. A convention banning their use is virtually a
certainty, although complex issues still remain to be settled. Happily, as the
representative of Sweden has reportad, there are no insurmountable political
obstacles to a convention, and, with determination and flexibility, the arduous
work of the negotiators may <oon he crowned with success.

For the Conference on Disarmament, at which the negotiations on chemical
weapons have proceeded, the emerging convention is a clear vindication of its
capacity as the single multilateral negotiating forum on disarmament. The
reluctance to bestow a negotiating mandate on the Conference on Disarmament in
respect of most of the vital issues before it has been A major factor in {ts
impotence and its reduction to the de facto status of being little more than a
deliberative body on these issues.

The Conference on Disarmamert includes among its representative member ship the

militarily most powerful States as well as representatives of small States such as
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my own, symboiizing in a sense that consideration of, and negotiation on,
disarmament issues i3 a matter of concern - both a right and a du:y - for all
States. The Conference on hisarmament cannot live up to its high purpose if Lt is
not invested with a capacity to negotiate.

We are on the eve of the third special session of the General Assembly Jdevoted
to disarmament. During this forty-second session we need to set precise dates for
the special session. It takes place 10 years after the firut special session of
the Ger.eral Assembly devotwd to disarmament. We shall neec to review progress on
the im lementati.-a of the Final Document of that historic first special sessicn as
well as the anti-climactic second. If our verdict veers towards the negative, it
will stil) be an endorsement of the validty of tne decisions and recommendations
of the 1978 Document. The Document must remain unassailed as the classic standard
by which we must judge the scant achievements of the last decade, examine the
present and re-establish goals for the future. To slide back from the imperatives
of that Document on the a~gument that its sights were set too high, »nr that its
goals were too noble, is to weaken our resolve to safeguard the generations that
follow. Realism can sometimes mean taking ciie easy way. Let us not compromise on
agreements reached. It is better *- acknowledgu shortcomings in implementation
than to adjust our sights to easily attainable targets. Times have indeed
changed. The 1978 Document, if it is also to be changed, must be strengthened, not
compromised. If we compromise on the Document we may well be compromising our

future.
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Mr. TORNUDL (Finland): Before beginning my statement, I shonld like to
join other delegations in expressing our condolences on the death of Ian Cromartie.

I should also like to congratulate you, Sir, on your election to the
chairmanship of the First Committee and to express our congratulations to the
officers of the Committee as well,

For several years, the First Committee has had the dubioua privilege of
listening to disquieting statements on the continuing global arms race., This year,
the situation is somewhat different. As numerous statements made during the
general debate have shown, a belief in the possibility of a real breakthrough in
the field of disarmament ir gaining ground.

A treaty abolishing all American and Soviet ground-launched intermediate-range
nuclear weapons could become a turning-point in the history of nuclear weaponcy.

In concluding such a treaty, both siygnatories would also agree that their security
could be maintained at a lower level of armaments. This could start a process
leading to a diminished role for both nuclear and conventional weapons in the
maintenance of peace and security.

Although the treaty on interm:diate-range nuclear forces (INF) ' uld eliminate
only some 3 to 4 per cent of al. existing nuclear weapons, its political impact
could be much greater. As a treaty stipulating real reductions in nuclear
armaments, it could act as a catalyst in other areas of disarmament. We urge both
the United States and tha Soviet Union to continue their efforts to reach agreement
on strategic and :;umce arms, conventional forces and nuclear testing. Their joint
achievements would undovbtedly not only enhance the security of the parties
concerned but would also be in the interest of the security of all nations.

The emergir.g INF treaty is historic also from a disarmament-verification point
of view. The treaty would create a stringent verification régime built on the

practice of on-site inspection. That régime could serve as a model for compliance

e
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control arrangements in other areas. An adequate and effective verification system
is of critical importance to disarmament agreements and confidence-building in
itself.

The positive effect of an INF treaty shuuld be felt most strongly in Europe,
where its military impact would be considerable. This also concerns northern
Europe, since the prospective treaty would abolish a significant number of nuclear
weapons now capabl. of reaching that area.

Mainst this background, it might sound inappropriate to express a few words
of caution. Finland warmly welcomes reductions in nuclear armaments, both
intermediate and strategic, but in assessing the impact of prospective disarmament
agreements, my Government must also take into account regional and comparative
considerations,

In addition to their overall importance, arms limitation agreements might
influence different regions or subregions in different ways. Agreements have an
impact on military capabilities and can change deployment patterns., Agreements
might also influence military research and development, weapon construction and
procurement plans. They might even influence military doctrines. Such
consequences demand our attention. They might in some cases even have negative
ragional effects.

The potentisl regional impact of future disarmament agreements i- of course
difficult to foresmee, especlially bciore those agreements have been signed and have
come into force. Our assumption tcday regarding future devele nents must be based
on existing and known arms programmes. Any discernible trends are therefore for
the most part independent of the new programmes currently envisaged. Our concern

is not caused directly by these prospective agreemen*s but rather by some on-going

negative trends.
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One of the more persistent of these trends is the increased deployment by the
principal military Povers of air- and sea~launched cruise miasiles carrying both
conventional and nuclea: warheads. Those missiles are inherently deatabilizing
owing to difficulties of verification in regard to quantity, quality and
deployment. Recunt developments enhancing their penetration capability have
intensified those problems. 1In addition, cruise missiles - because of their
trajectory - constitute an indirect security problem to neutral countries like
Finland. Since 1978, my Government has therefore been appealing to all nuclear

Powars for limitations in the deployrent and development of long-range cruise

missiles.

Another trend is the acceleratio. of military ressarch and development. The
continuing technological arms race is a perpetual process with its own inner logic,
constantly producin; new generations of more effective weapons. The qualitative
arms race takes on particular importance when nuclear weapons are involved. This
qualitative arms race is also assuming increased significance in the field of
conventional weapons. It contributes to international tension in both cases by
creating more sophisticated systems and counter-systems., Agreed limitations in one
area may accelerate the speed of developnent in other areas, The need for
meaningf il restraints on the qualitative aspect of the arma race is obvious.

Fur thermore, the possible reduction of nuclear weapons - which, as I have
said, we warmly welcome and support - may have perceptible consequences in Europe
for the role of conventional forces. While giving those forces a more central role
in the overall balance between the two alliances, possible agreements at the same

time highlight the need for negotiations aimed at greater stability through

reductions in conventional forces.
Our concern at possible changes in the relative importance given to specific

regions, in arms deplicyment patterns and in the qualitative arms race, i3 linked to
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our security interests., Every nation has a legitimate right to, and a
responsibility for, peace and security. The Finnish Government has therefore
consistently stresi.ed the need for self-restraint and stability in northern Europe
and the sea areas in and adjacent to it, Our initiatives in the domain of naval
arms control aim at concrete confidence-building measures, as indicated in the
working paper presented by Finland at the Disarmament Commission last spring. Such
measures range from the possible multilateralization of the so-called incident
agreement to notification and observation of naval exercises, as well as to a
greater Openness on naval matters through a more regular exchange of information.
Let me now turn to some of the issues mora directly related to the items on
our multilateral disarmament agenda. Finland has consistently argued in favour of
a compleic ban on nuclear testing. A comprehensive nuclear-test ban would set real
limitations on the gualitative improvement of nuclear weapons. It would also help
to atrengthen the world-wide non-proliferation régime. We therefore welcome the
recent announcement by the Soviet Union and the United States that full-scale
stage~by~-steje negotiations on nuclear-testing issues would begin before 1 December

of this year.
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We continua to believe that a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty with
effective verification proviaions ought to be negotiable right now. However L)
also recognize the validity of a gradual approach as long as it is firmly . to
the ultimate goal, the ending of all nuclear tests in all environments for all time.

The new Soviet-American talks complement the multilateral efforts that have
boen under way at the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva for quite some time, with
regrettably scant results. We hope that the multilateral efforts in this field
will now gain new momentum.

Finland has, for its part, contributed to the multilateral efforts for a
nuclear-test-ban treaty by making available its technical expurtise in the field of
selsmic verification. Finland is taking an active part in the development of an
international data exchange system, which would constitute the necessary technical
grovndwork for reliable monitoring of seismic events for verification purposes. We
welcome the steady progress being made in this area.

In our view another priority issue for multilateral disarmament diplomacy is a
complete prohibition of chemical weapons. PFinland, for its part, does not possess
chemical weapons and will never acquire such weapons. Instead, Finland has tor the
past 15 years devoted considerable resources tno developing technical means for
verifying chemical disarmament. The results of our research have been regularly
placed at the disposal of the Conference on Disarmament. They are available to all
others as well,

Considerable progress has bean made in the negotiations on chamical weapons.
The complete and verifiable prohibition of such weapons on a global basis is, if
not yet within immediate reach, much closer at hand than even a year ago. On the
key issue of verification differences have now been narrowed, we hope decisively.

Finland welcomes the emerging agreement on mandatory on-site inspections upon
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challenge, In view of the grave consequences that suspicions of undeclared
chemical-weapons stocks would have for international security if not promptly and
satisfactorily removed, such inspections are clearly necessary.

Al though unrelated to the queation of chemical weapons aa such, the recent
demonstrations of the workability of the inspection provisions of the Stockholm
Conference document are encouraging. We also look forward, as I have already
mentioned, to any impetus that the verification régime of a prospective agreement
on intermediate-range nuclear forces between the United States and the USSR may
give to the chemical-weapons negotiations in this regard.

In our view, the United Nations Disarmament Commiasjon plays an important role
as a global forum for testing new ideas on disarmament. We note with satisfaction
that such issua2s as conventional and naval diaarmament, as well as verificat'on,
have been taken up for serious discussion at the Disarmament Commission. We look
forward to continuing that discussion.

It is clear from what I have already said that Finland attach 's particular
importance to the fact that naval armaments and disarmament are on the agenda of
the United Nations Disarmament Commission. This aspect of disarmament has long
been overlooked, despite venerable historical precedents., We intend to revert to
this subject at the next session of the Commission,

The discussion of verification in all its aspects that began this year in the
Disarmament Commission is a welcome development. Although verification is always,
by definition, connected with spacific disarmament agreements, we belleve that
there are also common elements to verification that can be considered at a general
level.

We also believe that the role of the United Nations in verification of
multilateral disarmament agreements needs to be enhanced. Our proposal at the

Disarmament Commission for creating a verification data base to be compiled and



RM/ 6 A/C.1/42/PV.12
18

(Mr. Tornudd, Finland)

managed by the United Nations emanates from this belief. We are pleased by the
response to our proposal. We will continue to work for it at the United Nations

Disarmament Commission with a view to elaborating a concretc recommendation on

which the General Assembly could act.

One of the few successes in the recent history of disarmament-related
conferences is the result of the International Conference on the Relationship
vetween Disarmament and Development., Finland participated actively in the
Conference. We welcome the adoption of the Final Document by consensus. It was
encouraging that, despite the varying views of the participating countries, it was.
possible to overcome differences and produce a substantive document. The
Conference reached a number of impor tant conclusions regarding the relationship
between disarmament and development, two processes that ought *to support and
stimulate each other. The Final Document signals a new approach, a fresh start to
the efforts of tackling grave problems. It conforms perfectly to the Finnish view
that every human being has the right to pursue a reasonable standard of living and
live in peace. The important thing is that the international comrunity has moved
towards a wider understanding of how to pursue security. In the Final Document we
agreed that security played a key role in the complex and difficult relationship
between disarmament and development and that disarmament, development and security
formed the three pillars of peace. The Covernment of Finland is ready to
participate in the work towards the implementation of the Final Document.

The General Assembly decided last year to convene its third special session
devoted to disarmament in 1988. The Preparatory Committee for the special session
has already adopted a draft agenda. Like the agendas of previous special sessions,

it is a compromise which makes it possible to organize the work of the session in a

flexible manner.
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Finland looks forward to the special session as a universal and authoritative
forum., 1Its purposa should be‘to outline an international disarmament strategy
based on the Final Document of the first special sesaion of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, as well as on the results, meagre as they may have been, of
the second.

The particular task of the third special session should be to enhance the role
of the United Nations in multilateral disarmamant endeavours, There is need for a
review of the United Nations disarmament machinery, with regard to procedural
questions, working practices and the ccmposition of Bsome of the main disarmament
bodies. Rationalization and innovation in these fields could permit the resources
of the world Organization to be more affactively focused on the centcal issuee of

international disarmament, to the benclit of international peace and security.*

*Mr. Nashashibi (Jordan), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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Mrs. MULAMULA (United Republic of Tanzania): My delegation has learned
with deep sorrow of the untimely death of Ambassador Cromartie. We wish to extend
our deepest sympathy to the United Kingdom delegation.

May I, on my own behalf and on behalf of my delegation, congratulate you, Sir,
on your election to the chairmanship of this Committee. My delegation is
particularly pleased to see an illustrious son of Africa preside over this
important Committee, a Committee which deliberates on issues that are the
corner-stone of the maintenance of international peace and security. We also wish
to express our deep appreciation to your predecessor, Ambassador Zachmann ot the
German Democratic Republic, for the dedication with which he effectively conducted
the proceedings of the Committee during the forty-first session.

The Committee is meeting against the backyround of heightened expectations as
to the outcome of the protracted negotiations between the super-Powers with regard
to the elimination of deadly weapons of mass destruction. Analysts Liave given
reasons for the agreements reached between the United States of America and the
Soviet Union. Notwithstanding the reasons advanced, the fact that the two
super-Powers are talking to each other and not at each other is an encouraging sign
offering promisiny prospects. For the same reason we welcome the agreement in
principle to conclude a treaty on the elimination of intermediate- and
shorter-range missiles in Europe and elsewhere. It 18 to be hoped that an
agreement will be signed; but by itself, without total and comprehensive
disarmament, the agreement will solve neither the global nuclear arms problem nor
the controversies surrcunding the issues. Therefore, my delegation looks forward,
with guarded optimism, to the forthcoming summit neetiny between the leaders of the
two super-Powers, in the hope that they will give legal form to a treaty on
intermediate-ranye nuclecar forces (INF). We urge thew also to consider total

nuclear disarmament.
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While we welcome the bilateral efforts in the disarmament ncgotiations towards
general and complete disarmament, we share the view expressed by other delegations
that however useful and meaningful bilateral negotiations may be, they are not a
substitute for multilateral negotiations: each must complement the other, and not
hinder or preclude it. As was stressed in the 1986 Harare Declaration of the H:ads
of State or Government of non-aligned countries, we expect the two Powers to keep
the General Assembly and the international community at large fully and officially
informed of the progress made in the negotiations, rather than compel us to pick
the titbits of information from the media.

In that respect, my delegation expresses its disappointment at the state ot
affairs in the only multilateral negotiating body on disarmament - the Conference
on Disarmament. Reading through its report, it is clear that the work done by the
Conference on Disarmament leaves much to be desired. The Conference has once again
demonstrated its inability to estaplish ad hoc committees on the priority items
listed on its agenda: the nuclear-test ban, cessation of the nuclear-arms race,
nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear war and all related matters. The
obstinate position of certain nuclear-weapons States, members of the Conf:rence on
Disarmament, has regrettably crippled the smooth functioning of that body. We are
informed that the only area in which there have been positive moodr in the
Conference on Disarmament ~ as acknowledged by the Secretary-General in his report
on the work of the Organization (A/42/1) - is on chemical weapons. However, as in
previous reports of the Conference on Disarmament, which note that the draft texts
do not bind any delegation, the opening statement in tiie appended dratt convention
diminishes the underlying positive note in the respective reports. Equally

disturbing are the endless brackets in the text.
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The report and the statement made before the Committee by the Chairman of the
Disarmament Commission at the last spring session demonstrate yet another
discouraging outcome of multilateral efforts of United Nations bodies in
deliberations on disarmament.

My delegation is particularly concerned with the insignificant progress made
on an item of great importance to our region, and indeed to all peace-loving
nations in the world - the issue of the nuclear capability of south Africa. I need
not remind delegations of the danger facing the international community in the
event that South Africa, in desperat on and armed with nuclear weapons, mignt
unleash a major regional war, which could precipitate a global confrrntation. The
underlying danger was brouyht to our attention initially by the Secretary-General
in his report, which stated:

"Without underestimating the extreme dangers of nuclear weapous in generail,

they take on especially ominous dimensions if in the hands of a régime

desperate to preserve white supremacy." (A/35/402, para. 91)

In retrospect, therefore, the yuestion of South Africa's nuclear capability cannot
be separated from the intent.ons of the apartheid régime, whose policy has been
condemned by this body as a crime against humanity. In the same vein, we urge
those members who have been standing in the way ot @ consensus decision on this
matter, to reconsider their positions in the interests of humanity, for in the eyes
of the victims of apartheid the issue is one of life or death. The recent
pressures put on South Africa and its announcement that it would sign the Treaty on
the Non-Proliteration of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) is only a "¢ ot on a stick"
intended to try to pacify opponents of the régime who want it expelled from the

International Atomic Enerygy Agency. For my deleyation, these efforts are only
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cosmetic tor they obscure the nature of the pvoblem but unfortunately some
countries represented at the annval meeting in Vienna in September were appeased.
By becoming a signatory to the NPT, South Africa will acquire a clear licence to
join the exclusive nuclear club for it already possesses a nuclear weapons
capability. While the NPT has tied the hands of the non-nuclear States that are
partie:s to it, it has allowed horivontal proliferation of nuclear weapons Ly
nucle..r-weapons States. To date, my Government has therefore found no justifiable
reason for joining this treaty régime.

If I have devoted considerable time to tnis 188ue, it is because the issue of
South African nuclear weapons capabilities has frustrated all our efforts to
translate into practice the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa long
since adopted by the OAU. Above all, it is an expression of our concern at the
continued nuclear blackmail of independent African States by the racist régime
which, through its destabilizing policies, has kept neighbouring countries in a
state of perpetual siege,

Another area of concern to my delegation is the continued militarization of
the Indian Ocean ard the military presence there of super-Powers and other maritime
Powers., Lkfforts to implement the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as & Yone of
Peace through the convening of a United Nations conference have thus tar been
frustrated by those same Powcrs. The report of the Ad Ho¢ Committee on the Indian
Ocean to the General Assembly at this session is clear testimony to the deadlock
confronting the Committee with regard to the conveniny of an international
conference in Cr_ombo on the Indlian Ocean as a zone of peace. OUnce again, the
Committee is requesting a possible postponement of the lony-awaitea conference.
while Tanzania, a member of the Ad Hoc Committee, joined the consensus in favour of

the draft resolution recommended to the General Assembly at its forty-second
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session, as contained in its report (A/42/29), we wish to place on record our
disappointment with the decision taken to postpone the conterence to an
undetermined date. My Government particularly deplores the deliberate attempts by
certain countries to frustrate all efforts to hola that conference and to protract
its preparation ad infinitum. One can only conclude that those stalling actions
reflect the adamant refusal of those countries to even contemplate witndrawing from

the Indian Ocean.
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The danger facing the littcral and hinterland States owing to the military
rivalry in the ocean needs no elaboration, for the danyer is at our front door.
There is a need for practical action to 1id the Indian Ocean of the menacing
presence of yreat Powers, which hdave blocke. .ue work ot the Committee. My
delegation was equally dismayed by the refusal to endorse even the offer by the
Government of Sri Lanka to host one of the pre-conference sessions in Colombo.
Nevertheleas, my delegation is optimistic that reason will prevail in our
endeavours in this Committee that will lead to the conveniny of that important
conference. After all, it is in cthe interest of us all to navigate through safe
waters and the aim of the conference is to pave the way for the restoration of
peace in the stormy waters of the Indian Ocean.

In stating our disappointment we are not sayiny that there have been no
positive developments in other areas. The holding of the International Conference
on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development was a valuable acnievement
in the multilateral efforts of the United Nations in the field of disarmament,
however modest tne outcome. In the worus of the President of the Confurence,

Mr. Natwar Singh,

"the Conterence struck the right blow tor the right reason at the right :time

and in the right forum".

Unfortunately, the Final Document, which was adopted by consensus, did not live up
to the expectations and wishes of many delegations, including my own. It did,
however, endorse for the first time the c¢lose and multidimensional relationship
between disarmament and development. Therefore I suggest that the document be
considered as our invaluable starting-point for tfuture action and orientation with

regard to the attainment of the objective of disarmament and development. We the
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developing countries have to build on what has been achieved by our concerted
efforts and actions in the Committee.

Another significant development was a consensus decision to hold the third
rpecial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in 1988 and to agree
un the agenda. 1t is the hope of my delegation that the establishing of the dates
and venue for the special session will not be made an issue and thus waste the
valuable time of the Committee.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, 1 wish to express once again my delegation's
displeasure with the working methods of the Committee. We are disappointed that
consultations hela by your predecessor with regard to the rationalization of the
work of the Committee have not borne results. We therefore find ourselves in the
same precarious situation of having to endure listening to repetitive statements in
the general debate and again in the debate on specific items. It is our hope that
you will reconsider the duplication involved in the oryanization of work and
certainly continue from where Ambassador Zachmann left his consultations, as
indicated in your tirst statement on the organization of our work. I wish to
assure you, Sir, of my delegation's full co-operatiorn in this endeavour.

Mr. AH-BANG (Singapore): On behalf of my delegation I should like to
extend our warm congratulations to you, Sir, on your unanimous election as Chairman
of the First Committee. My deleyation also extends its felicitations to the other
officers of the Committee on their election.

A year ago at about this time United States President Reaygan and Soviet
General Secretary Gorbachev met at Reykiavik 1n a serious effort to narrow their
differences over disarmament and other issues. A tew weeks ayo the United btates
and the Soviet Union arrived at an agyreement in vrinciple on the elimination ot two

clasges ot medimn— and shorter-range nuclear missiles - tne interwediate-range
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nuclear forces agresment. By the end of this session of the General Assembly,
President Reagan and Soviet leader Gorbachev will be having another summit, the
third in two years, to confirm this agreement and perhaps reach other new
agreements.

These events do not take place accidently. They reflect some fundamental
changes in super-Power relations and hence international politics. They are the
marking-stones of a changing world. No longer are the super~Powers threatening to
swallow each other, as they claimed earlier in their rhetoric of the cold war era.
They have now agreed to talk and to create, it is hoped, a peaceful and stable
world. Whatever the outcome of this change in their relations, it will have a
profound effect on all nations and on world politics. This new era is one in which
there is a greater convergence of views and interesta of the two super-Powers, an
era in which they will settle their own problems and those of the world directly,
perhaps leaving little room for the voice of the third world.

The following anecdote from Lewis Carroll, author of ''hrough the
Looking-Glass, best describes the new, changing world:

"The roum they had entered had a tall mirror standing in one corner,

Dodgson gave his cousin an orance and asked her which hand she held it in.

When she replied 'The right', he asked her to stand beiore the glass and tell

him in which hand the little girl ia the mirror was holding it. 'The left

hand', came the puzzled reply. ‘Exactly', said Dodyson, 'and how do you
explain that?' Alice replied, 'If I was on the other side «f the glass'.

This anecdote illustrates that the concepts of the right and the left depend
on one's perspective. Unite. States-Soviet relations so far have been colored by

this mirror image each has of the other. However, after more than 4U years of
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gazing at each other from opposite ends, they have decided to walk through their
respective mirrors to see each other in order to get a correct perspective of each
other.

What have been the causes of this change? Until recently the United States
had a nuclear advantage over the Soviet Union. From the Soviet perspective at the
time, 8o long as this imbalance existed they would have to strive hard to narrow
the gap. The United States naturally tried to maintain its nuclear lead through
the development of advanced nuclear technology ana weapons systems in response to
what was perceived as a massive Soviet nuclear build-up. This inevitably led to
the nuclear-arms race, which over the years couid not be maintained without severe
strain on thelr respective economies. Though the Soviet Union did finally achieve
nuclear parity with the United sStates, this was achieved at tremendous sconomic
cost. For some time there was a realization by both super—Powers of the futility
of the arms race. However, both sides trod cautiously on the disarmament issue,
until recently, when the new Soviet leadership, less bound by the dogmas of the

cold-war era, emerged.
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A reassessment of Soviet national interests and foreign policy followed. A
new style of international diplomacy - that of glasnost - was introduced.
"Glasnost" can be roughly translated to mean "openess" or "transparency". Glasnost
has led to new approaches on disarmament lssues. For the first time the Soviet
Union has gone beyond what the two super-Powers were prepared to offer each other
in the past. It has accepted the zero-zero option and has advanced a doctrine of
reasonable sufficiency in military forces that calls for maintaining an adequate
defence, but not investing money in an endless arms race. The result is the recent
intermediate~-range nuclear forces agreement.

In this new era of improved super-Power relations, are we lLikely to see a
better and more hopeful world? What implications will this have for Europe, Asia
and the rest of the world? The new United States~Soviet relationship will first
and foremost have serious implications for the balance of forceas in Europe, where
any small shift in kEast-. :st relations is most felt. The Atlantic Alliance was
based on its reliance on the United States nuclear umbrella to maintain the
strategic balance with the Warsaw Pact, which has superiority in conventional arms.
Without this vital United States nuclear umbrella, the delicate strategic balance
in Europe would be upset. Faced with thi. likelihood, the Western European
countries may have to make a fundamental reassessment of their security and the
basic assumptiors on whicn it is based.

There is little doubt that both the Western and Eastern Kuropean groupings
would like to see a more stable Europe. However, for the Western European
countries this stability is seen to be one based on a balance of forces between the
two blocs. In their reassessment of their security, Western Eur. hean countries are
likely to be faced with two broad options - rearming, both with nuclear and
conventional weapons, or negotiating with thejr Hastern bku. opean counterparts a

mutual reduction ol Forces. Tt is signib icant that in response to the



Jp/TG A/C.1/42/pV,12
32

(Mr. Ah-Bang, Singapore)

intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement the Western European ccuntries do not
want to link European security and disarmament to any accurd reached between the
two super-Powers on a bilateral basis.

The balance of forcas in Asia from a broad strategic perspective is not as
delicate an that in Europe. However, since the 1970s Asia has nol been spared the
super-Power rivalry, as witness the serious efforts mace by one party to make
inroads into this region, where traditionally it had little influence. Any future
balance of forces configuration in Asia will undoubtedliy have to take China into
conaideration. From all accounts, it has the potential to be a super-Power.
However, it is significant that the Chinese leadership has opted for economic
development rather than militarization. It has taken the initiative to cut down
its conventional forces by a million men. According to a United Nations
information paper giving questions and answers on the relationship between
disarmament and development,

"Chinese military expenditures as a percentage of national output are

estimated to have dropped by one third from 1979 to 1983. Modernization of

agriculture, industry and science and technology is given precedence over
military modernization, and a rapid growth in China‘'s «conomy and living
standards is reported."

China's example should be a model for other big Powers to follow.

Elsewhere in the world similar dilemmas face countries, should both
super-Powers declde to take a stand-off position in localized regional affairs
following glasnost. In a bipolar cold-war world, the super-Powers actively courted
the third world for alignment in their struggle for supremacy. However, this is
likely to change, as ideological alignment becomes less relevant to the new
super-Power relationship. The third world countries may have to reassess their

role in the new, changing world: do they still want to hold on to the old ways or
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will they strike out on their own to a ralatively independent line? Each country
will have to decide what is beset for itself., However, if the small States still
want to be in the mainstream of incernatjonal politics, they will have to keep in
step with “he new changing world.

As the threat of nuclear war diminishes following glasnost diplomacy and
changed super-Power relations, this does not necessa.!ly mean that order and
stability in the world will automatically follow. As I have illustrated, new
equations of balance of forces at the regional level emerge, and countries other
than the two super-Powers will have to find new alternatives for their security.
There are three likely choices: first, the countries could rearm, which is not a
welcome alternative; secondly, they could agree to regional disarmament for both
conventional and nuclear forces) and, thirdly, they could form new regional
groupings to solve regional problems by themselves, without the use of force and
without the involvement of the major Pcwers.

The sentiments expressed in debates both in the General Assembly debates and
in this Committee clearly suggest that rearmament ie not a solution to the problem
of world peace and stability. I share the views of many delgates that glasnost
diplomacy should not be confined to the two super-Powers. It sho.id permeate
downwards to the regional level as well, and regiorial disarmament, both
conventional and nuclear, should be pursued ae the key to a stabilized and balanced
world, Coupled with this is the esatablishmant of regional groupings, not for the
purpose of military alliances, but for the peaceful settlement of disputes. The
recent peace proposals initiated by the group of Central American countries
themselves to solve their own regional problems is a move in the right direction.

One success story, of course, is the Association of south-East Asian
Nations (ASEAN). Before its formation, relations between the non-Communist

South-East Asian countries were characterized by mistrust, envy and even contlict.
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Through regional co-operation, following the formation of ASEAN, a more positive
and understanding relationsnip has been forged between its members. Discord has
been replaced with regional harmony, stability and economic prosperity.

War and peace are the result of human wills and ifitentions, and not of
weapons., Weapons are the means to wage wars, but are not in themselves the causes
of wars. The deliberation on disarmament and arms control will not be complete if

thare is little discussion on the causes of wars and the ways to eliminate them.
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As most members of the First Committee are non-nuclear-weapon States, our
strength lies in our credibility and being taken seriously. I share the view of
the representative of Ghana that we should avoid turning this into a forum for
propaganda purposes or allow it to be an instrument for bloc or ideoloyical
politics. We should strive to make this Committee a respected arms control forum,
discussing and recommending tangible proposals on disarmament and verification and
means to world peace and stability. The number of resolutions we adopt is not a
reflection of the credibility of the First Committee, but the quality of those
resolutions is. It we in this forum can arrange for resolutions of better quality
to be proposed and adopted, we will have set a high standard for ourselves and for
future deliberations.

We look forward to your able leadership, Mr. Chairman, to guide the Committee
to a discussion of substantive issues concerning disarmament and arms control.

Mr. van SCHAIK (Netherlands): Permit me rirst of all, Sir, to
congratulate you, as well as the other members of the Bureau, on the assumption of
important posts in the Committee. I also wish to express my gratitude to
Ambassador Zachmann of the German Democratic Republic for his excellent work as
last year's Chairman.

My delegation fully subscrives to the statement made in this Committee by the
representative of Denmark spraking on behalf of the member States of the European
Community. Indeed, the themes we are discussiny here these days are increasingly
within the purview of the political co-operation among the 12 Europea. member
countries,

For the Netherlands Government, the oujectives of peace and security,
prosperity and justice are intertwined. Disarmament policies should in fact be
placed within a broad context. Disarmament cannot be achieved if no progress 1s

made in other areas.
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Salvador de Madariaga, at the time a senior advisor for the League of Nations,
once wrote:

"The solution of the problem of disarmament cannot be found witnin the problew

itself, but only outaide it."
He continued:

"In fact, tne ‘roblem of disarmament is not the problem of disarmament. 1t

really is the problem of the organization of the world community.”

In the light of such wise remarks, it is most fortunate that we can discern
some favourable developments in the current international situation. We are
registering signals of reform and transparency in countries where until recently
the gtatus quo and stagnation presented obstacles, including on the road to
international co-operation. We are witnessing important new develiopments in the
East-West context. The old patterns of East-West relations have proved to be less
static than was believed possible only a short time ayo.

Of course, uncertainties and rigidities of various sorts cannot be dispelled
overnight. 1In certain areas of the world, devastatiny war and armed cuntlicts raye
on. Yet there now seems to be clear perspective for progress. In arms control
negotiations in particular, attitudes have changed, the climate has improved and
concrete achievements are a prospect.

The Netherlands Government is highly satisfied with the agreement in principle
reached on intermediate-range nuclear forces ~ the so-called INF agreement - on
18 September. The elimination of all American and Soviet intermediate long-range
and short-range nuclear missiles will be of historic significance. For the titst
time in the post-war period, whole categories of nuclear weapons, includinyg sowe of
the most modern ones, would be dismantled.

The Netherlands Government is also encourayged by the proygress tnat is beiny

made in the field of reductions of strategic weapons. Wwe strongly hope that deep
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and verifiable reductions to egual levels, properly structured to enhance
stability, will soon follow upon an INF agreement.

We condider it of great importance that the United States and the Soviet Unicn
have agreed to start full-scale step-by-step negotiations on limitinyg ana
ultimately ending nuclear tests before 1 December 1987. We hope that early
Proyress will pe made towards the shared chjective of a couprehensive test ban.

We trust that negotiations on the verification issue in relation to the
threshold test-ban Treaty of 1974 and the peaceful nuclear explosions Treaty of
1976 will soon be crowned with success. Strict verification is in essence
technically feasibl: and need therefore no longer block the way towards test
reductions.

In our efforts to reach the important objective of a comprehensive test ban,
we support the idea of a step-by-step programme of limiting and subsequently ending
nuclear tests, paral.el with a programme to redu - and ulcimately eliminate
categories of nuclear weapons. It is encouraging that recent developmants point in
this direction, thus ccnfirming the validity ot an approach the Netherlands has
often advocated in the past.

This brinys me to a few geueral obsecvations on the relationhip between the
bilateral negotations between the United States and the Soviet Union and
multilateral etforts jin arma control. The improved internationdal climate creates
opportunities tor progress in multilateral consultations and negotiations on arms
control and disarmament.

All nations should in fact co-operate in constructive proposals for
disarmament and should make a contribution in the search for agreements on balanced
reductions in annaments, armed forces and military budygets. bilateral and
multilateral arms control and disarmament are in fact complenentary. Wwe should see

current negotiations taking place in various torums as a combined ettort.
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For various reasons, mout problems of arme control and disarmament have a
multilateral dimension. For the effective execution ot certain proyraames of arms
control, the co-operation or participation of many countrieas may even be essential.
Yet in the presant state of power relations, the United States and the Hoviet Uniun
should, as key actors, play a special role.

We are all conscious nt the fact that the bilateral neyoti¢tions between the
United States and the Soviet Union on nuclear and space matters are taking place
against a background of widespreed ylobal concern. 7That is one vt the reasons why
d!sarmament talks should also, when appropriate, take pla in a broad context.
Besides dealing with negotiations on a regiona. basis, the Conterence on
Disarmament should secve as the appropriate global forum where, parallel to the
bilateral talks in Geneva, nego:iations are conducted tnat are pactly independent

of and partly compleme .tary to .he bilateral talks.
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This relationship between the Conference on Disarmament and the bilateral
talks does not only require a certain dovetaiiing so as to avoid duplication; it
also requires wisdom on the part of all parties concerned. We see for instance no
use in actions undertaken in the Conference on Disarmament that would intertere
with the detailed negotiations between the super—Powers. On the other hand, we
hope that those countries will continue to realize that they are dealiny witn
matters of glopal concern. The Conference, as well as the General Assembly, should
continue to be informed about the recent developments in the bilateral
aegotiations. Proper room should be given tour the Conference on Disarmamert to
undertake useful complementary work at the appropriate moment. The test-pan issue
is a case in point, where the bilateral and multilateral approach should be
complementary.

This brings me to the subject of outer space. The realm of outer space holds
out great promise of scientific co-operaticn and achievements for the benefit of
mankind. The world community should take care that military competition and
destabilizing military activities do not become prime characteristics of this vast
expange surroundiny our globe. Prevention of an arms race in outer space relates
as much to Earth as it does to space. In fact, the only operatic al missile
defence in existence at this moment is ground vased. ‘fhe issue oL defensive
systems cannot be seen in isolation trom the so-called offensive systems. We have
been witness to soma destabilizing tirst-strike tendencies in the latter category
over past decades.

My Government attaches great importance Lo an approach which, as part ot the
90 per cent cuts, seeks to counter such developments. We also wish to stres: the
importance ol continued adherence to the 1972 Yreaty on the Limitation ot
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems and an understanding between the two countries

concerned on permitted activities under the 'Treaty.
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Progress iln arme control in space is, of course, greatly dependen. on p.oyress
in the bilateral discusaions on the subject of spaca, but the Conterence on
Disarmament should also play its role. For two years now, the Conference's Ad lioc
Committee on the Prevention of an Arme Race in Outer Space has been deliberatiny.
The debate, apart from interesting and detailed technical information given by one
or two delegations, was .or the most part in yeneral terms. The discussion, useful
in iteelf, did not reach the stage of orderly and systematic efforts to define the
issues to be addressed in detail. In particular, the Ad Hoc Committee did nc'.
succeed in identifying the problems to which the Conference on Disarmament should
try to tind solutions. The much-discussed question of detinitions 18 only part of
this basic problem. In short, there is still a lot of work to be donae.

Next to defining subjecc-matters as such, it would seem possible that the
Conference on Di.sarmament could play a useful complementary role in the bilateral
negotiations by exp:.oring the possibility of partial or interim solutions, The
Conference could, for example, discuss the substance of coherent arma~control
measures in the field of protection of satellites, as tar as such satellites are ot
a stabilizing nature,

The essential underlying idea of such ettorts would be the protection of the
.any satellites that fulfil a stabiliziny role as instruments of verification and
crisis management, early warning and commuhicat'on. The exact nature of the
stabilizing satellites to be protected would have to be determined. We would also
favour exploring the possibility of prohibiting attacks on high-orbit satellites.

1 turn now to chemical weapons. I must first of all say that my delegation
was shocked to hear of the untimely deatin of our triend and colleague
Ian Cromartie, who, among other things, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee in

Geneva played such a crucial role at & crucial puase ot the negyotiations. He was a
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grest friend, and we hone that Ambassador Solesby will convey my delegation's
condolences to his wife Junny and to other members of the family.

The use of chamical weapons is a sad reality. These weapcns continue to be
used, and their actual ana potential impact is horrendous. My Government remains
greztly concerned by reports, recently once again confirmed, of the use of chemical
weapont in the context of the Iran-Iraqg cunflict. This is the more important in
that over the past year significant progress has been made in the negotiations on
chemical weapons, notazhly in the hitherto much-disputed and most sensitive area of
verification.

An evolution in the poaition of some countries made it possibla to cover a t
of common ground on such issues as the declaration of locations of chemical-weapons
stucks, the monitoring of non-production in the civil chemical industry and on-site
challenge inspections. After years of stagnation the wide scceptance of mandatory
challenge inspections is particularly gratifying.

Looking ahead, it seems to me that these developments are encouradging signs
for the pursuit of negotiations. I share the assessment of the Cnairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee, Ambassador Ekeus, at the end of the summer session that “"the
convention is no longer a distant goal, but a real possibility”,

None the less, it is the last straw that can break the camel's back, and I am
convinced that it is not only straws that we will have to carry on the slippery
road leading to the convention. I mention only the unresolved problema in the area
of control of the civil chemical industry, the régime for the destruction of
chamical-weapons stocks and vatiogl instituiional issues.

A major concern that we shall have to address in the period ahead is the
exchange of data before the signing of the convention. Timely exchanye ot

information on size and composition of existiny chemical-weapons stocks and on the
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size of the production of chemical weapons, as well as information on the actual
aroduction and use of chemical-weapons key pracursors by the civii industry, would
be very useful, if not esssential. Such informetion will not only serve as a
confidence-buildiny measure encouraging States parties to accede to the convention,
but also help us in filling out the details of the draft convention and making its

provisions more realistic.
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Speaking about confidence-building measures, I should like to take this
opportunity to extend my Government's very sincere appreciation and that of my
delegat.ion to tha authorities of the Soviet Union for their hospitality during our
recent stay in Moscow and Shikhany. We also compliment them on the very effective
organization of the visit. We consider this visit an important first step, a
confidence~building measure, which it is hoped will lead to a follow-up in the
sense I hava just indicated. We alsou look forwatd to further discussions on the
information supplied - if possible in written form - in the Conference én
Disarmament i:: Gensva. Western countries have taken similar steps in the past and
will continue to do so. We hope that the results of the coming Soviet visits to
the chemical weapons facilities at Tooele, Utah, and future bjlateral visits to
facilities in other countries will also be brought back to the Conference

Chemical weapons, as I have said, are actually used. I add that proliferation
of chemical weapons is actually taking place. In those circumstances, it is
difficult to remain patient. Negotiations must lead to success. We call upon all
countries to demonstrate courage and inventiveness in overcoming the remaining
serioun obstacles on the road to agreement. After the conclusion of the important
INF negotiations, chemical weapons negotiations should get the priority they
deserve.

INF and chemical weapons are illustrations of an ac yet only faintly
discernible trend in disarmament talks towards efforts to bring about the complete
elimination of whole categories of weapons. The Convention on biological weapons
will, we hope, prove to be a forerunner Jj« this respect.

The 1986 Review Conference of the parties to the biological weapons Convention
and the meeting of scientific and technical experts in early April of this year

showed that in the field of verification the régime under the treaty can be
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strengthened by introducing meaningful confidence-building measures. Exchange of
information on research, for instance, may help to instil confidence that the
development of new types of weapons is unlikely.

The Government of the Netherlands attaches great importance to proyress in the
field of conventional-arms control. In Europe, where the memory of the
devastations of the Second World War is still vivid, time has not in fact healed
the wounds inflicted by the massive use of conventional weapos. Conventional-arms
control and balanced cuts in conventional armaments yo to the heart of the peoples
in Zurope. In fact, in Europe, the continent with the largest concentration of
arms and forces in the world, conventional-arms control has, with the prospect of
aubstantial reductions in nuclear weapons, become more urgent than ever before.
Imbalances that threaten stability and security should be eliminated, while cuts
are made in the levels of conventional forces.

Against that background, the countries of the North Atlantic Treaty Alliance
have put forward a proposal for a mandate for negotiations with the aim of
establishing a stable conventional balance at lower levels in the area trom the
Atlantic Ocean to the Urals. In those negotiations we seek, inter alia, to
eliminate the capability for launching surprise attacks and initiating large-scale
offensive action. In parallel, we want to build upon and expand on the Stockholm
agreement on confidence- and security-building measures.

Emphasis on conventional weapons should, ot course, in no way be 1l wited to
kurope. Eighty per cent of all world military expenditure goes on conventional
weapons. Expenditure riges fastest in the developing world, in countries where
poverty is greatest. In the course ot the last two decades military expenditure in
the third world has grown annually by 10 per cent as compared to an annual world

growth of 3 per cunt,
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We appreciate statements made in the Committee that tastify to a growing
recognition of the urgency of the problem. Coventional weapuns ‘re not
conventional, in the sense of customary, in their impact. Their capacity to kill,
inflict wounds and destroy has far surpassed the already dramatic and horrendous
proportions of the pasty 25 million people are estimated to have been killed by
conventional arms since 1945.

Favourable conditions should be created for regional or subregional agreements
on the reduction of armaments. Confidence-building measures, such as rapid
communication systems, should go hand in hand with agreements to bring down the
levels of armaments. In short, more openness and effectively verifiable
armg-control treaties are needed, also in the third world.

We noted from the report of the Secretary-General (A/42/611) that in his
letter to the Secretary-General the Chairman of the Board of the United Nations
Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR) expressed the wish of some members of
the Board that the former Director of UNIDIR snould as soon as possible be enabled
to be presen: to assist the Secretary-General in the requisite transfer of powers
to the new Director of the Institute before the next session of the Board., We
strongly support the view that Mr. Bota should be enabled to report in person to
the Secretary-General.

In his opening speech to the Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development, the Secretary-General expressed the hope that the
Conference would clarify the issue of the relationship between disarmament and
development. The Conference, in fact, succeeded in reaching a consensus on a Final
Document in which the interrelationship of disarmament and development has been
spelt out. It is the concept of security in the broadest sense that should gulde
the international community in parallel eftorts to promote disarmament and

development.
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Apart from the broad policy function fulfilled by the First Committee, the
world community fortunately has at {te disposal two organs uniquely dealing with
disarmament mattecs: the Disarmament Comrission and the Conference on
Disarmament. The Disarmament Commission should serve as a forum in which the
deliberations would help to shape futrure orientations. The Conference on
Disarmament, necessarily a more restricted forum, is - as it is rightly called -
the single multilateral negotiating body.

As i8 cecognized in the Final Act ot the first special session on disarament,
the machinery of the Disarmament Commission is an indispensable tool. It can and
should foster the disarmament process in a global dialogue by conceptualizing
problems, by mobilizing public opinion, by adopting recommendations and, last, but
most essential, by the preparation of global treaties.

However, whatever its usefulness, many people doubt whether the machinery has
worked sufficiently well so far. As in other parts of the United Nations system,
the time has come for streamlining, for considering possibilities of increasing the
efficiency of the organs and their procedures, for steering a course leading to

less repetition and more concentration on the real issues.
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My delegation hopes that the Disarmament Commisegion, which has on its agenda
the consideration of that very United Nations disarmame.* machinery, will succeed
in advising on the appropriate mode for achieving greater efficiency. Allow me in
this context also to underline the policy-oriented contributions that UNIDIR can
make on ways to raise the standard of United Nations disarmament endeavours.

The forthcoming third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament will provide us with a major opportunity to take stock of disarmament
efforts. That session will also have the very important task of building and
strengthening support by Governments and public opinion for the cause of arms
control and the reduction of armaments. We also hope that that session will give
us guidance on ways to make our deliberations more effective and directed at areas
where there is potential for substantive progress, preferably in the form of
arms-control agreements or at least substantive recommendations.

Such a task can be accomplished only when it is tackled in a businesslike and
orderly way, without propaganda and rhetoric. In that spirit, the Netherlands
intends to makc a pragmatic and constructive contribution to the special session.

Politics is the art of the possible in an arena of conflicting interests. The
possible will never coincide with the ideal. But, as has been said:

“This Organization [the United Nations] is created to prevent you from going

to hell. It isn't created to take you to heaven."

Mr, ADAM (Sudan) (interpretation from Arabic): We should line to
congratulate you, Sir, on your election as Chairman of this important Committee
dealing w.th issues of disarmament and security. Your positive contribution in
this connection is well known to all. We also congratulate the other officers of
the Committee on the trust placed in them. We should also like to congratulate

Mr. Akasni on the assumption of his new high post and wish him every success.
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We shall always remember 1987 as the year in which everything seemed quite
possible: there appears to be a chance for arms limitation, which was not foreseen
within the framework of prevailing international circumstances and of existing
serious conflicts that might undermine international co-operation on security
issues; the two super-~Powers have shown a new interest in negotiating to reach an
important agreement; leaders in Europe have started an intensive dialogue with a
view to reaching agreement on prerequisites for their countries' 3ecurity; and an
important State - China ~ has begun to demobilize 1 million of its military forces
as a positive initiative. .

On the other nand, in this atmosphere of the relaxation of tension, some big
Powers are undertaking certain steps that could undermine exis’ing agreements) some
circles are que-tioning the validity of the idea of disarmament itself; third world
countries are accelerating the arms race at an alarming pacej the flames of
regional conflicts are raging; nd the world also finds itself in a grey area as
regards its security.

We are therefore faced at this session with a more complex task, and the First
Committee must deal with this reality with more seriousness and objectivity. we
should also refrain from past practices that were sometimes characterized by a
drive to achieve certain gains and a desire to prove the validity of narrow
strategic and military doctrines and rules.

The future of international security has acquired a new dimension since the
convening of the Reykjavik summit of last October. We must admit here that we have
embarked upon a new path that may not be very clearj however, on 18 Leptember that
path led the Soviet Union and the United States of America to agree in principle on
the elimination of their intermediate- and shorter-range nuclear weapons from

Europe. Chances for concluding broader agreements seem possible. Leaders of the
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two countries have axercised patience and made concessions that may extend to other
areas, such as the conducting of nuclear tests, nuclear prolifterat.on and incidei.ts
on the high seas. We should i(ike here o cite one positive example, that is, the
agreement reached thia year szt the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and
Security~building V¥»asures and bisarmament in Europe, which aims at strengchening
trust between European countries and minimizing the chances of surprise attack.

In this short statement my delegation will not be able to deal with all the
important items before the Committee; theretore, we hope to be able to comment on
gome of them at a later stage. Tae Sudan, a developing, non-aligned country,
striving like the great majority of countries to halt the auclear-armg race ana to
prevent once and for all the proliferation ot nuclear weapons, attaches the utmost
importance to guestions of disarmament and security. Wwith that in mind, we shall
concentrate on the following issues.

The cessation of all nuclear-test explosions is, in our view, the first step
towards curbing the nuclear-arme race and putting a stop to the production of new
generations of. such weapons, which may be «ven more etfective and lethal. Despite
the fact that the Genera) Assembly has bee: discussing this item since its ninth
faession, we have not yet elaborated a treaty prohioviting all nuclear-test
explosions, by all St.tes, in all envirorments and for ever. Therefore, r.uclear
explosions are taking place contrary to the wish of the overwhelmingy majority of

Member States.



JP/edd A/C.1/42/pV, 12
56

(Mr._Adam, Sudan)

¢ e nuclear-weapon Statzs have not yet acceded tc the non~proliferacion
Tr .y. The Conference on Disarmament has not succeeded in carrying out its
mand: ".e, because of the excuses giver by some big nuclear-~weapon States. While we
support the view of the Group of 21 and the Conference on Disarmament, we also
agree that exlating meang of verification are sufficient to snsure compliance. The
argument that tuch means are not yet available cannot be used as an excuse to
continue to improve nuclear weapons and produce new generations of them. We 4o not
reject the principle of developing means of verification within a reliable régime
of verification and monitoring in the framework of an international agreement based
on complete trust,

Immediate cessation of nuclear-weapon tests and their prohibition have become
a prioritv need. Therefore, all countries must agree without delay to establish an
international system Yor monitoring compliance with a morutorium, especially ac one
Member State applied such a moratorium for scme time, on the kasis of its estimate
of the accelerating arms race.

Secondly, 1 come to the establisient ot nuclear-weapon-free zones and
denuclearized zones. Although an effective international convention to ensure the
gecurity of non-nuclear weapon States against the threat or the use of such weapons
has not yet bzen conclvied, the call for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones and denuclearized zones i qgaining strength day by day.

We e2re witnessing renewed efforts by the countries of the Middle East to
establish nuclear~weapcn-free zones in the region, especially since Israel alone
pos3esses nuclear weapons and insists on continuing development, product.oun and
testing, without acceding to the non-proliferation Treaty and without agreeing so
far to subject all icts nuclear activities to the International Atomic Energy Agency

(IAEA) safagu. rds system, and also without approving the estab'ishment of a
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nuclear-weapon~free sone in the Middle East. Because of that position, we are far
from achiaving and strengthening peace and security in an economically and
strategically important region. For all those reasons, we support the
establ. shment of nuclear-weapon-free zones also in Latin America, the south
Paciflc, the Indian Ocean and Central Europe.

What 1 have just said also applies to Africa. The 1964 Cairo Declaration on
the denuclearization of Africa has been supported by the General Assembly at
successive sessions since 1965. At its last session the General Assembly renewed
its call to all Statea to consider and raspect the continent of Africa and its
surrounding areas a:t a nuclear-weapon-free zone, since the impler entation of the
Declaration would be an imporiant measure to ensure the non-prolif ration of
nuclear weapons and promote international peace and security.

At that sessicn it also expressed grave concern about South Africa's
possession of a nuclear-weapon capability and its continuation of the development
of such a capability. It condemned South Africa in thatL respect and also condemned
all forms of nuclear co-operation with that racist régime by any State,
corporation, institution or individual. However, countries with the technical
means refuse to help the international community to expose that activity and 4o not
provide any official information on the research carried out by South Africa.
Racist South Africa does not subject its nuclear facilities to inspection by the
IAEA. We face a clear threat to international peace and security, with a serious
escalation of the threat and blackmail practised by that raciet State against all
the peoples of Africa. We should treat with all sericusness the conclusions
reached by the report of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research on

South Africa's nuclear capability. The Security Council is still duty-bound to
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plug the present holens in the arms embargo against South Ai~ica, in order to make
the embargo more effective in ail areas, including co~operation with South Africa
in the nuclear field.

I turn now to biological and chemical weapons. The international community is
still closely following the negotiationas at the Confarence on Disarmament on the
conclusion of a multilateral convention on the complete and effective prohibition
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
destruction. Despite the progress achieved last year, the convention has not been
elaborated, although it is imminent.

There are other important issues - including confidence-building measures,
security and conventional disarmament, prevention of &n a.ms race in outer space,
the naval arms race, the relationship between disarmament and development - on
which my delegation would like to present its views at a later stage. However, we
should like now to express our view on the role played by the United Nations and
its subsidiary bodies in the field of disarmament. In his report on the work of
the Organization, issued or 3 September this year, the Secratary-ueneral says:

“The Charter of the United Nations defines the principles to be followed
in gaining peace in the fullest meaning ot what true peace entails. These
principles have lost none of their relevance or validity. Wwhat has too often
been lacking is the readiness of Member States to put aside national
differences and national ambitions and work together within the United Nations

in accordance with these principles towards common goals." (A/42/1, p.17)

The Disarmament Commissior’'s report this year has emp' asized that the main
objective of Lhe United Nations is to sategyuard international peace and gecurity.

1t refers explicitly to the fact that true and lasting peace can be achieved only
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through the effective implementation of the security system provided for in the
Charter. It also emphasises the important role played by multilateral agreements
in connection with disarmsment measures to safequard international peace and
security, and paye due attentjon to the effactiveness of the key role played by the
Security Council in that regard.

Although we appreciate all the efforts at the bilateral and regional levels in
the field of conventional and nuclear disarmament, we consider it important that
such efforts complemant those made by the international community and its
negotiating and deliberative bodies, 80 that the Organization may not be deprived
of its most sacred duty, provided for by the Charter, especially when those
negot .ations are related to the wider objectives and interests of other countries
and of the international community in general.

We do not want our Organization to be turned into a forum for rhetorical
speeches and a safety valve for the majority ot its Members, which have no say, in

present circumstances, in many of the important international issues.

The meeting rose at 12,20 p.m.






