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The meeting was called to order at 10,20 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 to 69 (continued)

GEBERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. OKUN (United States of America): The uUnited States delegation
congratulates you, Sir, on your assumption of the chairmanship of this Committee
during the forty-second session of the General Assembly. We look forward to
working cloasely with you and pledge you our support.

The Committee is mwetiny at a time of increased expectatiuna. During the past
year important events have occurred that have lent a new impetus to efforts to
achieve greater international stability and an enduring peace at successively lower
levels of armaments, both nuclear and conventional.

It is worth recalling that the meeting between Prerident Reagan and
General Secretary Gorbachev in Reykjavik took place almost exactly one year ago.
That meeting has been followed by meetinys at the ministerial level between the
United States and the Soviet Urion as well as by concerted and painstaking work at
the delegation level in the nuclear and space talks in Geneva and in other torums.

The most significant event was the much-welcomed agreement in principle to
conclude a treaty on ground-launched interuediate~rdnys nuclear missiles which
would eliminate the entire class of intermediate-range nuclear torces (INF)
missiles - that is, missiles with a range of trom 500 to 9,50y Kilometres, frow the
arsenals of the two countries. l'ollowing the meetiny between Secretary of State
Shultz and Foreiyn Minister shevardnadze last wmontn, furtner intensive eftorts have
been undertaken in the Geneva talks, looking towardse the meetinyg in Moscow between
tha Ministers on 22 and 23 Uctober and a summit meetlny betwewn the leaders of the

two countries later this year.
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Welcome as this result is, it is important not to lose sight of the fact that
an agreement in principle is not the same as an agreement on treaty provisions that
translate principle into practice. In this endeavour we anticipate success, but
the work is not yet finizhed.

In the Geneva talks deaiing with strategic nuclear arma reductions and defense
and space issues, progress has been less ramarkable than that recorded in the
intermediate nuclear force negotiations. The first pricrity of the United States
remains deep reductions in strategic offensive arms, and the two sides have agreed
to intensify efforts to address the problems standing in the way of 50 per cent
reductions in strategic offensive arms. Although the Soviet draft treaty of
31 July was a welcome departure from previous highly generalized documents and
further progress has subsequently been recorded, fundamental differences on
specific and important issues, such as sub-limits, remain. Moreover, the Soviet
position continues to lin% strategic force reductions to restrictions on strategic
defence which would go beyond those contained in the Treaty on the Limitation of
Anti-Balliestic Missile Systems. These would appear to be designed to cripple the
strategic defence initiative, an outcome which the United States will not accept.

Another significant accomplishment during the meeting of Secretary Shultz and
Minister Shevardnadze was the signing on 15 September of an Agreement to establish
nuclear risk reduction centres. In the preamble to the Agreament, the two sides

reaffirm that
"a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought”
and reiterate
"their desire to reduce and ultimately eliminate the risk of outbreak of

nuclear war, in particular as a result of misinterpretation, miscalculation or

accident”.

B i
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On the occasion of the signing of the Agreement, Preasident Reagan pointed out that
the risk reduction centres would help further lessen the chance of conflict between
the United States and the Soviet Union. The centres will be connected by satellite
and will be equipped to exchange textual and graphic information quickly. Under
the Agreement, notifications of ballistic missile launches will be made, and there
is the possibility of additional exchanges of material, as a display of goodwill
and in order to build confidence.

It is also worth recalling that the accord reached in Stockholm at the
Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and Disarmament in Europe
was concluded only a little more than a year ago. During the intervening pericd,
on 26 August, the United States elected to exercise its right under paragraphs 65
and 66 of that agreement to inspect a military activity of the Soviet Union taking
place near Minsk. The inspection was successful in helping to resolve
uncertainties about the precise scope and size of this activity, and the United
States welcomed the spirit of co-operation shown by many Soviet officers and
enlisted men towards the inspectors. We believe that this inspection demonstrated
the significant and essential cortribution which inspection can make to the
conf idence~building process. The implementation of the inspection provisions is an
encouraging step for East-West relations.

The Stockholm accord has been followed by the initiation of discussions in
Vienna on a mandate for negotiations between the 23 States of the Western and
Eastern alliances on conventional stability. On 27 July the 16 Western countries
proposed a mandate for these conventional stability negotiatione, aimed at

establishing a stable and secure balance of conventional forces at lower levels.
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These neqotiationas should eliminate force disrarities prejudicial to wtabhility and
security, and should seek to eliminate a aurprise-attack capahlilitcy, and a
capability to initiate large-scale offensive action. In addition, efforts continue
in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe to negotiate additional
security- and confidence~huilding measures.

Concurrently, States participating in the mutual and balanced force reduction
negotiations in Vienna convened on 24 September for their forty-third sesaion. The
United States continues to hope that the Warsaw Pact representatives in these
negotiations will .espond positively to the Western proposals, on the table since
December 198%, for an effentively verifiable accord that would meet the ohjective
of redressing the force imbalance in Central Europe.

The past year has also witnessed important developments in acrms control
related to binlogical and toxin weapons, and to chemical weapons. With regard to
the former, last April States parties to the 1972 hiological and toxin weapons
Convention held a successful meeeting of technical experts, as mandated by the
Second Conference to review the Convention, held in September 1986. The
recommendations adopted by the experts at the April meeting are now heing
implemented, with the valuable result of supporting and strengtheni: ; the norm
against biological and toxin weapons. The United States has already provided
appropriate information to the United Nations Department of Disarmament Affairs.

At the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, under the leadership of the
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambaasador Ralph Ekeus of
Sweden, advances have been recorded in the effort to negotiate & comprehensive ban
on chemical weap- ns. The Inited States welcomes, for example, the new position
taken by the Soviet Union on the crucial cueation of verification, in particular

its acceptaice of United States proposals on the challenge inspectic.i auestion,
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In addition, the United St. s recognizes the poaitive value of the recent
visit by participants in the chemical wepone negotiations to the chemical weapons
facility at Sshikhany in the Soviet Union., At the same time, we look forward to
discussion with the Soviet Union of the many auestions that have arisen from the
visit. We ~lso look forward to receiving Soviet visitors at the United States
chemical weapons destruction facility at Tooele, Utah, next month. The United
States was pleased to sponsor the first of these visits in 1983, Our hope is that
such visits will serve to increase the confidence of the negotiating States that
the prospective chemical-weapons ban will deal with the realities of the chemical
weapons assets to be prohibitad.

These visits are not, of course, a substitute for the detailed and painstaking
negotiating efforts reauired to convert apparent agresment at the level of
principle into the actual provisions of a convention. 1In the chemical weapons
neqgotiations it is clear that the negotiators at the Conference on Disarmament
still have much work to do. There are many issues to be addressed, including
development of challenge inspaction procedures and negotiation of provisions for an
international body responsible for monitoring compliance, as well as elahoration of
provisions for monitoring the chemical industry to ensure the non-production of
chemical weapons, And these issues must be dealt w.th not just by two Powers, but
by all the participants in the negotiations. Finally, there is the troublesome
possibility that some of those States that may pose & chemical weapons threat may
refuse to become parties to the Convention.

The spread of chemical weapons must aleo be arrested. The international
community must continue to work to deal with this menace, including, in cases where
the threat of use is real, by restricting access to materials that can he used in

the production of chemical weapons.
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The United States condemns any and all illegal use of chemical weapons
wherever and whenever it may occur. The United States at the same time supoorts
inveatigations, initiated by the Secretary-General of the United Nations, of
allagations of the use of chemical and biological weapons. After several years of
experience with the procedures for investigation of use, in response to General
Assemhly resolution 37/98 D, the United States believes it ias now appropriate to
develop further technical guidelines and procedures for such investigations. My
delegation expects to return to this matter on a later occasion.

Progress also took place during the past year on another issue of considerable
interest to many in this chamhber, that of nuclear testing, At the time of the
September meeting between Secretary Shultz and Minister Shevardnadze, the United
States and the Soviet Union announced their agreement to begin full-scale,
stage-hy-stage negctiations on nuclear-testing issues hefore 1 December 1987. The
first order of husiness in these negotiations is to agree on effective measures of
verification that will make it possible tc ratify the 1974 threshold test-bhan
Treaty and the 1976 Treaty on peaceful nuclear expiosiona, For the purpose of
elaborating such measures joint verification experiments are envisioned at each
other's test aites, The United States and the Goviet Union alaso agreed:

"to proceed to negotiating further intermediate limitations on nuclear testing

leading to the ultimate objective of the complete cessation of nuclear testing

as part of an effective disarmament process. This process, among other
things, would pursue, as the first priority, the goal of the reduction of
nuciear weapons and, ultimately, their elimination.”

At the same time, the United States continues to support the establishment of
an appropriately mandated subsidiary body in the Conference on Disarmament to

congider, on a multilateral basia, issues related to a nuclear-test-ban treaty,
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such as scope, verification and compliance. The United States also continues to
support the excellent work of the Couference's Group of Scientific Experts on the
International Exchange of Seismic Data. In this regard, the United States is
sponsoring a workshop in Washington from 26 to 30 October on the development of
procedures to be utilized at international data centres, to which all participants
in the Group of Scientific Experts have been invited.

I have outlined some of the promising developments over the past year that
relate directly to issues before us in the Committee. The sense of optimism that
these developmants have engendered in our work is justified, but it would he a
seriocus error to allow this sense of optimism to cloud a realistic, sober
assessment of the global security situation.

To begin with, there continues to be serious concern with ensuring compliance
with arms control and disarmament agreements already negotiated. I have mentioned
the continuing use of chemical weapons, which is a grave breach of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol. The Soviet Union continues with its construction of a radar at

Krasnoyarnk, in clear contravention of the 1972 anti-hallistic missile Treaty.
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The United States regards strict compliance by all States parties to existing
arms-limitation and disarmament agreeme.its to be essential, The United States
believes that all States in the international community have an interest i{n, and a
duty to support, stvict compliance with thene obligations, and should work to
restore the integrity of agreements 1ir. instances where they are not being fully
reapected., States should make avajlable information both on actions taken by
parties to comply with ayreements and on indications that parties may not be in
compliaice. Last ye--, the Unitud States delegation introduced a draft regolution
on this important issue, which was adopted by consensus. My delegation intends to
pursue this subject in the ccurse of our work.

Secondly, the problems of international security of which we are seized extend
beyond those ol deep reductions in nuclear weaapons and the elimination of chemical
weapons. I have already mentiocned the efforts in the European context to Adeal with
conventional weapons. But the problem of conventional weapons transcends the
European continent. 1In fact, it is a cause of concern with respect to practically
every region in the world. It is important, therefore, to glve serious
consideration to the issues posed by conventional weapons, and our delegation
welcomes the work in this area that has been initiated in the United Nations
Disarmament Commission, This work should continue.

The United States has always regarded openness in military matters as
essential for facilitating progress in disarmament. We are pleasec to see that
others are increasingly recognizing this fact. We have taken careful note of
recent indications by General Secretary Gorbachev that some information relating to
military forces and expenditures may finally be made available by the Soviet
Union. If meaningful information is actually provided it would a step in the right

direction of further openness and the free exchange of information.
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Free exchanga, including opportunities for the free exchange of views n
disarmament and other securi.y 1ssues, should be mich more extansive., All
individuals in all countries should have available the neceassary information to
participate in free and open debate on the merits of the actions of thelr
Govornments. When such opportunities are available, Governments may be more
judicious in making investments in military forces and wire realistic in arms
control. When citizenu have the opportunity to make their views fully known. and
whens all Governme.nts take those views lieriously into account, then the
international community ma_ finally be able to come to grips with the underlying
sources of international conflict thav prompt nati.ns tc arm themselves.

1 should like to conclude with a few remarks concerning actions that may be
taxen in this Committee. At :his past spring’'s meeting of the Preparatory
Committee for the third sps .. session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, a draft agenda was adopt~A and {t was decided to hold the session in
1988. It remains to determine the exact dates for the session and, at the
for thcoming meeting of the Preparatory Committee early in 1988, to make the final

arrangments, The third special seasion on ditiarmament will come at an opportune

time as we opursue our goal of a more secure worla. The United States looks forward

to participating in its work fully and vigorously.

In speaking about the relations between the United States and the Soviet Union

before the General Assembly on 21 September this year, President Reagan pointed out

that we can expect cur bilateral differences to continue. He sald this imposes a

uypecial responsibility to find realistic ways aimed at resolving political problems

peacefully.
I believe that such a challenge is equally important for all of us in this
forum. I have outlined a broad range of positive developme:.t3 that have occurred

over the past 12 months, events that have moved us closer to our shared objective
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of greater international s« “—city. I hope that a year from now we can point to
even dgreater succesgses, Whatever our differences, we have our work cut out for us,
both here and at the forthcoming third special session of the General Assembly on
disarmament. The United States is ready to do its part.

Mr. X03TOV (Bulgaria): The question of achieving a safer and more stable
world free of the danger of nuclear war and the burden of the arms :ace is once
again among the highlights of this session. That question has steadily grown in
impor tance, along with the need to find an adequate and unequivocal solution to
ir. That is only logicalj the nuclear age has given us not only very limited
options - we can either survive together or die together - but also very little
time for decinion-making. That is why it is necessary that all our efforts should
be aimed at ensuring a peaceful future for mankind and at eliminating the virus of
militarism, which has brought the world untold suffering and has set the stage for
univer sal catastrophe.

The present time is made momentous also by the fact that the technical
potential for the destruction of mankind is paralleled by the obsolete political
thinking of those political leaders who ignore reali‘ ’ and continue *o rely on the
use of force as the main instrument for accomplishing their goals. Progress in
physics and military technology bas simply overtaken progress in political
thinking. Today. the gap between the new realities and the i{nability, or
unwillingness, to rcerognize those new realities poses the greatest danger,

The question of peacc in the modern world, affecting all countries and peoples
and all spheres of life, requires a thorough restructuring of the entire system of
international relations and the creation of a new model which would facilitate the
transition from distrust to mutual understanding, from confrontation to

co-operavion, fron the arms race to disarmament.
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In our view, that new model fnr international relations is best embodied ir
the concept of establishing a comprehensive system of international peace and
security, the corner-stone of which would be the curbing of the arms race, the
achievement of disarmament and a world free of nuclear weapons. That is a
formidable, yet doable task. It is beyond the reach of any single State or giLoup
of States. It can be achieved only through the collective effortas of the entire
international community on the basis of a new way of thinking and a new approach to
international aftairs,

The 15 January 1986 declaration of the Soviet Unlon is an outstanding example
of new political thinking. For the first time ever, an ull-embracing,
well-thought-out and well-timed programme for the general and complete elimination
nf nuclear wespons was set forth. General statements and expressions of hope gave
way to specific plans and actions. A continuation of this policy was the summit
meeting at Reykjavik, where a whole met of related proposals was put forward with a
view to eliminating the threat of nuclear war and paving the way for a new
nuclear~free age in the history of markind.

The Reykjavik summit demonstrated the practicality of that idea, which had
earlier seemed to be an improbable, if not altogether impossible, dream, There was
a real closing of the gap between the positions of the Soviet Union and of the
United States on che most complex problems of curbing the arms race and embarking
upon disarmament, and although the summit failed to achieve the desired ends, for
reasons that are well known, the intellectual breskthrough of Reykjavik continues

to affect the ongoing talks and to serve the cause of disarmament.
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The Paople's Kepublic of Bulgaria welcomes the agreement recently reached in
principle to eliminate the shorter- and medium-range missiles, as well as the
agreement to beygir wide-ranging bilateral negotiations for the limitation and the
ultimate total cesizaclon of nuclear-weapons tests. The agreement to remove the
medium-range and shorter-range missiles, as well as their nuclear warheads, would
be the first effective step towards the elimination of nuclear weapons and the
building of security and mutual confidence. Although it will affect less than
5 per cent of the world's nuclear arsenals, this agreement would have a pclitically
and strategically stabilizing effect of major proportions and would be of immense
moral value. It could serve as a useful precedent in working out agreements on the
reduction ot other types of nuclear arms. It holds out prospects which require
serious and responsible consideration. It is now particularly important that no
new obatacles should be created to reaching a mutually acceptable agreement. For
example, we find it objectionable that the reduction and elimination of one type or
waearon should be “offset™ by building up another typs of weapoun.

In Washington another agreement was signed to establish centres in the Soviet
Union and the United States to limit the risk of nuclear war. However modest it
may be as compared to the e.tire range of disarmament issues on the negotiating
table of the two Powers, this confidence-building measure -onstitutes a useful step
towarde the final and reliable elimination of the risk of nuclear conflict.

The efforts to build a world free of nuclear arms should continue in other
~reas of disarmament as well. Today it is clear that the desire to extend the arms
race into oucer space is intricately linked to the Gordianr knot of problems related
to curbing the arms race and, therefore, to the future of international security as
a whole. It is on this issue that certain circles continue to cling to the old

mode of thinking. They see the future only in terms of the use o1 force,
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particularly of overwhelming force which the "enemy" have no chance of matching.
And all this is done in the name of security. But to build sccurity at che expense
of others means to seek military superiority. This would be the result of the
efforts to provide the "nuclear sword" witn a "nuclear shield", thus creating the
potential for a pre~emptive first strike,

Bulgaria is of the view that, given the nature of modern weaponry, it is
impossible to ensure the security of any country by military-technical means, even
the most sophisticatad ones. In this action~reaction cycle, an escalation of the
armeé race is thus precipitatead, leading inevitably to the risk of mankind's
destruction. That is why we maintain that the time has come when the problem of
security can be resolved only by political means. The new thinking means, first of
all, recognizing the important principle that today there can only be uvecurity
which is mutual and, in giobal terms, common security.

The People's Republic of Bulgaria supports the proposal of the Soviet Union
for the elsboration of "new key provisions of an agreement” stipulating strict
obgervance of the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti~-Ballistic Missile Systems and on
that basis a 50 per cent reduction of the stratagic offensive arms of the USSR aud
the United States of America, preventing the transfer of the arms race into outer
space, and beginning negotiations on the gradual cessation of nuclear-weapons
tesiing. ‘These proposals are designed to breuk the vicious circle ot action and
reaction and to take a decisive step towards the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons,

The removal of nuclear weapons in accordance with the proposals of the
soclialist countries is not the only task on the way towards establishing a peaceful
and secure world., We call for the adoption of an integrated approach that woula

couple the elimination of nuclear arms with the elimination of the other weapons of



MLG/at A/C.1/42/pV.8
18

{Mr. Kostov, Bulgaria)

mass destruction, considerable reductions of conventional armaments and armed
forces to a level required oniy tor defence, as well as collateral contider nd
security-buiiding measures under strict and comprehensive international contiol,

The practical application of the latest achievements of the revolut.on in
science and technology has led to changes which in turn have forced a reappraisal
of the political, military and economic threat posed by conventional arws. AS is
known, the programme of the members of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) adopted in 1978 stresses the gualitative improvement of
conventional armaments, particularly the steep enhancement of their destructive
fire power.

On the other hand, the growing deployment of automated military systems for
control, command and communications has aggravated the risk that a conventional
conflict could escalate into a nuclear war. That is why the socialist countries
have emphasized time and again the conclusion that in these circumstances even
military parity has ceased to be a guarantee of international security.

It will be necessary to agree upon gpecific measures for conventional
disarmament based on the principle of reasonable suf..ciency in the respective
types of arms, coupled with the adoption of a military doctrine of a strictly
defensive nature.

The readiness of the soclalist countries to embark upon this road was
reaffirmed in the document adopted at the Berlin meeting of the Political
Consultative Committee of the States parties to the Wareaw Treaty held last May.
At. that meetiny the socialist countries formulated proposals ftor the implementation
of specific measures for nuclear and conventional disarmament. They also outlined
the basic provisions of the military doctrine of the warsaw Treaty, which is geared

to the objective ot avoiding war, whether nuclear or conventional. The defensive
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nature of this doctrine is reflected in the statement of the allied States that in
no circumstances will they initiate armed hostilities againat any other State or
group of States, unless they come under attacks nor will they ever be the first to
use nuclear weapons; that they have no territorial claims against any European or
non-European State, nor do they view any State or people as their enemy.

At Berlin the socialist countries proposed to the NATU member States tnat they
hold consultuations with a view to comparing and bringing into alignment the
military doctrines of the two alliances on the basis of purely defensive
principles. Such a dialogue in international relations, along with specific
disarmament measures, would have a major effect on building confidence and mutual
trust. Regrettably, we have not yet received an unequivocal reply to this proposal
of ours,

Today Europe has its eyes set on Vienna. The People's Republic of Bulgaria
has consistently maintained that the meeting of the States participating in the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe should adopt meani gful and
balanced decisions which would move ahead the all-European process with regard to
all sectiuns of the Helsinki Final Act. The problems of disarmament should find
their due place within the framework cf this all-encompassing approach. All
European States should be involved on an equal footing in the solution of these
problems,

What Europe needs now is a drastic reduction of military controntation as well
as further confidence-building. 1here is also the question of avoiding a surprise
attack. This could be achieved by lowering the concentration of armed forces and
armaments in the zone of direct confrontation between the two military alliances,
by withdrawing the most dangerous offensive arms from any such zones, and by

establishing zones free of nucleilir and chemical weapons. The initiative of the
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German Democratic Republic and Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to create a
nuclear-weapon-free corridor in Central Europe, the initiative of my country ana
the Socialist Republic of Romania to tranaform the Balkan peninsula into a zone
free of nuclear and chemical weapons, as well as the comprehensive plan of the
Polish People's Republic on arms reduction and confidence-building in Central

Europe, are all deaigned to serve this objective,
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In our view, the time has come to undertaxe practical action to turn the
Balkans into a nuclear-weapon-free Tone, a8 called for by the leaders of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria and the Republic of Greece in their joint statement
of 15 July 1987 addressed to all Balkan countries and again during the current
visit by the Greek President to Sofia.

It is an encouraging fact that the positions of the socialist countries and
those of the New Delhi Six are close or similar on urgent issues such as the
cessation of nuclear-weapon tests, the prohibition and eliminatiocn of nuclear
weapons and the avoidance of an arms race in outer space. The realistic proposals
advanced by the New Delhi Six are an indication that new political thinking le
steadily taking hold.

Now is the time for political statemaents to be matched by specific actions.
The Bulgarian delegation hopes that the Committee will make 2 contribution by
adopting concrete and positive decisions on all the items on its agenda.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Sorjalist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The process of disarmament and its internationalization, as well as the
gradual evolution of a comprehensive security system through collective efforts, is
creating a need to establish confidence in international relations on a wide
scale. Confidence is precisely what is needed as a catalyst for these historical
processes,

In the present circumstancas, when the gqrcundwork is being laid for the
building of a truly nuclear-free world, confidence cannot be restricted to selected
measures or spheres, It has assumed a wholly new dimension requiring a transition
to a broad policy of confidence-building that will become the core of a

comprehensive system of international security.
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To create, strencthen and develop confidence, it is necessary to act in
concert, thus paving the way through the accumulating of experience in
co-operation, through increased mutual understanding and through the joint solution
of practical issues.

"The origins of being derive from deeds.” Thus, paraphrasing the Bible, the
great Goethe expressed the idea that reality can only be created through concrete
deeds. Confidence can become the immutable norm of international life if it is
embodied in the practical work of developing comprehensive security, excluding
reliance on force.

Real and tangible action in all spheres accelerates the process of
confidence-building. Confidence built up through joint action created the
conditions for undertaking increasingly far-reaching forms of international
interaction and thus constitutes a system-forming process.

Confidence has a special role to play in such a sensitive area as disarmament,
where national security inverests are directly affected. It is, I believe, here
more than anywhere else that confidence must manifest itself in concrete action.

Indeed, what spurs on the arms race is fear and suspicion. At the same time,
a very clear trend is emerging, with the arms race hecoming self-contained and
having its own internal logic and in fact precluding the building up of
confidence. The result is a vicious circle, with mistrust generating an arms race
and the arms race in turn intensifying suspicion.

The way out of this stalemate, as we see it, can be found only by showing
determination and concentrating our political will to achieve a joint breakthrough
and accompl ish tangible measures to curtail the arms race. Each step in the
direction of arms reductions will contribute to progress in and development of the

disarmament process., In other words, the formula "the more arms, the greater the
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insecurity and suspicion" should be countered by another: "the more disarmament,
the greater the confidence.®

The most impor tant instruments of confidence are openness and glasnost. There
1s no need to prove that where there is a shrou¢ of myatery, suspicions frequently
arise, myths are created and speculation begins, But openness should not be an end
in itgelf but, rather, an instrument for the bLuilding of confidence: the goal is
not openness in continuing the arms race. After all, in disarming we are
concurrently opening ourselves up by eliminating those areas of activity that are
primarily concerned with secrecy. Openneas is intended to remove sources of
suspicion and create an atmosphere of clarity and predictability conducive to real
¢éisarmament.

We agres with those who call on us not to fear openness, It was precisely we
who were the first to raise the question of openness in international relations.
The first international act of the great socialist October Ravolution - whose
seventieth anniversary we celebrate this year - was the Decree on Peace. The
Soviet State declared that it was renouncing secret diplomacy and secret treaties
and proclaimed its commitment to the principles of openness and true democracy in
foreign policy.

Even if, to be absolutely frank, in the past there have been some departures
from that principle, they were nevessitated by the foreign intervention that
immediately followed our Revolution and by attempts on the part of some Powers,
including those now advocating openness, to undermine the foundations of our
country and strangle it by political and economic blockade and direct military
intervention. We were forced to shut ourselves in to protect ourselves from
hostile encirclement. And today, we ourselves must melt mistrust and

circumnavigate the ice floes and icebergs of confrontational attitudes.
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In this connection I should like to refer to the statement by the
representative of the United Kingdom, Mr. Edis, in which he guite rightly
stated - and 1 agree with him - that we must all be open to new ideas and
approaches. Such openness is particularly important, indeed, an absolute
necessity, today. Without it there can be no broad-based approach to resolving the
problems of global security. I understood that the words of the representative ot
the United Kingdom would be translated into deeds with regard to all new ideas and
proposals, including those advanced by the socialist countries for developing a
comprehenaive system of international security. We hope that constructive and
unprejudiced attitudes to each other's rords and deeds will characterize all stages
of the First Committee's work at this session.

Confidence begins above all with a realistic assessment ot one's own actions.
It is created not by posing as a self-styled supreme judge with regard to the
entire world or by using double standards, one standard for oneself and another for
others, but respect for others, coupled with an objective and self-critical view of
onc's own society and policy. This, it appears to us, is the best possible
approach to creating confidence and mutual understanding. In world politics there
cannot and must not be either teachers or students. There must be mutual
enrichment.

Our new philosophy of security is based on recognition of the fact that in
today's complex and contradictory world, which is at a crossroads, new, bold
approaches and unorthodox methods are needed to deal with international problems.
Confidence-building in world affairs does not merely presuppose unity of word and
deed, it reguires it, for only a world that has moved from statements to practical
measures can have a chance of survival.

Grasping this truth and upholding 1t has become the law governing Soviet

foreign policy. We not only proclaim our commitment to peace, but always back up
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our declarations of peace with concrete proposals and constructive negotiating
positions. On 15 January 1986 General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev put forward a
specific programme for achieving security through disarmament. In working for its
implementation we are not only actively seeking solutions to the problem of
reducing and limiting specific types of armaments, but also taking steps to
strengthen confidence and constructiie co-operation.

In ordar ‘o begin moving towards mutual confidence through the thick fog of
suspicic.a and fear, it is sometimes necessary to feel one's way carefully, step by
step. Here, the force of example can be extremely helpful, 'nd unilateral steps
can be taken towards the solid ground of confidence, making a conscious choice in
favour of self-control and restraint.

The Soviet Union does not simply argue in favour of unilateral actions and the
-ccommodation of “he legitimate interests and concerns of others. 1t has
undertaken a unilateral obligation not to be the first to use nulear weapons. Our
unilateral moratorium on putting anti-satellite weapons in outer space has been in
cflect since 1983, and it will remain in effect as long as other countries,
includiny the United States, act similarly. The 18-month unil.teral moratorium on
nuclear explosions observed by us was a striking example of the Soviet Union's
goodwill. The unilateral action taken by the other nuclear socialist Power, the
People's Republic of China, which has undertaken to forgo the first use of nuclear
weapons and reduced its armed forces by 1 million mern, is alsoc a very positive step.

The new military thinking of the USSR and the socialist countries allied with
it is summarized in a joint document on military doctrine adopted by the member
States of the Wars-«~ Treaty organization. The most significant features of that

doctrine are as follows: firet, it is oriented towards ensuring military security
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first and foremost through political meansj secondly, it is not conceived within
the framework of past wars but is based upon a consideration of the realities ot
the nuclear and space agej thirdly, it is strictly defensive in character and is
baged on the assumption that military methods should not be used to solve any
outstanding problems; and fourthly, it is based on a non-offensive strategy.

We nave not confined ourselves merely to presenting the essence ot our
military doctrine, but are willing to go further. The Soviet Union, together with
its Warsaw Treaty allies, hai put forward a far-r~aching proposal for consultations
with the countries members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in
order to compare the military doctrines of the two alliances, analyse their
character and engage in joint consideration of the direction in which they should
evolve to dispel the mutual suspicion and mistrust that has been built up over the
years, arrive at a better understanding of each other's inteations and ensure that
military thinking and the doctrines ot the military blocs and their adherents are
based on defensive principles. The agenda for such consultations would also
include existing imbalances and asymmetries in individual types of armaments and
armed forcen, as well as a search for ways and means of correcting them, based on
the notion that whichever group is in the lead should make reductions on the
understanding that such reductions will lead to .ncreasingly lower levels.

In our view, a strong impetus in this direction can be provided by agreement
on a defensive strategy and the notion of reasonable sufficiency. Jsuch concepts
Presuppose a structure of armed forceg in a country that would be sufficient to
repel possible aggression but not to engage in offersive action. A first step
would be a supervised withdrawal of nuclear and other offensive weapouns from
national borders, followed by the establishment along borders of sparsely armed

strips and demilitarized zones. Ultimately our qoal shculd be to work to
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dismantle military blocs, eliminate bases in foreign territories and bring home 21l
troops now stationed abroad.

We have therefore proposed, in essence, a major measure of confidence and
openness that makes it possible to ascertain ¢ aincerity of our intentions and
the truly defensive character of both our doctrine and our practice in military
matters, and, in turn, for us to be presented with arguments in asupport of the
sincerity of the statements by leaders of the member countries of the North
Atlantic Alliance to the effect that they would us¢ military force only in response
to aggression. We hope that our honest proposal will be considered un ite merits

and that the NACO countries will respond to it constructively. We eagerly await

their answer to our proposal.
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We want our honeat policy to be clear to everyone, and, naturally, we expect
an adeauate response. Thia is precisely what motivates us when we take action to
bhuild confidence, for example in the field of compliance with the Treaty on the
Limitation of Anti-Ballietic Miasile Systems (AMB Treaty) the prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests, and the banning of chemical weapons.

In order to remove the very source of suspicion and to create a normal,
healthy atmosphere for a detailed discussion of auestions reiated to the observance
of compliance with the ABM Treaty, the Soviet Union invited a delegation from the
House of Representatives of the United States Congress to visit the radar statlon
in the area of the city of Krasnoyarsk, which has been the subject of so much
speculation. The American Congressmen examined, without any restrictions, the
buildings that house the radar unuer construction and went over the technical
specificatione of the equipment at the station.

The American side recc.ved first-hand, factual confirmation of the firm
intention of the USSR to continue to abide by its obligations under the 1972
ABM Treaty. In order to allay suspicion and prevent the circulation of myths with
regard to space activities that they have generated, the Soviet Union proposes to
Btrive for agreement on confidence-building measures that would provide the
assurance that no one was engaged in activities banned by international rgreements.

Let us take another example. In order to create an atmosphere of confidence,
and {n the interests of concluding at an early date a convention banning chemical
weapons, the Soviet side invited the negotiators on chemical weapons to visit the
Soviet military facility at Shikhany to Bee for themselves typical examples of our
chemical weapons and of the technologies used for their destruction at a mobile

unit, The expurts will also be able, later on, to visit the special facility for
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the destruction of chemical weapons which is under construction in our country, in
the area of the city of Chapaevsk,

The Soviet Union is also on record as having organized - Auring ite moratorium
on nuclear explosions - a trip for foreign representatives to the nuclear-test site
in the area of Semipalatinsk, to enahle American scientists to set up special
seismic equipment there to carry out on-site verification of the fact that no
explosiuns were being conducted, and ultimately we agreed to carry out, jointly
with the Americans, a calibrating experiment using non-nuclear underground
explosions. The progress of the on-site experiment was observed alsoc by a group of
American Congressmen. Unfortunately, there has been no reciprocal invitation to
observe American nuclear explosions,

All this is cur concrete contribution to a reasonable, responsible, rational
organization of international affairs, which is being expanded hefore our very
eyes. Standards - unheard of before - are being established with regard to
openness, glasnost, and the extent and depth of mutual inspection and verification
of obligations assumed.

An important measure for strengthening mutual trust is the implementation of
the recommendations of the Geneva Conference of Scientific and Technical Experts
from States parties to the Convention on the prohibition of hacteriological
weapons. We would like to inform the Committee that our country has presented, on
time, the information called for by those recommendations.

In our view, confidence-building can also be served by introducing glasnost
with respect to military spending. The repeated attempts to reducs milltary
budgets have invariably been rejected on the pretext that there are difficulties
with regard to comparisons. Jbviously, we have to be fair in comparing defence
expenditures, which is no asimple matter, since the price structures of armaments

and the pricing mechanisms of various countries differ fundamentally.
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The defence budget published by the USSR - 20.2 hillion rouhles - reflects
only the expenditures of the Ministry of Defence on the nuintenance of the armed
torces personnel, logistics support, military construction, retirement bhenefits,
and some other items. Research and development financing and arms and eaquipment
procurement are covered under other articles of our State budget. Upon completion
of a radical pricing reform to be carried out in our country, we think it will bhe
possible to make a realistic comparison of overall military spending. We helieve
that in the next two or three years we will be able to compare data of interest
both to us and to our partners, data that would uniformly reflect expenditures by
the two sides, This is a very serious and responsible undertaking but we are ready
to carry it out.

To make confidence an effective policy and to ensure that it is firmly
embadded in the fabric of international relations, efforts must be made by all
sides, One¢ hand is not enough for a handshake.

The United Nations has, undoubtedly, a major role to play in
internatioralizing, promoting, strengthening and making irreversible the process of
confidence, The United Nations, which had its very origin in a spirit of
co-operation, can function ef sctively and meaningfully only when it breathes the
oxygen of confidence. Therelfore, strengthening confidence also means consolidating
the United Nationu, enhancing its significance and authority, and cranslating its
Charter into real life. 1t should help to producc a universal language of
confidence and openness, understandable to all, that would gradually force out the
jargon of threats and confrontational polemics from the political vocabulary of the
international community.

A first step in this complex process of compiling a lexicon of confidence and

openness could be nade by implementing the Secretary-General's proposal to set up,
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within the Organization, a multilateral centre for reducing the threat of war. We
believe it would also be advisable to establish direct lines of communication
between the United Nations Headquarters and the capitals of the States that are
permanent members of the Security Council as well as the location of the Chairman
of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries.

The fact that confidence is entering the mainstream of broad politics creates
favourable conditions both for enhancing confidence-building measures and for
extending them to new areas of activity.

The confidence- and security-building measures in Burope, agreed upon in
Stockholm, which have been in effect since 1 January 1987, are now being tested in
practice and demonstrate that, provided there is political will and mutual
constructiveness, it is posaible to overcome the most formidable hurdles and to
achieve impressive results, 1In our view, the agreements reached at the first stage
of the Stockholm Conference n Confidence- and Security-building Measures and
Disarmament in Europe, moving us towards an integrated system that will encompass
confidence-building, security and disarmament measures. At the second stage,
disarmament negotiations could be conducted along with the preparation of
confidence-building measures on which there was no previous agreement, or which
could be advanced in future, and which would include 1 gradual limitation and
reduction of military activities - particularly by the two military
alliances - notification of independent air force and naval manoeuvres, coverage hy
confidence-huil. ing measures of the territories of all countries participating in
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burope (CSCE) and other confidence-

and security-buildirg measures.
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Concurrently, consideration would be given to new kinds of ronfidence-building
measures and to measures of military and strategic stability in Europe directly
related to reductions in armed forces, conventional armaments and military
expenditures, which would facilitate the conclusion of agreements and lead to the
establishment of a military balance at the lowest possible level.

We believe that confidence~building measures can have a major effect and that
they can be particularly beneficial to relations among States possessing
substantial military potential and belonging to different military blocs. First
and foremost, this applies to the nuclear Powers and to the two alliances, the
North filantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and the Warsaw Treaty.

The initiatives proposed at Murmansk by the General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail S. Gorbachev, are
designed to strengthen trust in thc north of Europe and spread it to the Arctic.
The Soviet Union has stated its readiness to serve as a guarantor of a nuclear-free
zone in northern Europe should a decision to eatablish such a zone be taken. We
also support Finland's initiative on the limitation of naval activities in northern
European coastal seas. Through joint etforts aimed at developiny and expanding
confidence-building measures in the military sphere, radiczlly reducing the level
of military confrontation and utilizing the resources of ncrthern and Arctic
regions for peaceful purposes while protecting tneir environment, i1t would be
po8sibie to turn the northern regions of the planet into a genuine zone of peace
and fruitful co-operation.

The Soviet Union is focusing its attention also on issues relating to
enhancing security and building confidence in Asia and the Pacific region. Our
proposals in that regard, put forward by the General Secretary ot the Central

Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in his Vladivostok statement
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and in an interview with the Indonesian newspaper Merdeka, are well krown and
remain unchanged.

In the present circumstances we attach considerable importance to harmonizing
confidence~huilding measures in the naval area. These could include prior
notification of certain naval activitiea, invitationa to obhservers to attend naval
exercises and manceuvres, limitation of the number and scope of naval exercises and
the aream in which they are held, exchenges of information on naval matters, and
other measures.

It is quite clear that the current nature of relationa makes it impossible
simply to decree confidence or to ensure the instantaneous removal of suspicions
that have accumulated over many years. For that reason, as we make progress
towards the reduction and elimination of certain classes of weapons and the
limitation of military potential to a level of reasonable sufficiency, verification
will evolve into the most important factor in the attainment of security.

Our position on verification matters is based on the premise that at all
stages of real disarmament everyone must he completely certain that there will be
scrupulous compliance with agreements. We favour the most rigorous verification.
If the question of double verification is raised, we will respond by advocating
triple verification., Without the most egtringent and comprehensive verification,
the necessary certainty that agreements were heing res,ected would be lacking and
conseauently there could be no confidance.

The practice of conducting verification should become a school for
confidence-building and should help us to see for ourselves the sincerity of one
another's intentlons and to become immune to diatrust. As the process of
disarmament is internationalized and as multilateral efforts to attain equal

security for all are intensified, the significance of international verification
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and the co-ordinating role of the United Nations in that respect will grow. The
United Nations will become a focal point for the involvement of all States In the
building of relations of confidence and security.

That is the aim of an idea proposed by the General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Mikhail S. Gorbachev, for
establishing, under United Nations auspices, machinerv for broad international
control over compliance with agreements on reducing international tension and
limiting arwaments, as well as over military situations in conflict areas. As we
see it, that machinery would operate by using various forms and methods of
verification to collect information and transmit it promptliy to the United
Nations. It would provide an objective picture of developments, ensure the timely
detection of preparations for hostilities, make a surprise attack more difficult,
and make it possible to take measures to prevent the initiation, expansion and
exacerbation of a military conftlict. That machinery could be the underpinning of a
sort of Eiffel Tower of verification and confidence, and a central link for
intertwining and complementary measures of disarmament, verification and
conf idence-building.

The proposals we have put forward are comprehensive and encomrass all major
components of disarmament, verification and confidence-building.

In complete conformity with that -iew, we have put forwara at the Conference
on Disarmament a proposal for a broad network of measures for confidence-building
and international monitoring of space activities. This system would include prior
notification of each planned launch, the permanent presence of groups ol inspectors
at all sites used for launching space objects and inspection of every space
launch. Moreover, we think it would be necessary to provide for the right to

on-sjte insapection should suspicions arise that there has been a launch from an
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undeclared site. With a total ban on space strike weapons, the Soviet Union would
be ready to extend inspections to storage and industiial facilities, lavoratories,
test centres and so forth.

Control issues with respect to the prevention of the deployment of arms in
outer space call for a broad approach and for use to be made of the creative
potential of all forces concerned. To that end, we have proposed the convening of
an international symposium in the USSR in 1989, with the participation of
Government representatives and prominent scientists and public figures.

Soviet proposals on a series of issues of verification and confidence-building
have also been put forward at the negotiations on the elimination and prohibition
of chemical weapons. In addition to earlier Soviet initiatives, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the USSR, Eduard Shevardnadze, stated on 6 August this year at
the Conference on Disarmament that it was necessary to consolidate legally the
principle of binding challenge inspections without the right of denial.

We hold the view that the Secretary-General has an active role to play in
ensuring reliable control over compliance with commitments to ban and eliminate
chemical weapons. To build on our expressed readiness to have recourse to his
services in investigating cases of the use of bacteriological weapons, we declare
our agreement to the services of the Secretary-General being extended also to
investigations into cases of the us« of chemical weapons.

Work on effective verification of disarmament also presupposes unbiased
discussion of various ideas, and there are quite a few of them, including the
proposal of France to set up an international satellite monitoring agency. We are

open to an exchange of views on that proposal.



MLG/mh A/C.1/42/PV.8
41

(Mr. Petrovaky, USSR)

With the practical implementation of disarmament, there will be an enormous
increase in the significance of the auestion of monitoring the non-conduct of
activities banned under a given possible agreement at military bases located in the
territories of other States.

I should like to highlight particularly the importance of this problem in
terma of the strengthening and the establishment of confidence. We muat turn our
attention and that of the United Nations and international conferences to the
situation in military bases. Military brses make up part of the military
infraastructure. It is auite obvious that they can perform functionas which are
rather important in military terms and which cannot be ignored in concluding
specific agreehenta. We believe there must he a new approach to the auestion of
the situation in military basea. To be confident that the obligations assumed are
respected, it is essential to have inspection access to auch bases. TIn this
important matter. naturally, it will be necessary to obtain the co-operation of the
States on whose so0il those bases are located. Such a measure could become a fivst
step towards the dismantling of military bases in foreign territories. We call for
a serious, thorough-going dialogue on the question of opening up military bases for
inspection and verification. The Soviet (nion is ready to do this,

World public opinion is the most important source of ideas and proposals, both
in matters of verification and in the disarnament sphere as a whole. That is why
the USSR has proposed the convening of a conference, to be held in 1988 in the
Soviet Union, with the participation of representatives of the general public and
non-governmental organizations, and devoted to the problems of monitoring
compliance with arms limitation and disarmament aqreements. It heljieves that such
a conference can make a valuable contribution to the treasury of ideas for
resolving prohlems in finding the best possible forms of control and verification

in the disarmament area.
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Peaceful and mutually beneficial co-operation as an alternative to
military-technological competition can also become a school of confidence. ‘Ihe
peaceful alternatives make it possible to expand open:iess, to know one another
better, to know each other's plans and intentions, co buila confidence and to
overcome tha "enemy" psychology. This is a very serious problem. I‘' is not guite
within the province of this Comm.ttee, . 4t we must give some thought to this too:
how to unlearn the lesson of thinking of each other as enemies and start thinking
of each other as purtners. To embark on that road means trying to turn the
existing negative connection between the arms race, sudpicion and mistrust into a
constructive interlinkage in which the peaceful accomplishments of each ana every
one will be of benefit to all, and no one will stand to gain from the other's
backwardness.

The USSR is ready to study in a constructive way the proposals fo. any
specific steps - I stress, any specific steps - that would lead to stronger
international confidence, openness and glasnost.

Now is the crucial time to break through the thicket of mistrust and to assert
mutual understanding on the basis of a new political philosophy which provides tor
maximum rogard {or the legitimate interests and concerns of States. And this is
the critical time, now. The time factor is acquiring decisive significance. If we
are not to be like Breughel's blind men who are heading ine.orakly towards a fatal
abyss, 1t is essential now promptly to begin shedding the fetters Oof mistrust and
sugpicion and t~ Jroaden the horizons of the policy of truist. We hope that this
session will make a valuable contribution to the laying of the foundations ot

confidence, openness and glasnost in international relations.
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me at the outset to express to you our congratulations on your ele.tion tc the
chairmanship of this important Commitc.ee. I hope that you, the two Vice~Chairmen
and the Rapporteur will achieve +11 success in your task.

At every session we convene here to dehate the problems of disarmament on the
agenda, in the hope that the interrational community will achieve the reauired
progress in the field of Jdisarmament, Time goes on, however, and we do not achieve
any concrete reaults. Many deiegationse have expressed their regret at this fact
and their hope thut Lhe future will show a way out of the talsmate that has
dinsipated all efforts to that end.

NDespite the serious debate and the continuous negotiations, the arma race, and
especially the nuclesrr arms race, still seriously jecpardizes intarnational peace
and security.

We submit that national security together with {ts maintenanca is a basic
right of every State. However, it is illogical to imagine that the present
proliferation of arms safeguards the security of the world. On the contrary, this
threat hangs over world security and leads to widespread tension, the exacerbation
of conflicts, and the focusing of attention on armaments at the expense of ecunomic
and sonial development,

Notwithastanding this dark picture, there is 4 glinmer of hope reflected In the
agreement concluded between the two super-Powers, the Soviet Inio. and the Unite”
S5tates of America, on the elimination of shorter- and medimm-range missiles. We
hope that agreement will be the first ntep in a long journey towards the
far-distant goal of the elimination of strategic nuclear missiles and 2gre ment in
other areas such as the banning of chemical weapons. The rep.rt of the Conferen.e

on Disarmament in Guneva indicates egignificant progress in the latter. We hope
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that we shall grapple with other problems which are the subject of negotiations in
the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva and on which, according to its report,
progress haa not yet been made. Neeclesa to say, solving those problems requires
political will on the part of the negotiators.

The expenditure on arms amounts to nearly $1,00U billion, and a considerable
part of it is devoted to arms research and development. It is estimated tnat
expenditure in this area is four times the amount spent in the whole world on

research and development in other areas such as medicine, agriculture, industry and

others.
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The international community has long grappled with the problem of the arms

race aud the accompanying spiral in military expenditure that is taking place at

the expense of economic¢ and social expenditure. The International Conference on
the Relationship between Disarmament and Development was a combined effort on the
part of the international community in the context of the United Nations. Its aims
were to focus on the relationship between disarmament and dévelopment and to
outline the measures that could be taken to spend for development purposes the sums
of money saved as the result of disarmament.

The Conference, which concluded its work a few weeks ago, requested the
General Assembly keep the issue under periodic review. We look forward to the
result of the General Assembly's efforts to implement that proposal of the
Conference. My delegation participated in the Conference and supported the main
goals articulated there - first, to study the link between disarmament and
development in all its aspects; secondly, to study the consequences of the
continuation of vast military expenditures on the world economy and on the world
social situation, particularly as it affects the developing countries; thirdly, to
consider ways and means to provide additional resources for development through
disarmament measures, especially in the interest of the developing countries.

In view of the careful preparations for the Conference, my delegation was
hopeful that most of the goals of the Conference would be realized and that
consensus would be reached on the principles to be adopted to deal with the issue.
If it is commonly agreed that the Conference had served or would serve to alert
public opinion to this issue and to the interconnection between disarmament,
security and development, leading to peace and other concrete attempts to deal with
that issue in all its aspects, the implementation of the conclusions has none the
less been disappointing to many, including my delegation. It hopes that efforts

will not stop at this stage.
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We hope that the Confarence will lead to future efrorta that might help
channel the rosources released by disarmament into the areas of economic and social
development, espacially in the developing cnuntries. We hop» that thcse efforts
will serve as a main factor in achieving disarmament, easing tension and
establishing international peace and security on solid and just foundations,

My delegation supports the reauest of the Conference - contained in the final
paragraph of the Final Document of the Confarence - that the General Assembly
should keep under periodic review the relationahip b swee) disarmament and
developinent, including its consideration at the forthcoming third special sessaior
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament to be held next year.

My delegation wishes to express its profound concern at, and condemnation of,
Israel's nuclear armaments, which clearly endanger puace and security in the area,
They are a flacrant challenge to a world which is making every effort to prevent
the spread of such lethal weapona. The nuclear weapons that Isri.l today possesses
have great destructcive power, Although the number of States acceding to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) is increasing - there were over
135 at the time of the 198% Review Conference - Israel stil)l persists in its
refusal to accede to tha:t Treaty and to open its nuclear installations to
international inspection, unlike the States of the area that acceded to the Treaty
and accepted international control over some of their nuclear installations.

Since the mid-1970¢, the General Assembly has adopted year after year a
resolution on the establishmeat of a nuclear-wyapon~free zone in region of the
Middle Fast - a resolution in whicn the General Assembly calls upon the States of
the region to establich such a zone and invites them, pendirg the establishment of
the zone, not to produce or acauire nuclear weszpons or nuclear explosive devices

and to place their nuclear activities under International Atomic Energy Agency
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(IAEA) anfequarda, It alao calls on tha States of the area to adhere to the Treatyi
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapona (NPT), .

However, we see that Israel is flouting those resolutionsa, It has still not
acceded to the NPT. TIts nuclear inustallations are not yet subject to the régime of
international safeguards. We coatinue to support the creation of a
nuclear-weapon~free zone. We call on the General Assembly to he strict in its
requeat to Israel to comply with the provisions laid down in this respect.

I must point out in this respect another aspect of Israel's nuclear
armaments ~ that is, the collahoration between the racist régime in Tel Aviv and
that in South Afr.ca. This collaboration is still a cause of concern to my country
and to the countries of the Middle East and Africa, bhecause it voses a grave threat
to many regions of the world and has serious impl!‘cations for international peace
and security. The two régimes are similar, not only from the point of view of
possessing a nuclear capability, bhut also that of possessing nuclear weapons. Il.ike
Iarael, the Government of South Africa refuses to accede to the NPT and relects
IAFA controls over some of its sensitive nuclear inatallations,

My delegation fully supports the role played by the United Nations in respect
of disarmament, especislly through public information. My delegation follows
closely and with interest the activities of the World Diasarmament Campaiqgn,
launched diring the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament of 1982. We hopr that such campaigna will culminate in the realization
of the seriousness of the arms race, the continuation of which will {ncrease the

use of armaments, thus putting world security in greater jeopardy.
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Mr. MOREL (France) (interpratation from French): On 13 October the
Ambassador of Denmark, currently President of the Twealve, set forth the common
viaws of the countries members of the European Community on auestions of security,
as should be the case, Increasingly, the countries members of the Treaty of Rome
and the single Furopean Act perceive a convergence of interests in the areas of
disarmament and security.

The events of the past year, whether connected to the Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Burope (CSCE), the Gulf crisis, terrorism or the recent
Soviet-United States agresment in principle on intermediate-~range nuclear forces,
cannot but strengthen us in that conviction. More than ever, the security of
Western Rurope is undoubtedly at the heart of the Eadt-West dialogue, and it must
remain active to promote the collective interests and those of each of its
members. This prompts me today to explain the views of France on recent

developments and ongoing negotiations,
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In the nuclear field we must beqgin with a consideration of the agreement in
principle recently reached on Soviet and American interwediate-ranyge nuclear
forces. Although some expressed their enthusiasm at the outset, without awaiting
further developments, we for our part recall that the tinal text of the agreement
has not yet been signed, nor even zompleted, and we would note that matters are not
very clear with regard to substance.

To address the esesential, I would say that this agreement in prinniple,
though imgportant from a political standpoint, is relatively limitea in the area of
disarmament and that its implications for security are still uncertain.

The political importance of the agreement in principle reached at washington
and of the future treaty is obvious, After years ot no dialogue, the Unitea States
and the USSR have returned to effective negotiations leading to concrete
agreewants., We welcome this improvement in United States-uUSSR relations with the
greatest intereust,

The limited nature of a future treaty on intermediate-range torces 18 a tact.
We are not trying to detract from its value but rather to appreciate it for what it
is: it relates to a well-defined category of weapons, namely, intermediate- and
shorter ange nuclear weapons of the United States and the USSR. 1t does abolish
for the first time a category of weapons, but these are systems whose development
has been relstively recent. 1In other words, the treaty will correct a
mistake - the unreasonable deployment of S5~20 misailes during tne 1970s. Ten
years have been required to achieve this, atter considerable political activity,
needless obstacles to negotiations, periods of tension and even crisis and vast
amounts of money. All could have been avoided. Now, however, we must address the

essential questioa, which is not that of intermediate~range missiles.
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Turning finally to security, which we view as of overriding interest, wa must
say that things are not clear. A great deal will depend upon the w 7 in which the
intermediate-range force agreement will enable the United States and the USSR to
address the real priority, which is that of strategic weapona. The USSR has stated
very clearly that that treaty is a first step towards the denuclearization of the
contin~nt. That argument is well known; it has been around for a long time, But
we do not agree with it, We reject any attempt, on the basis of that limited and
specific treaty, to make the presence of nuclear weapons on European soil the
subject of future negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union. So
long as the USSR has nuclear weapons, countries of Western Europe will have to rely
on similar national or Atlantic Alliance weapons to ensure their own security.

That fundamental fact of the balance of forces is precisely what has brought about
a response to the unilateral deployment of the SS-20s to obtain their alimination.
It continues to he the key to our security.

We cannot ignore the fact that, in spite of this agreement and the goals
proclaimed by the USSR with regard to the continent, Europe will continue to live
under the very real threat posed by the considerable panoply of Soviet strategic
systems.

This is why France considers the goal of a 50 per cent reduction in the
strategic arsenals of the Soviet Union and United States set at the Reykjavik
summit meeting last October to be the true priority. The two major Powers have set
that goal themselves, and henceforth it will be the best means of judging the
credibility of their intentions in the area of ¢ isarmament, We would recall,
however, that such an apparently considerable reduction would only partially
redress the long-standing redundancy in Soviet and American weapons, since it would

merely reduce the arsenals of the two countries to the levels they had reached at
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the ti e of the SALT 11 agreement in the late 197038, In other words, this is an
old and deeply entrenched problem. So long as the United States and the USSR do
not redress their overkill capacity in strategic weapons, their initiatives and
actiona in the disarmament field, spectacular as they may be, wil) continue to play
a secondary role.

Along these same lines 1 should like to refer to the recent attacks against
deterrence per se. Such repeated challenges to one of the fundamental elements of
security in tcday's world is on many levels strange, contradictory and, ultimately,
artificial. Ttistening to some of them, one would get the impression that
deterrence is ahsurd, a perverse dcctrine, a path leading to the abyss and so on.
One would be tempted to call it an emanation of the evil empire.

But let us be more objective and note that deterrence is not mere theory bu! a
practice, a fact. Viewed from the stindpoint of security, it is neither miraculous
nor evil but rather a part of the hiatory of the past 4U years,

At a time when disarmament and arma-controi negotiations are taking on a new
dAynamism, we fail to see the point of entering into an ideological auarrel that
would supposedly separate the good from the bad by means of slogans, Let us rather
return to simpler considerations. The nuclear weapon was a product of the last
wWorld war, of he intense rivalry between the two largest Powers, and of
technological development, 1t then hecame one of the fundamental elements *‘n the
balance of forces {n the contemporary world. As for deterrence, far from being an
evil doctrine of unknown provenance, it is the result of behaviour and mechanisms
that have heen established and gradually improved upon for 40 years by all the
parties concerned in an attempt to prevent the outhreak of a nuclear or
conventional conflict and thus preserve security.

Based on those statements of fact, which are difficult to impugn, in general

tne debate todyy is taking three different directions.
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From a historical standpoint the critics of deterrence say that the last 40
years have shown no incontrovertible svidunce of having played any effective part
in the absence of conflict between East and West. In the lic . of its own history
over the past century, my country can only point out the obvious ineffectiveness of
deterrence by conventional means.

From a political standpoint it is said that nuclear deterrence, because of its
unstable and dangerous nature, must be replaced by another system of gQuarantees
based on mutual security. This would appear to be the key to current Soviet
thinking. Prance, for its part, cannot forget that in the inter-war period it was
the country that supported most vehemently, and for the best of reasons, the
establishment of collective security based on co-operation among all States and

aimed at replacing the former Power rivalries.
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Nor can it forget that thn {ll-fated attempt of the League of Nations, undertaken
among partners motivated by very different intentions, led to the worat conflict
the world has known. wNothing is more dangerous than to try to establish security
hy decree.

There remains the moral arqument, that deterrence would preserve security on
the basis of principles that are unacceptable from an ethical standpoint, No
country denies the fact that its Fforemoust duty is to ensure the security of its
citizens, and if moral arquments muat be made to challenqe deterrence, it must be
streased that it is not acceptable to condemn it without recourse, ignoring the
terrible price of past illusions. One does not have the right to let the public
beljeve that a world without nuclear weapons, with its hypothetical benefits, is
just around the .orner,

We, of course, cannot hope to finish this debate here, a debate sc important
in our time. We stand ready tc¢ pursue it further, being as objective as possaible,
realizing that the best way to reach this end is to proceed from the actual
behaviour of States. Today, in fact, we think that what makes nucluear deterrer e a
lasting reality is the considerable scope of the strategic programmes of the major
Powers. With regard to the USSR in particular, which has stated that it wants to
renounce deterrence, we note that it has developed strateqgic systems unparalleled
in the world, such as the Typhon submarine or the mobile intercontinental missile,
both designed to remain active for 20 to 3V years, if not more. This will take us
well beyond the year 2000. That is the first fact that we must take into account
in our debate,.

In the ultimate analysis, what is absurd is not deterrence, as such, hut the
useless, costly, destahilizing accumulation of strategic weapons by the two major

Powers. All the same, this is the movement which we now see towards a controlled
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and converted reduction of redundant weapons. Because of the enormous power
involved, nuclear weapone call for control of guantity and aquality. 1In brief, they
call for taking a minimal stand, for economizing. Rather thsn to decree in theory
the inadm/ssibility of deterrence, we must t:y to introduce more responsibili‘y,
restrainrt and predirtahility:; in other words, to bring more ceason into the
process,

This is what France has always believed in, deterrsnce of the atrong by the
weak, linking possible recourse to the atomic weapon with the very survival of the
nation. Having adopted a minimal atand, my country cannot be placed on the same
level as the uvar-abundant forces of the two major Powers. While awaiting due
participation {fn true nuclear disarmament, when the three well-kxnown conditions
relating to the non-development of defensive systems, the present conventional anrd
chemical imbalance and disparity of srsonals will he met, we must maintain the
credibility of our strategic forces at the necessary levels, which reauires that we
continue our nuclear testing.

With regard to the last point, I wish to recall the invitation made on
23 September 14st in the General Assemhly by the French Minister for Foreign
Affairs, France, after having taken a new s:ep this yesat and welcomed several
Haads of State or Government of the region to the Mururoa testing site, is ready to
welcome political and government officials from the rive coastal Pacific Andean
countries. \la2 raecalled on that occasion that other Ststes for a longer time and on
a reqular basis have heen carrying out more tests. Ae far as we know. ncne has
opened up this porsibility. And none has offered comparahle environmental safety
guarantases, which in our case were Quly verified in 1982 by a high-level expert
mission from the reglon whose conclusions were carefully preprred and are atill

important. today.
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I wish now to refer to non-nuclear issues, which are no less important to
security and disarmament. The First Committee debates, the resolutions adopted by
the General Assembly at its forty-first session and the work of the Disarmament
Commission last May clearly confirm this,

Having referred to the future intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF)
agreement and the remaining uncertainties with regard to its security implications
in Burope, I will now begin by stressing the extreme importance in this context of
the present considerable imbalances in the area of conventional and chemical
weapons,

The Committee does not have to be reminded of France's interest in the
control of conventional arms, since it was on its initiative that in 1978 a plan
was launched for a conference on disarmament in Europe. After the Stockholm
Conference, that proposal became a reality and achieved its first success with the
document dated 16 September 1986 on confidence- and security-building measures.
Recent developments in this regard confirm our desire to continue working hard
along these lines and do even more.

In the first place, we wish to stress the first very positive results obtained
through the effective implementation of confidence- and security-building
measures. So far the results here have been very satisfactory, be they in the area
of r-.i.ication, exchanges of cbservers or, especially, inspection measures. The
latter, which are by far the most sensitive to tackle, have quite recently been put
through several tests, Time periods were observed, the necessary means for
inspection were provided, and on-s: e verification was carried out to the
satisfaction of the reaguesting country. These first experiences, which are now
possible, normal and aqreed to, will henceforth contribute to strengthening
confidence in Europe, and confirm that the direction taken in Stockholm was the

right one.
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Now, we must work on preparations for a conference on conventional stability
in Burope, with a viow to arriving at a stahle, secure and verifiahle bhalance of
conventional forces at lower levels.

The Vienna follow-up meeting of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in
Europe (C3CE) provides for consideration of the future framework for a twofold
exarcise covering all of Furope: on the one hand, negotiarions on confidence- and
security-building measures, which vill be a follow-'ip to and complete the results
of the Stockholm Conference hetween the 35 parcicipants in the CSCE; and on the
other, nagotiations on conventional stahility among the countrie~ members of both
alliances, with a view to adopting verifiahle measures of control, reduction and
redeployment, or any other measures which apply to armed forces and conventional
weapons in Europe. It has now been clearly astahlished, and my country has aspared
no efforts in this regard, that these two sets of negotiations will involve
apprcpriate progress reports to the "35" hy the "23" on their work, and that they
will take place within the uniaque multilateral framework of the CSCE,

This brief account of the preparatory work in progress in Vienna is by way Af
drawing attention to the importance and relevance of this twofold exercise. It has
re~uired irtense conBultatjons within the alliances. But France is also very much
interested in the proposals and contributions of countries -iemhers of the Warsaw
Pact, as well as in the specific views of the neutral and non-aligned countries.

We have st. »ssed in particular the p- 'wosals made to the Fast on the auestion
of military doctrines, which have bean discussed nften in this “ommittee. These
doctrines muat he taken for what they are, something which can always be changed
unilaterally, whereas military capabilitiaa are the result of forces, of positions
and of structures which have heen long established and also of a State's assessment
of its opponent's forces. All thase elements are more lasting, more ohjective and

more linked to the situation as it exists than doctrines per se.
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Having stressed the impottance we attach to conventional disarmament, I wish
to add that this guestion is not of concern to Europe only. For States that so }
desire, and given specific regional conditions, it provides a way of reducing
confrontation and strengthening stability and security in the region in question.
There are many areas in the world where, as in Burope, it would be desirable to
reduce the threat of surprise attack and large-scale military offensives.

We statec those views last year when we submitted a draft resolution which,
atter very useful negotiations, led to the adoption of resolution 41/59 £, which
enjoyed broad support. With in eye to desvelopments since then, we intend this ymar
to propose a draft resolution responding to the same concerns.

As in the case of conventioral disarmament, the future treaty on
intermediate~range nuclear forces mahes us stress the need for the complete
prohibition of chemical weapons. Considerable progress was made -~ sometimes nore
rapidly than anticipated - at Geneva this year in the negotiation of a draft
conventiony that is part of the good news participants can bring to New Yoik. But
we must also utress that major questions have not yet really been resolved. Among
them are: the institutional frame.ork of a future convention) the implementation
and verification of non-production in civilian industry; informing parties to the
convention) and the dustruction of stockpiles.

Outgide Geneva too, the picture is one of contrasts. We met with interest the
Soviet invitation to visit the Shikhany chemical site) yut we must deplore the
repeated violation of the 1925 Protucol in tha Iran—-Iraq war.

France as long att'ched importance to the question of s ockpiles and last
June made specific proposals. 1 wish briefly tc recall these here. We ayree that
security is an imperative tha. must be equally raspected for all States parties

whe the convention enters into force, and throughout the iuitisl iU-year period
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provided for the total destruction of stockpiles, the complete success of which is
indispensable if we are to move to the final régime of a total prohibition. To
prevent the treaty from becominy during that period - like the nuclear
non-proliferation Treaty - a disarmament treaty of disarmed count.ies, maintaining
the armament of some and the non-armament of othors - we have proposed the
establishment of a provisional security baiance enabling all sStates which deew 1t
necessary to possesg a minimal chemical-weapons capability in the form of a
security atock of some 1,000 to £,000 metric tons uhder —ery strict constraints.
These stocks would be destroyed during the final two years of the l0-year period.
These gquantities can be put in context by recalliny - using declared guantlties in
one case and estimates in the other - that the two major Powers now possess stocks
of tens of thousands and hundreds of thousands of metric tons respectively. That
digparity should show that security stocks can only act as a deterrent and
defensive force in the event of a possible chemical attack. Thus, there is no
contradiction with the provisions of the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

For techn: 1l and security reasons, these stocks would be established with a
single production facility that would be unaer international control from the entry
into force of the convention until the end ot the lU-year period. This may be
surprising to soma, but we think it is necessary to meet possible incidents during
a lony period of storage and, above all, to deter any party that might be tempted
to deceive and convince all non-signatory Ltates that there 1s no clear advantage
to remaining outside the convention. The State that is the site of this single
tacility would obviously have to accept a very strict international monitoring

mnechanism,
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In more general terms, it goes without saying that verification plays an
~essential role here; it is indispensable for ensuring that this tenporary régime is
not diverted to other ends. Without going into details, I would recall that we
proposed submitting these security stocks to challenge inspection procedures and
giving notice of the location of these stocks upon the entry into force of the
convention, in accordance with a special régime known as an envelope régime.

As I remind the First Committee of the outlines of our propesal, I want also
to note tnat it has met with strong reservations which have by no means
disappeared. But I want also to say that none of the countries participating in
the negotiations has deried that the problems of the security of the parties duriny
the 10-year period, which had been ignored for too long, are decisive for the
implementation of the convention. The main obljection involved tne risk of cnemical
proliferation. We respond that this risk exists in any event without security
stocks, since no State can be compelled to adhere to the convention. With the
stocks we are proposing, which involve a very strict and intrusive machinery, the
régime would be particularly selective. It would attract countries with a real
security problem and prepared to pay the price in terms of sovereignty, and would
prevent resisters from taking easy advantage of constraints for parties and licence
for themselves.

Let me conclude on this point by saying that discussion on the central
question of security has finally begun. We have stated our readiness toc study the
question in depth. Whatever the tinal solution we remain convinced that there can
be no stable, solid and lasting convention if the security of all parties is not
continuously guaranteed during the l1l0-year period. So there can be no mistaking

cur intentions, I shall recall the position publicly stated by our Prime Minister

last May in Moscow:
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"When there is verified elimination of chemical weapons, we shall destroy

ours; I can undertake a formal pledge that we shall reach the zero point at

the same time as the others.”

The international community has continued to be interested in the queation of
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. Yet ve feel it could do more in
this sphere: on the bilateral level, tha Geneva negotiations continue. KEveryone
knows how important they are, and wa hope they will lead to concreta resulis. In
that context, we reaffirm our commitment to the anti-ballistic missile Treaty. In
our view, if it is to be changed, this can be only through agreement between the
purties.

But we must also express concern here over the rols of the international
community in cuter space matters. I recall my country's unchanging position: the
interiaticnal community must piay an indispensable supplementary role. This role
already exists, but it should be developad in z far more active and mithodical
way. We must not act in haste; the extreme caution of the two Powers most directly
involvad is very instructive in c¢his respect. In our view, multilatezal work
toward . a systematic inventory of space activit’es, of their gsecurity consequences

and of possible developmants should be carried forward more actively.
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1f the international community wishes to assert its role 'n this field -~ and it has
excellent reasons for doing so - it musat prove its competence. It must define its
terms of reference, take technological uncertainty into account and not be ready to
act in haste., It is through such work that the time for the major cholces would
come after gaining future credibility in this field.

Many pnroposals need to he looked into more thoroughly, inciuding French
proposals which have been made for tne past 10 years and where present developments
confirm that they have heen wise, be it on the auestion of anti-satellite we~oons,
the high-orhbit, strengthening the registration régime for space objeccs or, in more
general terms, the plan for an international satellite monitoring agency. Recent
international developments, practical experience in high auality remote sensing by
civilians, with the French satellite "SPOT" and various projects under study, show
that the necessary means for such an agency to operate already exist in the
countries witn a dgpece capability other than the two major-Powers.

I should like to add on prevantion of the arms race in space that, as far as
the Western countries are concerned, my country together with Itaiy ‘his year will
co~-operate in the praparation of a consensus text along the lines of last year's
text.

Concerning international seacurity, and in particular the Soviet proposal, 1
shall reter to this later on in tha debate.

Finally, T wish today to refer to the recent Conference on the R. lationship
batween ['isarmament and Development., The plan proposed by the President of France
in 1987 led to the first result which we should address. Despite the difficult
circumatances and profound differences between all the various thescs about this,
it was posaihle to confirm the importance of security in the

disarmament-development relationship, to approach the very important ouvestion of
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the transparency of military budgeta and to conaider varlous concrete measures.
Undeniahle differences surfaced in the work of the Conference, but this did not
prevent all participants from arriving at a consensus., In order to mark the stage
set by the New York Conference in further thought on this difficult auestion, which
has now received racoynition, France will in the near future submit a draft
resolution with a view to its adoption by consensus.

As I was able to underscore in the case of nuclear disarmament, it may be
Stcated in more general terma that progress can he made in the treatment of all the
major disarmament imsues ly if they are treated witi more reason and
responsihility in the particula-ly difficult areas. In gencral, one can say that,
this year, progreas has been made along those lines, and further important, not to
say essential, proyress is awaited. This points to the importance of ou-
forthcoming meeting, tnat is, the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, which we shall prepare for wmost actively. At all times we
shall need to be lucid. As stated by the French Foreign Ministur on 23 September,
more disarmament doos not necessarily mean more security, The very clear and firm
commitment of my country to all the auestions to which I have referred is precisely
in keeping with its desire to gquarantee at all times most clearly that disarmament
will lead to better security.

Mr, ALZEDGALY (Oman) (interpretation from Arabic): May I congratulate
you once again, sir, on your assunption of the chairmanship of the First
Committee. My delegatson im confident that, under your quidance and with the help
of the other officers, the Comr ttee will achieve succeasn.

I should alsn like at the outset to atate that my country, through its
membhership in this international Organizatiorn and thrcugh our participation as a

developing country in itn work, reaffirms ita keen intereat in safoquarding
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internatinnal peace and security and the implementation of t e plans of this wcrld
bhody.

Having listened to the statements of the delegations which have spokan so far,
we feel that progress haa heen made towards better international relations. We are
particularly gratified that agreement was the outcome of the recent meeting of the
Foreign Ministers of the two super-Pwersa, the linited States and the Soviet Union.
This agreement augurs well for the limitation of the nuclear threats and
demonstrataes the serious intentiong of the super-Powers to curb the arms race and
halt the proliferation of nuclear weapons. The immediate gain is the elimination,
as a first step, of two cateqgories of destructive weapons, namely, shorter-range
and intermadiate-range nuclea: misailes. We, on our part, commend this initiative
and hope that the two countries will soon reach an understanding on the other
issues of disarmament which are the conceérn of humanity as a whole, namely, the
limitation of nucliar tests and giving an impetus to a process that would lead to
an agreement which the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva has heen advocating for
a long time now with a view to banning the proliferatica, productior and use of
chemical and bacteriological weapons.

This nascent convergence of views and these decidedly peaceful initiatives
could never have been posasible were it not for the dedicated efforta of the United
Nationa and its speclalized agencies. Since its inception, the United Nations has
spared no effort in trying to contain crisea, in compliunce with the noble
objectives of its Charter. The United Nations was created to ensure the well-being
and co-operution ot all.

Conseauantly, the Sultanates of Oman attaches special 'mportance to the role of
the Inited Nations and {ta agencies in aafequarding peace asi'd securiily and

co-operation hetwean peoples. Therefore, we in the Sultanate, look forward to the
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third special session 0f the Ganeral Assembly devoted to disarmament, which will be
held early next year., Our participation in that dialogue should he viewed as the
contribution of an Arab/Muslim developing and non-aligned country genuinely
intereated in the search fcr peace and security in every part of the world.

We believe that we must all make a positive contribution to the creation of
the conditions which would make it possible to accept the new reality of a world
wherein the equal sovereign rights of all should be respected, the need for
non-interference in the internal affairs fully racognized and the right of every
people to choose their own political system without any foreign interference duly
safeguarded.

The Sultanate also helieves that despite the cautious optimism that has come
to pervade the world as a result of the Conference on the Relationship between
. Disarmament and Development held in New York earlier this year, it is imperative
that we pay heed to the military and other risks such as hunger and poverty which
continue to threaten us all and wake up to the need for mutual confidence and
determined action to stop the proliferation of nuclear weapons and the extension of

the arms race into outer space.
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The Sultanate believes thst holding this conference, the first of ita kind,
under the auspices of the United Nationm, will strengtten the international
commutidty's confidence in the role of this Organization and consolidate the common
effort and collective resolve to settle the world's problema.

In ita report to the Secretary-General in compliance with recolution 41/48,
the Sultanate of Oman made a point of stating that, like all other countries of the
world and States Members of this Organization, it shares the views of peace-loving
farcea and is aware of the increasing importance of creating a nuclear--weapon-free
zone in the Middle FRast.

While Oman upholds and supports the idea of declaring the Middle East a zone
of peace, free from nuclear waapona, it hopas to draw the attention of the
international community to “le fact that the increasing nuclear capahility of the
Israel{ entity and {te tetuasl to place its nuclear facllities under the
supurviasion and safequarde of the Tnternational Atomir Energy Agency (IAFA) poue a
serious threat indeed to the security of all the States of the reglion and ohstruct
the efforta aimed at making the Middle Fast a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

The Sultenate's awaraness cof the destablizing effect of this situation on the
reqgion re-amphasizes the nead to intensify the efforts of the Urited Nations and
its agencien., we bealieve that the international communi{y should have the wisdom
and far-sightedness to realize the concomittance of creating a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middle fast and safeguarding international peace and security.

The Minister of State for Foreign Affairs of my country has referred, in his
statement to the Generali Assembly at this sassion, to the fact that the Sultanate
of Oman, in se:kinqg the maintenance of balance in the region and distancing it from
the maelatrom of big~Power rivalry, has called and continues to call for the

implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, emboidicid
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in General Agsembly resolution 2832 (XXVI) of 1971. Events in that region ehow
that the implementation of that Declaration will he a major atep towards the
establighment of international peace and security.

There ia no doubt that the Conference on the Indian Ocuan as a zone of peace
is a long-overdue step that should be taken to implement that Declaration.

The Sultanate of Oman reqrets that the Conf-rence has been postponed once
aqain and hopes that the resolution unanimously adopted by the Ad Hoc Committee on
the Indian Ocean at its last session - calling for that Conference to be convened
not later than 1991 - will prove to ke conclusive.

In conclusion, because we are a coastal State, we deem it necessary to ensure
the freedom of navigation and the flow of international trade under the rule of
international law and the Convention on the law of the Sea. These are vital
principles which should not be violated by anyone, for any reason, under any
pretext.

My country, which has jealously defended its national independence throughout
its hiatory, has embarked on a policy of good-neighbourliness with fraternal
neighbouring countrieas since 1970,

We have made a genuine contribution to the establishment of the Arab Gulf
Co-operation Council. We have also made poaitive contributions through our
membership in the League of Arab States, the Organization of the lalamic
Conference {0IC) and the Movement of .on-~Aligned Countries, as well as in this
Drganization and its specialized agencies, We have always heen cognizant of the
importance of peace and security as a means of successful economic and social

development .
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For all these reasons, we reaffirm the importance of huilding truat and
confidence hetween all the countries and groupings of the world, so that all may

live in an atmosphere of international peace and security, free from nuclear risks.

The meeting rose at 12,45 p.m.






