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

AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): In keepiQg with the programme

of work and the timetable adopted on 1 October, we are today embarking upon our

SUbstantive work. This morning the Committee will begin its general debate on all

disarmament items on the agenda, namely, items 48 to 69. Before calling on the

first speaker, I should like in a personal c~pacity to present a brief general

assessment of the current international situation in the context of the subject we

will be considering together.

It is generally recognized that the problems of ar.ms limitation and

disarmament are complex and deep-rooted, and no easy solutions have yet been found

despite prolonged and arduous efforts to resolve them. Great patience, persistence

and, above all, the necessary political will have been needed in order to make

significant progress in this area.

The world has already benefltedfrom the results of these efforts, wnich have

taken shape in the form of varioup agreements on tha bilateral, multilateral and

regional levels. Nevertheless, we have not been able to make significant progress

in ~olving particularly persistent problems, especially in the nuclear sphere.
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No.", alejnUic.nt event~ .re t.kinej place .t .," "pre••ive and even ....ing

ap••d, .venta that for the firat time, and partioularly following the Reykjavik

me.ting, ."ill parhap. ind.ed bring to fruition ."h.t had al."aya hith.rto b••n only a

hope for a world oompletely fr•• of nucl.ar ."••pona. Th••ejr••••nt in principl.

reached bet.".en the ~nicn ot Soviet Socialiat R.publica .nd the Unit.d Stat•• of

America to conclud•• tre.ty on the eliainat:l.on of .&diu... and ahort-rang. ata.U••

IlIarkll conBiderabl. proc;re•• ir. a procea• .". hope ."ill ulti.at.ly l.ad to gen.ral

and complete diaarmam.nt under .ffaotive international control. W. mu.t al.o hop.

that the new talk. achedul&d bet."••n tho•• t."o Stat•• ."ill lead to additional

agreements, particularly in the ar.a of str.teCjic ."e.pon.. We al.o note ."ith

satisfaction that both parti•• have agre.d to .nt.r into ca.pr.hen.iv.,

step-by--step negotiation. on nuclear te.t.. The po.itiv. r ••ult. of the Stockhol.

Conference on Confid.noe- and S.curity--Building Me••ur•• and Di.ar....nt in Burop.

are another important st.p .long the path toward. confidence-building aMOng Stat•••

Tho.e re.ult. and oth.r new and encouraging new .vent. w. have witn••••d in

the international arena have r.animatea the .pirit of det.nte, and the

international community mu.t take this opportunity to adopt effective ••••ur•• in

all the areas cov.led by di.acm.ment negotiation., including conv.ntional ."••pon••

It i. therefore imperative not to return to old pol.mic. o~ to the t.rribl.

confrontations of the pa.t, but, rather, r ••olut.ly to try to open up n.w p.th.

that can lead to bett.r and better pro.p.cts for peac••

At a time when both .uper-Po."er. are about to m.k. d.ci.iv. progr••• in

slowing the ~rm. rac., the other nation. of the world .hould not mer.ly .tand on

the aidelines. The lie." proapecta for peace that can no." be glimp~ed muat, on the

contrary, inspire the. to abandon the traditional attitudes that hav~ oft.n l.d

them to resort to military means in order to ensure their .ecurity. We muat
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h.nceforth try to .dopt constructiv••nd concr.te .ea@ures to strengthen our common

.ecurity in • world in which w••h.r. a common de.ti,"y.

It i. to be hoped that progr••• in bil.t.r.l negoti.tion. will also yield

po.itiv. effecta in multil.t.r.l negoti.tio~a. In this connection. I b.lieve that

the po.itiv. events w. ar. witne•• ing should b. echo.d in the COnferenc~ on

Di••r....nt .t G.neva. That Conference, the only multilateral negotiating body in

the field of di.armament, h•••lr.ady play.d a u.oful rol.. However, w. know that

if it w.re giv.n the appropri.t•••ndate to d••l with the important items on ita

agend. it could more effectively work tow.rd•• fuller r.alization of its

objectiv•••

Of course, the Confer.nce on Di••rmament has m.d. cOlsid.rable progress,

particularly la.t ye.r, tow.rds the co~cluaion of a convention on the total

prohibition of che.ical weapon.. How.v.r, for a long time it has made no new

progre•• in oth.r import.nt .r.... Thus, it would be deairabl. for the COnference

to r••ch .gr••••nt on • tre.ty on the total prohibition of nuclear testing and on a

co.pr.hensiv. disarmam.nt programm., an .rea in which its competent subsidiary

organ ha••lr.ady done u••ful work und.r the lead.rship of the Ambassador of

Mexico, Hi. Excell.ncy Mr. Garcia ao~le••

Th. risk of •••ing the res.arch and development programmes of the two main

.pace Power. apr.ad into out.r space ha. now become a reality w!th our entry into

the ·Star War.- .ra. We must make sust.ined .fforts, espticially within the

fram.work of the COnf.renc. on Disarm.ment, to prevent the arms race from being

extended into a new environment and to ensure that outer space will be used

.xclu.ively for peaceful purpo.es. This y.ar w. are celebrating the twentieth

anniversary of the .ntry into forco of the Treaty on Principles Governing the

Activiti.s of Statfts in the Exploration and Use of Outer Spac., including the Moon

and Other C.lftstial Bodies, which was signed on 27 January 1967 and entered lnto
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fore. on 10 OCtober 1961. w. mu.t work to en.ure compli.nc. wich t.h. provi.ion. of

the Tre.ty.

The region.l .ocpe of di••r....nt i. t.king on n.w i.por-t.nce. Many propo••l.

have been .ubmitted on this .ubjeot, .ome of whic~ h.ve been implemented. Howev~r,

th.re .r. oth.r propo.al. ooncerning r~ion.l diaarmament that are .till f.r from

reali.ation, and in p.rticul.r tho•• reg.rding the D.claration on the

D.nucleari.ation of Africa. On the .ubject of regional disarmament, I .hould like

to welcome th. e.tabli.hment of United Nation. Regional Centre. for Peace .nd

Diearma••nt at LOl. , in Togo, and .t Lima, Peru.

S.ourity, which i. a~ ee••nti.l f.otor of peace, ha••lw.y. be.n on. of

mankind's de.pe.t a.pir.tion.. The pur.uit of the arm. r.Cd, p.rticularly in the

nucl.ar field, ie ••eriou. thr••t to int.rn.tion&~. peace An" .ltOurity and depriv••

the int.rnation.l comaunity of human and economio r ••ouro•• that ar•••••nti.l to

ita .ocio-eoonomic d.velopment.

In this conn.ction I .hould like to ref.r to a document G.tting forth the

view. of the Afrio~n St.t•• on the qu••tion of the r.l.tion.hip betwe.n diearma..nt

and d.v.lopment, a document that w•• distributed a. an officiLl ~oc.Jm.~t of the

Int.rnation.l Conf.renc. on the Rel.tionship betw~.n Disarmam.nt .nd Development.

That document .tate.,

-Th. r.l•••• of additional re.ourc•• through di••rm.ment m•••ur•• for the

benefit of d.velopment .hould neith.r be conc.iv.d aa a burden to be o.rried

by a State or group of St.te., nor a. a work of int.rnation.l ch.rity. on the

contr.ry, .hould b•• collective .nd••vour for the ben.fit of .11, •

n.c••••ry contribution th.t nation. m.k~ together tor che con.olidation .nd

pr••erv.tion of the .uprem. CaNWJn go.l that !. pe.ce.
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(The Chairman)

-It is, therefol~, necessary explore concrete ways and means of

enhalicing the disarmament process and to direct resource3 released as a result

of disarmament measures towards economic and social development.-

(A/CONF.l30/4, paras. 15 and 16)

Thanks to our )vint efforts, the International Conference on the Relationship

between Di larmament and Development was held at New Yort in August and September of

this year. It underscored the firm will of the international community to achieve

the objectives of disarmament and development for the purpose of strength.nlng

international peace ~nd security and to promote prosperity. The ~inal Document of

that Conference, and in particular its Programme of Action, contains a number of

recommendations that we must all sinc0r81y endeavour to im~lement,

The purpose of this Committee, the most ,epresentative of the multilateral

bodies dealing with disarmament, i8 to contribute to the process that will,

inter alia, lead to the elimination of the t~reat of war and, in particular,

ncclear war, to put an end to the arms race, to find ways and meanr of halting

nuclear testing and the incrftase of the military nuclear ca~ability and to promote

international security. Many proposals have been advanced to this end ill recent

years and again this year..
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The ti.e ha. now oome for u. to do everything within our .e.na to tr.nal.te

tl~a. propoa.l. into ooncrete me••ure•• To do th.t, we mu~t pl.dge our••lve. to the

prioriti•• , objeotiv•••nd principl••••t forth in the Fin.l Docua.nt ~f tho fir.t

.poci.l •••• ion of the G.n.r.l A•••~ly d.voted to dig.r....nt, which provid•• the

intern.tional ca.aunity with the nec••••ry 9uj~G-lin~. to pr~t. the e.u•• of

pe.ce through di••r....nt.

At thi•••••lon we .r. to decide the d.t•• for the third .peci.l ••••ion of

the Gener.l A•••~ly d.vot.d to di••r....nt to be h.ld in 1988. Th••uoo••• of

th.t .peci.l ••••ion will d.p.nd in part on the .ucc••~ of our WQr~ h.~. in the

Firat ca..itte". For th.t r.ft.on, too, lt ia up to u. to contribute through

eincere an~ concr.te .ffort. to the .olution of the moat pr•••ing proble.. of our

time. In.o doing, our ca..itt•• will no doubt .ake • con.tructiv. contribution to

the Buoce•• of the forty-.econd ••••ion of the Unit.d Nation. Gen.ral AB.eably.

Mr. GARCIA aoBLBS (M.xioo) (interpr.tation fro. Sp.ni.h)l At th. out.et,

I ehould like to convey to you, Sir, the M.xican d.legation'. congratulation. and

the ••ti.f.cti~n with which w. w.lcom. your un.nimou. d••lgn.cion .D ~~ir..n of

the tint Co_itt.e of the General A•••~ly, which h... b••n •••igned illlpOrt.nt

ite•• rel.ting to di••r....nt .nd jnt.rn.tional .ecurity. Y~r b~illi.nt record

and the almoet thr•• y.ara during which you h.v. be.n the Per••n.nt R.pr••ent.tiv.

of yo~z country to the Unit.d N.tion., which h.v. corrobor.t.d ~our .qu.lly

dietingui.h.d r.cord a. Per••n.nt R.pr•••ntativ. of Zaire to the Unit.d Nation. in

Gen.va, the h••dquart.r. of what ha. be.n call.d the only multilat.r.l negotiatir.g

body on di.arm...nt, guar.nt.e .ucc.o. in the important ta.k on which you .re now

.mbarking, in which you may of coar•• be •••ur.d of the co-op.ration of the M.xic.n

delegation.

We al.o wi.h to congratulat. the other officer. of the Co.-itte••
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(Mr. Gar~ia Robles, Mexico)

We are equally pleased to see in our midst once again Mr. Aka.hi,

Undpr-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Safronchuk, Under-Secretary-

General for Politi~al and S.curity Council Affairs, Mr. Komatina of the COnference

on Disarmament, and Mr. Kheradi, the Secretary of the PilDt Committee.

Of the eight iteme which, in addition to that on the adoption ef the

Chairman's annual report to the General Assembly, were on the agenda of the

Conference on Disarmament tor this ye.r, I have selected tour for ~iscussion in

this .tatement, a noclear-te.t ban, the Comprehen.ive Di.armament Programme, th~

elimination of chemical weapons, and improvinq and rendering more effective the

functioning of the Conference. I shall now proceed to make a bri.t analysis of

thoso items in that order.

O~ 3 December of last year the United Nationo General As.embly adopted, by the

overwhelmil;q majority of 135 votes in favour, re.olution 41/46 A, entitled

·Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions·. 1," that resolution the most

repre.entative organ of the international community recalled, among other things,

that,

• the complete ces8ation of nuclear-weapor. tests, which has been examineu

for more than 30 years and on which the General Ass~mbly has adopted more than

50 resolutions, is a basic obj.~tive of the United Nation. in the sphere of

disarmament, to the attainment of which it has repeatedly assigned the highest

and etre&sed thatr

•••• on eight different occasions it has condedmned such tests in the

strongest terms and that, 8ince 1974, it ha_ stated its conviction that the

continuance of nuclear-weapon testing will intensify the arms race, thus

increa.ing the dangeL of nucler war·.
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(~c. Gacci. Roble., ~exico)

In the same cesolution the Genecal As.embly, aftec ceiterating

-once again its grave concern that nuclear-weapon te.ting continue. unabated,

against the wishes of the ov.rw~elming majority of Member State.-,

made an appealr

•••• to all Slate. member. of the Conference on Di.armament, in particular to

the three depositary Powers of tha Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Test. in the

Atmosphere, in Outer Space And und.r Water and of the Treaty on the

Non-P.rolifecation of Nuclear Weapons, to promote lhe establishment by the

Confer.nc. at the beginning of its 1987 ••••ion of an ad hoc committee with

the objective G. carrying out the multilateral negotiation of a treaty on t~.

complete ces.ation of. nuclear-test explo.ion.-. (General A•••mbly re.olution

41/46 A)

Heeding that appeal, the Mexican delegation, together with tho.e of .even

countries ..e..bers of the .o-called Group of 21 - Indonesia, Kenya, Peru, Sri Lank.,

Sweden, Venezuela snd Yugoslavia - submitted to the Confererce a draft ..andate for

an ad hoc committ.e on agenda ite,m 1.

Dy adopting that draft the C~nference would .etabli.h an ad ~ committee on

the item for the purpose of carrying out the multilateral negoUaUon of a t:eaty

on the cessation of all nuclear-test explo.ions. -FOr the purpo.e of- i. a formula

that can be given the most varied interpretations. Par my delegation, it i. an

immediate objective, but for others - for ex~..ple, the delegation of the United

r~ates, which has so stated on .everal occasion. - it is ~ long-term objective.

For that reason, it the draft mendate were to be ~dopted the Mexican delegation

could state for the record its own interpretation. The United State. l)r Any other

delegation could also make known its interpretation. In that manner we could adopt

the draft mandate by coneenSUB, without any of the delegations of state...emb4rs of

the Conference on Disarmament having to abandon their posit. ion.
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(Mr. Garcia Rob},es, Mexi~:.2)

Further, the draf~ states that the ~hoq committee would set up two wor~in9

group. which would Jeal with interrelated matters, workin~ group 1 would deal with

the content and Bcope of the ~reaty, '.nd working 9couP 2 would deal with compliance

and verification. It was therefore clearly stated that none of the aspects of thip

que.tion ·,.:»U1.d be leLt aside.
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(Mr. Garcia Robl.. , Mexico)

Unfortoolltely, despite the fact that juat as at the 1986 .ession of the

A88embly the vast majority of. members were willing w support the mandate, it was

not pos8ible to reach r.onsenBUS. It therefore 8eems necessary for the First

COIII1IJ.ttee to reiterate this year in especially strong terms ita previous calls for

a Bol\.otion to this problem, a problem to which the AssenOly haa repeatedly attached

the highest prIority.

The item on the comprel'lensive prograllllle of disarmament mr v be considered ~

generi8) unlike the other itelll8 on the 1987 agenda of the Conference on

Disarmalll8nt, the report of the Ad Hoc COIIIlI1ttee on that 8ubject had been 8mm1tted

to the General Asilembly at its forty-first 8ession, not at the present,

fortY-8econd, ses8ion.

That is why the text of that report, unlike the tvxts of the reporta of otherr

~d hoc committees, was not il'cluded in the report of the Conference of Disarmament

to the General As8embly (A/42/27). Rather, it la to be found in a Beparate

document (CD/783 of 20 August 1987). But that did not prevent the Conference fro'"

accepting the recommendation in thlt report that the M Hoc COlllllittee be

re-established at the outset of the 1988 sflssior of the Conferencel

wwith a view to reBolving outstanding iSBues and concludin\j negotiations on

tht. l'rogramme in time fo,: its sOOmiss ion to the th ird special sess ion of the

General fI.. tt, I'-bly devoted to disarmal..ntw• (,./42/27, para. 91)

When, in my c.spacity aB Cha lrman of the Ad Hoc Committee, I introduced that

repor t to the Conference 0,1 Disarmament on 27 August last, I said the following

wi th reference to tha t recommffndations

WIn order that the recolmlendation achieve its stated purpose, I consider

it my duty to state Wlequivocally that it. would be eSBential that SOIlle me.letS

of the Commi ttee - and in some cases th is means on).y one or two - change the
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line of conduct they have been following dur ing the year of work the

Conference is now ending. That lin~ ot' conduct resulted, amonq otiler thinqs,

in the 35 pairs of 8quare brackets contained in the report of the lid Hoc

COlll\li ttee on the comprehensive proqrallllle of disarmament to the Conference I'ln<'l

tran.mitted to the General Assembly at its forty-first seasion - document

0>/718 of 26 August 1986, which was the basis for our work - not growing

fewer, but rather tn~reasing to nearly three time": that nunt>eq the draft text

I am now pr: "en Hng con tains 91 pa ir s of sq usr e br ack eta.·

As an illustration of the line of conduct to which I was rt-ferring, I cited th~

following example,

-In the seoond paragraph of the introduction to the report of the Ad Hoc

Committee, one delegation insisted in distorting the reference to

p~ra9,a~ 109 of the Final Document of the first special session of the

General Assent>ly devotttd to disarmam,mt, by omitting th" reference of the

necessity that 'the new international eoonomlc order i8 strengthened and

consolidated'. Of course, in the abstrAct that delegation could arque that in

1918 when that special se~sion took place, there was a different

Administration in its country. But it is impos8ible to understand - and even

more so to jU8tify - BUch a posiHon given that the General A9sent>ly at ita

second special session devoted to disarmament, held in 1982 when the new

Mministration of the country in quesHon had been in power ~,",r two yeara -

adopted hy consensus a Concluding rocument, which contains the followinq

(lll88age:

'Member States have affirmed their det.ermination to continue to wo"':

for the urgent conclusion of negotiations on and the adoption of th("

Comprehen:>!ve Proqrdlll10e of Disarmament, which shall ent.:.ompas8 all
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(Mr. Garcla I'obl.a, *",:ioo)

meaaurea thought to be advt..ble .in order to .naur. that the goal of

general and complete diaarmament under .ffective internation-.l oonuol

become. a (e~lity in a world in which intecnational peace and ••curity

prev~ilr snd 1n which 4 new ln~rnatlonal eoonom!o o:der ls atrength.ned

and ~(.'",'uUdated.I (A/9-12/32, para. 63)-

"breover I 1n that same Concluding Document, whid\, I upea", had been adopted

by consensua, we reada

-The General l\8aentlly wa. encouraged by the unanilllOu8 and categorical

reafflrmation by all Member StJt.. of the vaUdity of the Pinal Docum.nt of

the tenth .pecial .e.slnn a. well a. th.ir 80lemn commitment to it ~nd th.ir

pledge to respect the prioriti.. in disarmament negotiation. aa agreed to in

its PrlJgramme of Action.- (para. 62)

Along the .ame lin.. , leas than two y.ar. ago, on 16 Decentler 1985, the

General Assembly adopted, a180 by consensus, its rsaolution 40/152 D, .ntitle~

-Co:.~eh.nsiv. progranm. of disarmament-, the first pr.ambular paragraph r.f whidl

reads a. follQwaa

-Recalling that in paragraph 109 of the Final Docul1l8nt of the t.nth

specjal s ••sion of the Gen.ral As.embly, the firat .pecial •••• ion devoted to

di"armament, the Assembly call.d for the .laboration of a oompreh.n.iv~

programme of di.armament enoompa•• ing all mea.ure. thought to be advi.able in

order to enaure that the goal of gen.ral and complete disarmament under

eUecthe international control b.com•• a reality in which int.rnational peaclt

and aecurity prevail and in which the new international economic order la

strengthened and con.oUdated. - (r..olution 40/l5~ Or fint par!..C1:-aph of the

preamble)

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



1lM8/5 A/C. 1/ .2/PV. 3
19-20

(Mr. aarcia Robl•• , Mexico)

What I have :tWIt .ail:1 ...... to ... autfichnt for an Wld•• tandillg that, all J

.aid in a.nwa, it the Ad Hoc Co_Ht•• on thia it... la to b. able to r.solve

out.tanding que.tion. an'" praaptly ca:'clude negotiations on the progra..... , it wit-

b. neces.ary tor s~ r..IIlb.r 11 at the Ad Hoc Co-.ai tte. to change the 1 ine at ~nn"llct

th.y followed in 1987.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



BK/6 A/C. l/4J./PV. 3
21

(Mr. Gatcia Robles, Me~)

A little over 15 years ago, on 10 April 1972, the Convention on the

Prohibition oC the Developllent, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriolr~ica1

(Biological) and TOxin Weapoos and on Their Destruction was opened l .ature in

London, Moscow and Washington. In the preamble to that instrument, the St~t.s

Partie~ to it set forth their recognition that the agreement contained therein

represented merely a first step towards the achievement of another, mu~h broader

step that was defined in Article IX of the Convention, as follows.

-Each State Party to the Convention affirms the recognized objective of

effective prohibition of chemical weapon. and, to this end, undertake. to

continue negotiations in good laith with a vi.w to reaching early agreement on

ftffective measure. for the prohibition of their development, production and

stockpiling and for their de.truction, and on approp~!ate measures concerning

equipment aRd means of delivery specifically de.igned for the production or

u.e of chomical agents for ~earons purposes.-(Resolution 2826 (XXVI), ~~neX,

article IX)

Thi. is a difficult task, to which the Conference on Disarmament has

justifiably devoted a great deal of time. Thank. to the effort. of all it.

members, its pace of work ha. speeded up con.iderably since 1984, when it was

decided for the first time to grant the Ad~ Committee on Chemical Weapon. a real

negotiating mandate, and the poiiticftl will of its members ha. made it po••ible to

surmount ob.tacle. that had .eemed insuperable.

We are now entering a decisive stage in the negotiations, one that has rightly

been cailed cr~cial to the SUCCes. of our work. fn order to achieve our ambitious

objective, it has been d.cided that the scope of the COnvention should be a. broad

as po••ible. Con.equently, we have identified .even ba.ic activities that .hould

be prohibited - the development, production, stockpiling" procurement, pos••••ion,

transfer and use of ch_mical w~apon.. Furthermore, those currently pos.es.iogDigitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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chemical weapons are thereby obliged to deatroy their arsenals, aa well as the

installations where those chemical weapons were produced, thus giving the draft

Convention its character as an authentic instrument of disarmament. Th~re is

general agreement with regard to those cat6gorical prov1sior.°.

My delegation considers that appropriate verification machinery is essential

if an international disarmament asce.ment is to function eftectively in all its

parts. The draft Convention on chemical weapons is of course no exception to tnis

rule. Ambitious in its objectives, the draft we are preparing also establishes a

very broad system of verification aimed at guaranteeing full compliance with all

its provisions.

An independent international body set up by the Convention itself would be

Ieapoml1ble for these delicate tasks. We consider this an optimal solution for

guaranteeing the credibility of ~he instrument. As the Committee will recall, that

was the method chosen by the Latin American Statea when, more than 20 years ago,

they ne~otiated the Treaty of Tlatelolco, and the operation of the organ

established in that Treaty has been fully satisfactory.

The main organ of verification will be a consultative committee made up o[ all

States parties. As the number of States parties ia expected to be large, it has

a180 been considered advisable to establish a subsididry organ of the consultative

committee, limited in composition, to be called the executive council. This would

be formally subordinate to the first bvdy and would carry out all its functions

when the former was not meeting.

With regard to the difficult problem of~ecision-making. my <.ielegatlon favours

the adoption ot the simple and unequivocal procedure of a two-thirds majority of

"llt!mbers present and voti'lg. We believe that requiring consensus would considerably

hindec the \Jork of the committee and the council wince each of the parties would
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thus have a right of veto, which it could exerci.e at all time. and which would be

detrimental to the smooth functioning of the Convention.

The year that will begin with the work specified in paragraph 13 of the ruport

of t.he Ad Hoc Committee, which the Conferenct on Diaarmal\l4lnt ha. aent to the

Goneral Assembly as an integral part of ite own report, will be a crucial year for

the preparatory work for the ConventJon. Aa a non-chemical-weapon State, Mexico

atta~hes great importance to the conclusion of that Convention, sine. it would

definitively eliminate that lethal category of weapons ot destruction. Let u. hope

that 1988 will Bee the success of the efforts that began .0 many year. ago in tbe

negotiating body, which was then called the COnference of the Committee on

..>isarmament.

The question of improving and rendering more effective the working; of the

Conference on Disarmament has been under consider&tion since the multilateral

negotiating body was set up. This year, in l~ij7, a new body was .stablished for

that purpose, which despite its small membership can be considered fully

representative since two of its members are in the Group of 21, two in the Group of

Western European and Other States, two ir the Group of Socialist State., with

China, the seventh member, acting a~ Chairman.

At il.1 first meeting, the qroup considet:ad two quesdons relating to the

subsidiary organs of the Conference on Disarmament and the annual report of the

Conference on Disarmament to the General Assembly of the United Nations. The

conclusions it reached on those two questio~s are summarized in its report to the

Assembly, contained in document CD/WP.286. 1 shall thecefote, by way of

example, merely mention that with regard to tl,e former of those two questions, the

group has made the following suggestions, which could be most effectiv~ in

p~eventing the very long debates we have haa on the establtahloent of subsidiary

or.gana and the formulation of thai~ mandat~s.
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



S~6 A/C. l/4l/FV. 3
24-25

(Mr. Uarci4 Robles, Mexico)

In this connection, the Group of Seven p~op0Med adopting tile practice of

establishing ad hoc committees on every agend~ item. on the principle that it was

not necessary for the Conference to re-establish committees at eacn annual session,

since the resolutio~ establishing them could elqpower them to continue their work

until they had comp14ted their ta8k and on thft principle that eV6ry ad hoc

committee 8hvuld adopt its own programme of work. [f members of tne First

Committee agree with those view8, it would he appreciated if they would make that

agreement known in some of their statements.

Given the consideration8 I have pre8enteQ :egarding some of the main items

dealt with in the report of the Conference on Di~arIDament, it i8 clear that

unfortunately, to date, the multilateral nego~ial!ng body on disarman,ent has not

been able to agree on a single draft convent~on or treaty on the it.le entrusted to

it. Let us hope that the situati()n wi~l be different next year, which will mark

the first decade since it began its work.
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FOrtunately, the .iluation •••m. to be diff.rent with r ••p.ct to bllat.ral

negotiations betw••n th~ two main nucl.ar Powers, whose high officials entru.t.d

with foreign relation. announced on 18 Sept••ber that they had reached .gr....nt,

in principle, on the concluaion of • tr••ty on mediu~ .nd ahort-rang. nuclear

The importance .nd significance of that agr••Mnt led the leaders of th.· six

countries members of the Initiative for Peac••nd Di.ar....nt - Raul Alfonsin,

Andre~s Papandreou, Rajiv Gandhi, Miguel de la Madrid, In9v.r Carlsson .nd

Julius Nyerere - to is.ue a Joint Declaration on 7 OCtobdr, which r.ad. as follow••

RThu six nations authon of the Initiative for Pe.ce and Di.armament

w~~mly welcome the agr.ement in principl. reach.d by the United State. of

America and the Union of Soviet Sociali~t Republics on 18 September 1987 on

the complete elimination of all medium-range and ahortvr-range l.nd-ba••d

missiles. Thia ia a historic firat st.p towards the .tt.inment of our coaaon

goal of total nucl••r disarmament. We ainc.rely congratUlate Preaid.nt Reagan

and General Secretary Gorbachev fot th.ir eftorts to reconcile thelr views.

RIn our last joint atatement d.ted 22 May 1987, on the third anniv.e.ary

of our firat initiative, we Btre.s.d that 'an agre.ment to .liminat••11

int.rmediate nucl.ar force. frolll Europ.lIfOuld be of considerable significanc.

and would constitute the croBsing of an important psychological thre.hold'

within the framework of dialogue for nuclear disarmament. Th. significance of

the agreement between the two super-Pow6rs g08. beyond its immediate goal. In

historical terms, it will be the first agreement on the world-wide elimination

of an entire category of nuclear weapons, which in fact means reversing the

trend that has hitherto prevailed in the nuclear-a~llIs race.

RThe hopes of the world are at present focused ~n the forthcoming summit

meeting between the leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union.
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Rxpreaaing the hopes of all the peoples of the world, we believe that it may

afford an ideal opportunity for achieving the following important steps

towards nuclear disarmament. It is especially urgent to reach agreements on

the reduction of strategic nuclear weapons, on the cessation of all nuclear

test explosions and on the prevention of the exten8~on of the arms race to

outer space. The recent agreement delbOnstrates that where the political will

exists all obstacles can be overcome.

·We have always struggled for the attainment of total nuclear

disarmament. ~e are determined to continuo our efforts ~nd to use all means

possible to reach a more secure world, free from nuclear weapons.·

That is the text of the statement issued by the six leaders of the Initiative

for Peace and Disa,mument. Let us hope that the goal they are pursuing, one that

is sherej by all the peoples or the world, will be reached in the not-too-distant

future, thanks to the development and fruition of bilateral and multilateral

efforts such as those I have briefly mentioned in this statement.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet SociaHst R(;publics) (interpretation from

Russian)s The Soviet delegation Qxtends ~t~ greetings to yOlA, ~r. Chairman, in

your post and wiShes you success in fUlfilling your responsible task.

This year the work ~f the First CoLaittee is getting under way at a critical

moment. For what is perhaps the first time, there are tangible prospects for a

breakthrough in the task of eliminating nuclear weapons, a task described as of the

first priority at the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament. one year ago the General Assembly, in resolution 41/B6 F, ·Cessation

of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament,· once again unanimously confirmed

that the ultiMate goal was the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and called

upon thG -lBSR and t~" United States, the. two leading nuclear-weapon States, to

arrive at agreement to reduce their arsenals at the earliest possible date.
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There i. every ju.tif1~.tion for claiming that the United Nation. ha. be~n

able not only to identify the mo.t important problem of our time and to indicate

the way to it~ .olution, but al.o that it ha., through it. deci.ion., provided

impetu. to that end. The .upport of the United Nation., a. the Foreign Mini.ter of

the Soviet Union, Comrade &duard Shevardnadze, .tated in the General A••eably, wa.

for u. an important moral all~ political factor at the Soviet-American talk. at

Geneva.

The deciaiona of the Unit.d Nationa in favour of ridding our plan.t of nucl.ar

m.a~a of destruction ar. convincing .vid.nce of the vital importanc. of the cau.e

of nuclear di.armement, a eau•• whicl. a••tated by the G.neral Secr.t.ry of the

Central Committ•• of the Comauni.t Party of the Sovi.t Union, Mikh~il Garbach.v, on

15 January 1986, and a. r.flected in ths deai.ion. adopted at the tw.nty-.etenth

Oongr••• of our Party, wa. d.fin.d a. con.tituting the ••in thru.t of our for.ign

policy. Mr. Garb.ch.v'. articl. of 17 S.pt.mb.r 1987 .ddr••••d to the G.n.r.l

Aasembly at it. forty-.econd •••• ion contain. our conc.pt of a ••cur., nucl.ar-fr••

world, a dream that i. b.ginning to become r.ality. Th. world community now h••

before it concr.t. propo••"••ubmitt.d by the Soviet l.ad.rahip for it. di.cu•• ion

with regard to way. and m.an. of e.tabli.hing a compr.h.n.lve sy.t.m of

international peace and ••curity in accordanc. with the United Nations Ch.rt.r, on.

that would .xclude nucl.ar intimidation .nd und.r which the ••curlty of .11 would

be a guarant•• of the ••curity of .ach one.
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In its firat statement in this COmmittee, the Soviet delegation ia instructed

to io~orm the State. M.mbets of the Il;-.ited Nations and members of this Committee

what naa been and ia being done by the Soviet Union to ca.~ly wit~ the bidding of

the int.rnation.l community.

As ia well known, at the talks between the Minister for 1'0rei.gn Affaies o( the

USSR, Mr. Shevardnarl.,;., And the United States Secretary of State, Mr. Schultz, held

in W.shington from 15 to 17 September of this year, a number of important

.gr....nt. were rIDachnd leading to a lower~.ng of the nuclear threat and the

beginning of th,_ proceas of real nuclear Jisarmament.

For the first time in the whole hiatory of the existence nu..:lear weapons

the lIIajor nucle.r Powers, the Soviet (Inion and the United States nf America,

.ucc.ed.d in reaching agreem~nt on tbe elimination of two classes of their nuc~ear

.r..a, tly, medi~.·range and sh~rter-range missiles. That became possible

Largel~' thank. to the meet.ing at Reykjavik which opened up the prospects of a

nucl.ar-free world and wae a kind of harbinger of nuclear disarmament. The

Reykjavik •••ting set the Soviet-American talks on the d.ght track and delliOnst.:ated

ttM practic.bility of nuclear disarmament.

Of couue a great de.sl remains to be done in order to realize fUlly the

potential of Reykj.vik. 8~t we can already glimpse prospocts not only with regard

to medium-r.nge and shorter-range misailesJ we have seen movement also in the

latt.r of banning nuclear tests. VelY soon there will ~.gin full-scale talks on

chia r.ang. of probl.m., and it is clear that our 18-month unilateral moratorium did

not disappear ,dthout trace. It engendered hopes and strengthenecl the belief in

the pos.ibility of prohloiting tests.

We hope that the forthcoming summit meet!.ng and the conclUding of an agreement

on medium-range and .horter-range missiles will give a powerful impetus to the
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sectrch fot and finding of lil'lllutions for the whole range of military lmd political

problems lInd create fav,lu/:,llble conditions for forming new concepts of Mecurity nu

longer connected wiU. the IIlrengthen.1ng and buildup of .ilitary might.

In a few days, in MOI1l'.~()W, the Mildater for Forei9n Affaira of the Union at

Soviet Socialist RepUblica ftnd the United States Secretary of State will hold talks

to finalize the wor k of th 11 delegations of the two countr ies in Geneva. '1'hey will.

set out a concrete time fr.,8me for the United Bt.at.s-Soviet summit meeting in the

autumn of this year for the signing of a treaty on medium-range and aborter-range

missUea and fol. cons1.cieration of th" whole nng. of question. involved in

relations between the two countries. Aa a high pr.iority at the Mos~ow meeting

consideration will be g,ven to th~ questions of reducing strategic offenaive

armaments, compliance with the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile

Systems, progres. in t.he area of conventional weapons, and the conclusion of a

convention on chemical weapona.

I should like to say something speci£ically about the washington talks. To be

frank, they were dif!icult, but we were qonfident of success. We were guided by

the new political think~ng, which is oriented toward. co-operation, a search for

agreement, and a mutually acceptable balance of interests. It was ou~ belief that,

in the nuclear space age, security cv;,;l.~ only be global, and in respcict of

relations between the United State. and the USSR they could only be mutual and

equal. Attempts to out-smart each other to achieve supremacy are fraught with the

most s.rious cons.quenceA. That is simply unconscionable.

It would be of no advantage to us for the United Slates to enjoy a less degree

of security than the USSR, because that would lead only to mistrust and give riee

to instability. Similarly, in resolving questions with the (Jnlted States we have

nevec lost and will never 108. sight of the security intecests of all other

peoples, including of cour.e all Euro~e~n peoples.Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



BG/8 A/C. 1/U/l>V. J
)j

Guided by the new political thinkinq, the Soviet Union, to achieve agreeln'~nt

on the elimination of the two cla.ses of nuclear weapons - medium-range ano

.horter-range .i••ile. - l.ft a.ide the British and French nuclear arsena18 and

.plit the Reykjavik package. Although we ~ruf.rred and - I will be frank about

this - continue to preter coeprehe~8ive solution ) the que~tion8 relating to the

reduction ot armament8, to accOllllllOdate the w18hes of the Asian States we gave our

a••enl to the eliminattC'n of all our medium-range and shorter-range mi8siles in the

Asian pai:t of the Soviet Union. We should also like to uraw attention to the fact

that we are destroying many more nuclear warheads than our American partners. Of

course, the agreell"nt achieved on tt,,, f'limLlation of two cll\sses ef nuclear weapons

- lIedium-range and shorter-range mis8iles - is the re'hllt of accoJ'lllllOdation and a

common d••ire to find mutudlly acceptable solutions.

It was pos.ibl. to reach ~greement at the Wa.hington talko by working out a

compromi•• on the qu••tion of United States warheads for West German Pershing-lA

mi•• il... Th. American side aqr.ed that all Unit.~ States warheads for missiles

with a range of 500 to 5,500 kilometres would be covered by the eliminaticn

procedur•• aqreed on between the USSR and the Uni,ted States, that is - and I should

J.ke to empha.ize thia particularly - within the frameworl'; of a treaty. No

exceptionlrl tor any part of these m':'ssi les or warheads, including warhecde for t~ ICl

We~t German Pershinq-IA mi8siles, will be made.

To be frank again, the settlement of this qu.stion would hardly have been

possible without the support and alJsistance of our aHies in the Warsaw 'frlllaty,

part~.cularly the German Democratic 1(epublic and Czechoslovakia. A positive role

was also played by the statement of the Chancellor of the Federal R<.public of

Germany, Mr. Kohl. For ita part, the Soviet side showed particular consideration

fo~ the special relations between the United States and that NATO ally.
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It will t&ke 80me time to work out the final text of the treaty. It is

neces8ary to come to agreement, at the level ot experts, on a numbe~ ot technical

aattera that are atill ol~tatanding and to tran*late into preciae legal language the

agreement reached, particularly with regard to the need for an effective

verification Byatem. with respect to the phasing of reduction, the ~rican aide

pro:,>o8ed that the medium-ranye mia.iles be Itept operationllll but that their number

be proportionatftly reduced during the whole period of reductions.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



BMS/9 A/C. l/42/PV. 3
36

(Mr. Petrovsky, USSR)

On our part, it was cur desire that within one year f(om the date ot entry

into torce of the tre&ty all missiles subject to destruction should be rendered

inoper4tive, by reEDval of their nuclear warhead.. Also, the precis3 timetable for

reduction. waa left open, to be agroed upon later with due regard t~ all technical

and environmental considerationa, and with the involvement of experts in the

tr...work ot the bilateral Geneva talks on nuclear and spac~ weapons.

The Soviet and United Stales negotiators at Geneva were assigned the task of

completing this wor,; by 22 Octobtir, when tht!: United St~tes Secretaa::y of State,

George Shulta, will begin his visit to Moscow. The pace ot work in recent days at

Geneva gives U8 reason to believe that the delegations will be able to finish their

work within the allotted time. As of today, four principal altlcles of a future

treaty have been agreed upon. Specifically, agr@ement has been reached on the

article concerning phasing the elimination of mis8iles. All in all, the treaty

will consist of 16 articles. Broad effort8 are currently under way, with

particular attention focused on verification iS8ues. There are, of course,

technical diftic1Jlties, but w~ do not ~onsider them to be insurmountable.

'rhe Soviet. side views the Agreement on shor1:.,r-range and medium-range

missile. - which in itself would have historical significance in terms of genuine

nuclear disarmament - to be a mere beginning, a8 a kind of prologue to followed up

with further action8 leading to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons

everywhere by the end of the century. Above all, the very process of implementing

the tceaty will provide a wealth of unique experience and will help build up trust

in all area8 of interr.ational relations.

We believe too that the imvlementrtion of the Reykjavik decision on ~

50 per cent cut in 8trategic offensive weapons of the USSR and the United States of

America, in the context of strict compliance with the anti-ballistic mi8sile

Treaty, is of crucial importance.
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On the question of strategic otfensive weapons, we have submitted soae

cLarifications of our position, to accommodate the wishes of the United States,

among other things, we proposed limiting the number of warheads in any of toe

com~~nents of the strQtegic triad to 60 ~er cent of the total number ot the

warheads of strategic offensive weapons. The meeting, however, did not reveal any

new approaches in the United States position or any desire to find a common

language. In fact, everything came baCK to a repetition of their previous

positions, which had been stated many times at Geneva and whi~h are unacceptable to

the USSR beCAuse of their one-sidedness. The United States side insisted on

subo-limits, on banning mobile intercontinent~l ballistic mlssiles, and on inclUding

the Soviet medium-range Backfire bomber among strategic weapons, and it evaded

seriou8 discussion on the limitation of sea-uased cruiee missiles and other

SUbjects.

In our view, the time remaining before the ministerial meeting can, and

should, be used to move forward on this question also, the more so since all the

concrete conditions for a solution undoubtedly exist.

At the talks w! have made a number of specific proposals for m~intainin9 and

strengthening the anti-ballistic missile Treaty regime. specifically, we suggGsted

consideration of two options.

The first is agreewent on a list of devices to be banned from outer space,

icrespective of their purpose, if their technical chcracteristics exceed agreed

parameters. The Soviet side stressed that with this approach appropriate devices

with paramet~rs below established limits could be introduced into outer space for

any purpose, whether or not they were related to anti-ballistic mi.siles. Other

research into space' based anti-ballistic missile aystems would be confined to

E~[th-baBed labora~orieB. Relevant technical parameters for the devices to be

banned from outer space were submitted to the United States side during the talka.
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



EMS/9 A/C.l/ 4:i/PV.]
38

(Mr. Petrov8ky, USSR)

The 8e~ond option i8 agreement on strict and scrupulou8 compliance with the

anti-ballistic missile Treaty in the form in which it WAS signed and ratified. A

8erious violation of the Treaty by either 8ide would give the other 8ide the right

to sU8pend reduction in its strategic off~nBive weapon8.

~ith either option both sides would undertake not to exerci~e the ri~ht to

withdraw from the anti-balli8tic missile Treaty for at least 10 years, thus

,nsuring the strategic 8tability necessary for the 50 per cent cut in strategic

offens ive arms,

With either of the options we have proposed, both sides would continue to

comply with the anti-ballistic missile Treaty even after the IO-year period. They

would hold talks on the anti-balHstic missile defence problem as a whole in the

light of the strategic situation existing at that time, including the 50 per cent

cute in strategic offensive arms.

Substantive discussion of urg, mea8ures related to the maintenance and

strengthening of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty regime could be initiated at the

meeting netween the Soviet Minister of Defence and the United States Secretary of

Defense within the framework of the Soviet-United states Standing COnsultative

COmnlission at Gen,eva. The proposal to hold such a meeting hae been communicated to

the Unitec:J States side. Unfortunately, the united Stat< 8 Secretary of Defense,

Mr. Weinberger, has reportedly shown no intere8t in such a Gdneva meeting.

An important concrete outcome of the talkS was an agreement to begin, even

before 1 December 1987, full-scale step-by-step talks with the ultimate purpose of

totl'llly banning nuclear tests. We attach particular importancl!' to the ' ,ct that

this objective has been 8ingled out by the United Nations as a priori.y for both

bilateral and multilateral efforts.
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It has been agree~ that Soviet-United States negotiations on thi. matter will

take place in a single forLmI. AA a first utep, the two sidee will reach agreement

on verification meaHures which will permit ratification of the 1974 and 1976

Soviet-United States treaties on limiting under9round nuclear eXvloBiona, and will

proceed to formulate further interim limitations on nuclear testing. To thoae

ends, joint p.xperimentB will be conducted to improve veriticatlon methods at the

test sites of the two countries.
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At the sam~ time - and I want particularly to stress this point in this

Committee - the Soviet side continues to deem it possible to reAch agreement on an

immediate cessation of all nuclear explosions. As an initial step, we have

proposed to the United States that agreement be reached on a substantial limitatlon

of the yield of explosions - for example, to one kiloton - and of their ~umber, to

four a year.

The agreement just conclud.,d on setting up nuclear risk reduction centres

constituteo a positive development in the evolution of Soviet-Unite~ States

relations and a step towards building confidence and reducing the threat of war.

Of tundamental significance is the reaffir-mation, in the preamble to the

agreement on those centres, of an agre~ment (eached at the summit lavel that a

nuclear war must never be fought and can never be won.

It is stipUlated that at this .tage such centres will be uued to transmit

notification of launches of ballistic lIIiselleli in connection with t;.e Soviet-United

States agreements already in force. Subsequently, provided there is agreement by

the two sidea, and with due regard for the achistvement of turther <'lrma limitation

agreement., the list of notl.fications can be expanded.

An in-depth exchange of views with the Amerlean aide is taking "lace over the

entire range of issues related to the early prohibition of chemical weapons and

work on a convention on the subject is being accelerated, in accordance with United

Nations decisions. In particular, we have put forward a broad programme of

measures to promote confi1en~e and openness in this area, including proposals for a

bilateral exchange of data on the military che:llical potentials of the USSR and the

united State. o~ America and on the verification of th6t informatlon by means of

on-site inspections prior to the signing of a c~nvent.ion.
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We believB that these proposals, together with the recent Sovtet initiatives

with regard to a ball (,n chemical weapons, will make it possible to find solutions

to all the key problem. related to the conclu*ion of a convention.

Here, as in the matter ot nuclear wlltapons te"ts, the Geneva Conference on

Disarmament, which ha. beun dealing directly with these problems, playB an

extremely important and responsible role. It has also been working on a convention

on the prohibition of chemical weapuns.

At the Soviet-United States talks in W,sahington, a great deal of attention was

paid to the question ot stepping up work on a mandate to initiate talks on

reductions of troops and armaments in Europe. Regrettably, we have failed to agree

on a formula with regard to the inclusion of tactical nuclear weapon~ as one of the

subjects for future negotiations. It i8 our view that the consideration of that

category of weapon. - that i., tactical nuclear weapons - within the framework of

the negotiations is entirely logical and justified.

On the whole, the outcome of the talk. in Washington ha. shown that the goal

&et by the United Nations at ensuIing security through disarmament is taking

precise Dhape. Agreement in principle has been reeched on the firwt meaaure in

history providing for the physical elimination of hlo classes of nuclea, weapons.

This has proven the ability ofates to break with the vicious logic of the

arm~ race, to harmonize and assume ~bligation8 in the interests of int~rnational

security and jointly to opt for moderation and self-restraint in the most sensitive

area related to national security.

The doubts of the sceptics about the possibility of building a nuclear-free

world have been dis.ipated. There should be neither pau.e nor delay in erecting

the edifice of a nuclear-free ,",orld It is our firm intention to ensure
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uninterrupted progres8 80 as to enable mankind to enter the twenty-fir8t century

without the fell of nuclear, che.oical or any other kind of annihilation.

We view the intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement and the other

Soviet-United States accords I have ~entioned a8 important element8 in the

supporting structure of peace, which rests on the foundation of the Moscow Treaty

banning nuclear weapon tests in three env1ronments, the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the ABM Treaty and other extremely important

arms limitation measures. This is precisely the basis of the comprehensive system

of intecnational peace and security thaL is being shaped right now.

The agreements reached demonstrate the hista:ic truth and strength of the

policy of reason and common sense, that very policy which was formulated by the

United Nations at the first and second special sessions of the General Assembly

devoted to disarmament and in the recommendations of this Committee. Along with

the entire world community, the Soviet Union hopes, and is convinced, that these

agreements will put an end to the period of stagnation in the field of disarmament

and will trigger a chain reaction in all areas of arms limitation and reduct~on.

What ia needed to translate this certainty into reality are furthe. v~gorous

efforts by each and everyone of us and the weight of the authority of the United

Nations General Assembly at this forty-secon session.

The Soviet delegation intends to share with the Committee in subsequent

statements its thoughts with regard to the role of the United Nations in the

process of disarma~~nt.

lIs. THEORlN (Sweden): Let me first, Sir, on behalf of my delegation,

congratulate you on your assumption of the chairmanship of the First COmmittee. It

is with great pleasure that we welcome a representative from Africa in the Chair,

and we are convinced that your vell-known diplomatic skill as well as your
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important experience tn disarmament matters, including the presidency ot the

Conterence on Disarmament, will assist us in guiding the hectic work ot this

Committee to successful results.

As Vrancia Bacon said long ago,

-Hope is a good breakfast, but it is a bad supper.-

Today we have good reaaon for hope. LeS8 than a month ago, the soviet Union and

the United States a9r~~d in principle to eliminate land-basod intermediate-rang_

nuclear weapons. A major agreement on nuclear disarmament, not just on arms

control or limitation, would demon8trate a new trend - perhaps the beginning ot •

new era in international relations. If so, it will be an agreement of historic

significance.
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In the paLt di.agreements over disarmament have embittered rel~tions between

the .uper-Pow.r. and precluded u~gently needed co-operation betwe~n them.

A9r....nt. on th••am~ i ••u.s should now be a means of co-op.ration on contemporary

probl••• that range from regional conflicts to the pre.ervation ot the natural

.nviron..nt we uhar., from actions again.t world-wide poverty to the prevention of

OI.i",~e.r war. The agreement we expect Prellident Re.agan and General Secretarv

Garb.oh.v to .ign this year can Le of particular 'ignificance in helping tu brin~

about furth.r di.armament. Indeed, it must do so if it 1. to become a

turning-point and not just IIn exception in a long history marked bl' failure.

Thi. 1. obvious frolD the mere f'\cl". that it will leave untouched the greater

part - in fAct, some 97 per cent - of existing nuclear arsenals as well as

100 p.r c.n~ o£ qther weapon~ of mas. destrur.tion and of conventional forc.a. It

i. n.o••••ry to go further.

The i_ed iate bilat.ral di.armament agenda st:ould include major reductions 1n

.tr.t.gic nuclear ar.enal., alr~ady agreed in principle, ~ ,rpos.tul negotiations on

r.duotiol'. in the remaining categories of nuclear weapona, irrespective ot ':heir

MOd. of d.ployment and d.~i.ive steps towards a comprehensive nuclear test ban and

the pr....ntion of an firm. r.1CtI in space.

Th. other nucle~r Powers must also join the proc~ss, It ia inoeed a process

fre. which no State can be .'.txcluded, as the security and even the survlVlll of all

le at .t.ke.

NI1-:l••r di.armam.nt will not detract f,'om, but underline, the im[(.)[tar,ce of

conve~tional and chemical di.aLmament. In those fields &0 well, ?rogreaa requires

the oonstructive and committed participation of the mlPjor military Powero, and the

re.t of u. have both the right and the obligation to contribute.
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81lateral and multilat.erl!.l efforts for nuclear d1sarma••"t should cOllpl...llt

anc! facHitate each other, liE' the General Assembly has concluded. 'l'hll work in

favour of a comprehensive teat'-b1tn tre.t 1" a good illustration of this. In 1981

the five nuclear-weapon States have all tested nucle.u weaponl,. They raave done so

1n d~fianc~ of massive internati~~ftl opinion a~~ in disreg.rd c~ the position of 6n

overwhelming majority of soverelgn atates.

Int~rnational developments illustrate the import.nce of preventing

nuclear-weapons proliferation. TIle goal of a lllultllat.eral, c~pr.hen8iv. t.Qlt-ban

treat.y i8 &8 urge,nt a8 ever. ~ill ha. b.en reP4Fat.dl~ ~lIi'ha.h~, by tb.

81x~nation Initiative, inter alia.

Nor would AgI',ul:ments to r ..l1ucfll nuclear Insenals make a test ban any Jos.

impt>rtant. On t.hll'l contrary, 6i1l .. nd to te.t1ng would 1;.••n important ....11. of

.n8ur tng that .greement . on nuc. etlr disarmament will not rapidly be outflanked by

the unbridled d.velop~~nt of new gener.tions of nucl.ar we.pon~.

The two main nuclear Powers h.ve recently ann~lnced that they will begin

negoti.tions with a view to ultimately eocHng all nucle.n testing. Tbi,. is a

positive d.velopment, but the mandate tor those negotiation• ...... to tr.at a

complete t.st b~n as merely a distant go.l. 'rraat i. not .cceptable. Any .gr....nt

that leaves room for continued te&tii1y i8 clearly insufficlent. The time h•• come

fer It definitft end to all nuclea" t.stimJ.

Agreements must include a clear coaudtll:ent to reach a cUIIlI(lreh.nlliv. t ••t ban

at an early, specified date. Th.y elln be steps in the right direction o~lly if

reductions are milHari.ly uignificant, imposIng real constraints on the ability of

the parties l~ dev~lop nuclear Weftpo"8 at will. It 18 important, furtberMOre, to

av?id ~llowing such ~t.eps to give rise to new unc.ttainties about complianoe. The

United Stat~s llnd the Soviet Union 8hould be called I.\pon t\,l report to the
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Conference on Dililar.~aml:lnt on the prOCjreS8 of their neCjot.iations. Only in that

forum can a Rmlt.ilat.eral test-ban treat.y be negotiat.ed and concludecl.

Both technical and political proqrl:l8B hlls recently been reco.ded In t~le field

of test-ban verificat.ion. Achievementa in that vital /lrtl/l should be consolidated

/lnd turth~. ~eveloped.

AB bilateral negotinllona get undel way, it is ever More urgent that the

Conference on 01sar:mament be all.owed to IlI1SllO\eit.u responsibilities in Clluying out

substantive work on a multilat.eral lent-ban treaty.

Sweden ul:o.jes all other States qenuinely committed to a test ban t.O cO/llilider

the possihle impUcllUono of bilatcul.L negotiations for the r'ole of the

multilateral forum. Will it be puohif!'d aBide( will H. fall into obllvion'l Will

it, &0 WOlll'l thfl case wJ.th the!! partud. tent--ban treaty, be /lsked to slgn ,uld ratHy d

ready-made product of modest dioarmament value d....vised in closed 8~s8ionlil'l Will

procedural pnx:r'JstinBtion continu(~ to 6tlill tile "IOI,k of the Con{prencl'l on

Diaarmamentl' If su, the dogmatism of a f"w, a very few, will have exacted l.l heavy

toll. At. this 8&80ion of tile Geneul1 Assembly etepll should be taken t.~ make Bme

that s.uch an unfort.un.. te developroent is avoided.

Bilateral and multilateral effort.a should lI180 complement each other: 1n

prewmting en arms ~ace in apace. Outer opace ia the province of all humall1t:y.

All. St'ttes st.and to gain from itl> peaceful use, all to lose from its militarLr.ati.oll.

The lS72 'rrflllty on the Llml.tation of Anti-Balliotlc Missile Systems and other

disarmament and arms-limitation tre/lties must be safe('uarded. An arms race'."!

space, in pa('ticulllr if it provokeR competit Ion between offensive nuclear and

so-called ~efensl.ve sylltema, may 1n a short time blow apart the little, but yet

impoL'tollnt, protectIon offf'red to U8 by existlnq alms--limlt/ltion agreements. It is

the mlll in r egpOlm ibil i ty of th~l IJn i ted :>tate~ and tile SOy let Union tu plp.vent. till a

from occurring.
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'lbe General .I\aaelllbl~ ahculd ur9"" the two to reach ~n .lIlr ly agree..nt on

concrete measure. to thi. f!iItl. It shoull1 furthll':llIOr. rei t.erate ita rel,lu..st to the

Con~erence on Diaar..~ent to consider as a aatter ot priority the prevention of an

arm. race in outer .p.ce.

'rh. an.ly.ia of legal and technical m~tters undertaken by the COnference haa

prolllOted a btltter underst.nding of the iB8ue;; involvllld. 'lbe focua of ita work lIlust

npv.rthele•• be to examine propoa.ls and initi.tiv.a put forward. The developaent

of anH-lIatelUte weapona ill 1I potential threat to the vital n.tional inter.ata of

many Stat.a. In pursuing the matter of a global anti-eat.l1ite prohibition due

conai:1erllt:1on abollld be given ,;:0 all •••ur•• to control or conatrain

anti-.atellite developmentlL Any 14•••ure agreed on for relltr .tcting the poaaibility

of carrying out anti-s~tellite mi.aiona in a r~li.bl. way may reduce criai.

instability and thus be.l.fit internatiom.. l a.curity.

Naval armamenta and diaarmament have attract.d incr••••d intern.tion.l

attention, and correctly ao. A aimple look at the map axplaine why Sweden, for ita

part, attacheB high import.nce to auch matter~. My country i ••ituated in the

North Atlantic area. It is .ituated between two internation.l badi.a of water, the

North Sea and the B.ltic, and it h.a a coaatline aa long .a the United Statea eaat

coaat from the Canadian border to Key West. As is widely recogni••d, the north

European and North Atlantic area i. the subject of incrweaing str.tegic int.reat on

the p.rt of the two major military alli.nces. A continued na~al ar~S r.ce would

have negative consequence. for a.curity .nd atability, inter alia, in the north

Europeap and North Atlantic acea.

The activities of navies ace ~ide-ran9ing, from coastal patcol to intervention

in distant conflict, frOlll .elf-defence to glob.:.l Power projection, from p.rotection

of vit~l economic and other interosts to vi"tation ot the funuamental cighta oC:
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others. Thsy includ••g.-old gunboat diplomacy •• well as nucl.ar deterrence. The

major mtritime Powers maintain naval force. raady f?r d~pLoyment in distant a~eaa.

Naval unit. often operate off the coa.ta of other countr!e. and even penetrate

their territorial water.. Today, every fourth nuclear weapon i. ear:larked for

naval deployment. Such weapon. thr.aten to brin<) the nucleflf.r-arm. race to all

pal't. of the world. The principle of freedoa of navigation allows the nuclear

Powe~. to nove tho.e nuolear we~~n. acro•• the •••• • nd oceans .nd to dQploy them

off al.aat any coa.tal point 01 their choice. Indeed, they frequently do .0 •• a

matter of routine.
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The gr~at number of tactical nuclear weapon. on board warship. has largely

been overloo~.·a. One reason i. th~ policy pur8ued by nuclc~r-w.4pon Power. n.ith.r

to confirm nor to deny the presenne of any nuclear weapons on bo&rd any partioular

ship at any particular time. Whatever the justification for this praotic••ight

have been, it create. legitimate and increaaed pUblic concern in ..ny countrie.,

especially when warships of nuclear--weapon Powers, in accordance with int.rnational

law, make use of the right of innocent pa.sage through tho•• countri.s' territorial

wat~r. or call at their ports. A growing international public opinion conaid.ra

this practice both arrogant and incompreh.n.ible. Indeed, the policy n.i~h.r to

confirm nor to deny does not build confidence 6mong State., quite the oppoaite.

While naval viaits are intended to b~ confid.nce-building, the practic. ia in fact

confidence-blocking and should b~ abandon.d.

Naval nucl.ar weapons acquir. additional relative i~rtanc. with the pro.pect

of agreements on land-baaed nuclear ar.enala. 1~e signif1cano. of .uch aqr.eMent.

would indeed be much reduced if ae.-launch.d and air-launched cruise .i.~il.s were

to replace the land-bas.d weapons to be eliminat.d. The earn.Rtn.s. of the

declared intention ultimately to eliminate all nuclear weapons could r~.lly be

called into question.

Limitallons on sea-borne nuclear mi.sile8 .hould be agreed to, bilat.rally

between the major nuclear Pow.r : or otherwise. Tactical nuclear weapon. should be

brought ashore. Negotiated re.traint measurea on navigation with v••••l. carrying

nuclear weapona on board i. anotller matter to be explored.

Though regrettably one of the major nuclear Power. has cho••n not to take

part, a valuable di8cu••ion on n~val armament. and disarmament took plac. this y~ar

in the United Nations Di8armament Commi8~10n. Sweden notes partiCUlarly the

recognition in tbe Commia8ion th&t conflicts at .ea could have harmful eft._cts for
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the freedum of navigation and other peaceful use8 of the Eea, and that the

maintenance of thftt freedom is an important objective for all neutral Htatea

vl.-l-vi. an ongoing conflict.

Judging from the _ork in the Disarmament Commission, tha negotiation of

confidence-building m.asures at sea may be an ftrea in which ther~ iJ common ground

to be .xplored. The Conference on Disarmamf'nt should be 'mtrusted with the task of

n.gotiating concr.t. measure. to increase world-wide security at sea. One such

measure would be a multilateral agre.ment on the prevention of naval incidents.

Such .n .gr••••nt cOdplemc~ting, not replecing. existing bilateral agreements of a

.imilar lIature could enhance safety at sea while upholding t.he traditional freedom

of navigation.

In ord.r to achieve mor~ openness 1n naval matters in general, other

confid6nce-building m.asures on a glo~al or regional level could be contemplated.

Among the•• are prior notification of major naval activities, invitation to observe

n.val exerci••• and manoeuvres of a certain size, and exchange of information on

lbIuch matt.r ••

Sw.d.n focu.ed on the importance of naval confidence-building measures and

di.araament in it. reply to the Secretary-General on the occasion of the second

.Pflcial s.lIsion on disarmament in 1982. A year later we introduced the General

A••eauly re.olution that brought about the United Nations .tudy on the naval arms

race. In our view, the study has been useful both in drawing attention to the

topic and in promoting furt ,er action. 'lbe next check-point should be the

forthca.ing third special session on disarmament.

Serious negotiations on naval nuclear di8armamen~ are overdue. Naval forces

are not independent of other military forces. They qhould be seen in their general

military context. Attention should be given to nuclear and conventional aspects.
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To summarize, these are some of the meaaure. that in my Gov.lnDent·. view

should be considered, the practice of neither confirming nor denying the pre..nce

of nuclear weaponrl on board any ship should be abandoned, limitationa on ae.-borne

nuclear missil~s should be agreed to _nd all tactical nuclear ~eapon••hould be

brought aBhore, the legitimate claim of oo.~tal Stat•• lo rea.onable 8aaboard

security should be confirmed, the freedom of navigation and other peaceful u.e. of

the aea should not be infringed by military activiti••, a multilateral a9re~nt on

the prevention of incider.tB at sea should be concluded, and oonfidenoe-building

measures at sea should be negotiated.

The absolute c~aracter of nuclear weapons make. nucl.ar di••r....nt .n

absolute priority. Although other weapon. of ma•• d••truction aay not thre.ten to

obliterate human civilization, they could cau.e casualti•• fUlly o~parable with

many typ' 8 of nuclear weapons if. used in den.e11 populated area••

Chemical wea,ronA have not yet been relegated to hiatory. Their recent u••

increases our concern that they are instruments of the pre••nt and tb. future, not

of the past only.

The Conference on Disarma~nt in Geneva has made .teady progre.. tow.rd. a ban

on all chemical weapons. Delegation. have, through flexibility and conatr.uctiv.

action, demonstrated their oommitment to a ch.mical-w.apon. convention. Mo.t of

it. s\ements are in place, however, aome technically and politically c ~licated

matters still remain to be solved by the negoti.ting partie••

The IDOst recent report of the Ad Hoc eo..ittee on Che.ioal Weapona contain. an

extensive aO-page draft text of a convention which in many reapect. i. hardly

recogniaable compared with the firat draft of 1984. It register••ub.tantial

progress also on some of the moat difficult questions dealt with in the

n~qotiations, even if complet~ ~gree..nt8 have not yet been arrived at.

Significantly, the report incll.des in an appendix a text on the atate of affaira,Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



00/12 A/C.l/4'J./PV.3
54

(Mo. Theorin, Sweden)

as seen by the Chairman, on challenge inopection - an indispensable element ot a

syatem for ensuring complianc8. Growing int~rest in organizational questions and

practical IUttera of illlpOrtance for the implementation of the convention shows lhdl

States are eager to prepare for its entry into force in the fairly near tuture.

The area of che.ical weapona is shrouded in a cloud of secrecy. At this

advanced stage of negotiations the lack of adequate information on the composition

and Dize of ch••ical-weapon stock8 i8 a major problem. The recent invitation by

the Soviet Union to international negotiators is theretore a welcome development.

It i8 OUL hope that thie will foeter a process of increased openness. Such a

proce8s would enhance the prospects for a rapid and successful conclusion of the

negotiations.

It ie crucial that the major military Powers manifest a common interesl in

working out a fully verifiable and truly comprehensive convention. This common

interest will be no less important in the final stage of the negotiations. There

are no insurmountable political obstaclee to a convention on chemical weapons. If

all parties demonstrate the necessary combination of determination and fleXibility,

the erduous work of the negotiators may soon be crowned with success.

Conventional weapons and forces consume some Ita per C"int of world military

expenditure, they have been used to kill some 25 million persons - childl9n, women

and men - in the last four decades. Without conventional disarmament all efforts

for international and regional security will be jeopardized.

Th. resolutions adopted by the General Assembly last year testily to a common

interest in pursuing disarmament also in the field of convention~l weapons -'

through bilateral, rogional and 910bal arrangements. Tbe increased attention paid

to the topic is appropriate indeed) it will not compromise the priority goal of

nuclear disarmament but will rather add to the force and credibility of its
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pursuit. Last May the Unit .j Nations Disarmament Commis.ion fell short of reaching

agreement ~n this new agenda item, however, a good basis has been laid for the

Commission's continued work.

Concern has been expressed in the Unit!d Nations Di.armament Co..i ••ion about

the rapid development of new and exceedingly indiscriminate and illhuaane

conventional weapons. For instance, the development of laser for anti-personnel

battlefield purposes is by no means remoteJ such technology, with the main effect

of blinding the adv,rsary, is already at hand. The use of laser weapons de.igned

to cause permanent blindness would be in clear contravention of the fundamental

principles of the law of warfare.
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The inte€national community should consider a ban on the use of laser weapona tOl

such purposes, as well all .n the development and production ot weapona ot,signed tor

that purpose. Sweden will continue to consult on this matter with interested

delegations.

Stability and security in Europe, where the two major military alliances

directly face each other, 4re essential for world security. nlU ODnference on

Security and OD-operation in Europe (CSCE) is an indispensable forum. Sweden

welca.es the intention expre88ed by members of the two 4lliance8 of beginning

negotiations on conventional diearmament to be conducted within the CSCE

fraaework. Those negotiation8 should be closoly linked to and carried out

.!multaneously with negotiations in which all 3S States further develop confidence-

and security-building measures. The purpo8e of the negotiations ia to strengthen

security by establishing military stability and balance at a substantially lower

lwvel of forces than obtains at present.

The StOCkholm ODnference achieved considerable results in the ti~ld of

verification. Sweden has long emphasized the need for adequate verification and is

encouraged by a growing convergence of views on verification matters. Good headway

has been aade by the Disarmament Comaission this year, and the Oommis&ion should

coutinu4 to build upon what has been achieved.

An i~rtant matter to consider is how to make optimal use of the United

Nations system in international verification of diearmament a~reements.

Develo~nt of that role is likely to benefit both verification and the United

Nations it.elf. Intereetinq ideae have been preeented, including ideas on United

Nations machinerv for international verification of compliance.
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One issue for the international community to look into is the question of

international arma transfers. Such transfere have reached alar.ing proportion••

The issue should be studied in ita full political and economic context. State.

seek to acquire the means they consider necessary to exerciae their inhftrent right

of self-defence in accordance with the United Nations Charter. In the light of

regional and other efforta to reduce the level of arm,ment., M.jor supplier. and

recipients should, however, explore way. of restraining the i~ternational tranafer

of arms. States could to that effect improve th~ir national legialation and ••ana

ror control and implementation. Pianlling for conversion from military to civilian

production could be encouraged. The practicability of international regiatration

of major transfers could alao be looked iJltO.

A month ago, the International Conference on the Relationship Between

Disarmament and Cevelopment adopted by consensue it. Final Document. Tt·at wa. a

victory for multilateral work iu the fields of both disarmament and develOpMent.

The Final Document points to the benefits of conversion. From now on, all statea

will consider reviewing conversion, studyiny and planning for conv.reion, L4kin9

known to their own peoplea and to oth~r countries the benefits of converaion and

their experiences in finding solutions to problenl8 connected with it.

As the Final Document clearly states, disarmament and development are two ot

the most urgent challenges facing the ~orld today. They are priority conc.ena of

the international community, 1n which all nations - developed and developiOlj, b.1g

and sma~l, nuclear and non-nuclear - have a common stake. The United Nation.-

involvement with di8ar~,ment and development and the relationship between th._ is

rooted in the Charter of the United Nations itself.
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The Conference paid ftttention to the long--standing Lllme of opemles",

oon-.; ....rl',:~_19 .llital>! bU~9.ts all a meanB of b'.l~ ... lng co"fiden<:e dnd fa<:ilitatiny

a9r...d reduct~on. vi: aiUt.Ilry expttnditures. It appears that internatiomll support

for the ~rincipl. ot openness hall 9J:own. In order to creato a <:cmprehenltive dtta

be",. on global and nJltlom 1 mO.itary expendlt,:ue, all States shouLo report'. their

,... the Final IJocument relteratcJ, the wOl:ld call either conti.lue to pursue lhe

"rlll& CIIO. with chart-cteristic vigour, or move consciously and with !ieliberate speed

f;owat'd. IIOr••tabl. and balanced social and ,rconomic development within a more

.'l.tllinabl. int.rnational economic and political order: it cannot do both.

Through thr c,ln••nsus achieved at tht: ConflitrenC13, 149 States are cORlm.ttted nol

only to vur.ue di.armament &nd development but alno to let devei"Jpnaent (€oap t.he

fCllit. ot cH••iClUllIent. This is not least important today, when t.he reall;,ation of

int "rnation.~ di••l'IlaJller.t hae beeomo a more likely prospect.

The rinal DocWllent i8 not a vacuous declaratory statemont, it contains d

oOllpreh'ln.lvtl Action Pr09.:at~'" wh'ch envisagoe a .",ri,es of measurea, both national

and 1nt.rnational. j"a~l., but not least, in keeping with the Action Programme, the

relation.hip Ntw.en dillarlUlAl')nt ar.d development. is to be kept und~r per iodic

'l'h.r<t "ill t~ all illfcr' In'' opportunity for this at lhe forth~oming third

.pecial ......~o~ d."llr",1 to die.. rmament, to be conveneu in 198U. That special

.....dort wi,Ll take ~ ·...e. lilt. a crucial poillt ill time. It could become III major event

in aull 11"'-'llra~. dia6rument,. Ponding que.dons of t.he exact t.lT,e and 1ength of the

•••• ion .hoult1 b,' llo1ve(J du'lng the present GliWer&l AARembly flessior.. Aa eventa

.r. u.,ft:>l<1',r,C,J, the .pecial .e••ion mlght be abl... to rey iot...,r 6i9n1 f ieallt pr';''Jcoea

in nuclear di.lllM..utIeilt. But:, i to m4in purpose "hol.lld not be to rag .i,utet, but t.o
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The intccnfttional comaunity .ust t3k. advanl~g~ of the 9noouca~i~9 trend. and

the po: Hical IIlOIllflntom. 'this i. all the morC'l impoctant At a junctur. when ir,

pl.'.r' • with po.itive politioal deveh c'..nt., dev.lopmenta in the fi.ld of

weaVQory give ri•• to ••rioun concncn.

Sweden welcom•• the outcOlle ot tbe last meeting of the PceP/llr.tory Co_~tt•••

The Agenda envi.aged tor the .peci~l •••• ion will make po.sible a substantiAl and

forw..rd-lookin'J discu.slon of the international .ituatlon and ccncrete m.a...ur.s (.f

d18arllla.nl. Our c.bjective .hould be oat· revi.e, but to reinforce ..nd

supplement che Final Document of the first .pecial ••••ion devoted to di.arm~nt,

d lanoma.r:k in the diaArmament proce.s, in the light <l.t. the IAteat d.veloptlents And

todCil1"s realities.

Steps to eliminate the threat po,."d by nuclear weapon. must have the highest

priority al. the cOlllin'~ Iipecial Il•••ion. However, isau•• liIuch A8 th. na 'AI arm.

[lIIoe, chemiCAl WI8Apoll., the pr.vention of. all acma rAce in outer .pace, conver.tion.l

dis,unlA:uent and v4llrificAtion .hould also be highlighted.

The 8.\tuation "Alla for rApid ./l:,-.t lon. The third special ••••ion devot.d to

diSArmAment could, ten yearn after the fir.t .pecial •••• ion on di.aracment, begin

• d6cad. of new _ffort. And new mea.ur.s of di_armnment and ALm. limitetion ar~ of

A nftW kind of r.lAtions between StAte., ~••ed upon a commitm.nt to .e.k .ecurity in

co-o~eration.

The pUP:po.e of tntel"national dia.rmAlqent is interll'ltional B\."Curity. It.•

purpc~. is also national s.curity. Swed~8h 8ftort& fo~ inler~Atjonal di8ar....nt

.u:e an i'llportllnt factor ill our ovel all ••cud ty policy. They .,.rvf" to promote our

own national .ocurity by redvcing interndtiollal ten.ion and 1••••n1n9 the ri.k of

open conflict inherent not only in th@ .xiolenee of fundamental politicAl

diff&t.nCtUI but 180 in tt ~ very exist.hce of the arms race.Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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The int~rnational community ha. repeatedly stated its oonviction that the arms

rac~ runs oounter to the inter.sta of all of UB. It has yet to draw the practical

conclu8ions f~o. thi~. ~ut there is a glowing, and growing, light (If hope to be

••en. We can Sft. it in the vrospect of ~ fir8~ nucl.ar-disarmament agreement, of

global chemical d1, "r_mnot, of ne."otialionl' Lv reduce conventional force., and of

a first "tep to..·..a:d:.. the ultimate elimination of all nllclear "'eapons.

We can see it glowing and qrowiny in the eyes at those who have helped make it

po.sible by ~·efu.il1g to surrender to the powerful force of an e8calatincJ alms race.

Hope ill a good breakfast, but it is a bad supper. lncle.d, fOl supper we need

more, and something more substantial, than just hope.
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Hr. HEPBllRN (Bahamas); I do not recall the author of this int.'{ollt ing

anecdote, which I teel is perhapll ~hected to the ch"irmen ot C"OINlitt••• and

working groupe. It goea like thiaz

-On. of the hardest thinqs to learn ia when to pay attention to what people

aay about us and when to diaregard what th~y say about ua, for there ia always

a otreak of truth in the moet unfair criticism, and ue~ally something fals. in

the :lllOat aincer. cOlll'liment.-

Let me .imply aay, Sir, that the Bahamaa delegation ia pl....d to ••• you at

the helm of our deliberationa and that you can count on our aupport.

Th. l.te Pauli Murray - author, lawyer, civil right. activi.t, f~miniat a~

prieat - eet the tone for my at6tement today. The follow1ng ver•• ia taken froll

()ne of her poema, entitled -Dark T.atam.nt and Oth.r Pou..-, wh~r• • he .aYbz

-Hope is ~ cruah~d atalk

B.tw.en cl.nched fingera.

Hope \a a bird'. wing

Droken hy a atone.

Hope i. a word 1n a tun.1••• ditty -

A word whisper.d with the wind,

A dream of torty acre. and a mule,

A cabin of on.' s own anG a _ant to ,·... t,

~ name and a place for one'a cb1~dr.n,

And childr~n's childr.n at la~t.

Hope ia u eonq in a ~ary throat.-

In on. or my provious lItatementa 1.'1 this COlll/llittee, I liken.d IlIf .upre••ions

of concern about the ... r iouantulP we attach to the trUft meaning of q.neral an<'!

cOlltllet. ,HRannament co .Jot.n the 8apti..t'. lament of a ·vot 'e crying In the

wllderll41R"· • I pondftred deeply t he wb~dom of apftak inq in yet mother dehato
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without having anythinq new or constructive to cOl'\tr l,llItft. It was from Paul!

Murr.y'lI autobiographical account of her experienr-es in trying to combftt racial and

lIexual d18crilOinatton that I recllived encouragement. She does not talk aholJt the

an.. race 2!!. !!. but IIhe manages to descdbeo the same kinds of frustration and

hopele.llne•• that I felt in echoing hollow expulIl8!on:-. un the political, social and

economic i ••ue. berore this international Organization. The Queutlon qf He arms

, .ee i. only one aspect of the whole agenda but it i8 no doubt the moftt paradoxical

of all in that it producell a lIenlle of "mhivalence in the minds of those who would

wi.h to .ee le•• rhetoric 6nd more action.

DillaclU..nt i8 dtrterent trom natucal dillal':ters and resource deficiencIes in

that the power to act re.ide. exclusivflly with man. But this dramatic fact has

produced more de~pair than ~.pefulnesR. Although we live in an aqe when mankind

yearnll to he in total control of his deatiny, destruction rather than progress

lIeeIDII to he t~ courlle or actiun. This contrast is 80 evident that. ne wender8

whether it wou Id not he nlOre advantageous to be at God's mercy rather than at man'R.

When one begin. to r late the documented COSt5 of the arms race, the need for

general and complete ~i.armament beromeR all the more urgent. RlIt it seems that

little attention i. being given to these costs Which, besideo continuing to

e8cal.te at a rrighteninq p~ce, underscore the waste of natural resources. Despite

the view that inllight into the unprofitahle madness of the arms race is being

qained by more and more people, there hitS, to date heen only to!(en progress towa,ds

haltinq and rflveninq the llIrms race.

w. must IIsk ourlll'llves why this is RO and who is to hlame for t.he stall'Jmate or

the real lack of progreRs. In thlR connectl(m, my tlelel 1'It.ion cllnnot hilt conclIf

with thfl perennial phra8fl that apPf'arR in many of our reflol"t\onR, that
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"whUe the responsihllity for stoppi'lg the arms race lies with all Rtates, the

major task remains that of the two 8uper--Powers."

If cold Will' tension has characterized the attitudes of the super-Powers since

the end of the Second World War, it seems that today competitive ant~goni8m is a

more apt term. One would have to d&duce that such a shift in attitudes suggests a

further link in the cumulative process of heightening the danger of a nuclear war.

Although there would seem to he ohvious differences in the language of the

super-Powers, in this nuclear age they are more alike than not in fundamental

ways. Nowhere is the similarity more obvious than in military budgeting and in the

production of ne~ and more sophisticated 'WCl'\ilOns at mass destructiol.. It woul,!

s~em that there is in the competition a preference tor the concept of "better dead

than defeated", even though it ia a ~'ell known fact that the words "victory" tlnd

"defeat" are meaningless in a nuclear war.

In 19&~, 1 made reference to the I'te Mrs. AI~a Myrdal's candid hook The ~ame

of ni"crmament. I f in" that the following •.mote ift even more relevant teday:

"Thele are m"ny invidio.Js effe(;ts to livil,q in a weapons culture. The

acquisition of more and more arms, with Its huilt-in trends cowards a

continuing arms race, contrihutes to A steengtheninq of the militaey in the

domestio affairs of all counteies. When dictatorR anfl oppressor!'! take I1nd

kef'p power, they rely 'IPOI1 thei~ military might, on weapons stored and

t1olcJ!ers t.rain~d to use them. The inlltlllllation of mll I t~ry r~qlmeB in Afr ie",

Asll.. and [.atin America is among the prominent features of ollr time. The

present-day POWIH of generals and colonflls iA clear ly J" :.::~ ..f1 to procurement

of IlIrms, which is often ., d Hect result of ml1ltlu'y aid. And for pollcllll}

such a nation, ordinary weapons 8u-::h ae· tanlr.o ~nd machlne gUlls count. W"apol

dovelopment makes it ever easll'lr for the few to domlnl'ltf' thl> many, ttlUFI

conRtitllt.tng a crhd8 for t1"mocracy as well "Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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Th. SUptu-Powers have nevertheless dhown their concern at the crazy spiralling

of the 3cma race in their recent memorandum of understanding to ban certain medium-

and shorter-range mi'Isiles. These agreements on arms limitations are extremely

positive decisions Which augur well for attaining the goal of 'Jeneral and coll\>lete

disarmament. I\ut given the state of affairs, thio welcome agreement is only a drop

in the bucket, and my delegbtion hopes that t~ere will he early follow-up

agreements regar~ing stockpiling, verification, confidence-building mca~ures,

nuclear-weapor-fre~ zones and compr~hensive test bans, to name a few.

Of ~~urse the -Rome-wae-not-built-in-a-day-- theory could apply here, but we

arl!' dealing ..,ith an issuo that !os much more sensitive and th"refore Iller its

accelerated action.

I should like to digress a moment to express my appreciation to the Deputy

Minillter of the Sov~\,t union for the information he presf'>nted in his statement

regarding int_"r a11«1 the nego\.iations taking place between the United Statl'ts and

the Soviot Union on the subject of the nuclear arms race. My delegation awaits the

account of the united States del~ation in due course.

In an effort to balance the rdsponsihility to wh~eh I ref~rre~ earlier,

militarily si'Jnit'ieant Stat"s as well aft d8veloping cou..tri.s producfl their own

alibis for contributing to the escalating arms race, On the sUlface the\r claims

may be justifiable, hut they are no less accountable for the mess in which the

universe J,s elllbroUed. MilitarHy significant RU-:es lIeed to shake off \.~e dellire

to imitate the super-PowerB, aoo developing colJntrifJfI need to turn their at.t0ntinn

to the building of other infrllstruetul'., rather t.han overspending on military

budgetll "'hieh at t>ellt only promote II fahft aense of lIecurlty.
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What la moat important, to d.velopi~ nation. in particular, i8 that we do not

8peak out of both ai~~', of our moutha. We cannot hKve Qur cake and eat it too. We

cannot atraddle the f~nce. We callnot take .idea in the .uper-Power atrU9gle.

Theae crutches can only help to exacerhat~ tenaion and heighten the chance. for

lack of agreement on important ~ecurity mattera. Fortunately, our deliberations

follow several ataqea and often d8pict our ~. The current ~~ntrover.y focua~. on

diaarmamont and dev5lopmen:.
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A final document on this tl16me WllS prodl,ced at our recent Conference showing a

definite link between disarmam~nt and development and making c.l.ear that one need

not ~e h~lQ hostage to the other. In our deliberations we conjur~d up all sorts of

monsters that prevented us from achi~vlng the true purpose of the exercise, namely,

recognition of the need for interdependence if we are to live in a world that is

not totally dependent on arms for its security.

Yet I cannot help but wonder how long it will be before this burning issue

becomes a p/!'tsinq fancy. ~ly deleqation joins the cry that disarmament cannot be

possible in a hostile atmosphere, hetl.~r it be between the p-~per-Powe[8, b8tween

regions or between two nations. Let Ut make no mist~ke: the fall-out - and no pun

is inte:-,,1t1d here - touches us all.

Another alarminq fact is that in our hlghly tElchnlcal society we tend to

overlook the human factors involved in RlAnning all of the c.echnology [equir~" ~"r

operating an armed world. Risks of accidentnl disasters cannot be ruled out, as

there hav"! bee:l numerous threats from machinery carrying nuclear arlllS. 'lbe

sophistication of the new weapons of destruction calls for sane operators. For

example, repoct8 of the growing abuse of drugs and ~lcohol by milit.. ry person"el

who handle these sensitiv~ equipments Cllll only ddd to the fear we must feel about

the sent..ele8s es(. lCltion of the arme l:ace.

What those dangerous procedures call for is strategy. One of the specific

mandates of this ComwitLoe L9 to d~velop ways und means to halt and aeverse the

arms race. It would 8e8~ taht the r ;ent plethora or repo~ls by advisory boards,

disarmamf"nt conferences and apeclal 1!188sionl!l of international bodies, disarmament.

campaigns by non':'qovernh,entaL ocqanizatLo116 and the many roaolutlons adoptfld in the

past, aB ""ell as the-se "tltn~ drafted foe the cuu:ent lInd future s••slon8,

C',nstltute an attempt. to rtlApond to laome of the voices and 4ueationB rlli.nvd ov c
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the yea£a. In aome waya they tend lo dllay our fear. and even aaka u. o~l.cant.

Aa an exampJ.e of thia, "'e can ob.erv. that, in all of tht <lxi.ting conflict.,

c.aaa-tire agreementa are tenuoua. Wara rage on becaua. oppon.nt. are oonvinced

that victory ia po"'er. It $ clear that ",ara are not fought ao th&t peac••ay

prevail, but rather, that little .ffort i. made to aoquire peace beforehand. What

18 even uadd.r is that, in ~imec lika thes., 10•• of live. and d.struction of

property are ••emingly vi."'ed a. 8econdary. What come. through this hardn••• of

t)eart i. that everyone regard. peace all theoretioal r.ther than pr.cticable until

they are denied it through eomeono .l.e'. aot of ag9r•••ion.

In this regard I canno::: help out reit.rat. here the urge:lt need for

.treamlining the work of the Committe., and inde.d t~e .g.nda of the General

A88embly a. a ",hole. It ",ould be .uperfluou. for me to go into d.tail about the

recOll1llendation. and 8ugg••tiona on ratienaH.ation that have be.n di.cu••ed ad

nauaeam in this COIlll1lHt.e. Suffice it to aay that if we begin our work earli.r in

the ....ion, allow mor~ time for informal diaou••ion. than for general debat.,

.xpand the ·clu.t.rino· concept by combining aiailal the••• for .imultaneous debat.

and action, d.er•••• the number of re.olution., partioularly in re.pect of the

omnibus t.xtti, and make firm reconmendation. to .ta9g.r innocuous ite.. that have

ha.n on the ag.nd. for ~ long time, without unduly affecting the ••n.ibility or

arouaing th~ ir. of .ny repre.ent.tive, w. could w.l1 b. on the road towatd.

s.tting the ",tag. for serious and concerted .ffort. hy all actor. in .tt:engthening

our hope that measure. taken ovar the year. to b'ing an end to the comP4titive ar••

raofl, inter alia, would b. iDIPlelllent:ed, t~.ereby nullify~.n9 the oonfl(ltion that

intere.t. are nothing mOI'e than other voio.1I crying in th" w11d.rn••••

Mr. BASTRADInJA7A (Indonesia) I I .hould like Hut of all, on behalf CIf

the delegation of Ind.:>l\e.i., to .xt.nd to you, 81.>:, ou£ aincerll con9tatulatlon,( on

your election aa Chairman of our Committee. W. ate fUlly confi~.nt that yourDigitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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dedication to disarm~ment and your skill in multilateral diplomacy ~ill leao our

work to a successful conclusion. I should also like to eKtend our felicitations to

the other officers of the Committee and to pledge our co-operation to them in the

discharge of their duties.

As the First COlwnittee begillfl consideration of the agenda items there is cause

for a sense of renewed optimism. 'rhe convening of tile lntornational Confe(ellce on

the Relationship bet~een Disarmament ard Development was an important milestone in

giving practical expreaBion to the multidimensional link between those two urgent

~hallenges and brought into sharp focus both the military anG the non-military

threat to national and lntecnational security. We were encouraged by the adoption,

by consensus, of a final document providing a Bufficiently Bolid base and a broad

framework for concerted action.

As a result of strenuous and determined efforts in the Conference 011

Disarmament, the prospects for a convention on chemical weapons appear brigher now

than at any time in the past. Yet another bource of encouragement is the long-

awaited announcement that bilateral negotiations on a ban on nuclear testing are to

resume shortly.

Of particul~r importance is the impendin~ agreement b~tween the United StateS

and the Soviet ~nion on the dismantling of all intermediate-range and shorter-range

missilell. Such an accord would carry profound implications, not only for Hurope,

but alBo for Asia and beyond, thereby contributing a measure of stability and

security. Although these forces con~titute only 5 per cent of the total nuciear

<lrsenals, and many difficult questivns are 'y.~t to be resolved, the advanced staye

of negotiat ions none the leos deloonnllllteH a delerminbltion to achieve meaningful

arRls limitation and reduction. It is to be hopec that an interRlediate-ranqe
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agreement, which will be the first ~vtlr elimination of an entire caLegory of

nucleur weAponll, would be the harbinyer of the furthoL' 9radudl reduction and

eventual eliminAtion of All nucl~ar weapons. In this connection my delegation

welcomes the information on the Soviet-United St~t.1I accord just given the

Committee by thd ~puty Foreiyn Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr. fetrovsky.

W:lile thelle dre re411sur1ng si9ns they have not fundAmentCll1y changed the t1tClrk

realitie& facing the international community. Aithough we were hea~tened by the

commitments undertaken at the summit, meeting held in 1985 between the 1'1I1(16rS of

the United States and the Soviet Union to accelerate their bilaterAl negotiations

on the 'lost crucial issues of strategic Clnd apace arms, l.llose discussions appear

hardly to have gone beyond ~he preliminary st~ge. Those who hoped for militarily

significant reductions in existil.g or plllnned strategic weapons systems, or eVt!n

for Cl slow-down in the inl:roduction of new and more dAngerous technologiep, have

thus little qrounds for catisfaction. New technoloqiell looming on the ilor!.:l:On

promiae more advanced wfapons of g[lwter versatility and more devastating in thei~

annihilating capabilities. I!:ven past Clgreementtl, Which merely codified. Ll.tinq

military IltrateqitiB and policies, are increasinql~ b~ing questioned aB regards

their siqnificance and durability. Cuncurrently, the role of the Conference or.

DisaLmament in contending with urgent issues of global concern has been tr~nsform~d

from one of multilateral neqoti1\tiol1B to that ot u deliberative forum leadill'j to

the diminution of its responsibility and competence. Meanwhile, global military

expenditures are approachi;:q the stagger ing amount ot $1 tr 11110n per annum. Aa a

r~ault, the ongoing ~ffortB, welcome ao they dre, have not led to tangible proqress

on u reduction in the number and destructive capacity ot strategic nuclear

armaments.
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It is clear that what is now of critical importance ia that the momentum

generated by recent initiatives should not be allowed to disaipate, rather, it

shuuld be nurtured and built upon so as t.O enable ua tIJ move forward with a lIense

of ur~ency and rssponsibility. New impetus uhould be ~iven to many other critical

issues whivh have been bogged down in indflcisiie negotiations for years. We

therefore welcome the prospect of a summ~t meoting between the leaders ot the two

major Powers with a view to reinvigorating the objectives wr.ich they have Het for

themselves in Geneva.

For more than three decades the conclusion of a eomprehenaive test ban has

been accorden priority. It is self-evident that such an agreement would make a

singular contribution to arresting the development of new weapons or refining those

already deployedJ it would aloo constitute a litmus test of the nuclear Powero'

~ommitment to work for far-reaching nuclear-dioa~mamentmeasures. Yet serious and

substantive negotiations on a comrehenaive test ban have been excruciatingly slow

and in fact have long been held in abeyance, ostensibly owing to concerns related

to the question of verification. However, such assertions cannot any longer be

sustained ao there are no credible technical or scientific impediments to t~(!

monitoring of complianc" through existing natIonal means of verification. There

are also the pos8Ibilities provided by on-site inspection, the establishment ~[ a

global oeismic monitoring network dnd an int~rnational seismic data Hxchange

system. Hence, the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty is now a

realistic, attBinabl~ objective that brooks no further delay.

My delegation has alse. noted with int.orest the attention now bein'.! focused (,n

verification in the context of its relevance to future bilateral and multilateral

dioarmament agreem2nts. It constitutes an essential elemene, not only for the

promotion of arm'i-limitation BC![eernents, but aloo a crucial cOJllponent in lheir
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implomentation. However, the formulation of modalities for a verification system

depends primarily on the purposea, nat!Jre and scopo (,f the agreements, and may

therefore involve diff~rent procedures and techniques. The role of the United

Nations in this 3rea, especially in providing assistance, advice and technical

expertise, and in offerin9 facilities for compiling and managing a verification

data baBe should be fully expl0red. In this connection, it is essential to addresp

some of the fundamental a6pects including, inter ali~, the criteria for workable

standards, a clear definition of the interests of both nuclear and

non-nuclear-weapon States, as well as the legal, technological and financial

implications attAndant upon the establishment of an international veriflcation

agency.

Great s~rides have been made in science and technology attesting to mankind's

ingenuity and affecting every sphere of human activity. fiegreltably, however, the

capacity for s~8tained research and dovelopment in these fieldR has been

concentratod in a few highly industr.ialized countries to the exclusion of the vast

majority of Statee and, to an unconscionable degree, directed towards military

purposes rath~r than meeting the pressing socia-economic needs of the world

co~nunity. Nowhere is this use of technological prowess more apparent than in the

ongoing efforts to militarize outer space, a development that has added a new

dimension of grllvt' importance to cJisar,nliment.

Instead of utilizing outer space for the common benefit of mankind and in the

interest of all countries, outer space is 0,1 tile ver<..~ of being transformed into

the ultimate strategic theatre, in utter disregard of existing co~itmcnts,

especially the dllti-ballistic missile Treaty. 1'his question cannot be the

exclusive concern of the space Powers, because such activities could result in a

quantum leap in resources expended on armaments and lead to un escalation of the

arms race in Ixllh offensive and defensive wea[X>ns, lhus rendt'l ill<j the threal of
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nuclear war ever more likel)'. Such arbitrary 'Ise 01 outer space would affect the

security interests of the non-aligned and neutral nations and would have a critical

effect on their ongoing programmes of peaceful satellite communication, especially

on those of States located SUbjacent to the geostationary orbit.

Unle.s the major Powers adhere strictly to the existing legal restrictions and

limitations on space weapons and refrain from taKing measures aimed at developing,

testing and deploying weapons dnd w~apon systems in outer space, th~re is little

doubt that the last frontier of human endeavour will soon be turned into III new

battleground. OVer and above thope, there is an imperative need for new and

far-rea~hing measures. The anti-b~llistic missile Treaty ~hould be reInforced in

the context of recent technological advances, inclUding provisions to prohibit

anti-satellite (ASAT) weapons. The goal of a comprehensive ban on B~ace weapons

and the promotion of outer space activities exclusively for peaceful purposes call

for a substantive examination of the issues involved leading to effective and

practical negotiations and .greements.

The heightened inlerest in the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in

various regions of the world lS fully exemplified by the coming into force of the

Rarotonga Treaty for a South Pacific nuclear-free zone and the ongoing efforts of

the As.ociation of South-East Ashn Nations (ASEAN) for a South-t:ast Asia

nuclear-weapon-free zone. Such zones proviae viable means for the

non-nuclear-weapon States to ensure the total absence of nuclear weapons from their

territories and to help extricate the regions from the entanglement of the

competing strategic interests of the major Powers.

In that context, the agreement reached in principle among the States members

of ASEAN has been given further impetus by the substantial progress made on the

draft treaty for the establishment of such a zone. Atter its submission to the
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forthcoming ASEAN Summit Meeting, Indonesi. hopes that a favourft~le recommgndation

will set the stage for its presentdtion to the other r.9ional States and to the

n'lclear Powers for their concurrence nnd endorsement. Aa all the nationa of Routh-

East Asia lire si':Jnatories to the 'freaty 011 the Non-Prol~ferationof Nuclear Weapons

(NPT), this common denominator augurs well for ~he success of this init~.tiv•• It

is particularly desirable for our region, which has a long history of endemic

contlicts And inst~bility, an well as external involvement. Indonesia believes

that the establishment of a nuelnar-weapon-fre~ zone would a180 constitute a

positive step in lessening ~0nsion and fostering co-o~eration on other \ ider

regional issues.

My delegation views with increasing concern the cvntinued escalation of great

Power rivalry in the Indian OCean and its vicinity, a re1ion adjacent to South-East

Asia. Such developments cannot hut give rise to heightened tensions whict. carry

with them ominous implications for the secur ity of the 11 ttoral /Snd hint"!r land

States. As a littoral Statp, Indonesia lS fUlly aware of the potent thre&t that

this poses for a strategically located region such a~ South-East Asia. While we

recognize the ri':Jht of all States to utilize the ocean in the COllt.xt "f

commercial, trade and development co-operation, by the same token we ~~e no

justification for use of the Indian Ucean as a theatre for strate~lc competition.

In our view, the int.rr.lated complex issues concerning the political ~nd ~ecu[ity

climate in the Indian Ocean can best be addressed and resolved through the ed~ly

convening of the International Conference on the Indian Ocean with the

participal.ion of lIe permanent Inembers of the Security Council I!Ind the other maJor

maritime users so essential for its succeSs.
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In the s••• context, further consideration of the question of the naval arms

r.ce in the Disarmament Commission pursuant to a repert by a group of experts ha.

reaulted in a fruitful exchange of views on pos.ible meaaurea of naval

disarmament. Tho.e discussions have confirmed that the naval arms raoe, although

part of the global arma race, neverthel".s disp',aya certain particular

characteristics worthy of a more focused and ~peclalised scrutiny ~y the

international community. A conaensua ha. also emerged on the n~ftd for mea.ur.a to

prevent the harmful effects of conflicts at aea on the navigoti,onal r ighta of

non-belligerents and the impottance of the freedom of navigation for all state••
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Equally important i8 the wide concurrence of views that confidence-building

measures, both at th~ qlobal and the regional level, are espec~ally suitaule for

negotiation and agreement. In that regard, specific recognition was accorded to

such subjects as the exten8ion of existing measua.s to the seas and oceans, prior

notification of \laval activities, the limitation of such activities llnd the

exchange of information on naval matters. On the basis of the progress made thus

far, my delegation believes that the resolute pursuit of confidence-building

measurss would constitute a solid foundation for the consideration ot eigni~icant

reductions in conventional and nuclear nav.ll arms and armed forces.

As regards non-nuclear issues, my delegation notes with satisfaction that the

successful conclusion of a convention on chemical weapons is no longer a distant

goal, but is a distinct possLbility. Negotiations in the Confer~nce on Disarmament

have reached a popitive stage owing in large mea.ure to a ~raater convergence of

views on the remaining issues of non-production, fact-finding and the organization

and functioning of the Consultative Committee. But major questions, including

those relating to definitions and to the modalities for safeguarding chemicbl

industries for peaceful purposes, as well as a host of technical and legal

problems, need to be resolved to justify our optimlsm about the prospects for an

early conclusion of a ban on chemical we~pons. Despit~ the political and technical

comploJxities involved, Indl.>nesia believes that, given fleXibility t! Id mutual

accommodation, it could still be possible to conclUde a convention on chemical

weapons in time lo coin~ide with the co~vening of the third speciel s8ssion on

disarmament in 1988.

Since the reconstitution of the Conference on O!flumament no acceptable

framework has been found for negotiations on the priority issues. Consequently,

that unique representative forum for the democratization of disarmament questions

has continued to face serious obstacles. l~e fact of the matter is that during the
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past eight years ot ita existence the Conference has not produced a single

disarmament agreement. The consistent efforts of the Group of 21 to resolve the

stalemate through compromise proposals have been repeatedly rebuffed. That

immobility stands in stark contrast to the international community's pressing calla

for cURtained collective effort to avert the acutely perceived danger of nuclear

war and to terminate the frantic nuclear-~rms race.

That unacceF~~ble state of affairs can be remedied only when all members of

the Conference on Disarmament exerciae their right and duty to participate in the

negotiations that so fundamentally affect thair security. For disarmamenl

negotiations, whether bilateral or multilateral, have too often been held hostage

to the vicissitudes of great-Power relations. The Conierence on Disarmament offers

the only viable means for mitigating the impBct of their differellces and

~ontentiooG in areas unrelated to disarmament efforts. As the only authoritative

multll.teral organ for disarmameat negoti,ttions, its role must be strengthened, not

weakened, if the problem of nuclear weapons is to be dealt with as u global

que,Uon.

The decision to convene a third specj~l session on disarmament refJects the

profound sense of urgency with which we all view t~e incalculable consequences of

the ongoing arms race. The special session will provi~~ an unparalleled

upportllnity to reaffirm, reinf•.>rce and supplement the principles and the programme

of Action adopted at the first special session of the General Assembly Jevotftd to

disarmament and will thereby facilitate concrete collective action through

constructive dlalogue and negotiations to resolve the outstanding issues. My

delegation pledges its full co-operation in achieving those goals.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



KMH/l7 Ale. 1!4:.!/I'V. j

711

I should like, in conclusion, to mention th~ World Uisarmament Campaign, which

has rendered an invaluavle serv ice vy prov idin<) ha lanced, f actua 1 and obj_ctl VI:!

information on the implications of the arms race for the future of mankind. 'fht.

expt!rience gained [ram the Jakarta and Beljing meetings, held respectively in I111b

and 1987, has shown that the Campaign has proven to be an elfective instrument tCII

reaching out to world public opinion and Ht imulatinq greater understanding and

support for united Nations efforts in the field 01 disarmame'lt. Objective cr ittH 1<1

should be devised with reyard to the venue, and to participation hy

non-governmental organj~ations to enhance further the etfectivenssll at the Campaiqn.

'fhe CHAINMAN (interpretaUon trom ~'rench) I In accordance with the

decision taken by the officers of the Committet', the list of speakers 1n the

general debate on all d iSllllnament a'lenda items will he c lOBed tomor row, 'l'uesday,

13 October, at 6 p.m.

1 wish also to note that: dur ing the 'leneral debate I shall make an effort to

announce at the end of each meeting the delegations schedUled to Qpeak at the

following meeting. In that conneC'tlon, 05t the next meetin') of the Committee. which

is to be held tomorrow at 10 a.m., ~uassador Pierre Morel of France, Chairman of

the Conference on Disarmament, will introduce tile rept-Lt of the ":onference. 'l'he

other speakers at tomorrow morning's meetinq will be the representatives of Poland,

Canada, Romania, Denmark speaking on behalf of the 1J. States members of the

European Economic Community, and the Ukrainian Soviet S(~ialist Republic.

'l'he meetin<j roBe at lJ..4'l.1'.~'
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