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The meeting was called to order at 10.15 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 10 69 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): 7The tirst speaker is the
repregsentative of krance, current president of the Conference on Disarmament, who
will introduce the report of the Conterence.

Mr. MOREL (France) (intecrpretation from Irench): I should like tirst of
all, on behalf of my country and as the current President of the Conterence on
Lisarmament, to congratulate you, 5ir, most warmly o your election as Chairman of
the First Committee. In selecting you, the Committee has placed at 1ts helm a man
of vast experience who, in his own country, in many diplomatic posts in BEurope,
Africa and Asia, and in the main forums of multilateral diplomacy, has always been
valued for his outstanding dynamism. We are convinced that, thanks to your talents
and your great vigour, the First Committee will succeed in fulfilling the role
agsligned to it on the eve of the important forthcoming third special session of the
General Assembly devoted tc disarmament. 1 would assure you that my country's
delegation wilil give you its utmost co-operation, in keeping with the keen
friendship that exists between France and Zaire.

1 am speaking today in my capacity as Acting Chairman of the Conference on
Disarmament to introduce the Conference's report on its L1987 session. The report
is contained in document CD/787, which has been issued as a supplement to the
Ofticial Records of the Gineral Assembly (A/42/27). | trust that the report will
pe ol ugse tw members of the First Committse during this session and that it will
provide all delegations with whatever useiul elements they may need.

The 1987 session of the Conference was held on the basis of an agenda and

programmes of work covering both parts of the annual session, from February to



RM/ 4 A/C.1/42/PV. 4
3-5

(Mr. Morel, Prarnce)

April and from June¢ to August. That agenda and those programmes of work are set
forth in paragraphs 7 and 9 of the report. In i following paragraphs the report
contains a summary of the deliberations concerning the participation of States not
members of the Conference, tha expansion of the membership of the Conference,
proposals for ths ixproved and effective functioning of the Conterence, and

measures relating to the financial situation of the United Nations.
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Sect'!on III of the report, which runs from paraqgraph 26 to the end, describes
the substantive work of the Conference during its 1987 session. I would note that
for each of the substantive agenda items the report summarizes the views and
positions of various delegations, thus offering an overview of the essential
elements of the debate and of the work of the Conference.

During its 1987 session, the Conference considered the first three items on
its agenda, which concern nuclear weapons. In particular it considered ideas and
proposals for the adoption of appropriate arrangements for dealing with those items.

With respect to item 2 of its agenda, "Cesasation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament”, the Conference decided that informal meetings should be held
during its 1987 session on the substance of the item, and that the discussions at
those informal meetings should be reflected in the annual report. At the time of
the adoption of that decision, statements were made by the President of the
Conference ard by a delegation speaking on behalf of the group of Western countries.

The Conference was, however , unable to find an appropriate procedure for
consideration of item 1, "Nuclear test ban", and item 3, "Prevention of nuclear
war, including all related matters”.

As indicated in the report, the Conference established subsidiary bodies in
the form of ad hoc committees on the following items: "Chemical weapons®j
“"Prevention of an arms race in outer space"; "Effective international arrangements
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons”; "Radiological weapons™; and "Comprehensive programme of Aisarmament™.

I wish to stress the considerable progress made in the negotiations held at
the Conference on a complete prohibition of chemical weapons. The informal
consultations to begin in November and the session the Ad Hoc Committee is to hold

in January 1988 will permit active work on the convention before the Conference
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resumes its work at next vear's session. Appendices 1 and Il to the Ad Hoc
Committee's report, which come after paragraph 79 of the repori of the Conterence
to the General Assembly, describe the current state of negotiations on a draft
convention, as well as other results of the work of the Ad Hoc Committee.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee established by the Conference on agenda
item 5, "Prevention of an arms race in outer space”, is reproduced in paragraph 82
of the Conference's report to the General Assembly. Paragraph 52 of the Ad Hoc
Committee's report states that there was general recognition of the importance and
urgency of preven*ing an zrms race in outcr space, and readiness to contribute to
that common objective; It was recommended that the Conference should re-estublish
the Ad Hoc Committee with an adequate mandate at the beginning of the 1988 session,
taking into account all relevant factors, including the work of the Ad Hoc
Committee since its establishment in 1985.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on agenda item 6, "Effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons", is contained in paragraph 85 of the Conference's ceport. 1In
paragraph 19 of its report, the Ad Hoc Committee recommended that ways and means
should continue to be explored to overcome the difficulties e. .ountered in its work
in carrying out negotiations on that item. Accordingly, it was generally agreed
that the Ad Hoc Committee should be re-established at the heginning of the 1988
gession.

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on radiological weapons is to be found in
paragraph 88 of the report of the Conference on Disarmarent. In paragraph 1l of
its report the Ad Hoc Committee notes that the work conducted by the Ad Hoc
Committee in 1987 made a turther contribution to the clarification and better

understanding of different approaches which continue to exist with regard to the



EMS/3 A/C.1/42/PV.4
8

(Mr. Mcrel, France)

Important subjects under conasideration. The Ad Hoc Committee recommended that the
Conference on Disarmament should re-esi.blish thz Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological
Weapons at the beginning of its 1988 session and that the Ad Hoc Committee should
draw upon the annexes to its report as a basis for its future work.

Finally, the Confarence adopted the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
comprehensive programme of disarmament, which the Conlerence had submitted to the
General Assembly at its forty-first session. By =dopting that report, the
Conference agreed to the recommendation contained therein that the Ad Hoc Committee
should be re-established at the outset of its 1988 session, with a view to
resolving outstanding issues and concluding nejotiations on the programme in time
for its submission to the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to
disarmament.

As President of the Conference, 1 wish to add that the generally favourable
political conditions in which the work of ths Conferencu took place during the 1987
aessjion permitted genuine progress and created a positive climate for consideration
of a number of substantive issues, in particular that of the prohibition of
chemical weapons. Howaver, there was a general feeling at the Conference that
there should be an increased effort to maiie progress on rertain substantive issues
which had been under negotiation for & long time. None the less the in-depth
consideration of these outstanding issues was useful: open exchanges of views, a
better understanding of the positions of all and the methodical exploration of
various possibilities are indispensible to the Juccessful functioning of the
Conference on Disarmament, the sola nultilateral negotiating body in this area.

In this connection, I wish to place special emphasis on the progress made this
year in clarifying the problem of verification in general. At the 1987 session,

delegations frugquently stressed the need for effactive international verification
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systems to increase trust and ensure respect for disarmament agreements. This
convergence of views on verification is of central importance for future efforts in
this sph-re, not only within the framswork of the Conference but also with respect
to other ongoing nigotiations.

Finally, I want to express my gratitude to the members of the Conference on
Disarmament, the Chairmen of the ad hoc committees, and the Conference secretariat
for their suppe-t and co-operation in the ever-difficult task of preparing the
anr.ual report of the Conference on Disarmament to the General Assembly.

I can bear witness to the fact that the annual report of the Conference on
Disarmament, which I have just introduced, is the cutcome of considerable political
work, although that work may not always have bean successful, 1 hope it wi.l
provide the First Committee with useful elements for its own consideration of and
decisions on draft resolutions. These in turn will influence the future wo  of
the Conference. That is the nature of the dialogue and interchange that provide
the pace for the international community's work in the sphere of disarmament: we
bring from Geneva tha result of a lengthy effort, and we hope it will lend new
momentum to our work.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French)s I should like at this stage
to welcome participants in the United Nations programme of fellowships in
disarmament whc are present at today's meeting. I wish them every success in their

work.
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Mr. JAROSZEK (Poland): 1 take great pleasur», Sir, in associating the
delegation of the Polish People's Republic with the congratulations and good wishes
already expressed to you on your electior to the chairmanship ¢f the First
Committee, an office which, as I recall from my own personal experience, is as
pPrestigious .s it is demanding. The Polish delegation is confident that your
stewardship augurs well for our work because, among other things, you bring to your
office the great moral authority and ciredibility of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries, with its dedication to the cause of disarmament and peaceful
co-operation among States, which Poland and other States parties to the Warsaw
Treaty share. I wish to assure you that you will always have the unfailing good
will and co-operation of my delegation in the discharge of your responsibilities.

My congratulations and good wishes go also to the other Committee officers.

Engaging in constructive co-operation for the sake of the survival of menkind
is the ieast the international community can do, given the odds it faces in the
nuclear and space age. Today, as ever, peace .epresents the supreme value. If it
is to be successfully upheld and protected, as it must be, nations must co-operate
to rid the globe of nuclear weapons.

It is for that reason that Poland welcomes thc tentative Soviet-Gaited States
agreement to conclude a treaty on intermediate-range and ahorter-range nuclear
missiles. The President of the Council of State of the Polish People's Republic,
Wojclech Jaruzelski, made that clear on 20 September 1987, when he said:

“The accords that have been reached open up a chance for a breakthrough
in years of efforts aimed at the consolidation of the peace and security of
nations, A historic disarmament agreement, tantamount to total liquidation of
two ominous classes of nuclear weapons, has now come within our rcach. The

tentative agreement reached at Washington is the best proof that it is only
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through painstaking and honest negotiations that nations can have their

secur ity assured on new rational foundations.*®
The upportunities these accords open up and the positive international climate they
have already generated should not, and must not, be ignored. Indeed, all members
of the community of nations must take furthsr resolute steps to promote progress in
all fields of disarmament, both nuclear and conventional, with a view to curbing
the arms race and preventing its spread into outer space, which would have grave
consequences.

It was precisely those conssquences that the Polish delegation wanted to
establish beyond a rasasonable doubt when, at the fortieth session of the General
Assenbly in 1985, Wojciech Jaruzelski put forward a proposal for a study on the
varicus implications of the militarization of outer space, to be prepared by
prominent experts of different nationalities, under the auspices of the
Secretary-General. We look torward to studying the report when it is completed and
circulated.

It will be recalled that the leaders of the seven States parties to the Warsaw
Treaty addressed the basic questions of war and peace in no uncertain terms at the
Berlin session of the Political Consultative Committae last May. To quote from the
final communiqud of that seasion:

"In a nuclear war there can be no winners. For this reason, the States

parties to the Warsaw Treaty reaffirmed their bellef that the overriding task

ils to prevent war, to banish it permanently from civilization, to preserve
peace on earth, to put an end to the arms race and to move towards concrete
measures of disarmament, primarily in the nuclear field, with the aim of

achieving complete and general disarmament.™ (A/42/313, p. 4)
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The communiqué also relterated the Afefensive nature of the military doctrine
of the Warsaw Treaty:

“based on the need to keep the balance of military forces at ths lowest

possible level as well as the des.lnbluty of reducing the military potentials

tc sufficient levels as required for defence®. (p. 5)

That concept was examined in detail in a special document of the derlin session
antitled "On the Military Doctrine of the States Parties to the Warsas Treaty”.

As Secretary-Genera’ of the Political Tonsultative Committee of the States
Parties to the Warasaw Treaty for the current term, I should like to recall an offer
addressed to the States members of the Nort) Atlantic Treaty Orgapization (NATO) to
hold oonsultatisns among authoritative experts, including military specialists, in
Warsaw or Brussels in order to compare the military doctrines of the two alliances
and to ensure that are based on ....ensive principles.

The same idea is contained in point 3 of President Jaruzelski's plan, which
states that in ordecr for the Jdoctrires to be reciprocally assessed as being
strictly defensive,

*a joint discussion and cowparison of milicary concepts and doctrines and an

analysis of their nature and Zsveloflent rends could grove helpful®.

(A/42/413, annex)

The international community will be aware, Of course, that these are not merse
worde and that to support them thece is on the negotiating table a list of specific
far-resching initiatives and proposals of fundamental significance for
Zisarmament, Formulated within the framework of the historic progrzmme presented
by Mikhail Gorbacher f.r ridding the world of auclear and chemical weapons by the
year 2000, the Soviet proposals have been hailed the world over. They have

received strong support, and not only from the socialist and non-aligned
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countries. They address the entire gamut of nuclear weapons: intermediate-range
and shorter-range United States and Soviet missiles in Europej; shorter-range
missiles stationed elsevierej tactical nuclear weapons in Europe; and, finally,
strategic arms. There is also the "global double zero® concept, aimed at the total
removal of two classes of nuclear weapons from the arsenals of the two Powers;
realization of t! {8 concept now seems near. If agreed upon, these measures wuuld
constitute a major turning-po:.nt in efforts to avert nuclear tr. edy and free

mank ind from its nuclear bondage.

Poland has always sought to make a positive contribution to disarmament and
international security world wide, in close co-operation with its allies and with
the non-aligned and neutral countries as well as with those Western countries,
especially in Europe, which take a matter-of-fact, practical and realistic spproach
to international efforts in that regard. Indeed, we strongly believe that in this
interdependent world the security of individual States, whether in Europe or
elsewhere, must be seen as a function of wider security, both regional and global.

That sober assessment played an important role when, on 2 October 1957,

30 years ago, Adam Rapcki, then Polish Foreign Min‘ster, submi tted to the General
Assembly his plan for a nuclear-free zone in Central Europe. While the Wwest,
regrettably, was not ready to entertain the practical implications of the plan, its
underlying philos..,. .- was well received far and wide, as was confirmed by the
Trecty of Tlateloloo and Ly the idea of the denuclearization of Africa.

For Poland, this philosophy is astill valid, and very much alive. Its basic
soundness has beer vindicated by the sustained appeal the concept of
denuclearization has had in many parts of the world. Let me at this juncture
congratulate the nations of the South Pacific Forum on the success of their

dedicated efforts to conclude the Treaty of Rarotonga, establishing a South Pacific

nuclear-free zone.
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The plan for decreasing armaments and increasing confidence in Central Europe
which Wojciech Jaruzelski, Preasident of the Council of State of the Polish People's
Republic, presented on 8 May this year, is8 in that tradition of concern for, and
dedication to, security in a part of Europe where North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) and Warsaw Treaty politico-military groupings come into direct,
armed contact. A meamorandum of the Polish Government setting forth the plan in
detail has been transmitted to all interested States. Since it was dealt with at
length in the general debate in the Assembly by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Poland, Marian Orzechowski, I should like now to comment briefly only on those of
its salient points which are of broad, universal relevance.

The plan was conceived as a response to the basic and inalienable shared
responsiblity of all States - large, small and medium-sized - for the state of the
world. It seeks to promote security through direct co-operation of the States
concerned, those covered by the territorial acope of the plan: Belgium,
Czechoslovakia, Deanmark, the German Democratic Republic, the Federal Republic of
Germany, Hungary, Luxembourg, the Netherlands and Poland.

Poland has concluded that the quality of political, economic and cultural
relations in Rurope, developed in the wake of the Conference on Secur ity and
Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) and the process which it has set in motion, does not
warrant the high level of military preparedness now obtaining. It should therefore
be possible for the States of the European continent, especially in its central
part, to ensure for themselves an undiminished and equal security at a considerably
lower level of military potential.

Under the plan, that goal in Central Europe would be reached throuch a graduai
withdraval and/or reduction of specified, mitually agreed kinds and gquantities of

nuclear and conventional arms. Apart from the stipiations on arms reduction,
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the initiative also provides for appropriate, far-reaching confidence- and
sccurity-building measures as well as for a mechanism for the strict verification
of compliance.

It is also unctaworthy that the Polish plan provides for the possibility of
negotiating and iit:oducing parallel, stage-by-stage disarmament meesures in the
whole of Europe, from the Atlantic to the Urals. In this context, we welcome and
qupport the lateat Soviet proposal relating to the reduction ot the level of
military activity in th: northern part of Eurcpe and the adjacent areas.

1 should like now to turn to the provision in the plan for joint actions aimed
at such an evolution of the respective military doctrines that they could
reciprocally be assessed as strictly defensive. These doctrines would have o be
based on the principle of military potential indispensable tor effective defence
only. Consequently, anything in axcesg of that minimum would have to be trimmed
off through co-operation and negotiations. The agreed measures would have to
respect the principles of the equality of rights and security of all parties,
balance and reciprocity. The Polish initiative is now the subject of intensive
bilateral consultations between the inte:iested States.

The Polish plan, which has already come to be known as the Jaruzelski Plan,
represents an eminently timely and practical building-block for the creation of a
comprehensive system of international peace and security, which Poland and other
Statew ot the socialist community jointly submitted to the General Assembly at 1i.°
forty-first sessjon. It is our intention to pursue that initiative at this
gession. To that end, we shall co-operate closely with the non-aligned countries
and with those Western countries which subscribe to the ultimate goal of the
system - a world free of nuclear arms, a commitment to refrain from the use of

force or threat of force, and broad, universal international co-operation based on
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the principles of equal rights and mutual benefits. We are ready to co-operate
with all States to that end. Addressing military and political as well as economic
and humanitarian spheres willing to encourage and promote co-operation in those
spheres and also in regard to ecology, the propcied system aims - through a
non-confrontational, pragmatic dialogae between all Stataes, without distinction of
8ize or status, whether military or economic - at creating material, political,
legal, moral and peychological guarantees of peace and security for all.

The perception of security, like moral and psychological guarantees of peace,
ig roorved deep in the minds of men. It is almost a decade since, in 1978, the
Gener al Assembly, on the initiative of Poland, adopted the Declaration on the
Preparation of Societies for Life in Peace. 1 hope that the current, third
periodic review of the implementation of the Declaration will focus on the
significant role which that document has played, especially within the context of
cbservances of the Internatinnal Year of Peare, in fostering positive attitudes in
international relations. May I in this connection express our appreciation to the
Secretary-General for the attention he gave to the preparation of his reports on
this subject.

We ara convinced that in future the Declaration will continue to promote the
shaping of peaceful attitudes of societies and that its standing in international
life will be strengthened. Therefore, in our opinion, it is advisable to consider
the need to upgrade the international status of the Declaration.

Poland has been actively involved in all multilateral disarmament negotiating
forums: the Vienna talks on the reduction of armed forces and armaments in Europe,
the CSCE, in Stockholm, now meeting in Vienna and, for over a quarter of a century

now, the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva. We attach major significance to all
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of them, if only because their positive feedback adds momentum to and stimulates
the critically important bilateral dialogue on nuclear disarmament.

Poland has traditionally taken a very keen interest in accelerat. he pace
of work on the elimination of chemical weapons. Accordingly, we had hoped that,
given the flexibility and accommodation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
a draft accord would have been in hand by this forty-second session of the General
Assembly. My country, which has never had chemical weapons and intends never to
acquire them, hopes that the General Assembly will briny pressure to bear on those
who are draggirg their feet on a chemical arms ban, in order to allow the

Conference on Disarmament to finalize its work. That accord is urgently needed.
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With regard to questions covered by the report of the Conference on
Disarmament for 1987, which has just been introduced by the President of the
Conference, I find it very disturbing that no significant movement has so far been
recorded in Geneva on the all-important issues of the prevention of the
militarization of outer space or the nuclear test ban. We should like to hope that
the document containing the "Basic Provisions of a Treaty on the Complete and
General .rohibition of Nuclear Weapons Tests"” (CD/756), which Poland has sponsored
together with seven other socialist States parties to the W rsaw Treaty, will
facilitate productive work in that regard in 1988,

In this connection, let me restate most emphaticaliy the support which poland
has already expres: :d at Geneva for the constructive and imaginative proposals
submitted by the Soviet Union to the Conference on Disarwmament on & Augqust.
Specifically, we welcome the suggestion, within the context of a verification
system in a chemical-weapons convention, of adopting the principle of m-.ndatory
challenge inspection.

It is with prufound satisfaction that we have taken note of the
Shevardnadze~-Shultz agreement reached in Washington to begin, before
1 December 1987, full-scale, stage—by-stage negotiations on the limitation o the
yield and frequency of nuclear-weapon tests, with a view to their total prohibition.

We are confident that the agreements reached and the announced
nuclear-test-ban negotiations will add substantial momentum to the elaboration cf
appropriate draft accords at the Conference on Disarmament 1n Geneva.

Let me finally stress that the confidencc hich Poland has placed in the
Conference on Disarmament has never ebbed. We lend our full suppcrt, therefore, to

the suggestions made at Geneva for enhancing both the status and the negotiating
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ability of the Conference on Disarmament. Poland, in concert with its allies, will
spare no effort to make a meaningful contribution to the work ot that forum -
indeed, to all the disarmament forums we are engaged in.

My delegation may wish to speak at a later date on other, specific problems on
the Comnittee's disarmament agenda.

Mr. ROCHE (Canada): The Canadian delegation congratulates you, Sir, on
your election to head this important Committee. We recognize the very impressive
credentials you bring to your post as well as the vital role that Africa plays in
our deliberations. We shall give you our full support.

The Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Akashi, and the
members of the secretariat may also be arsured of Canada's full co-oper:tion in
advancing the international cause of disarmament.

We also congratulate the delegation of Costa Rica on tha award of the Nobel
Peace Prize to President Arias for his peace plan ior Central America. That is
certainly an inspiration to us all.

The meetings of the First Committee this year are peing held at an auspicious
moment. We are on the eve of a historic agreement between the United States and
the Soviet Union that will eliminate an entire class of nuclear weapons and be the
first accord that actually reduces the number of nuclear weapons in the world.

The signing of an intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement at a summit of
the leaders of the United States of America and the Soviet Union will be an
important advance in the new openness and willingness ot both super Powers to reach
balanced and verifiable arms control agreements. Although the agreement will
eliminate only 3 per cent of the world's nuclear arsenal, its political
significance is enormous, for it will also begin a process of building a better and

more suitable East-West relationship. Builaing this relationship to enlarge
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understanding and lessen suspicion is 2 major task for Governments and peoples
around the world.

There are additional reasons for an optimintic spirit to pervade the
Committee, for in this year so far we have seen progress in the neqotiations for a
chemical weapons treaty; preparations for a new forum to negotiate conventional
force reductiowns in Europe; the successful application of the Stockholm
confidence-building agreement; an improvement in +he risk-reduction operation of
the United States and the Soviet Union; a move by the super-Powers towards
negotiations on nuclear testing, with the ultimats objective of a complete
cessation of tests; an international consensus on the Final Document of the
International Conference on the Relationship hetween Disarmament and Development
that broadens the definition of security; and a dramatic increase in East-West
exchanges and visits,

Though enormous problems and challenges remain, there 1s a new, cautious
spirit of optimism in international relations. This is particularly noticeable
here at the United Nations, where the despondency over the financial crisis has
given way to an improved outlook that combines vision and pragmatism. In Canada's
view, there are new possibilities for creative thinking to resclve the problems ot
conflict and deprivation that still afflict large arecas of the world.

The International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development was an example of this creative thinking. In fact, the Conforer~e was
a landmark, because, for the first time, the 150 participating nations, through
consensus, took a broad approach to security, emphasizing that it consists of

“not. only military, but also political, economic, social, humanitarian and

human rights and ecological aspects."™ (A/CCNF.130/21, para. 14)

Working constructively on all these elements of security, on the one hand creates
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conditions conducive to disarmament, and on the other provides the environment for
the successful pursult of development. This ice a big programme and it cc ‘irms the
over-arching fact of our time, that peace is a multi-agenda process involving
economic and social development as well as arms control measures, the protection of
human rights and &n end to racial discrimination.

Continued action to keep this new momentum rolling will make it possib. to
sce more clearly the first rays of dawn after a long night of impasse.

The East-West negotiating atmosphere has an inevitable impact on progress in
other arms control forums. The positive momentum which has developed has already
had importent spin-offs at the multilateral level. For example, uew developments
in the area of conventiona) security in Europe offer hope of increased security and
stability at lower levels of armaments on the European continent. Discussions
initiated by the West earlier this year to examine a mandate for future
conventional stability talks suggest that negotiations in this increasingly
Importunt area will be launched in the foreseeable future. Meanwhile, the
provisions of the Stockholm agreement, which came into force on 1 January this
year, have facilitated the observatior of sizeable military exercises in Europe and

resulted in two unprecedented on-site inspections.
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While we all eagerly await news of progress in the Geneva talks, we should not
lose sight of the important contributions that can be made at the naticnal level to
promoting peace and disarmament.

What practical contribution can céuntzies such as Canada make to arms control
and disarmament? First, we urge compliance with existing treaties. To deviate
from full compliance is to threaten the basic credibility and viability of arms
control. Canada attaches particular importance to the maintenance and
strengthening of the nuclear non-proliferation régime. We also believe that the
traditional or restrictive interpretation of tue anti-balliscic missile Treaty
8hould be maintained. A secoad contribution is through gaining support for
confidence-building measures, such as openness, transparency and verification, for
these constitute the building biocks of future arms con:irol and disarmament
agreements. Thirdly, support at the multilateral level strengthens bilateral or
regional disarmament negotiations. Meaningful arms control agreements require a
step-by-step process of negotjation based on. and in association with,
confidence-building.

Canada remains firmly committed to playing an active role in the search tor
peace and disarmament. As the Committee knows, we have devoted considerable
resources to the study of arms control verification. We are convinced that through
our work cn this issue we can make a practical and realistic contribution to the
arms control and disarmament process. Adequate and effective measuvres of
verification are the primary mechanism whereby compliance with arms control
undertakings is demonstrated.

If it is to be effective, verification must be fundamentally a partnership,
like the arms control pirocess itself. It must actively involve all the parxties in

an agreement in a régime whose goal is mutual reassurance concerning continuing
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compliance. An effective rerification régime ls a powerful way of building
confidence. Verification, then, is not a luxury or an unusual activity. Rather,
it is a basic and normal process that reflects a legitimate concern about ongoing
compliance vith a commitment. The conduct of verification actlvities must come to
be accepted as a necessary and normal part of the relations between parties to arms
contrcl agreements.

Canada was therefore pleased that the coaisensus report of the Verification
working Group at the Disarmament Commission this year agreed that

"verification is a critically important element in the negotiation and

implementation of arms limitation and disarmament.”

Moreover, the agreement on the illustrative list of principles of verification has
advanced the international community's understanding of how to apply verification.
For example, the agreement that adequate and effective verification requires the
employment of different techniques, such as national technical means, international
technical means and international procedures, including on-site inspections, has a
direct bearing on the intermediate-range nuclear forces agreement and the
continuing negotiation of a c“emical weapons treaty. Verification provisions, of
course, formed an essential element in the successful application of the Stockholm
agreement.

Canada welcomes this evolution in the approach to verification, for which we
have pressed for some time. We look forward to its continuing practical
application to the arms control issues on the current intrrnational agenda, and
will introduce a resolution calling for further work on verification at the next
session of the Disarmament Commission.

Nuclear weapons, of course, are not the only weapons of mass destruction.

Theve are also chemical weapons. The confirmed, repeated use of such weapons in
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the Iran-Iraq war cannot be too strongly deplored. The known existence and use of
chemical weapons underline the importance of concluding as soon as possible a
ccmprehensive ban on these abhorrent weapons. We shou:d note that real progress
has continued during the 1987 session bf the Conference on Disarmament. A treaty
banning chemical weapons will require the most complex set of verification measures
aver included i1in a multilateral arms control agreement. It is therefore important
the th2 negotiatars proceed with special care and diligence, making as much speed
as is consistent with thoroughness. The Canadian delegation, in close co-operation
with our colleagues from Poland, will put forward a resolution relating to the
chenical weapcns negoctlations, for which we shall again be :eking consensus
support.

We shall also again introduce a resolution on the prohibition of the
pr- ~tior of f)isionable material for weapons purposes, which we regard as an
efiective means of preventing the expansion and the proliferation of nuclear
weapons.

The realization of a nagotiated and verifiable comprehensive test-ban tieaty
that would end all nuclear explosions by all countries in all environments for all
time remains a fundamental Canadian disarmament objective. We expect again to
co-gponsor such a resolution, which would inspire the Conference on Disarmament to
establish an ad hoc committee with a mandate to examine the fundamental questions
of scope, compiiance and verification, as a step towards negotiating a treaty.
Surely, now that the United States and the Soviet Union have decided to recommence
negotiations on nuclear testing after a hiatus of eight years, the Conference on
Lisarmament ought t- '.e able to move together on this critical issue. Meanwhile,
we shali continue to support the Committee on Disarmament's Group of Scientific

Experts in working towards a global seismic monitoring system, using
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Canadian expertise. We are pleased that Dr. Peter Basham of Cancda has been
selected as co~ordinatox for a major global test as part of the development of an
international se}smic data exchange.

The attention of the international community bas begun to focus on the third
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Canada remains of
the view that the stalkss for that session are enormous. Failure would not only
deal a devastating blow to the continuation of a meaningful role for the United
Nations in the field of disarmament, but could have negative repercussions for
ongoing negotiations. On the otber hand, success would serve to re-establish
confidence in the arms control and disarmament process and would heighten the
importance of United Nations efforts. ‘The Final Document of the tirst special

session devoted Lo dimarmament, adopted by consensus, should remain intact and

unchallenged. We should build upon this document, heeding the lessone learned
since _978. The goal of the third special sessicn davoted to disarmament should be
attainable, the international climate supportive, the preparations extensive.

Canada fully subscribes to the Secretary-General's view, expressed ir his
annual report, that the third special session devoted to disarmament provides a
valuable opportunity to realize the potential of the United Nations. Moreover, as
the Secretary-General noted, verification

"is an area in which the United ilations can make a significant contribution"

(A/42/1,p. 9)
and Canada expects that the session will advance the practical application of

verification in disarmament agreements.
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Finally, I want to say a word about how this Committee works. I need not
repeat Canada's commitment to an active and effective multilateral approach to arma
control and disarmament. The United Nations is a unique forum as a global
sounding-board for security concerns.- We kiaow it 18 true that the United Naticns
works better when the major Powers are themselves co-operating, and it is also true
that the machinery here in our hande needs impro . Last year we dealt with
72 draft resolutions; that number {8 excessive, especially when many texts compete
with others and only 30 per cent are adopted by consensus. what do they mean to
the average person? How can the public comprehend cur work?

We feel that unless the First Committee can discipline itself and tighten the
processes it runs the risk of losing credibitity and having only a marginal role in
arms~-control and disarmament matters. Two thirds of our decisions are taken by
straight majority vote, without regard for the views of a minority whose support
may be essential for their implementation. That is why we put particular emphasis
on the search for consensus and on greater efforts at early consultation among all
groups.

Fortunately, a growing number of countries want to streamline the role of the
United Nations in the field of disarmament and many excellent suggestions have been
0. Jde throughout the course of the study of the United Nationa Disarmament
Commission on this queation, led by the delegation of Camercon. Previous chairmen
of the First Committee have been especially act.ve in rationalizing the Committee's
work as the centre-piece of United Nations efforts in disarmament. At the first
meeting of the Committee this year Amoassador Wachmann, last year's Chaiiman,
reported the progress made by an informal committee of Friends of the Chair. There
appears to be an emerging convergence of views on certain improvements. These are

chjefly: to start the substantive work of the First Committee one week earlier to
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give more time tor consuliations and negotiations on draft resolutions with a view
to getting a higher percentage of consensus resolutions; to combine the general
debate with specific statements to enable the Committee, from the outset, to give
more attention to specific items; to advance tne deadline for the submission of
draft resolutions to give more time for consideration before votingj) and to reduce
the number of resolutions by combining proposals on the same issue in order to
attempt to achieve consensus.

Canada supports those concrete proposals and encourages you, Mr. Chairman, to
work with the Secretariat tu put these reforms into action. We are prepared to
start our work here one week earlier next year.

Earlier, 1 spoke of the reasons for hope as we contemplate the progress on the
agenda for peace. In this Committee especially we know there are no rapid remedies
in disarmament; but the long-term strategies and ongoing negotiations are, at last,
making a dent in the arsenals of weapons. We must contribute to the momentum of
this development. The time is ripe to improve odur own processes and hence the
quality of our work. That challenge should energize us anew.

Mr. MERKULOV (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation from
Russian): Allow me to congratulate you, Mr. Chairmai, and the other officers of
the Committee on your election to your important posts. I sincerely wish you every
guccess in your guidance of the proceedings of the First Committee in which we all
repose great hope.

In today's interdependent world, the work of preserving human civilization and
saving it from annihilation in a war in which nuclear and other weapons of mass
destruction would be used is of particular urgency.

The adverse effects of armaments car be felt even today: they divert vast

mater.al and intellectual resonrces trom the work of economic and social



BG/8 A/C.1/42/PV. 4
313

(Mr. Merkulov, Ukrainian $8R)

development, the elimination of hunger and poverty, the fight against old and
horrible new diseases, and improvement of the ecology. All that was convincingly
demonstrated at the recent International Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development.

The Ukrainian delegation shares the alarm at the situation in the world today
expressed in the course of the general debate at this session of the United Nations
General Assembly. Our people are worried about how the international situation
will develop: I8 there going to be an increase in tension and confrontation or is
there going to be a strengthening ot peace, a solution ot conflicts and the
expansion of mutually advantageous co-operation?

In this regard, I should like to draw attention to an article by the General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,

Mr. Mihail Gorbachev, "Reality and safeguards for a safe world", issued on the
occasion of this session of the United Nations General Assembly. The article,
which has been circulated as an official document of the United Nations (A/42/574),
sets out the Soviet approaches to the shaping of a comprehensive system of
interrational security. At the same time, it is an invitation to dialogue on
problems which are of concern to all mankind.

The Ukrainian delegation believes that the United Nations is the Organization
in which such dialogue can be fruitful and should culminate in concrete
recommendations for a world organized on the basis of new political thinking. We
express our readiness, along with other States, to seek paths of peace based on
recognition by the peoples of the world of the community and interdependence of
their fates, rather than on nuclear furce, selfishness and hostility.

As we approach the building of the edifice of security, every floor of it must

be constructed with the same care and attention. A key element here, in our view,
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i8 the problem of eliminating the material means of waging war. Owing to the long
standstill in disarmament talks when there was an urgent need for bold,
ground-breaking approaches to overcome inertia, the Soviet Union on 15 January 1986
put forward a concrete programme for tne creation of a nuclear-free world and a
stage-by-stage elimination of all types of weapons of mass destruction by the end
of this century. This was seen by some as a Utopian idea, but the passage of time
has amply proved the validity of the Soviet initiative. On the basis of that
programme it became possible to make a conceptual breakthrough in a whole range of
problems of nuclear disarmament in the Soviet-American summit meeting at Reykjavik.

Today we note with satisfaction that the seeds sown in Reykjavik have begun to
sprout encouragingly. The USSR and the United States of America have achieved
agreement in principle on the question of eliminating two categories ot nuclear
weapons, medium-range and shorter-range missiles. For the first time in the
history of nuclear weapons there is the prospect of the physical reduction of
nuclear arsenals. This is a concrete disarmament measure and strikes a palpable
blow at the doctrines of a limited use of nuclear weapons and the so-called
concrolled escalation of a nuclear conflict. 'With the conclusion of a treaty on
those two categories of weapons a new page of wisdom and political vision has been
written in the history of Europe, Asia and, indeed, the whole world.

The Ukraine's in! 2rest in strengthening the foundations of security on the
European continent is quite understandable: our people, like so many others, have
experienced firsthand the most grievous conriequences of the devastating wars in
Europe, in particular the Second World War. Therefore, the Ukrainian SSR welcomes
this important step designed to strengthen peace on the continent and throughout

the world.
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The agreement on medium~ and shortei-range missiles has yet another
dimension. It will provide an impetus to a 50 per cent cut in strategic otfensive
weapons, combined with strict compliance with the Treaty on the Limitation of
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems. That‘approach is entirely in line with the goal
set in the joint Soviet-United States statements of 1985, namely, tc prevent an
2rms race in space and to halt it on Earth, to limit and reduce nuclear weapons and
to strengthen strategic stability. As we have seen, the significance of
implementing the principle formulated at that time of a 5U per cent cut in the
nuclear armaments of the United States and the USSR, far transcends the framework
of bilateral soviet-American relations. The international community is entitled to
expect concrete accords on this subject as early as the first halt of next year.

As it has officially announced, the Soviet Union is prepared to take the most
vigorous action in this regard.

We are firmly convinced that t' > cessation of nuclear tests is an area upon
which the multilateral efforts of States should be focused. It is high time a
solution was found to this question.

At the Geneva Conference on Disarmament the socialist countries submitted a
joint document on the basic provisions of a treaty on the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapons tests. The delegation of tle Ukrainian SSR believes
that that document provides a solid basis for opening substantive negotiations. It
summar izes many years of experience in dealing with this item, both within the
United Nations framework and in other forums, and it takes into account the new
ideas advanced by many States, including those proposed in the statements by the
lealers of six countries on four continents.

The draft treaty is a qualitatively new document that is permeated with the

spirit of new political thinking. This is evidenced, tirst and foremost, by the
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way in which the quesiion of control and verification is dealt with. The Ukrainian
delegation shares the view that effective verification and control are absolute
prerequisites of the effective implementation of true disarmament measures. In th-
light of this, the new document provides for large-scale verification measures. In
particular, there is the matter of announcing the location of test sites, the
participation of international inspectors in monitoring the non-conduct of
nuclear-weapons tests, and the establishment, to those ends, of an international
body of inspectors. The reality and feasibility of such forms of verification have
been vividly proved by the joint experiment conducted by Soviet and United States
scientists in Semipalatinsk.

At present all statements to the effect that effective control over the
non-conduct of nuclear explosions is impossible are utterly groundless.

Substantial headway has been made in recent years, in improving uational seismic
means of verification. Thus, most of the experts who participated in the Moscow
forum of sclentists for ending nuclear tests held in July of last year, came to the
conclusion that nuclear explosions with a yield of 20 to 30 tons could be reliably
recorded at distances of up to 2,000 to 3,000 kilometres. A one-kiloton explosion
has been recorded at a distance of 10,000 kilometres. ‘''his was confirmed by the
seismic recording of a nuclear explosion in Nevada made in the territory of the
Soviet Union and submitted to the participants at the meeting.

The current level of technical achievements, the many years of experience in
negotiating and debating the problem of nuclear-weapons testing and the Soviet
Union's 18 -month unilateral moratori: n on nuclear explosions on its territory have
shown that the conclusion of a treaty is indeed feasible. 1In this connection the

delegation of the Ukrainian SSR welcomes the agreement between the Soviet Union and
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the United States to open full-scale talks prior to 1 December 1987 on the
limitation and, ultimately, the complete cessaticn of nuclear testiig.

The task of building a safe world calls for the joint efforts of all States
and for a revitalization not only of Silateral but also of multilateral mechanisms
for producing and implementing disarmament measures. 1In this area, the United
Nations and its bodies have an important role to p’ay. We view the United Nations
as the most democratic international forum for solving disarma..~nt problems,
including problems of nuclear disarmament, and f£or promoting the idea of a
nuclear-free world. We are convinced that the time has come to involve the
Securi’ ; Council more actively in this process, in accordance with Article 26 of
the United Nations Charter. The Ukrainian deleyation supports the proposal to
initiate a multilateral exchange ¢f views among all nuclear Powe:.s within the
framework of the Security Council with a view te finding common ground in their
approaches to possible ways and means of eliminating nuclear weapons. The Security
Council has an important role to play in producing specific measures to rid the
world of nuclear weapons and to give universal guarantees that they will not be
reconstituted.

The Geneva Conference on Disarmament should make its own contributiun to
nuclear disarmament and to the internationalizing of the efforts to create a
nuclear-free and non-violent world. 1In the past, that body has been effective in
producing a number of major international agreements. At this time, it must
intensify its efforts. The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR calls upon the
“onference to implement the numerous United Nations resolutions and to begin, at
long last, relevant negotiations with a view to achieving ayreement on practical

steps to prevent nuclear war.
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First and foremost, there must be a renunciation by nuclear-weapon States of
the use of nuclear weapons and the conclusion of an international convention to
that effect, as well as a freeze, by all nuclear-weapon States, of their arsenals.

The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR is convir:ed that renunciation by the
nuclear Powers of war against each other and against third States, both nuclear and
conventional, would be of great importance in terms of creating political and legal
guarantees of security and confidencr-building. The Soviet Union and the People's
Republic of China have unilaterally undertaken to forgo the first use of nuclear
weapons. The world community expects all other nuclear States to follow that
example.

Confidence-building among States would als) be served by the adoption of
defensive military doctrines by all nuclear Powers and military alliances,
something that the States signatories of the Warsaw Treaty have called for. We
support the just demands for the establishment of nuclear-free zones in various
parts of the world. A major contribution to the strengthening of global security
would be the implementation of proposals for the establishment of a nuclear-free
corridor in the centre of Europe and for nuclear-free zones in the north of Europe,
in the Balkans, in the Korean Peninsula and ir Sout h—-East Asia.

Further joint efforts are now r uired to strengthen in every possible way the
régime of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, especially in view of the growing
nuclear ambitions of Israel, South Africa and some other countries. One of the
challenges facing international relations today ie close multilateral co-operation
in the safe development of nuclear-power production. Further steps must be taken
to enhance the role of the International Atomic Fnergy Agency in these matters.

In giving priority to the pr¢! lems involving nuclear weapons and space, we do

not intend to belittle the importance of otheniisszues the aslutdoniof which is
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vital for peace and security on this planet. In the present situation it is
important to work for significant reductions in armed forces and conventional arms,
new generations of which now have destructive effects very close to those of
weapons of mass annihlilation. This abplies above all to Burope, where two world
wars have broken out. There are circles that prefer merely to lament the problem
of conventional armaments, whereas the socialist countries have on many occasions
expressed their readiness to solve it at the neqotiating table.

A real way of achieving substantial reductions in armed forces and
conventional arms in Europe has been opened up by the Budapest initiative of the
States signatories nf the Warsaw Treaty. As we know, that initiative envisages
reaching agreement on considerable reductions in armed forces and in nuclear,
tactical and conventional arms, from the Atlantic to the Urals. Unfortunately, the
countries members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) have so far
failed to provide an adequate answer to that appeal.

The international community looks forward to an early completion of talks
concerning the drafting of an international convention on the banning of chemical
means of waging war. For many years, representatives of some West rn States have
been attempting at sessions of the General Assembly to convince world public
opinion of the alleged superiority of the US R in the field of chemical weapons.
We will leave such allegations to the conscience of those who have made them.
Today, one fact would seem to be perfectly obvious: work on the convention is the
touchstone that tests the validity of sincere readiness to do away with that

problem once and for all.
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In that context, the delegation of the Ukrainian S8fR regrets that, in view of
the reluctance of some of the negotiators, the Special Committee on Chemical
Weapons has missed an opportunity to hold an additional session to complete work on
the convention. As is known, the Soviet Union has clearly demonstrated its
readiness to achieve early and practical i1esults in this respect by inviting
experts from 45 countries to the military facility at Shikhany, where, for two
days, they observed samples of Soviet chemical weapons and methods for their
deatruction.

The Conference is only one step away from completing the text of the
convention. We must exert the greatest possible efforts to fi.d mutually
acceptable solutions to the outstanding issues, including the problem of binary
chemical weapons. It is the duty of the General Assembly to contribute actively to
tne achievement of an agreement that woula serve the vital interests of all mankind.

The Ukrainian delegation is of the opinon that, in view of the extent to which
agreement has been reached between the negotiating States and other countries
concerned, it would be possible for the First Committee to conclude its
congideration of the question of chemical weapons by adopting a single resolution
on the basis of consensus. Sucih a decision would be an important prac:ical step
towards the creation of a favourable atmospiere conducive to the early
implementation of the mandate which the General Assembly has entrusted to the
Conference on Disarmament.

Trust has invariably been one of the most important elements throughout the
history of mankind and on its scale of values. In a nuclear age, when the very
survival of the world is at stake, truzst and mutual understanding should be an
essential element of comprehensive security and should encouvrage concrete steps

towards disarmament. In view of the integral link between trust and disarmament
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the one should not be contrasted with, or opposed to, the cther; rather, we should
act in accordance with the principle:r the more trust, the more disarmamentj the
more disarmament, the more trust.

It is incumbent upon every State'to do ev:.rything in its power to ensure that
ideological and politi.al differences, hostility and suspicion should give vay to
recognition of the common lot of the human species and the primacy of common huaan
va.ues. The United Nations holds broad possibilities of actively promoting
democratic and humanitarian principles in the conduct of international relations.
We are convinced that the role of the Organization as a guarantor of security will
continue to increase.

The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR igs confident that the cdecisions taken this
seasion of the General Assembly will give further impetus to bold and urgent action
to preserve life on earth and change it for the better. It seems to us that this
forty-second sassion and the forthcoming third special session of the General
Assembly on disarmament could }ay a good foundation fot ersuring that th.: 1990s
become a decade of building a nuclear-weapon-free, non-violent and democratic world.

Mr. BIERRING /Denmark): I have the honour ana privilege of addressing
the Committee on behalf of the twelve States members of the European Community. I
should like fi-st to extend our congratulations to you, Sir, on your election to
the chairmanship of this important Committee and also to the other members of the
bureau. We trust that under your leadership the First Committee will conduct itse
business efficiently and successfully and we can assure you of the full support of
the Twelve.

The work of the First Committee, to which we attach considerable importance,
cannot be cegarded in lisolatioi. from international developments iu general. This

has always been s0, but this year we are meeting in an 1rnternational climate that



FMB/ 10 A/C.1/42/PV. 4
43

{(Mr. bivrring, Denmark)

should inspire and influence our work in an increasingly positive manner. A great
deal has happened in kast-West relations (n recent montha. The United States of
America and the Soviet Union are at presen! enuaged in an intense dialogue - as
demonstrated by the outcome of the meeting held in washington in September between
the Uaited States Secretary of State and the Forelgn Minister of the Soviet Union.
Measures of arms control and disarmament are the main focus but the talks also
cover a number of other major issues »f interest to East and West, including human
rights and regional cunflicts. The I'welve nope that the summit meeting between
President Reagan .und General Secretary Gorbachev will le»rd to constructive progress
and concrets results in the comprehensive relationship be .ca:n the two Powers. In
the view of the Twelve, it is important to vaintain a broad scope for dialogue
since we know from experience that tangible and durable progress in one area is
difficult to achieve if t' @ situa~ion in other areas is not developing in a
satisfactory manrer. On the other hand, it is also obvious tha: positiv. results
in one area strengthen mutual confidence and thus enhance tae possibilities of
progress in other areas.

The 1Twelve have closely followed recent developments in East-West relations
and have noted a number of encouraging steps towards a more stable and cons.ructive
relaticnship. The crucial test, however, 18 the extent to which declarations and
proposals brought forward during *he nejotiations will lead to concrete
agreements. In the context of arms contrcl, increased confiie ice and yrea.2:
openness are fundamental requirements for real progress towards balanced and
verifiable arms contiol and disarmament measures which will enhance security using
the lowest possible number of forces.

'fhe twelve members of the European Community, <onvinced that peace and

security in Zurope cannot be built by military means alone, attach particular
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importance to the Conterence on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE)
process. They stress that tangible and lasting progress in all fields of the CSCE
process, including full implementation of the provisions within the human
dimension, is indispensable if relations between East and Wast are to develop in a
climate of confidence, an important concomitant of ag:eements on disarmament and
arms cnntrol.

Increased information and openness are directly related to the question of
confidence and consiitute elements common to arms con‘rol and disarmament
negotiationa. The Twelve have consistently supported a freer, more open flow of
useful and objective information on military matters. The United Nations reporting
system, whereby Member States iu different ge)graphical reqgions and with different
budgeting and accounting systems can supply information about their military
expenditurva in a standardized form, is a valusble instrument that contr ibutes to
greater clarity in this area. The Twelve regret that there are still many States
within the United Nations which have declined to particiocate in this useful
exercise. For the Twelve, increased information on military matters is an
important prerequisite for achieving agreements on the reduction of armed forces.

Adequate verification is an essential element of arms limitation 2.4
disarmament agreements., Verification measures differ according to the requirements
of the agreement in question, but a general and fundamental criterion ls to provide

maximum incentive for strict compliance.
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Adequate and effective vevification nrovisions that act as a detegrent to
circumvention >f an agreemen® will oiter a necessary assurance to the parties that
the undertakings agreed upon are being strictly adhered to. Effective verification
arrangements can thus contribute to a general strengthening of confidence amony
States in che field of arms control.

wWhen considering the wide area of arms ~ontrol and disarimament I must stress
that for the Twelve all relevant elements of the military balance - nuclear,
conventional and chemical forces — are of the utmost importance. Nuclear arms
reduction remains one of the highest priorities and the United States of America
and the Soviet Union have a crucial responsibility tor achieving substantial ana
balanced reductions in the total level of nuclear arsenals. The Twelve tnerefore
find it very encouraqing that in Septemper the two military super—-Powers were able
to reach agreement in principle to concluie a treaty on the global elimination of
Amervicanr and Soviet .and-based intermediate~-range nuclear miessiles with a range of
between 520 and 5,500 kilometres, thereby removing a whole class of nuclear
weapons. This would indeed be a major achieverent. The Twelve hope that this
recent progress in the American-Soviet dialogue will give new impetus to tne
pilateral negetiations on other United States-Soviet nuclear missile and space
gystems. The Twelve attach great importance to reaching agreemeant on 50 per cent
reductions in the strategic nuclear arsenals of the two super-Powers, in accordance
with their earlier agreed objective.

While supportcing and encouraging the two countries in their efforts to
negotiate agrcements on reductions of auclear arms, the Twelve stiess the
importance of strict compliance by all parties with existing arms-control
agreements, including the bilateral United sStates-Soviet Anti-Ballistic Missile

Treaty ot 1972.
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The guestion of a comprehensive tes“ ban remains on the agenda of the
Conference on Pisarmament. The astablishment of an ad hoc comnittee on this issue
is st{ll pending, since agreement oun the question of the committee's mandate has
not yet been reached. The Gcoup of Seismic Experts is considering the various
technical problems concerning verification, including the work on seismic data
exchange, and the Twelve are looking torward to the Group's continuing its useful
work.

The Twelve have taken note of the recent United States-Soviet agreement to
iuitiate bilateral stage-by-stage negotiations on verification measures, which will
make it possible to ratify the United States—USSR 1974 Threshold Test-Ban Treaty
and the 1976 Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty, and on further intermediate
limitations l¢ sding to the ultimate obiective of the complete cessation of nuclear
testing.

The First Committee' . agenda contains, as in previous years, proposals
concerniqg nuclear-weapon-free zones in certain parts of the world. The creation of
such zones could contribute to stability in the areas concerned, to
non-proliferation and to the disarmament process in general, provided that the
States concerned are prepared to participate on the basis of agreements freely
entered into and in keeping with internationally recognized principles.

The Twelve attach the utmoet importance to an effective international
non-proliferation régime. Efforts should be made to increase support of the
non-proliferation régime within the international cHommunity.

The Twelve see an urgent need to achieve concrete results in the field of
conventional arms limitation and disarmament. <Conventional disarmament is an

integral and essential part of the overall disarmament process for several reasons.
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It is conven! ional weapons that, since the creation of the United Nations and
before, have been the cause of many millions of lost lives and untold suffering in
different parts of the world. Furthermore, expenditure on conventional arinaments
and forces accounts for the overwhelming part of all military budgets in the world,
is a serious economic strain on a large number of countries, and is often an
obstacle to social and economic development. The process oi conventional
disarmament is therefore essential for all States in the world and should be
pursued on the global and regional levels. Tihe aim of this process should be to
seek effective and verifiable arms-control agreements, which should lead to
increased security at the lowest possible level of forces.

For Europe, the need for conventional disarmament derives from the fact that
our continent has the largest conceatration of arms and forces in the world. It is
very important to achieve a reduction in the levels of conventional forces together
with the elimination of imbalances that threaten stability and security. There i
also a need to build upon and expand the confidence- and security-building measures
adopted at last year's Stockholm Conference, which made a major contribution to
improving security and co-operation in Europe. The Twelve hope to san further
progress in this field as a result of the Vienna Follow-up Meeting of the
Conference on Security and Co—-operation in Europe (CSCE). The Twelve underline
their strong interest in the discussions in this connection on further steps to
promote stability through the establishment in Europe of a stable and secure
balance of conventional force= at a lower level.

The Twelve also support efforts in other parts of the world to increase
confidence and security, thereby contributing to progress towards conventional

disarmument agre«ments at a regional level.



8G/11 A/C.1/42/PV.4
49-50

(Mr. Bilerring, benmark)

The United Naticns Disarmament Commission had a substantive consideration of
the question of conventional disarmament at its 1927 session. The Twelve
participated actively in the deliberations on this item in the working group
chaired by a mewber ¢f the Twelve. We 1look torward to the turther consideration of
this issue by the Commission at its next substantive seesion in 1988 on the basis
of the report from the working group and hope that concrete results will then pe
achieved.

Negotiations on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and
on their desttﬁction are a priority task for the Conference on Disarmament. The
Twelve reaffirm their commitment to the total elimination of chemical weapons, and
members of the Twelve have contributed substantially to the work of the Conference
on Disarmament on this subject. Important progress has been made on certain parts

of the text of a draft conventlion.
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Solutions to some sensitive political and complicated technical problems are,
however, still outstanding. One of the crucial elements is veritication, where it
is necessary tn establish a stringent régime providing for on-site inspection on
challenge when circumstances so require, and to secure adequate verification of
non-production of chemical weapons in the chemical industry. The Twelve welcome
the progress made in the Conference on Disarmament this year. We hope that further
constructive steps will make it possible to move closer towards an early agreement
on a comprehensive, world-wide and etfectively verifiable treaty emiracing the
total destruction of existing stockpiles of chemical weapons within an agreed
t ime-£frame.

The urgent need for a jlobal ban on chemical weapons nas been demonstrated by
the use of these weapons in the conflict between Iraq and Iran. The Twelve are
deeply :onc¢ rred at the unanimous conclusions reached by experts sent to the region
by the Secretary-General of the United Nations, which were contained in the
statement of the President of the Security Council, of i4 May 1ly87. The experts'
report makes clear that the provisions of the 1925 Geneva Protocol have been
violated repeatedly, despite pressing appeals from the Security Council and the
Secretary-General of the United Nations. The use of these weapons against the
civilian population represents an alarming escalation. As the Foreign Ministers
stated in their declaration of 25 May, the Twelve strongly condemn tiese flagrant
breaches and urgently appeal for an immediate end to the use of chemical weapons in
the conflict involving these two countries.

Solving the problems relating to the prevention of an arme race in outer space
has for years been considered a matter of urgency by the Twelve. The bilateral
talks in Geneva between the Unlted States of America and the Soviet Union on this

subject are being followed with close attention by the Twelve, and we hope that, in
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accordance with their declared commitment to prevert an arms race in space, the
parties will continue and intensify their search Eor agreements in this area. The
Twelve also hope that the Ad Hoc Committee on Outer Space established oy the
Conference on Disarmament will be able to make progress in its considerations of
the subject, including the examination of the multilateral aspects of the
question. The work of the Committee must be carried out on a realistic basis and
must complement the results of the bilateral talks in Geneva.

The role of the United Nations in regard to disarmament is an important
subject, which has for some years been under consideration in this Committee as
well as in the Disarmament Commission. The Twelve have maintainea a keen and
active interest in the question since we are convinced that, in accordance with the
purposes #nd principles set forth in the Charter, the United Nations must play a
centrat! role in the quest for disarmament. The General Assembly and in particular
the First Committee are useful forume, in which all States of the world, incluaing
those that are not members of the spucific negotiating bodies, can participate in
the deliberations of disarmament issues.

It is, however, important for us to make efforts to improve the efticliency of
the work of this Committee. Because of the proliferation of regsolutions the
work-load of the Committee has increased and is now ciose to such a limit that
serious and careful consideration of the many resolutions may no longer be
possible. A continuation of this development could undermine the creadibility of
tne Committee. In the view of the Twelve it is the extent of meaningful consensus
that is important and not the number of resolutions submitted and voted upon. The
budgetary problems of the United Nations further underline the need for organizing

our work in a more efficient way.
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The subject was cc .asidered by the Disarmament Commigsion at its session this
year and a number of constructive proposals for improving the work of the
organization of the work of this Committee were discussed, but no agreement was
reached. We hope that at its session next year the Disarmament Commission will
succeed in agreeing upon specific recommendations to be submitted to the General
Assembly. The role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament will alsoc pe
an important subject at the third special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament.

In this respect the continuing requirement of a single multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum, as provided by the Conference on Disarmament, taking
decisiors on the bagis of consengus, is evident. The resolution on the report of
the Conference on Disarmament should likewise reflect the fundamental importance of
consensus as the rule for decision-making in the Conference on Disarmament.

The decision by the General Assembly in its resolution 41/60 G to convene a
third special session devoted to disarmament was welcomed by the Twelve, and they
have participated actively in the work of the Preparatory Committee. In the view
of the Twelve, the third special session should reaffirm and build upon the final
document of -he first special session devoted to Disarmament and at the same time
be forward-looking; the discussions and considerations should be based on a
realistic and practical agenda concentrated upon a number of carefully selected
items. The overall objective should be to secure a final document that can be
adopted by consensus. The Twelve will contribute in a positive and constructive
manner to such a successful outcome of the gpecial session.

The International Conterence on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development was a significant event in ’he United Nations., The ‘welve welcom its

adoption by consensus of a final document.
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In our view one of the achievements of this Conference is the reaffirmation of
the crucial importance of the question of security in any detailed analysis of the
relationship between disarmament and development: security understood as a broader
concept encompassing social, humanltuflnn, environmental, developmental and
military aspects.

In the deliberations during the Conference, the Twelve dedicated themselves to
the achievement of a result acceptable to all. The Final Document constitutes a
delicate balance of different interests and viewpoints, ana in this way reflects
the deliberations of the Conference on the relationship between disarmament and
development.

The twelve members of the European Community believe that the process of arms
control and disarmament should apply in all fields and we attach thd utmost
importance to the ongoing negotiations at the bilateral, regional and multilateral
level, which should result in balanced and verifiable agreements on reduced levels
of armaments. Recent developments seem to have opened up new and hopeful prospects
in arms control.

In view of this situation, let us all get a fresh outlcok on the work of the
First Committee. The Twelve consider it important that this Committee offer
constructive and stimulating contributions to the new developments in the field of
disarmament. As the influence of the Committee is increased when we succeed in
reaching common ground on various disarmament issues, serious efforts should be
made in order to expand the area of consensus. By doing this we can contribute to
the enhancement ¢f the role of the First Committee and the United Nations in the
process of disarmament as envisaged in the Charter. The Twelva will work actively
in order to achievs constructiiu results in the First Committee and we call upon

other States to join us in these efforts.
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Mr. TANASIE (Romania): Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of our work it was
agreed that in their statements delegations would refrain from congratulating the
officers of the Committee. However, I cannot let this opportunity pass without
expressing my delegation's satisfaction and pleasure at seeing you, a
repregsentative of Zaire, a country with which Romania maintains cordiul relations
of fricndship and co-operation, presiding over the deliberations of this
Committee. We should therefore like to extend our heartfelt and warmest
congratulations to you on your «election. The unanimsous support you command is in
itself so eloquent that there is no need for further praise of your personal y
merits. We are convinced that your competence and dynamism will enable us to work
in circumstances that appear to be ideal. We should also like to congratulate the
other members of the bureau and to assure you all of our co-operation in the course
of the Committee's work.

In my statement today I 7o not intend to dwell on all the disarms rent issues
on the Committee's agenda. My delegation will have that opportunity later on in
our general debate. I do wish at this stage to focus the Committee's attention on
a single subject which, in our opinion, is of crucial importance for the results of
the work of the Committee this year and for the future disarnament process. 1 am
teferring to the elimination of intermediate and shorter-range nuclear missiles ir
Europe and in other parts of the world. In the last few years my delegation has
constantly brought to the attention of the General Assembly the critical situation
of armaments in Europe.

The nerve centre of the tension - the military compatition, primarily nuclear,
and the danger of the outbreak of a new world war - was, and still is, undoubtedly

in Europe. It 18 there that the most massive concentration of weapons, nuclear and
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conventional, continues to exists it ia therc that the two military blocs which
came into being, as everyoune knows, during .e cold-war period, stand face to face,
giving rise to dist.ust and confrontation; and it is there in particular that the
hocizon has been sesiously darkened bf the deployment of new nuclear missiles,
whiclhh has a dangerous desriabilizing effect cn the military balance.

The keen concezn that the deployment of new nuclear missiles and the military
situation in Europe in gensril have generated everywhere has been expressed by nany
Heads of State or Government, by political statesmen or parliamentarians, and by
many prominent political figures, by mass mudia of every persuasion. They have
asked for the cessation of the deployment of such missiles and for an acceptable
solution in conformity with the security .nterests of all peoples, both in Europe
~ad in other parts of the world. Romania has not failed to pronounce itweif ixu
favour of such a solution and has done its utmost to encourage and preserve, when
the need arose, the purauit of dialogue and negotiations.

The President of Romania, our national Parliament and other political and
public organizations representiny a broad spoctrum of social life hnve persistently
urged both negotiating parties — the Union of Soviet Socialist Republica and the
Unjited Stales of America - to reach an agreement as scun as possihle on nuclear
weapon3 in Burope, leading to the halting of the deploymeat of new nuclear missiles
on the continent and .o their total elimination as a step to a nuclear-free Europe,
on the basis of a new .alance of forces at a lower level of conventional armaments.

Romania has als) cailed upon all European States and, first of all, the Ytates
of the two military blocs - the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NA1O) and the
States parties tc the wWarsaw Treaty -~ to a28sume greater responsibility and to
in*enaify their eftorts to encourage the achievement of an agreement on the
elimination cf auvclear missiles in Zurope and to bar the nenseluss race towards a

nuclear catastrophe.
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In the aftermath of the summit meeting at Reykjavik last year, which opened &
potent .ally new and hopeful stage in the disarmument negotiations, Romania, ngain
uzre «ne Soviet Union and the United .tates to take advantage of their practically
identical views on intermaedi. te-raige missiles in Europe and to conclvde an
agreement on this matter independently of other isaues in their negotiatione in
Geneva.

Faithful o the firm position of Romania, its President Nicolae Ceausesc::.
proposed that the General Assembly, at th! 3session, launch an appeal to the Soviet
Union and to the United States -- considering that their poaitions are very closc -
to conclude without delay, this year, a treaty on thc elimination of all medium-
and shorter-range nuclear missiles from Lurope and elsewhere. States having
nuclear weapons on their territory were called upon to renounce such weapons and to
retrain fxrom raising any kind ot obstacles to the achievement ot the treaty.
Furthermore, all countries in Europe and elsewhere in the world were urged to act
cegsolutely to achieve such a treaty this year. It now seems that reason has
prevailed.

In Washington last September, the Minister for Foreign Aftairs of the Soviet
Union and the Secretary of State of the United Sta:es ¢nnounced in & joint
statement trat their intensive negotiations on the guestion ot intermediate-range
and shorter~range missiles hau resulted in agrsoement in principle to conclude a
treaty. They also ~tated that the Geneve delwgations «f both sides had been
instructed to work intensively to resclve the remaini’g techuical issues and

vromptly to complete a dvait treaty text.
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Like all countries and peoples of the world, Romania welcomed this
announcement as a major development ushering in new prospects for better sSoviet and
Amer (can relations with regard to disarmament and a more stable and peaceful world.

Referring to this particulsrly good news, the President of my country recently
expressed the ard 't desire of the entire Romaniru people to see:

“the treaty coucludea as soon as possible, thereby reprasenting a genuine

starting-point toward new undertakings on behalf of the elimination of all

nuclear weepons and of conventional disarwament, as well as on behalt of
achieving a new era of co-uperation bullt upon the dewmocratic principles
between all States of the world”.

Indeed, we have reached a moment ot historical signifticance. For the first
time in history it appears possible to get an agreement on the elimination of two
classes of nuclear weapins. Certainly, there will be many wore nuclear weapons
left than those which would be eliminated, but we must begin and this agreement ie
a start.

The historical significance of this new trend leads us to believe that the
General Assembly, representing the international community as a whole, should take
a definjite stand and speak out in favour of the urgent conclusion ot the treaty.
Such a stand is all the more pertinent and indeed necessary since there are still
some who express reluctance and indecisiveness. It is at least disguieting to note
that while there has been a very broad response ir avour of the agreement in
principle between the Unicn of sSoviet Socialist Republicu and the Unived States ot
Amorica and the announcement concerning their further important intention, there
are still some politicians in sowe countries who are in r-vour of the -development

ot nuclear weapons.
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What is essential now for us all, for those interested in safeguarding pesce
and the future of the present civilization, is not to lose this momentum, not to
let this promising chance slip away.

We should do our best to bar a new escalation of the arms race, to prevent the
danger of a nuclear conflagration and to ensure a steacy couvse of action towards
disarmament, trust among nations, peasce and stability in the world.

That is the reason underlying my delegation's decision to propose to the
Committee the adoption of a draft resolution, the main purpose of which is to
encourage the process of negotiation and, as soon as possible, to turn the
agreement in principle between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of America into a full-fledged treaty.

The draft resolution (A/C.1/42/L.1), which is attached to the statement just
distrib--ed und which I have the pleasure of introducing, notes the joint statement
released by the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics in Washington last September; expresses satisfaction at the agreement in
principle betwren the two countries to conclude a treaty on the elimination of
intermediate-range and shorter-rarye missilus in Europe and all over the world, as
vwell as at their agreemant to intensify thejir efforts to achieve a 50 per cent
reduction in strategic offensive arms within the fiamework of the nuclear and spacas
calks at Geneva.

After declaring its conviction that the elimination of the intermediatu-range
and shorter-range missiles would be of cructal Importance for the betterment of the
international volitical (limate and would create condition conducive to future
disarmament agreements, the Generai Assembly would appeal to the Government of t! »
Union of 50vie’ Socialist Republics and to the Government of the United States of

America to spare no effort in concluding, at the earliest date, during 1987, the
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treaty on the elimination of these wearons. The General Assembly would also call
upon all Europecan States as well as all interested States to do their utmost to
assist the process of negotiation and its successful conclusion. It would call
upon all States to undertake concrete ineasures to halt the arms race and to proceed
to disarmament, and first of all to nuclear disarmam2nt, and to contribute to the
relaxation of international tension and the resumption of the policy ! détente, to
t ‘@ strengthening of international co-operation and respect for the national
indepandence of all peoples.

Given the urgency and the seriousness of the matter with w ich the draft
resolution deals, we feel that it is entirely justifiable to ask for its
consideration and adoption as a matter ot priority at the earliest possible stage
of the Committee's work.

As can easily bs seen, the draft resolution borrows extensively from the joint
statement relecsed by the United States and the Soviet Union last Sep ember, and
contains uncontroversial provisions which invite consensus.

In our opsinion, the -‘option of this proposal would prove to be the common
denominator in our capacity for action at this crucial time; it would also
demonstrate our determination as Member States to make it possible tor the United
Nations to prove equal to the tasks with which it has been ¢ntrusted in the
maintenance of international peace and security.

It is gratifying to note that the general debate just concluded in the plenary
neetings of the General Assembly emphasized the keen interest of the entire
internationa) community in the success ot the current Soviet-American negotiations.

However important the role ot the nuclear-weapon St tes - and they do have

privary responsibi’ity for nuclear disarmament - 1t is the United Nations that has
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been entrusted with the ultimate task of halting and reversing the arms race and
achieving disarmament. In fulfilling its central role in the sphere of
disarmament, the United Nations, and especially the General Assembly as the most
democratic forum, should not wait for results to be registered in the disarmament
process, but should encourage, stimulate, initiate and, when necessary, urge
genuine negotiations and practical measures.

It is our conviction that in the present complex and difficult international
situation, it is nzcessary more than ever before to act with the highest sense of
responsibility and to @o nothing that might compromise the chance that peace has
been given. It is high time to show political wisdom and the genuine will to
co—operate, to intensify const:uctive efforts and actions for the sake of the
general caus: of world peace and security.

We consider that the appeal by the General Assembly, which the Romanian
delegation has the honour to propose on an issue of extreme importance and
urgency - the eliminstion of intermediate-range and shorter-range nuclear
missiles -~ would constituce such 1 constructive action at the present time.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): Before adjrurning this
meeting 1 wish once again Lo remind members of the Commictee who wish to take part
in the general debate on all agenda items related to disarmament that the speaker's
list will be closed this evening ot 6 p.m. sharp. 1 urge delegations who have not
yet inscribed their names to speak to do so before this afternoon's doadline.

The meetingy rose at 12.20 p.m.






