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The meeting was called to order at 10.33 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69 (gontinued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEM:?

Mr. ALZAMORA TRAVERSU (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): The

delegation of Peru wishes, first of all, to congratulate you, 8ir, on your election
as Chairman of this Committee. We are convinced that, with our long-gtanding
participation in multilateral diplomacy and invaluable experience in the field of
disarmament, you will contribute significantly to the success of our work. My
delegation is prepared to co-operate closely with you and thus contribute to the
fruitful outcome of the Committee's work.

In the past 12 months a series of events oreating a situation of positive
change in the international arena has taken pldace; however, it has also been
characterized by the continuance of structural problems gombined with other factors
which maintain the general insecurity of developing countries that has been a
constant feature of the world situation during these past years.

Today more than ever, international peace and security are interrelated with
issues connected with disarmament, development, respect for the fundamental
principles of international law, and the policlies practised by states, in
particular the great Powers, in their international relations.

This is a complex reality which cannot recognize privileyed geoyraphical areas
in any effort to achieve peace and promote disarmament; neither can it recognize
privileged areas for the concentration of localized conflicts and the
implementation of policies of force and power., The process of gaining space in
favour of peace and restoring a climate of renewed détente must be general and must
be observed in both developed and developing areas of the world, because the

security of some cannot be reflected in the insecurity of the others.
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This view of the overall aspects of the processes relating to international
peace and security was clearly aexpressed in the last annual report of the Stockholm
International Peace Research Inastitute (8IPRI), which identified four factors
directly threatening the maintenanue of peace and security in the world. Those
factors aret the nuclear arme race, and in general, questions relating to military
and astrategic matters confronting the great Powerss the continuance of armed
vonfrontation between Iran and Iraq, that is to say, a localized conflict in the
developing world) the human and political tragedy still besetting the South aAfrican
people as a result of the rofusal of the Pretoria régime to put an end to the
inhuman practice of apartheid and the unlawful occupation of Namibiaj and, finally,
the problom of the external debt which appears - and I quote from the report -

"as a timo bomb which can engender enormous insecutrity of unforeseeable

political and social consequences".

These facts show that the concept of security and the perception of peace as a
permanent factor in international relations can in no way be confined to matters of
a military and otrategic nature amony the greoat Powers. Security is a pluralistic
concept that must encompase milicary aspects, not only of the great Powers, but of
all countries. Above all, however, it should relate to the poiitical, juridical,
social and ccono.nic aspoots that are at the root of the very stability and
fragility of the international system. For the developing world it is clear that,
over and above tho possibility of a nuclear holocaust, which hangs over the whole
of mankind like the sword of Damocles, factors militating agyainst their security
are esgontially of a political and economic nature. Undoubtedly, the maintenance
of the policies of the uso or threat of the use of torce, interference, coercion,
aroas of influenco and the maintenance of economic and financial policies that run

counter to the independence and the already deteriorating quality of life of
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millions of human beings is, in the last analysis, the real danger besetting the
security of the developing world.

In this connection it is interesting to note that the SIFPRI report itself
should have established that at present there are 36 hotbeds of confliuc in the
world, involving close to 6 million human beings in 41 countries and that of these
97.2 per cent are to be found in the developing world. It would be fallacious to
derive from these figures that there is any fanatical desire for oconflict. Quite
the contrary, the only wishes shared by the psoples of the developing world are to
exercise freely their economic and social systems and to develop their own security
apart from the hegemonistic interests of the great Powers. That is why, behind
every conflict in the developing world, we always find either some form of foreign
interference or some form of indirect intervention or coercion or the remnants of
economic and social situations which have their roots in the unjust international
economic order and whose golution depends not only on the developing world but,
first and foremost, on the awareness and readiness of the great Powers to accept
and negotiate change.

In this context the International Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development held recently was a step forward and at the same time a
new source of frustration: a step forward because at long last it unanimously
regcognized the existence of a relationship between disarmament and development and
the need to overcome limited bloce and hegemonistic concepts of securitys and an
element of frustration because, given the lack of pclitical will, we have been
unable to do anything else inasmuch as there was not even a readiness to renew
commitments that had been obtained in the past in the United Nations in respect of
disarmament and development.

Nevertheless we believe that, encouraged by the embryonic process of dialogue

and hope which has been opened up in the field of nuclear disarmament, we must
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continue to work in this essential sphere of disarmament with an approprxiate
synthesis of imagination and political will 8o as to devise ways and means of
achieving practical results.

The Government of Peru regards the agreement in principle adopted by the
Soviet Union and the United States of America for the elimination ¢f all shortex~
and medium~range missiles to be of outstanding importance. This ayresment, which
represents the clearing of ground for yreater agreements and which may make a
reality of the ~niversal tspiration for nuclear disarmament, is of particular
importance, not so much because of its quantitative scupe, which represents only
5 per cent of existing nuclear arsenals, us because of its political value. It
means that when there is a will to build peace, all obstacles and difficulties,
including those relating to verification, can be overcome.

In order for this to become a reality it is, first and foremo=t, necessary for
the agreement in principle to be formalized and to culminate as the first
experience in the history of the elimination of a particular range of nuclear
weapons. Secondly, it should be complemented by drestic reductions in the
stragetic nuclear arsenals and other types of nuciear weapons, as well ags by the
halting of the arms race in outer space, leaving that area as a symbol of peaceful
co~operation for the benefit of all mankind.

It would be ironical in the nuclear era if the first real efforts to initiate
the elimination of nuclear weapons were to be followed by a trans’er of the nuclear
scenario to outer space - which would merely mean escalatiny the irrationasl logic
of the holocaust, thus further perverting the use ot science and technology.

That is why the Soviet Union and the United States should likewise complement
their agreements with specific decisions to that end and after that the General
Assembly and the Conference on Disarmament can and should co-operate to produce an

agreement that will tree mankind from an obvious danger.
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My Government, on the other hand, ig concerned at the fact that the five
nuclear Powers should have continued tu carcy out nuclear testsa in 1947, This
situation has not gone unnoticed. Nuclear tests are proliferating despite the
condemnation of the vast majority of States, despite the criticism and mobilizacion
of peoples and despite the recommendations of the General Assembly., The cessation
of nuclear-weapons tests i& not a long-term objective. It is 8 prior anda urygent
condition for the achievement of progress in the tield of nuclaar disarmament. The
international community cannot accept that nuclear arsenals should continua to be
perfected or improved. It calls for the final, definitive cessation of nuclear
tests preceded by a general moratorium as a siyn of gooa will on the part of the
nuclear Powers.

In this context the renewal of the mandate of the Ad Hog Committee of the
Conference on Disarmament to continue consultations aimed at bringing the positions
of Member States cioser and the consideration ot the convening of a conference for
the revision of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and under wWater, signed in Moscow in 1963, are two actions that car be
carried out as soon as possible without overlooking the importance of negotiations

at the bilateral level.
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The Peruviah people, like the peoples of the other coastal countries of the
Bouth racific, are especlally affected by the repeated nuclear explosions in the
arca. "o strengthen the demand that no further nuclear tests be held in :he South
Pacific and to contribute to halting its gradual militariszation, it is urgently
necessary, my Goverament believes, to declare the Pacific to be a zone of peace,
thus establishing the anti-nuclear option in the region and preserving it from
great-Power rivalry. This ia an initiative aimed at establishing more areas of
peace, co-oparation and peaceful co~existence. The declaration of the South
Pacific ag a zone of peace would thus complement the denuclearization afforta made
in the contaxt of the Treaties of Tlatelolco and Rarotonga.

The natural priority given to nuclear disarmament should not impeded renewed
efforts at conventional disarmament. By its very nature, conventional disarinament
is linked to specific rogional or sub-regional situation., manifested in a growirq
urmg race and the consequent creation of precarious balances or suspicions and
escalations generated by military thinking that takes no account of the aspirations
of the civilian population and minimizes the resources that could be devoted to
development.

There is no example in nistory of a nation's having achieved permament and
positive benefits for its own security on the basis of a large-scale accumulation
of weapons, as is recognizod explicitly in the study on conventimnal disarmament
prepared by tho United Nationo.

The Goverpnment of Puru is firmly committeu to a policy based on the conviction
that peaco cannot be achieved by prowmoting the potential for contlict. Peace is a
multifuceted process, and cannot be equated with the simplistic idea of a simple
abgence of war. Peace ls connected with the social and economic well-being of

people, with tho concaept and application ot policies aimed ut co-operation and
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integration rather than domination or subjugation. That is why we believe that the
problems of collective seourity should take pride of place in the regional
disarmament and arms limitation process.

The United Nations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in
Latin America, which opened in Lima two weeks ago, on Peru's initiative, is
intended to promote that essential process in our region. It is a process that my
Governmont has tried to foster and give the maximum impetus to, with a drastic
ruduction of military expenditures and the promotion of measures to enhance
confidence, which will enable us to make progress in limiting military budgets,
using for oconomic and social development the resources thus released.

My country is therefore disappointed by the backward steps taken in the
Conference on Disarmament with respect to the comprehensive programme of
disarmament. In the light of that, Peru again reaffirms its conviction that
disarmament must be carried out in all areas and at all levels, under effective
international control, allowing for the hurmoﬁizatlon of all efforts to that end.
The comprehensive programme of disarmament thus acquires special signiticance,
since it encapsulates and co-ordinatea the efforts being made in these vast and
complex areas. We again reiterate the central role played by the United Natinns ir
the disarmament process, for whose realization the comprehensive programme of
disarmament provides a substantive framework. The General Assembly should
strengthen the work of the Ad Hoc Committee considering the question, by giving it
the broadest possible powers.

The Conference on Disazmament, the single multilateral body tor disarmament
negotiations, has achieved important progress on the prohibition of the production,
stockpiling and use of chemical weapons. It is therefore imperative to produce
binding international instruments to eliminate the existing arsenals of chemical

weapons and forevermore prevent their production and use. We are aware of the
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difficulties still oreated by the problem of verification, which is why my country
is playing an active part in the Geneva negotiations on the matter. Peru balicveu
that the chemical weapons convention under negotiation should clearly provide for
the complete and general prohibition of the production, stockpiling and ugse of auch
weapons, without any distinction between States, Similarly, the convention should
ban any form of co-~operation that would enable a third party to produce thoae
weapons of mass destruction. As for the verification gystem, it should be aimed at
guaranteeing the destruction of existing chemical weapons and preventiny their

development and production., The verification system should be implemented by an

ad _hoc international body, to be set up under the Convention for that purpose ag
well as to carry out regular inspection activities and report intrxingements.

We are beginning to see encouraging signe with regard to peace. In this
connection, we shal) support any initiative to establish a comprehensive security
system, takiny into account the interests of all States, without any kind ot
distinction, embodying the concept of collective economic security and protecting

the developing countries against policies based on the self-interest of othera and

on force.

The establishment of such a system should result in the elimination of bloc
policies and allow for the creation of a more democratic and just world, which will
at long last offer our countries a guarantee of peace, development, vecurity and
justice.

Mr. PEJIC (Yugoslavia)s I wish first, $ir, to conygratulate you,
distinguishod reprusentative of friendly, non-aligned Zaire, on assuming the
responsible duties ot Chairman of this Committee. 1 am confident tnat under your
able guidance the Committee will complete its work successfully. On behalt ol my

delegation, I assure you of my country's com: lete support.
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Our congratulations also go to the other officurs of the committee. I wish
also to express my satisfaction at seeing on the podium two
Under-Secretaries-General, Mr. Akashi and Mr. Safronchuk, and, of course, my
compatriot and friend and colleague of long-standing, Ambassador Komatina,
Senretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament.

At this gession of the General Assembly wé are in a position to consider
disarmament issues in different, more auspicious circumstances than those tha:
prevailed for mety years. It seems that we are leaving behind a period
characterized by the confrontation and intransigence of the super-rPowera, the
consequence of which was the escalati{on of the arms race, with an ever growiag
danger to the survival of mankind. Tho developments that we have witnessed in the
rocent past open up new and brighter prospc~ts in the field of disarmament, with
welzome repercussions elsav® e in international relations.

What I nave in mind is first and foremost the agreement in principle between
the Soviet Union and the United States of America on the elimination of medium- and
short-range nuclear missiles, 1n addition, there is evident proyress in the
negotiations on chemical weaponsj positive results have also been achieved at the
Stockhol~ Conference on Confidence- and fecurit, ~building Measures ana Uisarmament)
an® the follow-up meeting, in Vienna, of the Conferance on Security and
Co-operation in Europe is nearing, we hope, a successful end. The International
Cunference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development, which
considered the problem of disarmament from a particular angle and adopted a

meaningful document, made its own contribution along the same lines.
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The agreement in principle between the Soviet Union and the United States to
eliminate medium- and short-ranyge nuclear missiles 18 of exceptional importance.
Admittedly, this agreement is modest in scope since it involves only a small
percentage of the nuclear ardenals of the two super-Powers, yet tne readiness on
the part of those Powers to take such a step raises the hope that it will be
possible for them to begin a broader process of negotiations and agreement-making
that would have a positive effect on the overall development of international
relations.

The agreement on the wlimination of medium- ana short-range nuclear missiles
will, if carried out, represent the beginning of a genuine process of disarmament
and be of historic significance. It wiil be yet further proor that dialogue is the
only means and agreements the only instrument for resolving key international
problems. May I recall that this has been the position of the non-aligned
countries since their first Summit Conference in Belgrade in 1961 and that they
have always been steadfast in Lneir insistence on the need to reduce the huge
existing arsenals of nuclear and other weapons.

This position is also contained in the appeal Iidressed to the leaders of the
Soviet Union and t.ie United States by the elghth Summit Conference of Non-Aligned
Countrles in Harare, Zimbabwe.

We understand that this ayreement is merely a first step. If it is to beconme
a turning-point, the super-Powers should continue and speed up their negotiations
with 1 view to eliminating other nuclear arms as well, within the shortest possible
period of time. PForx, indeed, many other thinygs do not brook delay when the
gecurity of the world is at stake.

This means that the next phase ot negotiations should be almed at drastically
reducing tne strategic nuclear arsenals on which the super-Powe:s have already

reached ayteement in principle. At the same time, it 18 necessary to take
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resolute action to bring about a comprehensive nuclear test ban and prevent the
extension of the arms race into o'iter space.

These processes must surely and inevitably come to include other nuclear
Powers as well, since it will not be possirle to acnieve the goals we all strive
towards without their participation.

The General Assembly of the United Nations should at tnis year's session adopt
a resolution on the bilateral negotiations of nuclear Powers on nuclear
disarmament, which would render support to the process just beyun and olearly and
unequivocally demand that it be continued and extended to include all types of
nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction.

The primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament rests with those who
Possess a monopoly on destructive power, However, 1f that process is to succeed
and the goal of general and complete disarmament towards which we all strive is to
be achieved, it is necessary that all States participate. 'That is thelr right as
well as thair obligation. Bilateral negotiations do not exclude multilateral
negotiations - they complement each other and snould theretore evolve side by siae.

The Conference on Lisarmament, as our single multilateral negotiating body, is
in our opinion gaining in importance in the present circumstances. We consider it
inadmissible, in the prevailing climate, to leave the Contference on Disarmament on
the sidelines. iany of us have often voiced concern that the Conterence has not
yet begun genuine negotiations on the priority issues on its agenda. We cannot
accept that some of its members, by their selective approach to the issues to be
considered by the Conference, might deny it the possibility of fulfilling its
mandate, thus in effect delaying the process of resolving the most important
questions before us.

The nuclear-test ban ie today one of the most pressiny tasks of both bilateral

and multiiateral negotiations. It is difficult to accept the fact that there have
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been no negotiations on this issue for a yreat many years now. At this time, when
prospects for reaching agreement in the fieclu of disarmament are opening up, the
nuclear-test ban must be in the forefront of activities by the international
community.

We welcome tno readiness of the super-Powers to start talking about this
issue, too. At the same time, the Conference on bLisarmament should without delay
begin its own negotiations on a nuclear-test ban, a good framework for such
negotiations being the proposal by eight members of the Group of 21 in the
Conference. The conclusion of an a¢rzeement on a comprehensive nucleaur test ban
would have an exceptionally positive effect on the prevention of the qualitative
development of nuclear arms, cessatim cof the arms race and nuclear disarmament in
general. This would also be the best proot of thu readiness of the super-Powerc to
gpeed up and inten: ify the process they have initiated.

The prevention of the arms race i, outer space is also of exceptiunal
importance for the future of mankind. The militarization ot outer space would set
off a new cycle in the arms race - particularly of a qualitative arms race = with
unforeseeable consequencus. The stockpiling of nuclear weapons and the creation of
new systems have not brought about greatur security for those who possess them.

Thae bes” prool of this is the process now under way. Outer upace, as the common
heritage of mankind, munt remain free and be used exclusively for peaceful
purposes. [t iy also necessary tnat the Conference on Disarmament begin genuine
negotiations on this issue.

We are pleased to note thit the Conterence on vVisarmament has made important
progress in negotiations un the conclusion of a convention on chemical weapons. We
are in tavour of having the Conterence expenu adaitional eftort to reach agreement

on the remaining igsues and submit a comprehensive draft convention on chemical
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weapons. This would for ever free the world of the possession = and thereby the
possible use -~ of the most lethal weapons of mass destruction.

Yugoslavia naturally attaches the greatest importance to the development of
relations in Europe. Together with other neutral and non-aligned countries, it is
actively participating in the present phaso of the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe (CS8CHE) in an effort to make its own contripution to positive
developments in Europe since this is where its strategic orientation directs it, as
do its vital and sedurity interests.

The concluding aocument of the Vienna follow-up meetinyg, which is enteriny its
final phase, should contain provisions on the ocontinuation of the Conference on
Disarmament in Burops, with its componente of confidence-building and disarmament.
We are of the opinion that the Conference should resume its work naxt year in
accordance with the mandate from Madrid, suppleimented in Vienna. As to
constraining meusures, the Confurence should provide for further steps with a viaw

to lessening the risk of inilitary confrontation, covering inter alia independent

air and naval military activitieu.

The importance of conventional disarmament should never be lost sight of,
despite its being overshadowed by nuclear disarmament. The race in conventional
weapons is taking place at an accelerating pace, especially betwaen the countries
that possess the largest military arsenals. A particular cause for concern today
is those conventional weapons whose develupment is based on the most recent
advances in science and technology and whose effects are often hardly different
from those of nuclear weapons. The production of such weapons 8hould be halted by
resolute international action. The General Assembly should devote the necessary
attention to this aspect of the arms race, in view of the danger with which it is

fraught.
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In the context of Hurope, negotiations on conventional disarmament sho' ld be
conducted within the CS8Ck procees in order to enable all its member Sta guard
their own security interests.

Seourity in Burope 1s inseparably linked with security in the Mediterranean.
This was emphasized by the Mediterranean members of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries at their recent Ministerial Meeting at Brioni, Yugoslavia. They also
came out strongly in support of achieving gradual stabilization of the situation in
the Mediterranean through the intensificaticon and promotion of go-operation amony
all the countries of the region - that is, in support of overcoming and resolving
the pressing problems that keset the area and oreate tension therein. In this
context, efforts being made in kurope to reduce and eliminate nuclear arms should
ercompass the entire region of the Mediterranean since, owing to ai increased
concentration of military power belonging to the super-Powers and the pressure that
18 beiny prought to bear on some noa-aligned countries, the Muditerranean has

become one of the most serious crisis spots in the worid.
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The recently concluded International Conference on the Relationship betwaen
Disarmament and Development hae for the first time pointed out at the international
level the multifaceted interrelationship between those iwo orvoial problems of the
present-day world. It showed that the world cannot pear the consequences of the
arms race and, at the samc. achicve rapid social and economic development,

Althouyh the Conference fell short of fulfilling some of our expectations, the
Final Document and the Action programme determine a broad enough framework for,
inter alia, a future exploration of the possibilities for redirectinyg a pact of the
vast resources being spent on arme towards creating general development
opportunities, particularly in the developing countries. ‘The guestion oOf the
relationship between disarmament and development must remain an important item on
the agenda of the United Nations General Assembly.

Yugoslavia continues, as in the past, to attach great importance to the work
of the United Nations Disarmament Commissicn. This is a unique b~dy within the
United Nations system, one in which every country participates on a footing of
equality and fully contributes to the process of disarmament. Tne Commission has
been active this year as well. 1In some areas certain progress has been achieved.
We consider it important that the Commission accorded due attention to the naval
arms race and made a considerable contribution to the recognition of the dangers
and consequences of the arms tace in that area,

Today, when negotiations on disarmament are gaining new momentum and when the
contours of the resolution of crucial international problems are takiny sihape, each
and every proposal relating to the strengthening of international peace and
security, and particularly to the ror of the United Nations in tnat process, is
worthy of our attention. Yugoslavia, along with other non-aligned countries, has

always emphasized that the United Nations plays an irreplaceable role as the world
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forum not only for the consideration, bﬁt also for the resolution, of orucial
international problems on which peace, security and development depend.

In the light of recent developments the forthooming third special sessicn of
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament is of very apecial
importance. As we see it, it has a number of important tasks. First, it should
give political encouragement to the process of negotiations nnw under way)
secondly, it should assess the developmente in that area in the period between the
two special sessiocns) thirdly, it should ascertain the possibilities for the
promotion and functioning of the system and for the strengthening of the role of
the United Nations in the field of disarmament) fourthly, it should consider the
implementation of the Programme of Action adopted by the International Conference
on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development; and, fifthly, it anould
adopt a concrete programme of action in the field of disarmament for the next
period.

Such tasks call for solid, qualitative ana thorough preparations,
Unfortunately, such preparations have not yet begun, Yet, without them, the
Success of the session, for which we all hope, will not be possible. The nolainy
of the third special session devoted to disarmament must not become a goal in
itself. Over all it must represent another step forward in the elaboration of the
strategy of the international community in the field of disarmament. This should
be borne in mind when we decids at this session on the most convaenient time tor
holding the third speclal session of the United Nations Genaral Assembly devoted to
disarmament.,

In conclusion I should like to point out that the atmosphere in which we
opened this session has encouraged us to believe that we are entering a perjod in
which ney prospects are being opened for the strengthening of multilateral

co-operation, which alone can ensure lasting and genuine sclutions to the numerous
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problems that plague this world. To ocarry oun the process of nuclear disarmament
within that noble undertaking is of paramount importance. Further proyress in this
field would go a long way towards allaying the mistrust acorued over a great many
Years and creating political and economio conditions for building up a more stable
and secure world.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): I ehould like to congratulate you, Mr. Chairman,
and the other officers of the Commititow, cn your election to your posts in the
First Committee.

The annual sessions of the Committwsr are always important, because they deal
with arms control and disarmament. But we meet this vear in extraordinary
ciroumstances, some shaped by current events and other requiring us to look
searchingly into the future, Our majcr task will be to seize this moment shaped by
special circums.ances and to encourage a process of real and substanti-e change.
what will be required, if we ara to succeed, is a new spirit and fact of
co-operation, the co-operation to which we are all callad through our common
support of the Charter of the United Nations and our belief in the community of
nations which it has establisrhed.

The current events to which I refer, and which are dramatically reshaping our
presen% circumstances, include the followingt

First, there are the major deveiopments in arms-control and wisarmament
negotiations between the United States ct Amarica and the 8oviet Union, the two
most militarily significant States. Most notable is the decision o) th: 'Inited
States and the Soviet Union to eliminate, on a global scale, two categories of
nuclear weapons. Apart from its significence as the first true nuclear-disarwament
agreement, an intermediate-range nuclear forces treaty should set a precedent for

future arms~control and disarmament negotiations. In particular, we look torward
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to rapid progress in the efforte of the United States and the Soviet Unilon to
achieve a treaty on the reduction, by 50 per cent, of their strateyic arsenals.

Secondly, we see the beginnings of a new era of operness and transparency in
the Soviet Union with regard both to military forces and the political concerns
that have previously given birth to great suspicion and sometimes real tension.

Thirdly, there is the recognition by the worlu community that the two great
problems of our age - disarmament and developnent - have a relationship which, it
handled correctly, can relieve both the burden of arms and of poverty that crush so
many people.

Fourthly, there has been real progress in the Conference on Disarimament on
negotiations for a comprehensive convention banning chemical weapons for all time.
Fifthly, we see the beginuinys of a resurgence ot interest in the United
Mations itself as an institution through which major pnlitical problems can be

solved and throuyh which we can truly promote the Charter's goal of better
standards of life in larger freedom.

These developments mean that we are turning a corner. They mean that we are
beginning to emerge from a period in which the search for arms control and
disarmament was derailed and in which we geemed to have lost siyht ot the lotty but
vital goals on which the United Nations is based and which are essential to the
maintenance of peace and security in our world community. But we have only just
turned the corner. The road ahead remains long and, in some parts, rocky.

A future event through which we can manitest our collective commitment to good
progress on the road ahead will be the third special saession of the General
Asgembly devoted to disarmament, to be held naxt year. The third special session
is a key future challenge, but it is a part of our turning-point today, because
what we do at this seseion of the First Committee will, to a considerable extent,

set up for success, or tallure, that third special session.
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For the last 10 years, we have used the Final Document of the first special
session as the basis for our work. The Final Document, adopted by consensus, was
an achievement of truly historic proportions. As the world moved on, following the
drawing up of the Charter of the United Nations, i became clear that the Charter,
essentially a pre-atomic age and pre-decolonization document, needec
supplementing. The Charter could not take full acgount of the changes that the
leap of independence and self-determination would bring or of the fact that, in the
last quarter of the twentieth century, we would find ourselves living in history's
most heavily armed age.

The Final Document of the first special session provided that supplement to
the Charter. It identified the realities of this age, not only in terms of arms
control and disarmament, but in terms of the wider political, economic and social
goals to which the world community was already, but needed to be further,
committed., That Document remains and should remain an essential part of our basic
international compact. Like any similar document, it was a product of its time and
when one considers its time, it was inspired but the issues and circumstances which
it addressed have moved on, as do all human events.

What we will need next year, at the third special session, is both a review of
the Final Document to ensure that the goals it enshrines can be achieved in
contemporary circumstances, and a new statement - onae, we hope, of compelling force.

Simply stated, we will need to shape a new agenda. We need the agenda of
tomorrow, not of yesterday, and we can and should begin working on that agenda
through the actions we take in the First Committee at this session.

The rubric under which we have worked since the Final Document includes the
universal belief that we need to negotiate a treaty that will bring about an end to

all nuclear testing. Last year this Committee adopted and recommended to the
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General Assembly four draft resolutions with the objective of putting an end to
nuclear testing. That there were four draft resolutions clearly showed that there
were differences of approach to this vital subject, but last year's differences had
narrovwed und the pattern ot voting on the four draft resolutions demonstrated that
a £inal, a real, convergence could emerge.

8ince last year, important progress in bilateral work between the United
States of America and the Soviet Union on the issue of nuclear testing has added
further to that convergence. The Australian Government welcomes the United
States/Soviet agreement to commence full-gcale stage-by-stage negotliations on
nuclear testing as part of a process leading to the ultimate cessation ot nuclear
testing. Further signs of narrowing differences in multilateral consideration of
the nuclear testing issue were evident at the Conference on Disarmament held at
Geneva.

Can we not therefore this year reconcile the different approavhes to the issue
of putting an end to nuolear testing and find a way to guide us collectively
towards the negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty?

Had the Conference on Disarmament been able to resume practical work in a
committee on a nuclear-test ban, we would have made a major leap forward in arms
control and disarmament and we would have given a powertful demonstration of
international co-operation and of the aeffectiveness of multilateral negotiations on
arms control and disarmament measures. What we resolve on the nuclear tasting
issue at this session of the General Assembly, in the First Committee, could
provide that leap forward.

While nuclear arms control and disarmament have right. absorbed predominant
attention, it has become increasingly clear that the issue of the apread and

manufacture of conventional arms and trade in them should also rueceive rivetted



‘FMB/9 A/C,1/42/PV. 10
28

{(Mr. Butler, Australia)

attention. At present, some $1,000 billion is speunt each year on arms, ovei
80 per cent of which is in the field of conventional arms.

It is not just the fact that some 6 per cent of global gross national product
goes to expenditure on arms that demanas our attention. The true cost of che arms
race is far greater than thise figure would suggests it is the tragic cost of what
could have been achieved instead with the scarce zapital and human resources
currently d.dicated to higher levels of armament by developred and developing
countries alike,

There are also such Litter anomalies as the fact th.t aid from aeveloped to
daveloping countries is runaing at some $30 billion, while exports of arms from
developed to developiny countries is running at some $34 billion. 'There is the
bitter ainomaly that developing countries are spending on arms imports virtually the
same amount as they receive in development assistance, and this when debt,
especially on the part of developing countries, is one of the worid's great
problems. Between 1975 and 1985 the equivalent of 40 per cent ot all debt i1ncurred
by developing countries was spent on arms imports.

There is a vicious circle encompassing aid, debt and expenditure on arms.
That circle must be broken. The simple reulity is that expenditure on arms does
not create jobs but instead, toyether with the allocation of resources for the
manufacture of arms, entails major costs, especially for developing countries.
This is a sterile aspect of the present state of the ylobal economy, but while it
is sterile, it is not passive. Any investigation of major economic agyregates,
whether balance of payments, balance of trade, debt or interest rates, shows that
while the amount of global gross domestic product that goes to arms is a "mere"

6 per cent, a wider effect of the allocation of these resources to the military
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gector or to expenditure on military goods will cause significant and damaging
distortions in the pattein of the economic life of all of us.

I mentioned earlier the two great challenges of our ages disarmament and
development. Since this age has become the most heavily armed in history,
disarmament has become one of those challenges and because we live in the
post-colonial age, development is another great challenge. Positive action in
responee to both of those challenges is required, and as it succeeds it will hasten
the possibility of mutually reinforced progr..s in both areas.

Our agenda in the First Committee, in the multilateral system generally - the
agenda tc be considercd at the third special session - must include concerted
action to eliminate from our economic life and from our international relations tne
vicious circle of aid, debt and expenditure on arms and at the same time action vo
improve the social, economic and military security of all people.

We need universally accepted international standards of responsible behaviour
with regard to arms transfers. We need a new determination to achieve signiticant
results in conventional disarmament. We need these changes in order to secure the
two great goals: a decent standard of living for all, and life within a framework
of peace.

Looking further into the future, we need to establish the agenda that we will
need as we move out of the agye of nuclear weapons, out of the nuclear weapon

culture, into the twenty-tirst century.
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Nuclear=-veapon systems have becomo:alhidcoully blunt instrument. The leaders
of the two States possessing the overwhelming number of nuclear weapons have stated
that a nuclear war must never be touéhc, and they have committed themsolves to the
objective of nuclear disarmament ipading t +rhe ultimats elimination of those
weapons.

These are immensely significant developments, and they deserve the full
support of all of us. So we should start to prepare for the post-nuclear-weapon
age and for a post~nuclear-weapon culture more sophisticated and less blunt than
the one thé nuclear-weapon age has ropresented. It will be an ags of high
technology. Thus, it is crucial that we begin now to ensure that the new frontier
of technology, outer space, does not simply come to replace what we are seeking to
remove in bringing to an end the nuclear-weapon age.

The multilateral system can and must make a real contribution to that end. We
in that system must insist that the arms race we have seen on earth naver be
extended to outer space. This is another area, like the area of nuclear testing,
where we should be able to act with one voice, with one common objective.

The remaining years of this century - and perhaps beginning next year with the
third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament - should be
the years in which we work on the basis of an agenda that will enable us to chart a
new gourse towards the end of the age of chemical and nuocleur weapons, to address
more sharply, more clearly than we have ever done before, the issues of
conventional weapons and to ensure with certainty that the new non-.uclear-weapon
culture, the new age of high technology, is peaceful and turned towards the truly
significant problems of human development in their widest and fullest sense.

This i not a small agenda nor ig¢ it an easy one. Its objectives are amongst

tha most vital and lofty objectives we fave, and like any such objectives they must
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be faced by ordinary humans, and often in very mundane ways. There is a strong
connection between our ability to achieve our objectives, even lotty objectives,
and the practical effect of our methods of work on our reaching or following
through to our goals.

Our methods of work in this Committee have become rigid and have begun to
retard our ability to fulfil our responsibilities, to pursue our goals. The
efforts that have been made towards retorming our methods of work have not yet
borne much fruit. We must invigorate that search for more efficlient ways of doing
our business, of conducting our negotiations.

1 suggest that the solution does not lie in £iddling with our timetable or
poring over rules of procedure. The only real difference between a meeting of one
week and a meetiny of ten is revealed by the answer to the question, Which meeting
got the results? The one that yot the results was the meeting that worked best,
whatever its length.

What i8 required for us to get the resulte we need is a measure of
self-denial. It is to seek co-operation, and that nevessarily means compromise -
for some, as I said, self~denial. It is to resiet the temptation to ®score narrow
political points, and that requires vision and tolerance, exercised for the greater
good.

We work in an environment shaped by traditions of respect for national
sovereignty and the treedom of all delegatione to express their views and co pursue
their interests. But the purpose of our institution goes far beyond providing an
opportunity for the ritual exercise of established traditions or merely egocentric
expression. Our responsibility is to toryge international co-operation on arms
control and disarmament, because such co-operation is not merely desirable: it is

esgential to our collective survival.



EM8/10 A/C.1/42/PV. W0
k)

(Mc., Butler, Australia)

We are at a turning-point today. Today we have an opportunity to reshape our
agenda, to reshape our world. That opportunity should be seized.

Mr, GY1 (Burma): Mr. Chairman, my delegation is , ‘eased to see you
presiding over the work of this Committee. Having had the opportunity of knowing
you a8 your country's representative in Geneva, I am contident that your diplomatic
abilities will enhance the prospects for a favourable outcome of this Committee's
work, '

I wish also to take this opportunity to extend my delegation's congratulations
to the Under-Secretary-General, Mr. Akashi, and to express our confidence in him.

The United Nations was founded on principles of regulating relationa and
co~operation between States on the bisis of the Charter system. Fundamencal to
those principles is the imperative need of nations to settle their differences
through the prohibition of the threat or use of force, which can be seen in the
progreasive dovelopment of international law in the course of recent history.

The Charter was conceived in an age when nuclear weapons were not yet in
existence. Although the age of nuclear weapons was not anticipated, it was an
irony of fate that the threat posed by nuclear weapons was the first issue that
came under consideration by the General Asgembly. In its resolution 1 (I), the
first to be adopted, the General Assembly established the Atomic inergy Commisaion

"for the elimination from national armaments of atomic weapons and .,., other

«+. weapons [of] mass destruction". (resolution 1 (I), para. 5 (¢))

Throughout these years the nuclear-arms race on the one hand and disarmament
negotiations on the other have been incompatible processes that have been taking
place side by side. Efforts to reverse the arms race have not been possible. The
world today is oversaturated «ith nuclear weapons, the bulk of which are in the

arsenals of the two major nuclear-weapon States,
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The foremost issue of international concern, therefore, is the prevention of a
war in which nuclear weapona would be used. That 18 a comwon danyer tnat all
nations face; no individual security policy can protect States from that threat.

In the past it was possgible for wars to destroy an entire village or town, or
perhaps even a country. Now nuclear weapons threaten all mankind, for it has been
6aid that in its dynamics nuclear war respects no sanctuaty.

Efforts to halt and reverse the arms race have been the concern not only of
the nuclear-weapon States but of the entire international community. Althouygh a
universal consensus has arisen on the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, the
momentum of the arms race has made that objective an ever more distant goal.

The year 1985 saw renewed efforts at the bilateral level, when the two
foremost nuclear Powers reached an ayreement tu conduct a set of negotiations uimed

at preventing an arms race in space and at terminating the arms race on earth.*

*Mr. Nashashibi (Jordan), Vice-VPresident, took the Chair.
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My delegation was encouraged by those developments and at the time we
expresged our hopes tor a favourable outcome to thosu negotiations. The recent
announcement that the Soviet Union and the United States of America had reached
agreement in principle on the elimination of an entire cateyory ot nuclear weapons
can be considered a landmark in the history of disarmament negotiations. The two
countries which possess the largest nuclear arsenals would be fulfilling *he
special responsibilitias which they bear in accordance with paragraph 48 of the
Final Document, because such an agreement would constitute the first measure not
only to reduce but also to eliminate an entire category of nuclear weapons.

Reversing the nuclear-arms race in one important class of weapons can be
considered a major breakthrough. Disarmament agreements are not negotiated in a
vacuum: much of their succeas depends on the atmosphere in whioh negotiations are
conducted and the political will and spirit of agocommodation prevailing among
States.

The approach to security through co-operative efforts that reduce the level of
threat to both sides also enhances security at the international level. The road
ahead is to find ways and means to maintain the gains that have been made and to
create the momentum for further nuclear-disarmament prospects which, in turn, could
be vonducive to conventional disarmament measures, particularly in the region where
the balance of security is conceived as the maintenance of both nuclear and
conventional armaments.

Tne auenda for bilateral negotliations on armaments encompasses & wide range of
igsuss that are also of multilateral importance, and the acceleration of the
bllateru! itocess should also have pocitive etfects at the multilateral lLevel, Tt
must be roalized that the issues being dealt with concern :the vital intercsts of
all States, and for *hat reason the international community should play a positive

role through iitilateral ettforts.
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The role of the United Nationu as a central uisarmament forum should be
enhanced and the work of the Conference on Disarmament as the only multilateral
negotiating forum need to be revitalized by strengthening its negotiating
character. ‘I'nhe present developments should provide the opportunity to re-establish
the poaitive interaction between bilateral and multilateral efforts.

In the past, disarmament efforts at the billateral and multilateral levels were
mutually supportive and resulted in a number of agreements which now constitute an
infrastructure on which further disarmament measures need to be built. Trust and
confidence are needed for the maintenance of those agreements; of these, particular
mention should be made of the anti~ballistic-missile Treaty in view of its
significance for the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

The General Assembly and ite subsidiary orygans, the Firat Committee and the
Disarmament Commission, provide deliberating forums where all Members can
participate and international opinion can be heard. Proposals and views submitted
and regolutions adopted by the General Assembly are esgsential elements of the
disarmament process. DbDuring the course of the general debate a considerable number
of delegations expressed their views on the possibilities of revitalizing the
deliberative machinery of the General Assembly, particuiarly this Committee.

In the process of improving the efficiency of the United Nations as a whole,
ample opportunities also exist for the Committee to improve ite procedures and
practices without impairing its essential character as the most important
deliberative torum tor disarmament. Although consensus is desirable, in some cases
the diversities of views and complexitias of problems will not always make that
possible.

The resolutions adopted by the General Assembly include those entrusting

gpecific responsibilities to the Conference on Disarmament and constitute the
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guldelines for work of the Confersnne in the 10 areas that have Lien defined in
accordance with the relevant provisions of the documents of the first and second
special sessions of the Genezal Assembly devoted to disarmament.

It is in the area of chemical weapons that progress has been registered and
that therv are further positive develogments for reaching agreement on the complete
prohibition of those weapons. The negotiations on ocuvmical weapons are essential
for the formulation of a treaty susceptible to universal adherence, for the
practical realities are that such weapons are within reach of nearly all countries
of the world. However, the situation with regard to other areas of work in the
Conference on Disarmament is difterent from what is being achieved with regard to
chemical weapons.

Priority concerns of the international community are on nuclear-disarmament
issues, and much time and effort heve been devoted by the Conference on Disarmament
to the agenda items relating to a nuclear-test ban, the c~ssation of the
nuclear-arms race, and the prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.

Despite the efforts being made from the time of its inception nearly 10 years
ago, the body which is responsible for conducting disarmament negotiations has not
been able to begin its substantive work on those issues. My delegation ventures to
hope that the more favourable climate that has eme-ged as a result of the bilateral
process will open up prospects for effective performance by the Conference on
Disarmament in carrying out its mandate,

A comprehensive teat ban has bagn the concern of the international community
for more than a quarter of a century., No other disarmament issue has been the
focus of intesnational attention as much as this issue, and throughout this period
it has been the subject of negotiations at the multilateral, trilateral and

bilateral luovels. 1In the report of the Conferenc» on Disarmament to the General
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Asgembly at thie session it is stated that the Group of 21 has reatfirmed, both
collectively and in individual statements made in the Conference, the utmost
importance that they continued to attach to the urxgent conclusion of a
comprehensive test-ban treaty as & significant contribution to the aim of endiny
the gualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and the development of new types of
such weapons as well as of preventing their proliferation.

The present situation in which negotiations on a test ban are kept pending is
contrary to the wishes of the international community. A comprehensive teust ban
would constitute an indispensable element in the process of nuclear disarmament and
there is now an imperative need for the Conference on Disarmament to begin the
negotiation process. While a step-by~step approcach is being conasldered in the
context of the bilateral talks, multilateral neyotiations on a comprehensive ban on
all nuclear tests are also urgently needed so as to realize the ultimate objective

of stopping all nuclear tests.

e
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The provisions of the outer space Treaty of 1967 define its universal
character, for il is stated therein that activities in outer space shall be in
accordance with international law, including the Charter of the United Nations, in
the interest of maintaining international peace and order ana of promoting
international co-operation and understanding. While it is recognized that
bilateral negotiations are necessary for prevention of the arme race in outer space
in accordance with the special responsibilities of the major space Powers, there
is, indeed, also a parallel need to intensity efforts at the multilateral level to
further the objectives of international law.

1n the collective searcn for a more stable and just international order, the
maintenance of international peace and security and the creation of conditions
favourable to economic and social progress are issues in which disarmament anu
development and their relationship to each other increasingly reflect the
interdependence of nations and the interrelationship of global pruoblems,

The Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development held recently has adefined the broad principles and the
objectives to be pursued in these two areas of international co-operation in their
interrelationship.

The outcome of the Conterence can be scen also from the broad perspectives of
international co-operation on issues of common concern, the complexitics of which
have indeed made it difficult to finu solutions. However, tne spirit o1
accommodation and co-operation which prevailed during the Conference made it
possible to adopt the Final vocument. This, indeed, reflects a common desire on
the part of nations to find solutions to global problems through collective efforts

which forbode well tor multilateral cu-operation under the United Nations system.
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Mr. ZAHID (Morocco) (interpretation from Frenoh): First of all, may !
say how happy we are to have the representative of a fraternal African country
presiding over the work of our Committes. While congratulating him, we should like
algo to assure him of the full co-operation of the Morocoan delegation to ensure
the success of our work. We should like also to congratulate the other officers of
the Committee, as well as Mr, Akashi in his new post.

The internatio,.al situation is still characterized by the persistence of
numerous conflicts and tensions and by serious economic and social difficulties,
especially in developing countries. In view of this worrisome situation, which
threatens international peace and security, initiatives were taken and neyotiations
carried out, as noted by the Secretary-General in his report on the work of thu
Oryanizatlion for 1987, in which he states that these negotiations and initiative
are a portent of promising changes.

Indeed, this year tha resumption of dialogue between East and West promise . an
improvement in “he international climate which could contribute to a settlement ot
conflicts still unresolved and create tavourable conditions for the strengtheniny
of co~operation in all fields.

The agreement in principle between the USSR and the United States of Americu
on 18 September 1987 for the conclusion of a treaty relating to medium-range
nuclear missiles is undoubtedly an historic step forward in the tield of
disarmament and arms reduction. It is promising, and we should like to encourage
the two great Powers to go ahead and thus free mankind from the nuclear threat.

We are convinced that this agreement of principle as well as the forthcoming
meeting between the Heads of State of the two great Powers will help to improve
East-West relations, an indispensable condition for any serious progress in regard

to disarmament. Continued efforts to achieve the goal of a 50 per vent reduction
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of stratugic weapons, which has already been announced, will strengthen this trust
and we hope that this aim will be achieved in the near future.

We .re happy also about the agreement entered ‘nto between the two
super-Powers on procedures for the continuation ot negotiations on the tntal ban of
nuclear tests. We hope that the process thus initiated will apply to all
categories of weapons, especially nuclear weapons, 80 as to achieve the objective
of general and complete disarmament under effective international control, which
alone can ensure yreater international peace and security.

We are also convinced that success in this process will improve gecurity in
the Mediterranean area, in which the Kingdom of Morocco is a coastal country. It
is of particular interest to us. As the Foreign Minister of Morocco said,

"... the security of the Mediterranean cannot be considered separately ... the

problems it raises require comprehensive treatment by all coastal States."

(A/42/PV.2), ~, 27)

We have always maintained that bilateral and multilateral efforts should be
complementary and not mutually exclusive. Indeed, bilateral negotiations are of
cruclal importance and should be encouraged in view of thc speci:l responsipbility
of the two States thiat have the greatest number of nuclear arsenals. At the seme
time, multilateral neyotiations snould be vigorously pursued at the Conference on
Disarmament in accordance with paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth
Special Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoteu to
disarmament.

Indeed, 1if the two super-Powers have a spuecial responsibility in ending the
arms race and in nuclear disarmament, all States - nuclear or non-nuclear, larye or
IR mugt contribute towards attainment of the goal of elimination of nuclear
weapon:  because ol the threat those weapons pose for the securicy of all Stazes and

for the survival of mankind as a whole.
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But it is sad to have to note that this year again the Conference on
Disarmament was unable to launch nngotiations on the quof:lon of cessation of the
arme race and nuclear disarmamert to which our Organiszation accords high priority,
as can be ssen from various General Assembly resolutions, including its
regolution 41/86 F in which it expressed the view.thnt efforts should be
intensified with a view to initiating, a3 a matter of the highest priority,
multilateral negotiations in acco.dance with paragraph 50 of the Final Dooument of
the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly.

The Moroccan delegation i8 convinced that a total ban on nuclear tests would
contribute enormously towards atopping tue nuclear-arms race and preventing the
proliferation of these weapons. The technigues available are batter able to assure
the adequate verific cion nec.asary for a total ban or nuclear tests. Couplete
rrohibition, under effective international control, can only contribute towards
reducing the nuclear-arms race, not only by preventing the improvement of nuclear

arsenals, but also by avoiding the introduction of new weapons.
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The continuation of nuclear teating could diminish or even nullify the effects
of possible reductions in armaments, as the Beoretary-lLensral stated in his report
this year on the work of the Organisation, where he saids

"Continuation and even intensification of taestiny, in so far as it ie directed

at developing new weapons or perfecting those now deployed, will tend to

mitigate the value of eliminating one present type of missile and perputuate a

competition that has been a major cause of distrust." (A/42/1, p. 9)

Tha Secrutary-General therefore concludes in his report that it is necegsary to
reach early agreement on a comprehensive nuolear test-ban treaty.

In that regard, we consider thit the bilateral negotiations between the Soviet
Union and the United States of America should be encouraged, because of the special
responeibility of those two Powera in this field, but the Conference on
Disarmament, the sole multilateral disarmam:nt negotiating body, should tackle the
root of the question of banning nuclear tests in a special committee, with an
appropriate mandate.

The Morocoan delegation regrets that this year once again the Confecence on
Disarmament has not been able to reach agreement on the terms of a mandate for a
special committee on this guestion of vital importance for the whole of mankind.
However, we do not despair; we appeal for more flexibility and understanding in
order to enable the Conference to start substantive work as soon as possible on
this matter, which the United Nations considers to be one of high priority.

The risk of nuclear war and the cextain anunihilation of the world that would
result cannot be eliminated while nuclear arms exist. Aware of this thr.»t and ot
its seriousness, the international community has never ceased to dems.d iniistently
the adoption of urgent measures to do away with the risk of nuclear war.

Preventing nuclear war certainly concerns all sStates, because of the threat to not

only their security, but their very existence. But the States pussesving nuclear
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weapons have a special responsibility for the adoption of adoguate muasuresd to
prevent nuclear war. In th!y connection, we consider that the convivtion expressed
by the S8oviet Union and the United States in their joint declaration of

21 November 1985 that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be tought could
lead to concrete results in the new spirit now shown in the negotiations between
the two supsr-Powers.

However, we regret that in the Conference on Disarmament there has been no
progress on this natter, which has been on its agenda for several years, deaspite
repeated appeals py the General Assembly that negotiations shoula start, as a
matter of high priority, within a special committee that the conference should sat
up for the purpose. We reaffirm ana support the appeal of the General Asasembly,
and hope that the new spirit in the bilateral negotiations will extend to the
multileteral negotiations, making it pousible to end the current blockage in the
Conference.

Outer epace, the common heritage of mankind, must continue to be usada solely
for peaceful purposes, in the interests of al) mankind, especially for the
promotion cf the socic-economic development of the aevelopiny countries.

The international community should spare no effort to promote coustructive
co~operation in the exploration and exploitation of outer space. In that
connection, we welcome the efforts made by the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of
Outer Space and by its Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee and its Legal
Sub-Committee. We hope that the spirit of compromise that led to the Committee's
adoption of principles on remote sensing, endorsed by the General Assembly in its
resolution 41/65, will be maintained during its future work, thus enabling it to

establish an adeguate leyal framework to strenythen international co~operation in

space activities,
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'The international community should also take che neusssary measures to prevent
rhe militarigacion of outer space. The extension of the arme race to outer spacs
would only exacerbate the current state of insecurity, as the General Assembly said
very well in its resolution 41/53,

Aa the Secretary-General said in his report on the work of the Urganization,
the preservation of certain regions from the deployment of nuclear weapons has
greatly benefited :he entire world. We aldo agree with him about the need, in this
era of progress in space technology, for the international community to ensure
respect for the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodi.a.
Moreover, the existing legal system should be strengthened in order to make it
pousible for space technology and space activities to develop in an atmosphere of
co-operation, not of confrontation. Therefore, the multilateral and bilateral
aefforts should complement one another.

We are also happy that the Ad Ho¢ Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race

in Outer Space has been re-established at the Conference on Disarmament and that
all Member States have expressed the dusire to spare no etfort to succeed in their
gsubstantive work on this matter.

We also support the bilateral eftforts between the two super-Powers in this
field, and hope that they will lead to effective agreements very soon.

The first International Conference on the Relationghip betwaen Disarmament and
Development, held at Headquarters from 24 August to 1l September 1987, did not
measure up to the aspirations and expectations of the majority of countries,
particularly the developing oountries, which had placed high hopes in the
Conference with regaird to freeing resources tor economic and social development
through disarmament measures. However, the Conference waa a concrete manifestation

of the international community's interest in the queation ot the relationship
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betvean disarmament and develupment, and it gave an opportunity to reaffirm
formally, in a Final Document certain principles and commitments, as well as plans
for future action. Thus, paragraph 9 of the Final Document reaffirms the existence
of a multidimensional relationship between disarmament and development, and
paragraph 10 says that that relationship in part derives from the fact that the
continuing arms race and development compete £o. the same finite resources. The
Final Document conoludes unequivocally that disarmament, apart from promoting
international peace, sevurity and co-operation, can contribute to socio-economic
development by releasing additional financial rescurces. The international
community also reaffirmed ite desire to give concrete expression to its beliet in
the relationship between disarmament and development by taking specific measures,
and confirmed its commitment to allocate a portion of the resources relieased
through disarmament to purposes of socio~economic development, with a view to
bridging the economic gap between daveloped and developing countries,

Thus the Final Document, despite shortcomings and lacunae, provides a
framework for future action by the international community through the General
Assembly, including action at its forthcoming special sesalon devoted to
disarmament.

The matters to be considered within that framework snould include torial
proposals by various groups, including the establishment of machinery for the
transfer of resources released throuyh disarmamant for sociv~economic development.

The accumulation and sophistication of conventional weapons are alsco matters
of concern to the Moroccan deleyation. The international community must spare no
affort to reduce and limit conventional weapons, particularly in regions where
there is a big concentration of them. Reducing snch weapons would certainly

contribute to easing tensions and facilitate a peaceful settlement of various
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regional conflicts. BEvery effort to that end, both bilateral and multilateral,
should be made and encouraged.

Tha earliest possihle conclusion of an internstional convention prohibitiny
the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons, and their
destruction, is one of the most urgent measures of disarmament, according to
paragraph 7% of the Final Document of the Tenth S8pecial Session of the General
Assembly.

The Moroccan delegation believes that the conclusion of such a convention
would make a big contribution to promoting general and complete digaramament under
effective international control, and it is happy with the efforts made by the
Conference on Disarmament and its Ad Hog Committee on the matter to negotiate a
draft convention., The work has reached an advanced stage, and we hope that it will
be crowned with success with the least possible delay. Our delegation plays an
active part in the work in Geneva, and it will spare no effort to contribute to its

SuUCcCess.
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Together with bilateral and multilateral efforts in the £ield of disarmament,
the international comnunity should encourage and support the creation of
nuclear-weapon-free zones, which are considered in the Fiaal Dooument of the Tenth
Special Session of the General Assembly as important disarmament measures.
Paragraph 60 states that:

"The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of
arrangenents freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned
constitutes an important diearmament measure."(resolution $-10/4, para.éu)
The delegation of Morocco, which supports efforts to establish such zones in

various parts of the world, expresses its deep concern at the persistence of
obstacles preventing the creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in Africa and the
Middle kast. Despite numerous appeals by the General Assembiy in favour of the
creation of such zones, South Africa and Israel continus to strengthen their
nuclear capacity, thug preventing the creation of nuclear-weapon-tree zones and
increasingly threatening peace and security in those two regions.

The convening of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament comes at a propitious moment in view of the encouraging prospects for
disarwmament negotiations between the two super-Powers. We hope that this
resumption of dialogue will contribute to the success of the work of this speoial
session and make it possible to advance the cause of disarmament. We consiaer that
the next special sesaion should reaffirm the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and examine ways and ineans
of speeding up its implementation.

This spe:ial session shoula also make it poseible, in the light of efforts
made since 1978, to seek ways of ensuring greater effectiveness for multilatexal
machinery dealing with matters of disarzmament and strengthening the role ot the

Organization in this field.
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In this connection, we support the Becretary-General wnen he states, in his
report on the work of the Organization, that
“The forthooming third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament can, with thorough preparation, provide a valuable opportunity to
consider how the Organization's potential in this regard can be realiszed.
Indeed, the session will permit a timely review of the entire work of the
United Natione in the field of disarmament, an area of vital importance where
rationalization and innovation could permit the resources of Member States to
be effectively focused on the most productive activities." (A/42/1, p.9)
Moreover, any strengthening of the role of the United Natione can only help it
fully to discharge the mandate entrusted to it by the Charter as concerns the
promotion of international peace and security and the preservation of future

generations from the scourge of war.

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m.






