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

AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 63
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): In keeping 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 capacity 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 arms 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 benefited from the reéults of these efforts, which have
taken shape in the form of variour agreements on the bilateral, multilateral and
regional levels. HNevertheless, we have not been able to make significant progress

in solving particularly persistent problems, especially in the nuclear sphere,
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Now, significant evente are taking place at ar  spressive and even amasing
speed, svents that for the first time, and particularly following the Reykjavik
meeting, will perhaps indeed bring to fruition what had always hitherto been only a
hope for a world completaly free of nuclear weapons. The agreement in principle
reached between the Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America to conclude a treaty on the elimination of medium and short-range missiles
markia considsrable progress ir a process we hope will ultimately lead to general
and complete disarmament under effactive international control. We must also hope
that the new talks scheduled between those two States will lead to additional
agreements, particularly in the area of strategic weapons. We also note with
satisfaction that both parties have agreed to enter into comprehensive,
step-by-step pegotiationl on nuclear tests. The positive results of the Stockholm
Conference on Confidence~ and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe
are another important step along the path towards confidence-building among States.

Those results and other new and encouraging new events we have witnessed in
the international arena have reanimated the spirit of détente, and the
international community must take this opportunity to adopt effective measures in
all the areas covered by disarmament negotiations, including conventional weapons.
It is therefore imperative not to return to old polemics or to the terrible
confrontations of the past, but, rather, resolutely to try to open up new paths
that can lead to better and better pro-pocts'tor peace.

At a time when both super-Powers ares about to make decisive progress in
slowing the arms race, the other nations of the world should not merely stand on
the aidelines. The new prospects for peace that can now be glimpsed must, on the
contrary, inspire them to abandon the traditional attitudes that have often led

them to resort to military means in order to ensure their gecurity. We must
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henceforth try to adopt constructive and concrete measures to strengthen our common
security in a world in which we share a common destiry.

It is to be hoped that progress in bilateral nagotiations will also yield
positive effects in multilateral negotiations. In this connection, I believe that
the positive events we are witnessing should be echoed in the Conference on
Disarmament at Geneva. That Conference, the only multilateral negotiating body in
the field of disarmament, has already played a usoful role. However, we know that
if it were given the appropriate mandate to deal with the important jtems on its
agenda it could more effectively work towards a fuller realization of its
objectives.

Of course, the Conference on Disarmament has made coisiderable progress,
particularly last year, towards the conclusion of a convention on the total
prohibition of chemical weapons. However, for a long time it has made no new
progress in other important areas. Thus, it would be desirable for the Conference
to reach agreement on a treaty on the total prohibition of nuclear testing and on a
comprehensive disarmament programme, an area in which its competent subsidiary
organ has already done useful work under the leadership of the Ambassador of
Mexico, His Excellency Mr. Garcia Robles.

The risk of seeing the research and development programmes of the two main
space Powers spread into outer space has now become a reality with our entry into
the "Star Wars" era. We must make sustained efforts, especially within the
framework of the Conference on Digsarmament, to prevent the arms race from being
extended into a new environment and to ensure that outer space will be used
exclusively for peaceful purposes. This year we are celebrating the twentieth
anniversary of the entry into forca of the Treaty on Principles Governing the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon

and Other Celastial Bodies, which was signed on 27 January 1967 and entered into
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force on 10 October i961. We must work to ensure compliance wich the provisions of
the Treaty.

The regional sccpe of disarmament is taking on new lmportance. Many proposals
have been submitted on this subject, some of whici» have been implemented. However,
thexe are other proposals concerning regional disarmament that are still far from
realization, and in particular those regarding the Declaration on the
Denuclearization of Africa. On the subject of regional disarmament, I should like
to welcome the establishment of United Nations Regional Centres for Peace and
Disarmament at Lo. , in Togo, and at Lima, Peru.

Security, which is an essential factor of peace, has always been one of
mankind's deepest aspirations. The pursuit of the arms race, particularly in the
nuclear tio;d, is a serious threat to internationz) peace and sacurity and deprives
the international community of human and economic resources that are essential to
its socio-economic development.

In this connection I should like to refer to a document setting forth the
views of the African States on the guestion of the relationship between disarmament
and development, a document that was distributed as an officicl documerit of the
International Conference on the Relationship betwsen Disarmament ard Development.
That document states:

“The release of additional rescurces through disarmament measures for the
benefit of development should neither be conceived a3 a burdeén to be carried
by a State or group of States, nor as a work of international charity. On the
conirary, 1 should be a collective endeavour for the benefit of all, a
necessary contribution that nations maka together tor che consolidation and

preservation of the supreme commun goal that is peace.
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“It is, therefor~, necessary explore concrete ways and means of
enhaicing the disarmament process and to direct resources released as a result
of disarmament measures towards economic and social development."

(A/CONF.130/4, paras. 15 and 16)

Thanks to our juint efforts, the International Conference on the Relationship
between Di iarmament and Development was held at New York 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 strengthening
international peace und security and to promote prosperity. The Final Document of
that Conference, and in particular its Programme of Action, contains a number of
recommendations that we must all sincerely endeavour to imploment.

The purpose of this Committee, the most representative of the multilateral
bodies dealing with disarmament, is to contribute to the process that will,
inter alia, lead to the elimination of the threat of war and, in particular,
nuclear war, to put an end to the arms race, to find ways and meanr of halting
nuclear testing and the increase of the military nuclear capability and to promote
international security. Many proposals have been advanced to this end in recent

years and again this year.
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The time has now come for us to do everything within our means to translate
those proposals into concrete measures. To do that, we mu.t pledge ourselves to the
priorities, objectives and principles set forth in the Final Document of the first
spsecial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which provides the
internaticnal community with the necessary guideo-lines to promote the cause of
peace through disarmament.

At this session we are to decide the dates for the third special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament to be held in 1988. The success of
that special session will depend in part on the success of our work heze in the
First Committe>. For that reason, too, it is up to us to contribute through
sincere an®! concrete efforts to the solution of the most pressing problems of our
time. In so doing, our Committee will no doubt make a constructive contribution to
the success of the forty-second session of the United Nations General Assembly.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): At the outset,

I should like to convey to you, Sir, the Mexican delegation's congratulations and
the satisfacticn with which we welcome your unanimous designacion as Criirman of
the first Committee of the General Assewbly, which hes been assigned important
items releting to disarmament and international security. Your brilliant record
and the almost three years during which you have besn the Permanent Representative
of you: country to the United Nations, which have corroborated your equally
distinguished record as Permanent Representaztive of Zaire to the United Nations in
Geneva, the headquarters of what has been called the only multilateral negotiatirg
body on disarmament, guarantee success in the important task on which you are now
embatking, in which you may of course be assured of the co-operation of the Mexican

delegation.

We also wish to congratulate the other officers of the Committee.
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We are equally pleased to see in our midst once again Mr. Akashi,
Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs; Mr. Safronchuk, Under-Secretary-
Gensral for Political and Security Council Affairs; Mr. Komatina of the Conference
on Disarmament; and Mr. Kheradi, the Secretary of the Fiiot Committee.

Of the eight items which, in addition to that on the adoption cf the
Chairman's annual report to the General Assembly, were on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament for this year, I have selected four for discussion in
this statement: a nuclear-test ban, the Comprehensive Disarmament Programme, the
elimination of chemical weapons, and improving and rendering more effective the
functioning of the Conference. I shall now proceed to make a brief analysis of
those items in that order.

On 3 December of last year the United Nationo General Assembly adopted, by the
overwhelming majority of 135 votes in favour, resolution 41/46 A, entitled
"Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions”. Ii: that resolution the most
representative organ of the international community recalled, among other things,
that:

*... the complete cessation of nuclear-weapor tests, which has been examined

for more than 30 years and on which the General Assambly has adopted more than

50 resolutions, is a basic objuctive of the United Nations in the sphere of

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

prior.ty"s
and streased that:

“... on eight different occasions it has condedmned such tests in the

strongest terms and that, since i974, it has stated its conviction that the

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

increasing the danger of nucler war".



BG/4 A/C.1/42/PV.3
13

(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

In the same reiolution the General Assembly, after reiterating
"once again its grave concern that nuclear-weapon testing continues unabated,
agairst the wishes of the overwaelming majority of Member States”,

inade an appeal:
®"... to all States members of the Conference on Disarmament, in particular to
the three depositary Powers of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water and of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, to promote the establishment by the
Conference at the beginning of its 1987 session of an ad hoc committee with
the objective c. carrying out the multilateral negotiation of a treaty on the
complete cessation of nuclear-test explosions”. (General Assembly resolution
41/46 A)

Heeding that appeal, the Mexican delegation, together with those of seven

countries members of the so-called Group of 21 - Indonesia, Kenya, Peru, Sri Lanka,
Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia - submitted to the Confererce a draf: mandate for
an ad hoc committee on agenda item 1.

By adopting that draft the Conference would establish an ad hoc committee on
the item for the purpose of carrying out the multilateral negotiation of a t-eaty
on the cessation of all nuclear-test explosions. “For the purpose of" is a formula
that can be given the most varied interpretations. For my delcgation, it is an
immediate objective; but for others - for example, the delegation of the United
~+-ates, which has so stated on several occasions - it is a long-term objective.

For that reason, if the draft mandate were to be adopted the Mexican delegation
could state for the record its own interpretation. The United States or any other
delegation could also make known its interpretation. In that manner we could adopt
the draft mandate by consensus, without any of the delegations of States members of

the Conference on Disarmament having to abandon their position.
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Further, the draf: states that the ad hoc committee would set up two working
groups which would deal with interrelated matters: workiny group 1 would deal with
the content and scope of the i‘reaty, ~nd working gcoup 2 would deal with compliance

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

question r.ould be left aside.
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Unfortunately, despite the fact that just as at the 1986 sesaion of the
Assembly the vast majorlty of members were willing to support the mandate, it was
not possible to reach consensus. It therefore seems necessary for the First
Commi ttee to reiterate this year in especially strong terms its previous calls for
a solution to this problem, a problem to which the Asgembly haa repeatedly attached
the highest priority.

The item on the comprehensive programme of disarmament m:v be considered sui
gener is; unlike the other items on the 1987 agenda of the Conference on
Disarmament, the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on that subject had been submitted
to the General Assembly at its forty-first session, not at the present,
for ty-second, session.

That is why the text of that report, unlike the tuxts of the reports of other
ad hoc committees, was not ircluded in the report of the Conference of Disarmament
to the General Assembly (A/42/27). Rather, it is to be found in a separate
document (CD/783 of 20 August 1987). But that Adid not prevent the Conference from
accepting the recommendation in the report that the Ad Hoc Committee be
re-established at the outset of the 1988 sessior of the Conference:

"with a view to resolving outstanding issues and concludinyg negotiations on

the Programme in time for 1its submission to the third special session of the

General Aiw:rbly devoted to Adisarmawent®. (A/42/27, para. 91)

When, in my capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee, I introduced that
report to the Conference on Disarmament on 27 August last, I sald the following
with reference to that recommendation:

"In order that the recommendation achieve its stated purpose, I consider
it my duty to state unequivocally that it would be essential that some memrers

of the Committee - and in some cases this means only one or two - change the
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line of conduct they have been following during the year of work the

Conference is now ending. That line of conduct resulted, among otaer things,

in the 35 pairs of square brackets contained in the report of the Ad Hoc
Commi ttee cn the comprehensive programme of disarmament to the Conference and
transmitted to the General Assembly at its forty-first seasion - document
/718 of 26 August 1986, which was the basis for our work - not growing
fewer, but rather in~reasing to nearly three times that number; the draft text
1 am now presenting contains 97 pairs of square brackets.”
As an illustration of the line of conduct to which I was referring, I cited the
following exampl e:
"In the second paragraph of the introduction to the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee, one delegation insisted in distorting the reference to
paragrash 109 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, by omitting the reference of the
necessity that 'the new international economic order is strengthened and
congolidated'. Of course, in the abstract that delegation could arque that in
1978 when that special seasion took place, there was a Aifferent
Administration in its country. But it is impossible to understand - and even
more 8o to justify - such a position given that the General Assembly at itg
second special session devoted to disarmament, held in 1982 when the new
Mninistration of the country in question had been in power .or two vears -
adopted hy consensus a Concluding hocument, which contains the following
passage:
‘Member States have affirmed their determination to continue to work
for the urgent conclusion of negotiations on and the adoption of the

Compr ehensive Programme of Disarmament, which shall encompass all
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measures thought to be advisable in order to ensure that the goal of
general and complete disarmament under effective international control
becomes a reality in a world in which international peace and sacurity
prevail, and in which a new international economic o-der is strengthened

and consolidated.' (A/S-12/32, para. 63)"

Moreover, in that same Concluding Document, which, I rapeat, had been adopted
by consensus, we read:

“The General Assembly was encouraged by the unanimous and catagorical
reaffirmation by ali Member Stites of the validity of the Final pocument of
the tenth special session as well as their solemn commitment to it and their
pledge to respect the priorities in disarmament negotiations as agreed to in
1ts Programme of Action." (para. 62)

Along the same lines, less than two years ago, on 16 December 1985, the
General Assembly adopted, also by consensus, its resolution 40/152 D, entiiled
"Co prehensive programme of disarmament”, the first preambular paragraph cf which
reads as follows:

"Recalling that in paragraph 109 of the Final Document of the tenth
specjal session of the General Assembly, the first special sesaion devoted to
disarmament, the Assembly called for the elaboration of a comprehensive
programme of disarmament encompassing all measures thought to be advisable in
order to ensure that the goal of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control becomes a reality in which international peac?®

and security prevail and in which the new international economic order is

strengthened and consolidated." (resolution 40/15C D, first paraq-aph of the

preamble)
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what I have just said seems to me sufficient for an understanding that, as T
said in Geneva, if the Ad Hoc Committee on this item is to be able to resolve
outstanding questions and promptly conclude negotiations on the programme, it wil.

be necessary for some rembers of the Ad Hoc Committee to change the line of ~onduct

they followed in 1987.
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A little over 15 years ago, on 10 April 1972, the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriolr jical
(Biological) and Toxin Weapcns and on Their Destruction was opened t ature in
London, Moscow and Washington. In the preamble to that instrument, the States
Parties to it set forth their recognition that the agreement contained therein
represented merely a first step towards the achievement of another, much 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 weapons and, to this end, undertakes to
continue negotiations in good faith with a view to reaching early agreement on
affective measures for the prohibition of their development, production and
stockpiling and for their destruction, and on approp:!ate measures concerning
equipment and means of delivery specifically designed for the production or

use of chomical agents for weapons purposes.” (Resolution 2826 (XXVI), annex,

arcticle IX)

This is a difficult task, to which the Conference on Disarmament has
justifiably devoted a great deal of time. Thanks to the efforts of all its
members, its pace of work has speeded up considerably since 1984, when it was
decided for the first time to grant the Ad Hoc Committes on Chemical Weapons a real
negotiating mandate,and the political will of its members has made it possible to
surmount obstacles that had seemed insuperable.

We are now entering a decisive stage in the negotiations, one that has rightly
been called crucial to the success of our work. 'n order to achieve our ambitious
objective, it has been decided that the scope of the Convention should be as broad
as possible. Consequently, we have identified seven basic activities that shouid
be prohibited - the development, production, stockpiling, procurement, possession,

transfer and use of chemical weapons. Furthermore, those currently possessing
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chemical weapons are thereby obiiged to destroy their arsenals, as well as the
installations where those chemical weapons were produced, thus giving the draft
Convention its character as an authentic instrument of disarmament. There is
general agreement with regard to those categorical provisior-.

My delegation considers that appropriate verification machinery is essential
if an international disarmament acreement is to function efrectively in all its
parts. The draft Convention on chemical weapons is of course no exception to this
rule. Ambitious in its objectives, the draft we are preparing also estabiishes 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
responsible for these delicate tasks. We consider this an optimal solution for
guaranteeing the credibility of the instrument. As the Committee will recall, that
was the method chosen by the Latin American States when, more than 20 years ago,
they neuotiated 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 of all
States parties. As the number of States parties is expected to be large, it has
also been considered advisable to establish a subsidiary organ of the consultative
committee, limited in composition, to be called the executive council. This would
be formally subordinate to the first body and would carry out all its functions
when the former was not meeting.

With regard to the difficult problem of lecision-making, my uelegation favours
the adoption ot the simple and unequivocal procedure of a two-thirds majority of
wembers present and voting. We believe that requiring consensus would considerably

hinder the work of the committee and the council since each of the parties would
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thus have a right of veto, which it could exercise at all times 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 the Ad Hoc Committee, which the Conference on Disarmament has sent to the
General Agsembly as an integral part of ite own report, will be a crucial year for
the preparatory work tor the Convention. As a non-chemical-weapon State, Mexico
attaches great importance to the conclusion of that Convention, since it would
definitively eliminate that lethal category of weapons of destruction. Let us hope
that 1988 will see the succeas of the efforts that began 8o many years ago in the
negotiating body, which was then called the Conference of the Committee on
Jisarmament.

The question of improving and rendering more effective the workings of the
Confe:ence‘on Disarmament has been under consideration since the multilateral
negotiating body was set up. This year, in 1987, a new body was eatablished 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 States, with
China, the seventh member, acting as Chairman.

At ity first meeting, the group considered two quescions relating to the
subsidiary organs of the Conference on Disarmament and the annual report of the
Conference on Disarmament to the General Asgembly of the United Nations. The
conclusiona it reached on those two questions are summarized in its report to the
Assembly, contained in document CD/WP.286. I shall therefore, by way of
example, merely mention that with regard to the former of those two questions, the
group has made the following suggestions, which could be most effective in
preventing the very long debates we have haa on the establiashment of subsidiary

organs and the formulation of thair mandates.
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In this connection, the Group of Seven pooposed adopting thie practice of
establishing ad hoc committees on every agenda item, on the principle that it was
not necessary for the Conference to re—-establish committees at each annual session,
since the resolutioir establishing them could empower them to continue their work
until they had completed their task and on the principle that every ad hoc
committee shculd adopt its own programme of work. If members of tne First
Committee agree with those views, it would he appreciated if they would make that
agreement known in some of their statements.

Given the considerations I have presentec -egarding some of the main items
dealt with in the report of the Conference cn Disarmament, it is clear that
unfortunately, to date, the multilateral negoiiating body on disarmament has not
been able to agree on a single draft convent.on or treaty on the item entrusted to
it. Let us hope that the situation wiil be different next year, which will mark

the first decade since it began its work.
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Fortunately, tgo situation seems to be different with respect to bilateral
negotiatione between tha two main nuclear Powers, whose high officials entrusted
with foreign relations announced on 18 September that they had reached agreement,
in principle, on the conclusion of a treaty on medium and short-range nuclear
missiles.

The importance and significance of that agreement led the leaders of th« six
countries members of the Initiative for Peace and Disarmament - Raul Alfonsin,
Andreas Papandreou, Rajiv Gandhi, Miguel de la Madrid, Ingvar Carlsson and
Julius Nyerere - to issue a Joint Declaration on 7 October, which reads as follows:

"The six nations authors of the Initiative for Peace and Disarmament
warmly welcome the agreement in principle reached by the United States of

America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 18 September 1987 on

the complete elimination of all medium-range and shorter-range land-based

migsiles. This is a historic first step towards the attainment of our common
goal of total nuclear disarmament. We sincerely congratulate President Reagan
and General Secretary Gorbachev foi their eftforts to reconcile their views.

“In our last joint statement dated 22 May 1987, on the third annivecsary
of our first initiative, we stressed that 'an agresment to eliminate all
intermediate nuclear forces from Europe would be of considerable significance
and would constitute the crossing of an important psychological threshold’
within the framework of dialogue for nuclear disarmament. The significance of
the agreement between the two super-Powers goes 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—aims race.

"The hopes of the world are at present focused on the forthcoming summit

meeting between the leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union.
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Bxpressing 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 ceasation of all nuclear
test explosions and on the prevention of the extension of the arms race to
outer space. The recent agreement denonstrates that where the political will
exists all obatacles can be overcome.

"We have always struggled for the attainment of total nuclear
disarmament. wWe are determined to continue our efforts and 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 8ix leaders of the Initiative

for Peace and Disarmument. Let us hope that the goal they are pursuing, one that
is shared by all the peoples of 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 Socialist Rcpublics) (interpretation from

Russian): The Soviet delegation extends 'ts greetings to you. Mr. Chairman, in
your post and wishes you success in fulfilling your responsible task.

This year the work »f the First Comalittee 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 41/86 F, “Cesasation
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 the ISSR and the United States, the two leading nuclear-weapon States, to

arrive at agreement to reduce their arsenals at the earliest possible Jdate.
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There is every justification for claiming that the United Nations has been
able not only to identify the most important problem of cur time and to indicate
the way to itr solution, but also that it has, through its decisions, provided
impetus to that end. The support of the United Nations, as the Foreign Minister of
the Soviet Union, Comrede Eduard Shevardnadze, stated in the General Assembly, was

for us an important moral and political factor at the Soviet-American talks at

Geneva.

The decisions of the United Nations in favour of ridding our planet of nuclear
mearns of dastruction are convincing evidence of the vital importance of the cause
of nuclear disarmament, a cause whic:. as stated by the General Secretary of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikh«il Gorbachev, on
15 January 1986, and as reflected in the decisions adopted at the twonty—-oTonth
Congress of our Party, was defined as constituting the main thrust of our foreign
policy. Mr. Gorbachev's article of 17 September 1987 addressed to the General
Assembly at its forty-second session contains our concept of a secure, nuclear-free
world, a dream that is beginning to become reality. The world community now has
before it concrete proposal)s submitted by the Soviet leadership for its discussion
with regard to ways and means of establishing a comprehensive asystem of
international peace and security in accordance with the United Nations Charter, one
that would exclude nuclear intimidation and under which the security of all would

be a guarantee of the security of each one.
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In its first statement .n this Committee, the Soviet delegation is instructed
to inform the States Members of the Iiited Natlons and members of this Committee
what nas been and is being done by the Soviet Union to comply with the bidding of
the international community.

As ls well known, ac the talks between the Minister for Yorejign Affairs of the
USSR, Mr. Bhevardnadze, and the United States Secretary of State, Mr. Schultz, held
in washington from 15 to 17 September of this year, a number of important
agresments were rvachnd leading to a lowering of the nuclear threat and the
beginning of th. process of real nuclear Jdisarmament.

For the first time in the whole history of the existence . . nuclear weapons
the major nuclear Powers, the Soviet Union and the United States of America,
succeeded in reaching agreemcnt on the elimination of two classes of their nuc.ear
arms, ely, medium-range and shorter-range missiles. That became possible
largely thanks to the meeting at Reykjavik which opened up the prospects of a
nuclear-free world and was a kind of harbinger of nuclear disarmament. The
Reykjavik meeting set the Soviet-American talks on the right track and demonst.ated
tha practicability of nuclear disarmament.

Of course a great deal remains to be done in order to realize fully the
potential of Reykjavik. But we can already glimpse prospects not only with regard
to medium-range and shorter-range missiles; we have seen movement also in the
iatter of banning nuclear tests. Ve:ly soon there will bagin full~scale talks on
chis range of problems, and it is clear that our 18-month unilateral moratorium did
not disappear without trace. It engendered hopes and strengthened the belief in
the possibility of prohipiting tests.

We hope that the forthcoming summit meeting and the concluding of an agreement

on medium-range and shorter—-range missiles will give a powerful impetus to the
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search for and tindiﬁq of molutions for the whole range of military «und political
problems and create favourible conditions for forming new concepts of security nc
longer connected with the strenqgthening and buildup of military might.

In a few days, in Mom:@ow, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States Secretary of State will hold talks
to finalize the work of ths delegations of the two countries in Geneva. They wil)
set out a concrete time frame for the United States-Soviet summit meeting in the
autumn of this year for tha signing of a treaty on mediumrange and shorter-range
missiles and fo. consideration of the whole range of questions involved in
relations between the two countries. As a high priority at the Moscow meeting
consideration will be g:ven to the questions of reducing strategic offensive
armaments, compliance with the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile
Systems, progress in the area of conventional weapons, and the conclusion of a
convention on chemical weapons.

I should like to say something specifically about the Washington talks. To be
frank, they were diff{icult, but we were confident of success. We were guided by
the new political thinking, which is oriented towards co-operation, a search for
agreement, and a mutually acceptable balance of interests. It was ou: belief that,
in the nuclear space age, security could only be global, and in respact of
relations between the United States and the USSR they could only be mutual and
equal. Attempts to out-smart each other to achieve supremacy ure fraught with the
most serious conseguences. That is simply unconscionable.

1t would be of no advantage to us for the United States to enjoy a less deyree
of security than the USSR, because that would lead only to mistrust and give rise
to inscability. Similarly, in resolving questions with the United States we have
never lost and will never lose sight of the security interests of all other

pPeoples, including of course all EBuropeun pecples.
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Guided by the new political thinking, the Soviet Union, to achieve agreenant
on the elimination of the two classes of nuclear weapons - medium-range anu
shorter-range missiles - lsft aside the British and French nuclear arsenals ana
split the Reykjavik package. Although we proferred and - I will be frank about
this - continue to prefer comprehensive solution » the quesiions relating to the
reduction of armaments, to accommodate the wishes of the Asian States we gave our
assent to the elimination of all our medium-range and shorter-range missiles in the
Asian pait of the Soviet Union. We should also like to draw attention to the tact
that we are destroying many more nuclear warheads tl.an our American partners. Of
course, the agreement achieved on the elimi.ation of two classes cf nuclear weapons
~ medium-range and shorter-range missiles - is the recult of accommodation and a
common desire tc find mutually acceptable solutions.

It was possible to reach agreement at the Washington taiks by working out a
compromise on the question of United States warheads for West German Pershing-1A
missiles. The American side agreed that all United States warheads for missiles
with a range of 500 to 5,500 kilometres would be covered by the eliminaticn
procedurss agreed on between the USSR and the United States, that is - and I should

ike to emphasize this particularly - within the framework of a treaty. No
exceptions for any part of these missiles or warheads, including warhecde for t'.e
Wert German Pershing—1lA miasiles, will be made.

To be frank again, the settlement of this question would hardly have been
possible without the support and assistance of our allies in the Warsaw Trsaty,
particularly the German Democratic Republic and Czechoslovakia. A positive role
was also played by the statement of the Chancellor of the Federal Rapublic ot
Germany, Mr. Kohl. For ita part, the Soviet side showed particular consideration

for the special relations between the United States and that NATO ally.
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It will take some time to work out the final text of the treaty. It is
necessary to come to agreement, at the level of experts, on a number of technical
matters that are still oncstanding and to translate into precise legal lanqguage the
agreement reached, particularly with reqgard to the need for an effective
verification system. With respect to the phasing of reduction, the American side
progosed that the medium-range missiles be kept operational but that their number

be proportionately reduced during the whole period of reductions.
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On our part, it was cur desire that within one year from the date of entry
into force of the treaty all missiles subject to destruction should be rendered
inoperative, by removal of their nuclear warheads. Also, the precis2» timetable for
reductions was left open, to be agroed upon later with due regard t~ all technical
and environmental considerations, and with the involvement of experts in the
framework of the bilateral Geneva talks on nuclear and space weapons.

The Soviet and United States negotiators at Geneva were assigned the task of
completing this wori by 22 October, when the United States Secretary of State,
George Shultz, will begin his visit to Moscow. The pace of work in recent days at
Geneva gives us reason to believe that the delegations will be able to finish their
work within the allotted time. As of today, four principal articles of a future
treaty have been agreed upon. Specifically, agreement has been reached on the
article concerning phasing the elimination of missiles. All in all, the treaty
will consist of 16 articles. Broad efforts are currently under way, with
particular attention focused on verification issues. There are, of course,
technical difficulties, but we do not consider them to be insurmountable.

'‘The Soviet side views the agreement on shorter-range and medium-range
missiles - which in itself would have historical significance in terms of genuine
nuclear disarmament - to be a mere beginning, as a kind of prologue to followed up
with further actions leading to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons
everywhere by the end of the century. Above all, the very process of implementing
the tieaty will provide a wealth of unique experience and will help build up trust
in all areas of interratiounal relations.

We believe too that the implementrtion of the Reykjavik decision on a
50 per cent cut in strategic offensive weapons of the USSR and the United States of
America, in the context of strict compliance with the anti-ballistic missile

Treaty, 1s of crucial importance.
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On the question of strategic offensive weapons, we have submitted some
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 the
components of the strategic triad to 60 per cent of the total number of the
warheads of strategic offensive weapons. The meeting, however, 4id 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 which are unacceptable to
the USSR because of their one-sidedness. The United States side insisted on
sub-limits, on banning mobile intercontinental ballistic missiles, and on including
the Soviet medium-range Backfire bomber among strategic weapons, and it evaded
serious discussion on the limitation of sea-based cruize 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 maintaining and
strengthening the anti-ballistic missile Treaty régime. Specifically, we suggested
consideration of two options.

The first is agreement on a list of devices to be banned from outer space,
irrespective of their purpose, if their technical characteristics exceed agreed
parameters. The Soviet side stressed that with this approach appropriate devices
with parameters below established limits could be introduced into outer space for
any purpose, whether or not they were related to anti-ballistic missiles. Other
research into space based anti-ballistic missile systems would be confined to
Earth-based laboratories. Relevant technical paramevers for the devices to be

banned from ocuter space were submitted to the United States side during the talks.
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The second option is agreement on strict and scrupulous compliance with the
anti-ballistic missile Treaty in the form in which it was signed and ratified. A
serious violation of the Treaty by either side would give the other side the right
to suspend reduction in its strategic offansive weapons.

with either option both sides would undertake not to exercise the riqght to
withdraw from the anti~ballistic missile Treaty for at least 10 years, thus
vnsuring the strategic stability necessary for the 50 per cent cut in strategic
offensive arms.

With either of the options we have proposed, both sides would continue to
comply with the anti-ballistic missile Treaty even after the 10-year period. They
would hold talks on the anti-ballistic missile defence problem as a whole in the
light of the strategic situation existing at that time, including the 50 per cent
cuts in strategic offensive arms.

Substantive discussion of urg. measures related to the maintenance and
strengthening of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty régime could be initiated at the
meeting petween the Soviet Minister of Defence and the United States Secretary of
Defengse within the framework of the Soviet-United States Standing Consultative
Commission at Gei.eva. The proposal to hold such a meeting has been communicated to
the United States side. Unfortunately, the United Stat«s SBecretary of Defense,
Mr. Weinberger, has reportedly shown no interest in such a Geneva meeting.

An important concrete outcome of the talks was an agreement to begin, even
before 1 Lecember 1987, full-scale step-by-step talks with the ultimate purpose of
totally banning nuclear tests. We attach particular importance itc the ' «t that
this objective h;a been singled out by the United Nations as a priori.y for both

bilateral and multilateral efforts.
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It has been agreed that Soviet-United States negotiations on this matter will
take place in a single forum. As a first step, the two gider will reach agreement
on verification measures which will permit ratification of the 1974 and 1976
Soviet-United States treaties on limiting underground nuclear explosions, and will
proceed to formulate further interim limitations on nuclear testing. To those
ends, jolint experiments will be conducted to improve verification methods at the

test sites of the two countries.
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At the same time - and I want particulariv to stress this point in this
Committee - the Soviet side continues to deem 1! 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 yleld of explosjons - for example, to one kiloton - and of their number, to
four a year.

The agreement just concluded on setting up nuclear risk reduction centres
constitutens a positive development in the evolution of Soviet-United States
relations and a step towards building confidence and reducing the threat of war.

Of tundamental significance is the reatfirmation, in the preamble to the
agreement on those centres, of an agreement reached at the summit lavel that a
nuclear war must never be fought and can never be won.

It is stipulated that at this stage such centres will be uded to transmit
notification of launches of ballistic missiles in connection with ti.e Soviet-United
States agreements alre;dy in force. Subsequently, provided there is agreement by
the two sides, and with due regard for the achizvement of rurther arms limitation
agreements, the list of notifications can be expanded.

An in-depth exchange of views with the American side is taking place 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 confidence and openness in this area, including proposals for a
bilateral exchange of data on the military chemical potentials of the USSR and the
United States o America and on the verification of that information by means of

on-site inspections prior to the signing of a convention.
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We believe that these proposals, together with the recent Soviet initiatjives
with regard to a ban on chemical weapons, will make it posaible to find solutions
to all the key problems related to the conclusion of a convention.

Here, as in the matter of nuclear weapons te::ts, the Geneva Conference on
Disarmament, which has beun dealing directly with these problems, plays an
extremely important and responsible role. It has also been working on a convention
on the prohibition of chemical weapcns.

At the Soviet-United States talks in Washington, a great deal of attention was
paid to the question of 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 weapont as one of the
subjects for future negotiations. It is our view that the consideration of that
category of weapons - that is, tactical nuclear weapons - within the framework of
the negotiations is entirely logical and justified.

On the whole, the outcome of the talks in Washington has shown that the goal
set by the United Nations of ensuring security through disarmament is taking
precise shape. Agreement in principle has been reached on the firsut measure in
history providing for the physical elimination of two classes of nuclea. weapons.

This has proven the ability of ' ‘ates to break with the vicious logic of the
arms race, to harmonize and assume cbligations in the interests of international
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 dissipated. There should be neither pause nor delay in erecting

the edifice of a nuclear-free world It is our firm intention to ensure
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uninterrupted progress so as to enable mankind to enter the twenty-first century
without the fea of nuclear, chemical or any other kind of annihilation.

We view the intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement and the other
Soviet-United States accords 1 have rentioned as important elements in the
supporting structure of peace, which rests on the foundation of the Moscow Treaty
banning nuclear weapon tests in three environments, the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the ABM Treaty and other extremely important
armg limitation measures. This is precisely the basis of the comprehensive system
of international peace and security that is being shaped right now.

The agreements reached demonstrate the histcric 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 wiil 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 reduction.
what is needed to translate this certainty into reality are furthe. v.igorous
efforts by each and every one 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
sta‘ements its thoughts with regard to the role of the United Nations in the
process of disarmament.

Us. THEORIN (Sweden): Let me first, Sir, on behalf of my delegation,
congratulate yoJ on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Firast Committee. It
is with great pleasure that we welcome a representative from Africa in the Chair,

and we are convinced that your well-known diplomatic skill as well as your
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important experience in disarmament matters, including the presidency of the
Conference on Disarmament, will assist us in guiding the hectic work of this
Committee to successful results.

As Francis Bacon said long ago,

"Hope 18 a good breakfast, but it is a bad supper.”
Today we have good reason for hope. Less than a month ago, the Soviet Union and
the United States agreed in principle to eliminate land-based intermediate-range
nuclear weapons. A major agreement on nuclear disarmament, not just on arms
control or limitation, would demonstrate a new trend - perhaps the beginning of a

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

significance.
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In the pavt disagreements over disarmament have embittered relations between
the super-Powers and precluded urgently needed co-operation between them.
Agreements on tha sam¢ issues should now be a means of co-operation on contemporary
problems that range from regional conflicts to the preservation of the natural
environment we share, from actione against world-wide povert, to the prevention of
nuulear war. The agreement we expect President Reagan and General Secretarv
Gorbachev to sign this year can be of particular *ignificance in helping tu bring
about further disarmament. Indeed, it must do so if it 1s to become a
turning-point and not just an exception in a long history marked by falilure.

This i1s obvious frcw the mere fact that it will leave untouched the greater
part - in fact, some 97 per cent - of existing nuclear arsenals as well as
100 per cen* ori othar weapons of masa destruction and of conventional forces. It
is necesasry to go further.

The immediate bilateral disarmament agenda stould include major reductions in
strategic nuclear arsenals, already agreed in principle, | irposeful negotiations on
reductionrs in the remaining categories of nuclear weapona, irrespective ol “-heir
mode of deployment and decisive steps towards a comprehensive nuclear test ban and
the prevention of an arms racu in space.

The other nuclear Powers must also join the process. It is indeed a process
from which no State can be ®xcluded, as the security and even the survival of all
is at stake.

Nuclear disarmament will not detract from, but underline, the importance of
conventional and chemical disa.mament. In those fields ag wecll, progress requires
the conutructivc‘and committed participation of the major military Powers, and the

rest of us have both the right and the obligation to contribute.
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Bilateral and multilateral efforts for nuclear disarmament should complement
and facilitate each other, ar the General Assembly has concluded. %he work in
favour of a comprehenaive test-ban treat 6 iws a good iliustration of this. In 1987
the five nuclear-weapon States have all tested nuclear weapons. They have done so
in defiance of massive internatirnal opinion and in disregard cof the position of an
overwhelming majority of sovereign States.

International developments il)ustrate the importance of preventing
nuclear~weapons prolifersicion. lile goal c¢f a multilateral, comprehensive test-ban
treaty is &8s urgent as ever. This has been repeateily 'mphasired, by the
six-nation Initiative, inter alia.

Nor would agreements to reduce nuclear aisenals make a test ban any less
important. On the contrary, an end to testing would L& an jmportant meaus of
ensuring that agreement . on nuc. ear disarmament will not rapidly be cutflanked by
the unbridled developaent of new generations of nuclear weapons.

The two main nuclear Powers have recently announced that they will begin
negotiations with a view to ultimately ending all nuclear testing. This is a
positive development, but the mandate for those negotistions seems toO treat a
complete test ban as'merely a distant goal. That is not acceptable. Any agreement
that leaves room for continued testing is clearly inaufficient. The time has come
for a definite end to all nuclea- testing.

Agreements must include a clear comuitxent to reach a cumprehensive teat ban
at an early, specified date. They can be steps in the right direction oaly if
reductions are militarily significant, impcsing real constraints on the ability of
the parties ic Jevelop nuclear weapons at will. It is important, furthermore, to
avoid sllowing such wteps to give rise to new uncertainties about compliance. The

United States and the Soviet Union should be called upon t¢ report to the
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Conference on Disar.sament on the progress of thelr negotlations. Only in that
forum can a multilateral test—ban treaty be negotiated and concluded.

Both technical and political progress has recently been recocded in the field
of test-ban verification. Achievements in that vital area should be consolidated
and furthei developed.

As bilateral negotintions get under way, it is ever more urgent that the
Conference on Disarmament be allowed to assume its responsibilities in carrying out
substantive work on a multilateral test-ban treaty.

Sweden uvrges all other States genuinely committed to a test ban to consldex
the possible implications of bilateral negotiations for the role of the
multilateral forum. Wwill it be pushed aside¢ WwWill it fall into oblivion? Will
it, an was the case with the partizl test-ban treaty, be asked to sign and ratity a
ready-made product of modest dloarmament value devised in closed sessionz? Will
procedural procrastination continue to stall the work of the Confetence on
Disarmament? If 80, the dogmatism of a few, a very few. will have exacted a heavy
toll. At this session of the General Assembly steps should be taken to make sure
that guch an unfortuncte development is avoided.

Bilateral and multilateral efforts should also complement each other in
preventing an arms :ace in space. Outer space is the province of all humanity.

All States stand to gain from its peaceful use, all to lose from its militarization.

The 1872 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems and other
disarmament and arms-limitation treaties must be safecuarded. An arms race 'n
space, in particular if it provokes competition between offensive nuclear and
so-called defenalve systems, may in a short time blow apart the little, but yet
important, protection offered to us by existing arms-limitation agreements. [t is
the wain responsibility of the United States and the Soviet Unlon to prevent this

from occurring.
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The Gereral Assembly shculd urgu the two to reach &n early agreement. on
concrete measures to this e;ivl. It should furthecmor» reiterate its request to the
Conference on Disarmaasent to consider as a matter of priority the prevention of an
arms race in outer space.

'he analysis of legal and technical wmatters undertaken by the Confereace has
promoted a better understanding of the issue: involvad. The focus of its work must
nevectheless be to examine proposals and initiatives put forward. The development
of anti-satellite weapons is a potential threat to the vital national interests of
many States. In pursuing the watter of a global anti-satellite prohibition due
consideration shonld be given 20 all measures to control or constrain
anti-satellite developments. Any measure agreed on for restricting the possibility
of carrying out anti-satellite missions in a reliable way may reduce crisis
instability and thus benefit internationel security.

Naval armaments and disarmament have attracted increased international
attention, and correctly so. A simple look at the map explaine why Sweden, for its
part, attaches high importance to such matters. My country is situated in the
North Atlantic area. It is situated between two international bodies of water, the
North Sea and the Baltic, and it has a coastline as long as the United States east
coast from the Canadian border to Key West. As is widely recognized, the north
European and North Atlantic area is the subject of increzsing strategic interest on
the part of the two major military alliances. A continued naval aras race would
have negative consequences for security and stability, inter alia, in the north
European and North Atlantic area.

The activities of navies are wide-ranging, from coastal patrol to intervention
in distant conflict, from self-defence to global Power projection, from protection

of vital economic and other interests to vii-lation of the fundamental rights ot
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others. They include age~old gunboat diplomacy as well as nuclear deterrence. The
major miritime Powers maintain naval forces ready for doployment in distant areas.
Naval units often operate off the coasts of other countries and even penetrate
their territorial waters. Today, every fourth nuclear weapon is earaarked for
naval deployment. Such weapons threaten to bring the nuclsar—arms race to all
parts of the world. The principle of freedom of navigation allows the nuclear
POweis tOo move those nuclear weipons across the seas and oceans and to deploy them

off almost any coastal point ot their choice. Indeed, they frequently do so as a

matter of routine.
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The gruat number of tactical nuclear weapons on board warships has largely
been overlonk«d. One reason is th. policy pursued by nuclcar-weapon Powers neither
to confirm nor to deny the presence of any nuclaar weapons on board any particular
ship at any particular time. Whatever the justification for this practice might
have been, {t creates legitimate and increased public concern in many countries,
especially when warships of nuclear-weapon Powers, in accordance with international
law, make use of the right of innocent passage through those countries’ territorial
waters or call at their ports. A growing internationai public opinion considers
this practice both arrogant and incomprehensiblie. Indeed, the policy neither to
confirm nor to deny aoes not build confidence among States; guite the opposite.
While naval viaits are intended to be confidence~building, the practice is in fact
confidence-blocking and should b« abandoned.

Naval nuclear weapons acquire additional relative importance with the prospect
of agreements on land-based nuclear arsenals. The gignificance of such agreements
would indeed be much reduced if sea-launched and air-launched cruise missiles were
to replace the land-based weapons to be eliminated. The earnestness of the
declared intention ultimately to eliminate all nuclear weapons couid raally be
called into question.

Limitat ions on sea-borne nuclear missiles should be agreed to, bilaterally
between the major nuclear Power ' or otherwise. Tactical nuclear weapons should be
brought ashore. Negotiated restraint measures on navigation with vessels carrying
nuclear weapons on board is anotlier matter to be explored.

Though regrettably one of the major nuclear Powers has chosen not to take
part, a valuable discussion on naval armaments and disarmament took place this ysar
in the United Nations Disarmament Commission. Sweden notes particularly the

recognition in the Commission that conflicts at sea could hivo harmful effects for
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the freedom of navigation and other peaceful uses of the zea, and that the
maintenance of that freedcum is an important objective for all neutral States
vis-3-vis an ongoing conflict.

Judging from the work in the Disarmament Commission, the negotiation of
confidence-building measures at sea may be an area in which there i3 common ground
to be explored. The Conference on Disarmament should be antrusted with the task of
negotiating concrete measures to increase world-wide security at sea. One such
measure would be a multilateral agresment on the prevention of naval incidents.
Such an agreement complementing, not replacing, existing bilateral agreements of a
similar nature could enhance safety at sea while upholding the traditional freedom
of navigation.

In order to achieve more openness in naval matters in general, other
confidence-building measures on a glowal or regional level could be contemplated.
Among these are prior notification of major naval activities, invitation to observe
naval exercises and manoceuvres of a certain size, and exchange of information on
such matters.

8weden focused on the importance of naval confidence~building measures and
disarmament in its reply to the Secretary-General on the occasion of the second
special session on disarmament in 1982, A year later we introduced the General
Assemoly resolution that brought about the United Nations study on the naval arms
race. In our view, the study has heen useful both in drawing attention to the
topic and in promoting furt .er action. The next check-point should be the
forthcoming third special session on disarmament.

Serious ncg;tintiona on naval nuclear disarmamen’ are overdue. HNaval forces
are not independent of other military forces. They should 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 measures that in my Government's view
should be considered: the practice of neither confirming nor denying the presence
of nuclear weapons on board any ship should be abandoneds limitations on sea-votne
nuclear missiles should be agreed to and all tactical nuclear weapons should be
brought ashorej; the legitimate claim of coastal States to reasonable seaboard
security should be confirmeds; the freedom of navigation and other peaceful uses of
the sea should not be infringed by military activities; a multilateral agreement on
the prevention of incidents at sea should be concluded; and confidence-~building
measures at sea should be negotiated.

The absolute claracter of nuclear weapons makes nuclear disarmament an
abgolute priority. Although other weapons of mass destruction may not threaten to
obliterate human civilization, they could cause casualties fully comparable with
many typrs of nuclear weapons if used in densely populated areas.

Chemical wearons have not yet been relegated to history. Their recent use
increases our concern that they are instruments of the present and the future, not
of the past only.

The Conference on Disarmament in Geneva has made steady progress towards a ban
on all chemical weapons. Delegations have, through flexibility and constructive
action, demonstrated their commitment to a chemical-weapons convention. Most of
its @lements are in place; however, some technically and politically ¢ aplicataed
matters still remain to be solved by the negotiating parties.

The most recent report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons contains an
extensive 80-page draft text of a convention which in many respects is nardly
recognizable compared with the first draft of 1984. It registers substantial
progress also on some of the most difficult questions dealt with in the
negotiations, even if complete agreements have not yet been gtrlvcd at.

Significantly, the report inclides in an appendix a text on the state of affairs,
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as seen by the Chairman, on challenge ingpection - an indispensable element of a
system for ensuring compliance. Growing interest in organizational questions and
practical matters of iwmportance for the implementation of the convention shows that
States are eager to prepare for its entry into force in the fairly near tuture.

The area of chemical weapons is shrouded in a cloud of secrecy. At this
advanced stage of negotiationa the lack of adequate information on the composition
and size of chemical-weapon stocks is a major problem. The recent invitation by
the Soviet Union to international negotiators is therefore a welcome development.
It is our hope that this will foster a process of increased opennegg. Such a
process would enhance the prospects for a rapid and successful conclusion of the
negotiations.

It is crucial that the major military Powers manifest a common interest in
working out a fully verifiable and truly comprehensive convention. This common
interest will be no lesa important in the final stage of the negotiations. There
are no insurmountable political obstacles to a convention on chemical weapons. If
all parties demonstrate the necessary combination of determination and flexibility,
the arduous work of the negotiators may soon be crowned with success.

Conventional weapons and forces consume some 80 per cent of world military
expenditure; they have been used to kill some 25 million persons - childien, women
and men — in the last four decades. Without conventional disarmament all efforts
for international and regional security will be jeopardized.

The resolutions adopted by the General Assembly last year testity to a common
interest in pursuing disarmament also in the field of conveational weapons -
through bilatetai, ragional and global arrangements. The increased attention paid
to the topic is appropriate indeedj; it will not compromise the priority goal of

ruclear disarmament but will rather add to the force and credibility of its
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pursuit. Last May the Unit J Nations Disarmament Commission fell short of reaching
agreement ~n this new agenda itemy however, a gqood basis has been laid for the
Commission's continued work.

Concern has been expressed in the Unitad Nations Disarmament Commission about
the rapid development of new and exceedingly indiscriwminate and inhumane
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 advecrsary, is already at hand. The use of laser weapons designed
to cause permanent blindness would be in clear contravention of the fundamental

principles of the law of warfare.
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The intesnational community should consider a ban on the use of laser weapons for
such purposes, as well as .n the development and production ot weapons designed 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, are essential for world security. The Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) is an indispensable forum. Sweden
welcomes the intention expressed by members of the two alliances of beginning
negotiations on conventional disarmament to be conducted within the CSCE
framework. Those negotiations should be closaly linked to and carried out
simultaneously with negotiations in which all 35 States further develop confidence-
and security-building measures. The purpose of the negotiations is to strengthen
security by establishing military stability and balance at a substantially lower
level of forces than obtaina at present.

The Stockholm Conference achieved considerable results in the field 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 made by the Disarmament Commission this year, and the Commission should
coiitinue to build upon what has been achieved.

An important matter to consider is how to make optimai use of the United
Nations system in international verification of disarmament agreements.

Development of that role i3 likely to benefit both verification and the United
Nations itself. Interesting ideas have been presented, including ideas on United

Nations machinery for international verification of compliance.
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One issue for the international community to look into is the question of
international arme tranafers. Such transfers have reached alarming proportions.
The issue should be studied in its full political and economic context. 3tates
seek to acquire the meana they consider necessary to exercise their inherent right
of self-defence in accordance with the United Nations Charter. In the light of
regional and other efforts to reduce the level of armaments, major suppliers and
recipients should, however, explore ways of restraining the irternational transferx
of arms. States could to that effect improve thair national legislation and means
Tfor control and implementation. Planuing for conversion from military to civilian
production could be encouraged. The practicability of international registration
of major transfers could also be looked into.

A month ago, the International Conference on the Relationship Between
Disarmament and Development adopted by consensus its Final Document. Trat was a
victory for multilateral work in the fields of both disarmament and development.
The Final Document points to the benefits of conversion. From now on, all States
will consider reviewing conversion, studying and planning for conversion, Laking
known to thelir own pecples and to othur countries the benefits of conversion and
their experiences in finding solutions to problems connected with it.

As the Final Document clearly states, disarmament and development are two of
the most urgent challenges facing the world today. They are priority concecns of
the international community, in which all nations - developed and developing, big
and smail, nuclear and non-nuclear - have a common stake. The United Nations®
involvement with disarmament and development and the relationship between them is

rooted in the Charter of the United Nations itself.
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The Conference paid attention to the long-standing iasue of openness
concarii'ng militar,; budgets as a means of bu’ uing confidence and facillitating
agread reductions of military expenditures. 1t appears that international support
for the principle of openness has grown. In order to create a ccmprehensive dsta
base on global and nation: 1l military expenditure, all States shoulc report their
walitary budgets to che United Nations.

As the Final bDocument relterates, the world can either continue to pursue the
2rus race with charecteriscic vigour, or move consciously and witn Geliberate speed
towacds wore stable and balanced social and aconomic development within a more
snstainable international economic and political order: it cannot do both.

Through the cansensus achieved at the Conference, 149 States are committed not
only to pursue disarmament znd development but also to let development reap the
frnits of disarmament. This is8 not least lmportant today, when the realization of
int «rnatione’ disarmamerit has become a more likely prospect.

The Yinal Document is not a vacuous declaratory statement; it contains a
comprehansive Action Prograima which onvisages a series of measures, both national
and international. Lasi, but not least, in keeping with the Action Programme, the
relationship hatween disarmamant and development is tc be kept under periodic
roviet by the Cereral Ass~mbly.

Thext will ke an impcr’ an* opportunity for this at the forthcoming third
special s«ssion dewr~: to disarmament, to be convened in 1988. That special
sesyion wiil take : .ace at a crucial point in time. It could become a major event
in muli1lx-eral disarmament. Poending questions of the exact t.me and length of the
session should be solved during the present Geueral Assembly session. As events
sre uzfuiding, the special session might be able to registar significant prigyress
in nuclear disnrmament. Buct i1ts main purpose should not be to register, but to

gJenerate progrecs.
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The international community must take advantige of the encourajing trends and
ths pol itical momentum. +This is all the more important at a juncture when ir
pur- . with positive political devel. yments, developments in the field of
weaponry glve rise to serious concern.

Swaden welcomes the outcome of the last meeting of the Preparatorv Committee.
The agenda envisaged for the speciasl session will make possible a substantial and
forward-looking discussion of the international situation and concrete measures of
disarmament. Our cbjective should be not : - revise, but to reinforce and
supplement che Final Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament,
a lanamark in the disarmament process, in the light ¢f the latest developments and
today's realities.

Stepe to eliminate the threat poscd by nuclear weapons must have the highest
priocity at. the comingy special cession. However, issues such as the na/al arms
rece, chemical weapons, the prevention of an arms race in outer space, conventional
disarmament and verification should also be highlighted.

The situation calls for rapid s~tion. The third special session devoted to
disarmament could, ten years after the first special session on disarmsment, bagin
a decade of new «fforts and new measures of disarmament and arms limitetion ard of
a naw kind of relations between States, hased upon a commitment to seek gecurity in
co~-operation.

The purpose of international disarmament is international sccurity. Its
purpose is also national security. Swedish efforte for international disarmament
are an iwportant factor 1w our overall security policy. They serve to promote our
own national security by redvcing international tension and lessening the risk of
open conflict inherent not only in the existence of tundamental political

differences but 1so in t!+~ very existence of the arms race.
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The international community lias repeatedly stated its conviction that the arma
race runs counter to the interests of all of us. 1t has yet to draw the practical
conclusions from this. But there is a glowing, and growing, light of hope to be
seen. We can sae it in the prospect of a firsc nuclear-disarmament agreement, of
global chemical di. ‘rmamcent, of negyotiations iu reduce conventional forces, and of
a first atep tovusds the ultimate elimination of all nuclear weapons.

We can see it glowing and growing in the eyes of those who have helped make it
possible by iefusing to surrender to the poverful force ot an escalating aims race.

Hope is a good breakfast, but it is a bad supper. 1ndeed, for supper we need

more, and something more substantial, than just hope.
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Mr. HEPBURM (Bahamas). I do not recall the author of this interesting
anacdote, which I feel is perhaps directed to the chairmen of committees and
working groups. It goes like thisa:

“One of the hardest things to learn is when to pay attention to what people

say about us and when to disregard what thoy say about us, for there is always

a streak of truth in the most unfair criticism, and usaally something false in

the most sincere compliment.”

Let me simply say, Sir, that the Bahamas delegation is pleased to see you at
the helm of our deliberations and that you can count on our support.

The late Pauli Murray - author, lawyer, civil rights activist, feminist and
priest - set the tone for my statement today. The following verse is taken from
one of her poems, entitled "Dark Testament and Other Pogms®, where she says:

"Hope 18 » crushed stalk

Between clenched fingers,

Hope is a bird‘s wing

Broken by a stone.

Hope is a word in a tuneless ditty -

A word whispered with the wind,

A dream of forty acres and a mule,

A cabin of one's own and a moment to rest,

A name and a place for one's children,

And children's children at laat.

Hope is a song in a weary throat."

In one of my previous statements in this Committee, I likened my expressions
of concern about the seriousnear we attach to the true meaning of general and
complet: disarmament to John the Baptist's lament oi a "voi e ... crying in the

wildernesa®. 1 pondered deeply the windom of speaking In yet inother dehate
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without having anything new or constructive to contrioute. Tt was from Pauli
Murray‘’s autobiographical account of her experiences in trying to combat racial and
sexual discriwination that I recaived encouragement. She does not talk about the
arms race per se but she manages to describe the same kinds of frustration and
hopelessness that I felt in echoing hollow expressionz un the political, social and
economic issues before this [nternational Organization. The auestion of tle arms
1wce ia only one aspect of the whole agenda but it is no doubt the moat paradoxical
of all in that it produces a sense of ambivalence in the minds of those who would
wish tc see less rhetoric and more action.

Disarmament is different trom natural disarters and resource deficiencles in
that the power to act resides exclusively with man. But this dramatic fact has
produced more deapair than hopefulness. Althouyh we live in an age when mankind
yearns to be in total control of his deatiny, destruction rather than progress
seems to be the course of action. This contrast is so evident that « ne wondera
whether it would not be more advantageous to be at God's mercy rather than at man's.

When one begins to r late the documented costs of the arms race, the need for
general and complete disarmament becomes all the more urgent. But it seems that
little attention is being given to these costs whlich, besides continuing to
escalate at a frightening pace, underscore the waste of natural resources. Despite
the vieaw that insight into the unprofitable madness of the arms race is being
gained by more and more people, there has, to date been only token progress towards
halting and reversing the arms race.

We must ask ourselves why this is s0 and who ia to blame for the atalemate or
the real lack of progress. 1In this connecticn, my dele ation cannot but concur

vith the perennial! phrase that appears in many of our resolutiona, that
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"while the responaibility for stopping the arms race lies with all States, the
major task remains that of the two super-Powers."”
If cold war tension has characterized the attitudes of the super-Powers since
the end of the Second World War, it seema that today competitive antagonism is a
more apt term. One would have to deduce 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 be obvious differences in the language of the
super-Powers, in this nuclear age they are more alike than not in fundamental
waya. Nowhere {8 the similarity more obvious than in military budgeting 2nd in the
production of new and more sophisticated wespons of mass destruction. It would
srem that there is in the competition a preference tor the concept of "bhetter dead
than defeated”, even though it is a well kiown fact that the words "victory* and
"defeat™ are meaningless in a nuclear war.
In 1965, 1 made reference to the 1l te Mrs. Alva Myrdal's candid book The Game
of Dirarmament. T find that the following auote is even more relevant today:
"There are many invidious effects to liviug in a weapons culture. The
accuisition of more and more arms, with its built-in trends cowards a
continuing arms race, contributes to a stcengthening of the military in the
domestic affairs of all countries. When dictatora and oppressors take and
keep power, they rely apon thel: military might, on weapons stored and
soldiers trained to use them. The installation of military régimes in Africa,
Asl:e and lLatin America is among the prominent features of our time. The
present—day power of generals and colonels is clearly rcicted 2o procurement
of arms, which is often a direct result of military aid. And for policing
such a nation, ordinary weapons such ag tanks and machine quns count. Weapol
development makes {t ever easiar for the few to dominate the many, thus

conatituting a crisis for democracy as walb.l
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The super—Powers have nevertheless ahown their concern at the crazy spiralling
of the arms race in their recent memorandum of understanding to ban certain medium
and shorter-range missiles. These agreements on arms limitations are extremely
positive decisiona wiiich augur well fér attaining the goal of general and complete
disarmament. ®Aut given the state of affairs, this welcome agreement is only a drop
in the bucket, and my delegation hopes that there will be early follow-up
agreements ragarding stockpiling, verification, confidence-building mecasures,
nuclear—-weapor -frea zones and comprashensive test bans, to name a few.

Of course the "Rome-was-not-built-in-a-day-*" theory could apply here, but we
are dealing with an issue that {8 much more sensitive and th.:refore werits
accelerated action.

I should like to digress a moment to express my appreciation to the Deputy
Minister of the Sov:iat Union for the information he presented in his statement
regarding inter alia the negntiations taking place between the United States and
the Soviet Union on the subject of the nuclear arme race. My delegation awaits the
account of the Unitcd States del-gation in due course.

In an effort to balance the rusponsaibility to wh.ch I referred earlier,
militarily sijnificant States as well as developing couutries pcoduce their own
alibias for contributing to the escalating arms race. On the surface their claims
may be justifiable, but they are no less accountable for the mess in which the
universe is embroiled. Militarily significant Sta“es need to shake off the desire
to imitate the super-Powers, and developing countries need to turn their attention
to the building of other infrastructuve, rather than overspending on military

budgets which at hest only promote a false¢ sense of securlity.
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What is most important, to developing nations in particular, is that we do not
speak out of both sides of our mouths. We cannot have our caka and eat it too. We
cannot stradéle the fance. We cannot take sides in the super-Power atruygle.

These crutchee can only help to exacerbats tension and heighten the chances for
lack of agreement on important security matters. Fortunately, our deliberations
follow several stages and often depict our mood. The current controversy focusus on

disarmamont and developmen:,
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A final document on this theme was produced at our recent Conference showing a
definite link Letween disarmament and development and making ciear that one need
not Ye held hostage to the other. In our deliberations we conjurad up all sorts of
monsters that prevented us from achi;ving 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 passing fancy. My delegation joins the cry that disarmament cannot be
possible in a hostile atmosphere, hetlier it be between the sruper-Powers, between
regicns or between two nations. Let ui make no misteke: the fall-out - and no pun
is intendied here - touches us all.

Another alarming fact is that in our highly technical society we tend to
overlook the human factors involved in manning all of the cechnology requirau .our
operating an armed world. Risks of accidental disasters cannot be ruled out, as
there have been numerous threats from machinery carrying nuclear armse. The
sophistication of the new weapons of destruction calls for sane operators. For
exampie, reports of the growing abuse of drugs and alcohol by military personael
who handle these sensitive equipments can only add to the fear we must feel about
the senteless esc lation of the arms race.

What those dangerous procedures call for is strategy. One of the specific
mandates of this Commitioe i# to develop ways und means to halt and 1everse the
arms race. It would seem taht the r ~ent plethora of reports by advisory boards,
disarmament conferences and special sessions of international bodies, disarmament
campaigns by non;qove:nmental organizations and the many resolutions adopted in the
past, as well as thcese being drafted for the current and future sessions,

congtitute an attempt to rerpond to some of the volces and questions raised ov r
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the vears. 1In some ways they tend to allay our fears and even make us complacent.
As an exampie of this, we can observe that, iu all of the axisting conflicts,
cease-fire agreements are tenuous. Wars rage on because opponents are convinced
that victory is power. 1t 3 clear that wars are not fought so thzt peace may
prevail, but rather, that little effort is made to acquire peace beforshand. wWhat
is even uadder is that, in timer like these, loss of lives and d.st;uction of
property are Beemingiy viewed as secondary. What comes through this hardness of
heart is that everyone regards peace as theoretical rather than practicable until
they are denied it through someonc else's act of aggression.

In this regard I canno> help but reiterate here the urgent need for
streanmlining the work of the Committee, and indeed the agenda of the General
Assenmbly as a whole. It would be superfluous for me to go into detail about the
recommendations and suggestions oii raticnalization that have been discussed ad
nauseam in this Committee. Suffice it to say that if we begin our work earlier in
the session, allow more time for informal discussions than for general debate,
expand the "clusterino” concept by combining simila: themes for simultaneous debate
and action, decrease the number of resolutions, particularly in respect of the
omnibus texts, and make firm recommendations to stagger innocucus items that have
baen on the agenda for a long time, without unduly affecting the sensibility or
arousing tha ire of any representative, we could well be on the road towaxds
setting the atage for serious and concerted efforts by all actors in strengthening
our hope that measures tazhen over the ysars to bring an end to the compatitive arms
race, inter alia, would be inplemented, threreby nullify'ng ths confiction that
interests are nothing more than other voices crying in the wilderness.

Mr. SASTRADIDIAYA (Indonesia): I should like first of all, on behalf of

the delegation of Indonesia, to extend to you, 8ir, our sincere congtatulations on

your election as Chairman of our Committee. —We are fully confident that your
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dedication to disarmament and your skill in multilateral diplomacy will leaa our
work to a successful conclusion. I should also like to extend our felicitations to
the other officers of the Committee aqd to p’edge our co-operation to them in the
discharge of their duties.

As the First Committee begins consideration of the agenda items there is cause
for a sense of renewed optimism. The convening of the International Confecence on
the Relationship between Disarmament ard Development was an important milestone in
giving practical expression to the multidimensional link between those two urgent
vhallenges and brought into sharp focus both the military an¢ the non-military
threat to national and international security. We were encouraged by the adoption,
Ly consensus, of a final document providing a sufficientiy solid base and a broad
framework for concerted action.

As a result of strenuous and determined efforts in the Conference on
Disarmament, the prospects for a convention on chemical weapons appear brigher now
than at any time in the past. Yet another source 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 impending agreement between the United States
and the Soviet Dnion on the dismantling of all intermediate-range and shorter-range
missiles. Such an accord would carry protound implications, not only for Europe,
but also for Asia and beyond, thereby contributing a measure of stability and
security. Although thcse forces consatitute only 5 per cent of the total nuclear
arsenals, and many difficult guestions are yet to be resolved, the advanced stage
of negotiations none the less demonsntrates a determination to achieve meaningtul

arms limitation and reduction. It is to be hopec that an intermediate-range
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agreement, which will be the first ever elimination of an entire catagory of
nuclear weapons, would be the harbinyer of the furthor gradual reduction and
eventual elimination of all nuclear weapons. In thie connection my delegation
welcomes the information on the Soviet-United States accord just given the
Committee by the Deputy Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union, Mr. Tetrovseky.

Wihile these ore reassuring signs they have not fundamentally changed the stark
realities facing the international community. Alithough we were heartened by the
commitments undertaken at the summit meeting held in 1985 between the leadars of
the United States and the Soviet Union to accelerate their bilateral negotiations
on the 1ost crucial issues of strategic and space arms, those discuasions appear
hardly to have gone beyond rhe preliminary stage. Those who hoped tor militarily
significant reductions in existing or planned strategic weapons systems, Or even
tor a slow-down in the introduction of new and more dangerous technologies, have
thus little grounds ror catisfaction. New technologies looming on the horlzon
promige more advanced weapons of greater versatility and more devastating in theix
annihilating capabilities. Even past agreements, which merely codified « isting
military strategies and policles, are increasingly being gquestioned as regards
their significance and durability. Concurrently, the role ot the Conference on
Disarmament in contending with urgent issues of global concern has been transformed
from one of multilateral neyotiations to that of a deliberative torum leading to
the diminution of ite responsibility and competence. Meanwhile, global military
expenditures are approachicg the staggering amount of $1 trillion per annum. As a
redult, the ongoing efforts, welcome as they are, have not led to tangible progyress
on a reduction in che number and destructive capacity of strategic nuclear

armaments.
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It is clear that what is now of critical importance is that the momentum
generated by recent initiatives should not be allowed to dissipate; rather, it
should be nurtured and built upon BO as to enable us to move forward with a sense
of urgency and responsibility. New impetus should be yiven to many other critical
issues which have been bogged down in indecisive negotiations for years. We
therefore welcome the prospect of a summit meoting between the leaders ot the two
major Powers with a view to reinvigorating the objectives which they have uet for
themselves in Geneva.

For more than three decades the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban has
been accorded 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 deployed; it would also conatitute a litmus teast of the nuclear Powers'
vommitment to work for far-reaching nuclear-disarmament measures. Yet serious and
substantive negotiations on a comrehensive 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
gustained as there are no credible technical or scientific impediments to the
monitoring of compliance through existing national means of verification. There
are also the possibilities provided by on-site inspection, the establishment ~f a
global seismic monitoring network and an international seismic data exchange
system. Hence, the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty is now a
realistic, attainable objective that brooks no further delay.

My delegation has alsc noted with interest the attention now being focused un
verification in the context of its relevance to future bilateral and muitilateral
disarmament agreements. It constitutes an essential element, not only for the

promotion of arm-i-limitation acreements, but also a crucial component in their
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implementation. Herver, the formulation of modalities for a verification system
depends primarily on the purposes, nature and scope of the agreements, and may
therefore involve diffurent procedures and techniques. The role of the United
Nations in this area, especially in providing assistance, advice and technical
expertise, and in offeriny facilities for compiling and managing a verification
data base should be fully explored. In this connection, it is essential to addressg
some of the fundamentai aspects including, inter alia, 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 attendant upon the establishment of an international verification
agency .

Great strides have been made in Bcience and technology attesting to mankind's
ingenuity and affecting every sphere of human activity. Regreitably, however, the
capacity for svstained research and d-.velopment in these fields has been
concentrated in a tew highly industrialized countries to the exclusion of the vast
majority of Statee and, to an unconscionable degree, directed towards military
purposes rather than meeting the pressing socio-economic needs of the world
community. 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 grave importance to disarmament.

Instead of utilizing outer space for the common benefit of mankind and in the
interest of all countries, outer space is on the very~ of being transformed into
the ultimate strategic theatre, in utter disregard of existing commitments,
especially the anti-ballistic missile Treaty. This 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 an escalation of the

arms race in both offensive and defensive weapons, thus render ing the threat of
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nuclear war ever more likely. Such arbitrary use of 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 geoatationary orbit.

Unless the major Powers adhere strictly to the existing legal restrictions and
limitations on space weapons and refrain from taxing measures almed at developing,
testing and deploying weapons and weapon systems in outer space, thare is little
doubt that the last frontier of humen endeavour will soon be turned into a new
battleground. Over and above thofe, there is an imperative need for new and
far-reaching measures. The anti-ballistic missile Treaty should be reintorced in
the context of recent technological advances, including provisions to prohibit
anti-satellite (ASAT) weapons. The goal of a comprehensive ban on space 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 agreements.

The heightened interest in the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in
varjous regions of the world i1s fully exemplified by the coming into force of the
Rarotonga Treaty for a South Pacific nuclear-free zone and the ongoing efforts of
the Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN) for a South-kast Asia
nuclear-weapon—free zone. Such zones provide 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 ot such a zone. After its submission to the
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forthcoming ASEAN Summit Meeting, Indonesia hopes that a favourable recommendation
will set the stage for its presentation to the other regional States and to the
naclear Powers for their concurrence and endorsement, As all the nations of South-
East Asia are signatories to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
(NPT), this common denominator augurs well for the success of thie init.ative. It
is particularly desirable for our region, which has a long history of endemic
conflicts and instability, an well as external involvement. Indonesia believes
that the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-fres zone would also constitute a
pogsitive step in lessening iension and fostering co-uperation on other : ider
regional issues.

My delegation views with increasing concern the cuntinued escalation of great
Power rivalry in the Indian Ocean and its vicinity, a rejion adjacent to South-East
Asia. Such developments cannot but give rise to heightened tensions which carry
with them ominous implications for the security of the littoral and hinterland
States. As a littoral State, Indonesia 18 fully aware of the potent threat that
this poses for a strateygically located region such ac South-East Asia. While we
recognize the right of all States to utilize the ocean in the coutext of
commercial, trade and development co-operation, by the same token we .~2e no
justification for use of the Indian Ucean as a theatre for strateqic competition.
In our view, the intecrelated complex issues concerning the political! and security
climate in the Indian Ocean can best be addressed and resolved through the early
convening of the International Conference on the Indian Ocean with the
participation of t e permanent members of the Security Council and the other major

maritime users so essential for its success.
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In the same context, further consideration of the question of the naval arms
race in the Disarmament Commission pursuant to a repert by a group of experts has
resulted in a fruitful exchange of views on possible measures of naval
disarmament. Those discussions have confirmed that the naval arms race, although
part of the global arms race, nevertheless displays certain particular
characteristics worthy of a more focused and specialized scrutiny by the
international community. A consensus has also emerged on the nead for measures to
prevent the harmful effects of conflicts at sea on the navigational rights nf

non-balligerents and the importance of the freedom of navigation for all States.
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Equally important is the wide concurrence of views that confidence-building
measures, both at the global and the regional level, are especially suitable for
negotiation and agreement. In that regard, specific recognition was accorded to
such subjects as the extension of existing measu..s to the seas and oceans, prior
notification of naval activities, the limitation of such activities and 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
measures would constitute a solid foundation for the consideration of significant
reductions in conventional and nuclear navil 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 possibility. Negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament
have reached a positive stage owing in large measure to a jyreater 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 safequarding chemical
industries for peaceful purposes, as well as a host of technical and legal
problems, need to be resolved to justify our optimism about the prospects for an
early conclusion of a ban on chemical weapons. Despite the political and technical
complexities involved, Indonesia believes that, given flexibility #)d mutual
accommodation, it could still be possible to.conclude a convention on chemical
weapons in time to coincide with the cornvening of the third special session on
disarmament in 1988.

Since the reconstitution of the Conference on Disarmament 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. The fact of the matter is that during the
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past eight years ot its existence the Conference has not produced a single
disarmament agreement. The conaistent 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 calls
for custained collective effort to avert the acutely perceived danger of nuclear
war and to terminate the trantic nuclear-arms race.

That unaccep.able state of affairs can be remedied only when all members of
the Conference on Disarmament exercise their right and duty to participate in the
negotiations that so fundamentally affect thair security. For disarmament
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 viatle means for mitigating the impzct of their differeuces and
contentions in areas untrelated to disarmament efforts. »2s the only authoritative
multiiateral organ for disarmament negotiations, its rule must be strengthened, not
weakened, if the problem of nuclear weapons is to be dealt with as & global
quegtion.

The decision to convene a third specisl session on disarmament reflects the
profound sense of urgency with which we all view the incalculable consequences of
the ongoing arms race. The special session will provide an unparalleled
upportunity to reaffirm, reinforce and supplement the principles and the Programme
of Action adopted at the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament and will thereby facilitate concrete collective action through
constructive dialogue and negotiations to resolve the outstanding issues. My

delegation pledges its full co-operation in achieving those goals.
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I should like, in conclusion, to mention the World Disarmament Campaign, which
has rendered an invaluable service by providing balanced, factual and objective
information on the implications of the arme race for the future of mankind. The
experience gained from the Jakarta and Bel jing meetings, held respectively in 1986
and 1987, has shown that the Campaign has proven to be an etfective instrument tor
reaching out to world public opinion and stimulating greater understanding and
support for Unjted Nations efforts in the tield ol disarmament. Objective criteria
should be devised with reyard to the venue, and to participation by
non-governmental organizations to enhance turther the effectiveness of the Campaign.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation trom French): In accordance with the
decision taken by the officers of the Committee, the list of speakers in the
general debate on ali disarmament ayenda items will be closed tomorrow, 1Tuesday,
13 October, at 6 p.m.

I wish also to note that during the general debate I shall make an effort to
announce at the end of each meeting the delegations scheduled to cpeak at the
following meeting. In that connection, at the next meetinj of the Committee, which
is to be held tomorrow at 10 a.m., Ambassador Pierre Morel of France, Chairman of
the Conference on Disarmament, will introduce the repcit of the Conference. The
other speakers at tomorrow morning's meetinu will be the representatives of Poland,
Canada, Romania, Denmark speaking on behalt of the 12 States members ot the

European Economic Community, and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic.

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m.






