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The meetillq  was called to order at  10.40 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT ITEMS AND CONTINUATION OF THE GENERAL DEB.‘iTE

Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka) I- - - - On behalf of i ts  sponsors,  I  have the honour

to  in t roduce  dra f t  r eso lu t ion  A/C.1/41/L.24  for  cons idera t ion  and  ac t ion  in the

First Committee, For several  years the non-aligned countries have been gravely

concerned over  ensuring that space is  not converted into another arena for the arms

race and my delegation, together with the delegation of Egypt,  has been associated

with an initiative which has sought to express these concerns clearly and

coqen tly . The danger of an arms race in outer space ,  rather than receding has in

fact become ever more imminent. We are at  a crucial  stage when we sti l l  have the

oppor ‘.unity  to stop short  of placing weapons in space, t r igge r ing  an  i r r eve r s ib le

arms t’ace of unprecedented proportions in i ts  consumption of resources and dangers

for the survival of mankind - a macabre world series play-off for the assured

destruction of our world.

The Heads of State or Government of the non-aligned countries expressed deep

concern over that si tuation at  the Harare Summit, a s se r t ing  tha t  ou te r  space  i s  the

common heritage of mankind to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes and the

b e n e f i t  o f  a l l . The Harare Declaration called on the Conference on Disarmament to

begin negotiat ing an agreement or agreements,  as appropriate,  to prevent an arms

race in outer space. The non-aligned leaders alsol

II . . . s t ressed  the  urgency  of  ha l t ing  the  deve lopment  o f  an t i - sa te l l i t e

weapons, the  d i smant l ing  of  the  ex is t ing  sys tems ,  the  prohib i t ion  of  the

introduction of new weapon systems into outer space and of ensuring that the
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existing treat iea  safeguarding the  peaoetul  uaea of  outer apace,  as  well  a8

the  19’72 Treaty  on the Limitation of  Anti-bal l i s t ic  Miss i le  Systems are  ful ly

honoured, strengthened  and extended as neceeeary in  the  l ight  of  recent

t e c h n o l o g i c a l  advancepI.*  ( A / 4 1 / 6 9 7 ,  annext  p .  2 6 )

The Harare Declarat ion recognieed  that  important  bi lateral  negot iat ions  were going

on with the declared object ive  of  prevent ing an al’m raae  in  outer  apace and urged

the participnta to achieve that objective-

In a related development which preceded the,Herare  Summit, the diatinguiehed

authors of the Five-Continent Peace Initiative issued the Mexico Declaration  Of

7 August 1986 i? which they reiterated their demand that an awe race in outer

apace be prevented and that apace should not be miauaed for destructive purpoeea.

Addreaeing  itself  t o  s p e c i f i c  i s s u e s  i n  t h i s  f i e l d ,  t h e  M e x i c o  D e c l a r a t i o n  a t a t e a z

“It ie p a r t i c u l a r l y  urgent  tr, ha l t  the  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  a n t i - s a t e l l i t e  weapmer

which would  threaten the peaceful apace  aativitiea of many netiona. We urge

the leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union to agree on a halt to

f u r t h e r  teats o f  a n t i - s a t e l l i t e  w e a p o n s , i n  o r d e r  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  o o n c l u a i o n

o f  a n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  t r e a t y  o n  t h e i r  p r o h i b i t i o n . our MU Delhi warning that

the development of space weaponry would endanger  a nuabr  of agreeronta ar

arms l i m i t a t i o n  e;ld d i s a r m a m e n t  i e  a l r e a d y  p r w i n g  t o  b e  j u s t i f i e d .  W e  r t reaa

that the existing treaties eafeguarding the peaoeful ueea of outer l pece, as

wel l  ae the 1932 Treaty  on the Limitat ion of Anti-bal l i s t ic  Missile  ByetOner

be fully honoured, strengthened and extended as  necoaeary  in  the  l ight  of  msre

recent  technological  advances.” (A/41/518,  annex I ,  p. 5)

The draft  resolut ion which I  have juet  introduced ie c learly  in  the meinetream

of the  thinking of  non-al igned and neutral  uountriee. I t  reiterate6  t h e  basic

pminci1~lee  set out in the Herare and Mexico Declaraticwra.  We are aware that a
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l e g a l  r&gime e x i a t e  t o d a y ,  but  a p a r t  f r o m  i t s  i n e f f e c t i v e n e a e  i n  p r e v e n t i n g  a n arm8

race in outer l pece involving new weapon technologies there is also the imminent

danger  of some treat ies  being v iolated and the ent ire  disarmament  proce88  being

deadlocked. T h e  oontinuation  o f  b i l a t e r a l  negotiatione,  w h i l e  w e l c o m e  i n  i t s e l f ,

i s  no guarantee that  we wi l l  be  able to  prevent  the  introduct ion of apace weapons.

A  be8ic  f i r s t  atop l a  t h e r e f o r e  a  b a n  o n  d e d i c a t e d  a n t i - s a t e l l i t e  w e a p o n s  d e v e l o p ?

and  d e s i g n e d  specifically  f o r  t h e  task o f  d e s t r o y i n g  a a t e l l i t e a . These are

manif88tly offensive weapons and there can be no reason why the ateted renunciation

of  au& weapon8 and the emphaaia on defens ive  atrategiee  ehould not  be

substant iated by support  for  the ban for  which operat ive  paragraph 10 of  that  draft

resolution  c a l l s . He am glad t h a t  t h i s  i s  a  COIMXI  e l e m e n t  i n  t h r e e  00 t h e  four

d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  o n  t h i s  i t e m .

+hO need for  the  Conference on Disarmament  to  undertake negot iat ions  on this

i ssue i s  olear  and the def ini t ional  work undertaken in  the  Ad Hoc Committee  wa8 a

u s e f u l  p r e l u d e  t o  thie It l a  Q oonaiatent  p r i n c i p l e  of  t h e  n o n - a l i g n e d  nationrs

that diaarnawnt iaauea are the  concern of us al l  and that  bi lateral  negotirtione

d o  n o t  diminish t h e  n e e d  f o r  m u l t i l a t e r a l  n e g o t i a t i o n s .

The non-al igned resolut ion on this  i tem has  become the baa18 of  the  only
,
re8olutlon  emerging from the General Aeaenbly  in recent yeare. Since the

thirty-ninth sess ion i t  has  aleo been adopted with no negat ive  votes ,  and last  year

it Was edopted by an impreaaive 151 votes. I  am aware that  three other draf t

roaolutiona have been l ubmitt~ on thia item this year. The s p o n s o r s  of d r a f t

ceaolution  A/C.l/Il/L.24  era ready to  hold diacueaions  to  achieve whet  we eincorely

hope can be a conaenaua resolution on this Item, i n  o r d e r  t o  r e l i e v e  t h e  anxieties
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of the international community and send out an honest aQd  univeraally -xeptable

mcaaage that weaptle  wi l l  not  be introduced in  space. A reaolc~tion  preeerving the

baeic principlee  of  the  prevent ion of  an arma race is poeaible ,  and we remain ready

a8 in the past to make an earnest and sincere endeavour to achieve the consensus

t h a t  ie v i t a l  a t  this  s t a g e .

M r .  MARTWOV  (Byeloruseian  s o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c )  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n

from Ruestan):  The debate  on diearmarent  ieeuee  is  drawing to  a clone. With the

great  d ivers i ty  of  problem8  raised by  delegaLioria  which have spoken,  the diacuaaion

wae for  the most  part  centred on several  key iaauee , and above al l  on nuclear

diearmament, and the problem of preventing the arms race in apace occupied a

notable place among them. *. at la in  no way eurptkaing. Recent  events ,  and in

particulqr Che meet ing at  Peykjavik, h a v e  brought  t o  l i g h t  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i t  ia

precise ly  thie  very  problem which eerves  ae a  switch in a  g-ircuit  of  other priori ty

ieeues. It would perhaps be more correct to eay that star wars works  in a way

designed to  switch off  and b-k  the path to  decis ive  step& to reduce and el iminate

nuclear  arms and to halt  and ban nuclear  teats.
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The Byelor us8 ian delegation, i n  i t s  statements  a t  t h e  f o r t i e t h  a n d  f o r t y - f i r s t

sess ions  of  the  General  Assembly, including i ts  special  s tatement  on the subject

(~/C.l/40/PV.20,  A/C.1/4l/PV.15  and A/4I/PV.26),  has  a lready made an extensive

assessment  of  the Strategic  Defence Ini t iat ive  (SDI),  i t s  impact  and the myths

which are  being bui l t  up hast i ly  around SD1 to make i t  look appeal ing.  The passage

of  t ime has  ful ly  conf irmed the  val id i ty  of  those assessments. As w e  s e e  i t ,  a

detai led discuss ion of  this  problem at  the United Nations and developments  outs ide

have made i t  qui te  c lear  to  everyone what SDI real ly  means and what  i t s

consequences are likely to be. In this  Conference Room too,  ss the  resul ts  of

vot ing on the resolut ions  concerning the prevent ion of  an arms race in  space

clearly  shor,  there i s  pract ical ly  no one bes ides  the United Stat,es who needs  to  be

persuaded of SDI’a dangerous nature. And that is why today our delegation would

14 ke -to touch on only a few aspects of the problem, those which have been in

e s p e c i a l l y  h i g h  r e l i e f  o v e r  t h e  l a s t  f e w  w e e k s .

What was SD1 real ly  intended to  do? We are told  that  i t  was for  defence

without nuclear weapons. MoK8  p r e c i s e l y ,  t h a t  i s  w h a t  w a s  b e i n g  s a i d  u n t i l

r e c e n t l y , tnough we could c i te  a  whole ser ies  of  s tatements  by high-ranking

off ic ia ls  of  the  United States administrat ion and people outs ide the administrat ion

w h o  both  d i r e c t l y  a n d  i n d i r e c t l y  t e s t i f y  t o  t h e  o p p o s i t e . B u t  l i t e r a l l y  j us t  a few

days  ago we heard a  new vers ion of  the  famil iar  formula  which formerly  s tated that

SDI would render nuclear arms unnecessary and obsolete. Everything in this formula

remained unchanged except  for  i t s  main component ,  for  now the reference i s  not  to

al l  nuclear  arms as such, but merely  bal l i s t ic  miss i les . One does not have to be

an expert  to  realize  that  there is  a  yavning  gap between the two not ions. And in

addition, the substance of the new formula actually means - and this formula was

p r o c l a i m e d  o n  a  h i g h  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  l e v e l  - t h a t ,  i f  n u c l e a r  a r m s  r e m a i n ,  t h e  main

reason for  and the primary intent  behind the concept  of spar,=  defence Simply
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disappears . In any case, what  disappears  i s  the  reasoning presented by the

Pres ident  of  the  United States  in  his  speech of  23 March 1983. tireover,  i n  t h e

same speech he s tated that  i f  defensive  systems were paired with  offens ive

ays tems I th is  could be regarded as foster ing an aggress ive  pol icy. A n d  t h i s  i s

precisely  what  i s  going on.

I t  becoms% Imxe e v i d e n t  e v e r y  s i n g l e  d a y  t h a t  SD1 was t h o u g h t  u p  ae a n

instrument  for  breaking through to  a  completely  new and much higher  orbi t  in  the

arms race. The aim here i s  to  s tep up the race in  a  such a manner as  to  al low the

United States  to  count  on reaching a  cont inuously  e lus ive  mil i tary  superiori ty  and

on bleeding  i ts  opponent  white  economical ly  in  the  pursui t  of  Ear-reaching

p o l i t i c a l  goala.

Indeed,  we have cont inual ly  been told that  SD1 was merely  an innocent  research

programme. However, after the USSR msde  a proposal logical  ly  s temming fros  the

above-mentioned  a s s e r t i o n  t o  c o n f i n e  t h i s  prograsmm  t o  a p p r o p r i a t e  l a b o r a t o r y

research and test ing, this  immediately  turned out  to  be unacceptable  to  the United

Sta t e s . This  means that  we are speaking of  an uneguivocal,  f irm intent ion to

develop and to deploy over the heads of mankind whole new categories of weapons

with the broadest  range of  capabilities  and combat  use. This  spider’s  web of  space

str ike systems spread out  over  the  earth i s  ev ident ly  meant to bwome a

speci l -purpose  base  for  the  manipulat ion of  the  fate  of  countr ies  and peoples  on a

g l o b a l  l e v e l .

Some of  the  sponsors  of  SD1 speak of  an intent ion to  share the  future  syat?m

w i t h  t h e  o p p o s i t e  s i d e . Q u i t e  a p a r t  f r o m  t h e  d o u b t f u l  v a l i d i t y  o f  s u c h  promises,

i t  is i m p o r t a n t  t o  s t r e s s  t h a t  t h e  U S S R  d e c l a r e d  i t s  u n w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e

in such a “superclub” Sot two. T h e r e  i s  yr*t- a n o t h e r  a s p e c t  t o  t h i s  proposal  f o r

“sharing” SDI. AS  the  United States  Secretary of  Defense  wrote  in  his  let ter

addressed to  the President  on the  eve  of  the  November 1985 Soviet-United States
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summit meeting in Geneva, if the USSR were to deploy *even  a  probable  tarr rtorial

defense’, such a development ‘would require  us  to  increase  the  number of  our

o f f e n s i v e  f o r c e s ” . Thus, the idea  of  encouraging the  other  s ide  to  acquire  a

deferlive  space system already carries within itself the embryo of a further

impetus for a new round of an offensive weapons build-up.

The Reykjavik meet ing resul ted in  the  achievement  of  a  h igher  level  in

defining the goals and framework for poseible  arrangements on nuclear disarmament.

The possibility emerged for embarkirhg  on the road of deep reductions and

subsequently  the  complete  e l iminat ion of  nuclear  weapons. I n  t h e s e  circumetalces

i t  is of particulariy  i m p o r t a n c e  t o  r u l e  out  a n y  p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  o f

a  u n i l a t e r a l  m i l i t a r y  a d v a n t a g e  - a n d  t h i s  i s  p r e c i s e l y  t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  o f f e r e d

b y  SDI. The 1972 Soviet-United States  Treaty  on the  Limitat ion of  Ant i -Bal l i s t ic

Miss i le  Systems i s  a  valuable  instrument  that  can be used for  th is  purpose. 1t.R

regime must b e  s t r e n g t h e n e d ,  a l l  the  morq? s o  a s  a r t i c l e  X I I I  o f  t h e  T r e a t y  p r o v i d e s

f o r  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t o  c o n s i d e r  “ p o s s i b l e  p r o p o s a l s  f o r  f u r t h e r  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e

v i a b i l i t y  o f  t h i s  T r e a t y ” . Wi th  this ln m i n d ,  i t  i s  p e r f e c t l y  n a t u r a l  a n d  b y  n o

means in  contradict ion with the Treaty that  the USSR is  proposing that  there sh*julki

be no withdrawals  from the Treaty  within  a  lo-year  period and that  research and

test ing should be conf ined to  the  laboratory. However, t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  a t t i t u d e

towards  the  Treaty  i s  a  source of  ser ious  concern. <)n more than one occasion this

Treaty  has been buried,  doomed to  ear ly  fa i lure  and unmercifully  torn apart  by

l o o s e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o n  t h e  p a r t  o f  A m e r i c a n  o f f i c i a l s .  T h i s  t y p e  o f  v e r b a l

tightrope-walking could even be amusing, i f  t h e  i s s u e  a t  s t a k e  w e r e  n o t  o f  s u c h  a

s e r i o u s  n a t u r e . T h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  a t t i t u d e  t o  c o m p l i a n c e  w i t h  i t s  l e g a l l y  b i n d i n g

commitments is highly alarming. I n t e r n a t i o n a l  t r e a t i e s  a r e  n o t  “ s t r e t c h ”  pyjamas

des igned to  f i t  everybody. We a r e  not  in  favour o f  t h e  t y p e  o f  f l e x i b i l i t y  i n

internat ional  relat ions  which would al low for  the Treaty  on the Limitat ion of
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A n t i - B a l l i s t i c  Mie8ile  Systenm  t o  c o v e r  u n l i m i t e d  t e s t i n g  a n d  t h e  eubsequent

deployment  of  such system8 in  space. We are not  in  favour of  the  e last ic i ty  that

turns  the  agreed object ive  of prevent!.ng  an arms race in  apace into a carte  bl8ncho

permitt ing the  introduct ion of  s tr ike weapons  there.

Art ic le  V of  the  Treaty  explicity  atatest

‘Each party  undertakes  not  ta  develop, t e s t  o r  d e p l o y  ABM aystenu  o r

components  which are nea-based,  a ir-based, rqace-based  o r  mobi1.e  l a n d - b a a e d . ’

T h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h i s  A r t i c l e  h a s  b e e n  wordad p r e c i s e l y  t o  serve  thin unanbiguoum

purpose is aleo ynanimoualy  confirmed by thorn  American experta  who took a direct

Part  in  the e laborat ion of the  Treaty. Moreover, the supplementary provirion8  of

the Treaty concerning porlible  ABM systems based on other physical principle8 are

not meant  to become  a door leading to  the  uniqmded  deployment  of  such 8y8temr -

t h i s  w o u l d  barically  c o n t r a d i c t  t h e  8pirit  o f  t h e  T r e a t y . These provir  innr are

s u p p o s e d  t o  g a t h e r  a l l  p o s s i b l e  t e c h n o l o g i c a l  and  s c i e n t i f i c  i n n o v a t i o n 8  i n  this

f ie ld  under  !he umbrel la  of  the  ABW Treaty. This  i s  al8o conf irmed by the Anorioan

Participants  in  the  e laborat ion of the  Treaty.

T a k i n g  a l l  t h i s  i n t o  a c c o u n t ,  u n i t e d  S t a t e s  i n t e n t i o n 8  to  go  ahead a t  full

s p e e d  a n d  c a r r y  out  a l l  t h e  t e s t i n g  p l a n n e d  u n d e r  t h e  SD1 p r o g r a m  cle8rly  g o

beyond the Treaty’8 framework. MOreWeT, t h i s  i s  n o t  t h e  o p i n i o n  o f  ju8t  o n e

s i d e . The off ic ia l  report  of  a  United State8 Government  body,  the  Arma  Control  8nd

Disarmament Agency, eubmitted on 31 January 1983 to the United State8 Congre88 -

t h a t  i s ,  w i t h  t h e  c u r r e n t  adminietration  a l r e a d y  i n  o f f i c e  -. s t a t e 8  i n  b l a c k  8 n d

white that the ban on development, testing and deployment of ABM 8y8teIM  or

space-based component8 provided by the Treaty  also  Qovers  the  directed energy

technology or any other technology employed for this purpo88. Thi8 a c r o b a t i c

c h a n g e  o f  c o u r s e  i n  o f f i c i a l  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  c i r c l e s  took  p l a c e  o n l y  a f t e r  8tar w8r8

had been proclaimed.
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The main harm bctng done by SD1 is  essent ial ly  that  i t  undermines  prospects

for  negot iat ions  and extends  the area of mistrust . T h a t  i s  t h e  p r o b l e m )  i t  i s  n o

l e s s  p o l i t i c a l  t h a n  m i l i t a r y . SDI’e  d e s t r u c t i v e  capac i ty  i s  n o t  someth’,rg  tha t

affects  only  the dis tant .  future,  we are  feel ing i t s  ef fect .8  now,  wel l  before  the

deployment  of  i t s  components . In Reyk javik, SD1 wrecked a  his toric  opportunity  to

achier p a  major  agreement  on the reduct ion and el iminat ion of  a l l  s trategic  nuclear

a r s e n a l s . It is alno worth considering SD1 in the light of First Committee

issuee. It  threatens  to  render impossible the halt ing oE al l  nuclear  explos ions.

It  also jeopardizes the achievement  of  nuclear-disarmament  goals . As to the

P r e v e n t i o n  o f  a n  arms r a c e  i n  s p a c e ,  SD1 m a k e s  i t  t o t a l l y  i m p o s s i b l e .  T h e

el iminat ion of  chemical  weapons, the reduct ion OL convent ional  weapons,  the

s t r e n g t h e n i n g  o f  c o n f i d e n c e  a n d  t h e  s p i r i t  of  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o - o p e r a t i o n  - a l l

could be reduced to  ashes  in  :he atmosphere of  global  uncertainty  and fear  caused

by the  implementat ion of  SDI- It i s  n o  e x a g g e r a t i o n  t o  s a y  t h a t  SD1 w i l l  r e n d e r

worthless  decades  of  painstaking efforts  at  a l l  s tages  of  the disarmament  mechanism.

T h e  question  i s  wirether t h e r e  i s  an  a l t e r n a t i v e . Yes, t h e r e  i s . Along with

the s trengthening of  the  ABM  Treaty  r(gime, there  i s  an urgent  need to achieve

agreement 1 tween the USSR and the United Stat’s on banning space strike weapons of

the space-earth and space-space types. It  i s  also extremely important  to  ban

a n t i - s a t e l l i t e  systems a n d  t o  e l i m i n a t e  t h o s e  t h a t  a l r e a d y  e x i s t . The part ies

should be open both to the solut ion of  the  whole  set  of  these  problems in  general

and to  the search for  indiv idual  agreements  that  would ul t imately  lead to  the

erect ion of  a  re l iable  barrier against the introduction of  weapons into space.  I t

i s  a l s o  n e c e s s a r y  t o  e m b a r k  u p o n  s e r i o u s  n e g o t i a t i o n s  a t  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  l e v e l

within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament.

The USSR has  consis tent ly  cal led for  progress  a long those l ines . The General

Secretary of the Central Committee  of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union,
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Mikhail  S .  Gol’bachev, recently  s tressed that  “for  us  a ban On space-str ike weapons

is not a problem of fear of lagging behind, b u t  a  p r o b l e m  o f  responeibillty”.  I t

i s  impor+.ant  t h a t  o t h e r  S t a t e s , on which the set t lement  of  the  problem of  the

prevention of’ an arms race in space depends ,  a l s o  realize  t h e  ful.1 m e a s u r e  of  t h e i r

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .

Mr. GRUNDMANN  (German Democratic Republic) t Permit me to introduce on

behalf  of  Afghanis tan,  Angola,  Bulgaria , the Byelorussian Soviet Socialis  :

Republic, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Mongolia, P o l a n d ,  t h e  Uk. qinian S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t

Republic, the Union of  Soviet  Social i s t  Republ ics  and Viet  Nam the draft  resOlUtiOn

enti t led *Prohibi t ion of  chemical  and bacteriological  weapons” contained in

document ~/C.l./41/L.12.

The sponsors  have in  each of  the  previoue  years  submitted a  draft  resolut ion

on the prohibition of chemical weapons. with regard to  the  draft  now before  the

Cotnmi  ttee, I  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  emphaeize  the f o l l o w i n g  a s p e c t s .

The f irs t  preambular  paragraph recal ls  paragraph 75 of  the  Final  OoCUment  Oe

the tenth special  sess ion of  the General  Assembly , t h e  f  iret  s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n

devoted to disarmament, which describes the prohibitian of chemical weapons as One

of the most urgent measures of disarmament. Consequent ly  the  urgency of  the

e a r l i e s t  c o n c l u s i o n  o f  a  c o n v e n t i o n  i s  r e a f f i r m e d  i n  t h e  s e c o n d  preambular

paragraph.

The thirtr irnd fourth  preatialar  paragraphs emphasize  the  need for  the

e x t e n s i o n  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o - O p e r a t i o n  i n  t h e  f i e l d  o f  c h e m i c a l  i n d u s t r i e s  f o r

peaceful purpcnes,  bearing In mind that  the conclus ion of  a convent ion on the

proh!  bi t ion of the development, product ion and stockpi l ing of  a l l  chemical  weapons

a n d  o n  t h e i r  destruction  w o u l d  c o n t r i b u t e  to t h e  achievelasnt  o f  t h i s  g o a l .
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The ninth and tenth preambular paragraphs emphaaire the need to prevent a

further  increase  of  arsenals  of  chemical  weapons  and to  refrain from the  deployment

of such weapons, on the one hand, and to prevent the improvement and further

development of chemical weapons, on the other - tha t  is ,  a n  arm8 r a c e  i n  t h e  field

of  chemical  weapons should not  ttike place, yither qtiantitively  o r  qualitative3.y.

The eleverth preambular paragraph welcomes the agreement between the Union of

Soviet  Social i s t  Republ ics  and the united  States of America to  accelerate  ef forts

to  conclude an effect ive  and veri f iable  internat ional  convent ion on the general  and

complete  prohibi t ion of  chemical  weapons  and the destruct ion of  exis t ing s tockpi les

of such weapons.

The twelf th  preambular  paragraph takea note of  proposals  and ini t iat ives  on

the creat ion of  chemical-weapon-free  zones  in  var ious  regions  a imed at  facilitatrng

the complete  prohibi t ion of  chemical  weapons and at  contr ibut ing to  the achievement

o f  s t a b l e  r e g i o n a l  a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y .

The sponsors of  this  draft  resolut ion consider  i t  appropriate  to  welcome,  if‘

the  thirteenth preambular  paragraph, the Final  Declarat ion of  the  Second Review

Conference on the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and

Stockpi l ing of Bacteriological  (Biological)  and Toxin Weapons and on their

Destruct ion,  which s tresses  the urgency of a chemical-weapons  ban.

The basic concern of  this  draft  resolut ion i s  expressed in  paragraph 2. The

Geneva Conference on Disarmament is urged to intensify negotiations in order to

submit  a  draft  convent ion on the complete  ban on chemical  weapons to  i t s

fort y-second cession.

Paragraph 3 reaff irms the cal l  to  al l  States  to  conduct  serious negot iat ions

in  good fa i th  and to  refrain  from any act ion that  could impede negot iat ions  or the
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prohibition of chemical weapons and specifically from the production of new types

of chemical weapons, as well as from deploying tzhemical  weapons on the territory of

other States.

My deleghr.ion  wishes to inform the Committee that it supports the draft

resolution ccn?Bined in document A/C.l/4l/L.56  and has become a sponsor in

accordance with i ts  action 1-c  year. We conaider  that  draft  resolut ion L.12

complements  draft  resolut ion L-56.

My delegation expresses the hope that the draft resolution I have just

introduced wi l l  continue to f ind broad support  in  the interest  of  an early

agreement on the chemical weapons oonvention.
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Mr. MISZTER  (Hur.dsry) : The Hungarian deleqation  has the honour this-I__

war, an i t  has repeatedly  in  past  years ,  to  introduce,  on behalf  of  the

deleqat  tona of Afqhanistan, Anqola, Bulqar is, t h e  Ryelorussian  S o v i e t  Socialist

Republic,  Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, the Lao People’s

Democrat fc Repuhl  ic, Mongol ia, Poland, the Ukrainian Rovfet  Socfallst  Repuhl ic,

Viet Nam and Hunqary, a draft  resolut ion on the immediate  cessatios  and prohlhition

Of nuclear-weapon tests (A/C.l/Il/L.R).

[Infortunately,  o u r  e f f o r t s  a n d  t h o s e  o f  o t h e r  d e l e q a t i o n s  i n t r o d u c i n g  dra f t

resolut ions  with s imilar  qoals  have not bsen crowned with succens. In the

meant ime, the  d a n g e r  of  a  nuclear  con;lagration  a n d  t h e  o v e r a l l  neqative  p o l i t i c a l ,

s o c i a l  a n d ,  ahove  a l l , economic conneauencen  of the nuclear-arms race have not

diminished one iots The task of stopping the nuclear-arms race and turninq the

whole process in the opposite direction remains an timely as ever.

This year’s discussion in the First Committree has confirmed our opinion that

the first step in that new direction can and should he the inmediate  cessation and

prohibi t ion of  a l l  nuclear-weapon tests, It is that reasoninq that prompted the

deleyrtions  on whose hehalf  I am spsaklnq to introduce this draft resolution. The

discussions and agreements in varioun  forums since last year’s General Assembly

sess ion as  wel l  as the  Reykjavik meet ing provide  anple proof  of  the feasibility  of

such an agreement and of the potisihility of verifying compliance hy any State with

the ohligations incumbent upon it.

In our opirrion,  therefore, there ~FI no need to explain in detail the reason

for the present draft  resolut ion. Nor is there any need to explain the content of

the text; each paragraph speaks for itself. The only  aspect  to  whit’  I  wish to

draw attention is the change made in the operative part of the draft resolution in

colnpar ison  with  l a s t  y e a r ’ s  r e s o l u t i o n  4u/RR. The authors of resolution 4u/88
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s t u d i e d  v e r y  a t t e n t i v e l y  a l l  t h e  re narka m a d e  a t  t h e  l a s t  s e s s i o n  d u r i n g  the

diocussion  of and voting on the resolution, especial ly  those  made by delegat ions

n o t  a t  t h a t  t i m e  i n  a  ponitian  t o  s u p p o r t  o u r  r e s o l u t i o n .

T h e r e  w e r e  s e v e r a l  d e l e q a t i o n e  w h i c h ,  i n  e x p l a i n i n q  t h e i r  v o t e ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  a

moratorium could not be verified and in general expressed acepticiam  concerning the

w h o l e  verification iaeue. Since then, the problem of verification has been

clar i f ied to  a qreat extant. NevertheleRr-4,  in the desire to accommodate those who

had misgivinqs  about the poss ibi l i ty  of  verif ication or  aborlt the willinqness  of

their partners to agree on serious verification measures, we included in the

Present draft  resolut ion a  paragraph - paragraph 5 - deal inq expresaly  with

v e r i f i c a t i o n . The authors of draft resolution L.8 hope that the improved text will

attract a qreater number of supporters, and would also welcome any deleqation

wishing to do so to become an additional sponsor.

We are, of course, aware that other draft resolutions have been put forward on

the same iseue. We are also conscious of the fact that the more effective

functioning of the United Nations ceauires  the smallest possible number of

resolut ions  on a  g iven issue , preferably  one single resolut ion on each i s sue  - and,

if oossible,  one adopted by consensus. If  that  kind of  general  approach i s  val id

for  any draft  resolut ion in the f ie ld  of  d isarmament  i t  is  more than val id  for  a

draft  resolut ion urqing  a comprehensive test-ban treaty,  where a s ingle  resolut ion

can only  underl ine  the outstanding importance at tached by the internat ional

disarmament  community  to  this  i ssue. To meet that desire, my deleqation has been

a u t h o r i s e d  b y  t h e  s p o n e o r e  o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  r/C.1/41/L.g  t o  d e c l a r e  t h e i r

readiness  to  discuss  an eventual  merqinq of  draft  resolut iona with  any delegat ion

wiehinq to  do l ikewise.
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M r .  WWAMMED  (Irao)  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  A r a b i c ) : I wish to speak on

agenda item 144, “lsrasli  nuclear armament”, which first appeared on the agenda of

the General Assemhly in 1979. Several  delegat ions  have pointed out  the threat

posed hy Israel’s feverish nuclear armament, whether reflected in the number, size

and Capaci ty  of  i t s  nuclear  faci l i t ies  or  in  the  number and magnitude of  i t s

m i l i t a r y  n u c l e a r  activtties. No internat ional  body has  been permitted to  inspect

Israel i  nuclear  programmes or  act iv i t ies .

Israel ’ s  dangerous  object ives  and plans  are  only  made clear  by Israel ’ s  policy

of concealment and raieing smokescreens. For a lonq time, Israel ’s  nuclear

s trategy has been based on this  pol icy  of conceal ing i t s  nuclear  act iv i t ies ,  even

before Israel  c la imed to  he bui lding a  text i le  mil l  when i t  was  in  fact  hui lding

the largest nuclear reactor in the srea, the Dimona reactor. I t  is the  l a r g e s t

nuclear  reactor  outs ide  the nuclear States  which is  not under any internat ional

safeguards.

The Dimona reactor  was  bui l t  to  produce f i ss ionable  materia l  for  mi l i tary

purponea,  i n  the  s e r v i c e  o f  I s r a e l ’ s  m i l i t a r y  n u c l e a r  p o l i c y .  I s r a e l  d o e s  n o t  n e e d

i t  e c o n o m i c a l l y  or  i n d u s t r i a l l y , but rather in  connect ion with  i t s  pol icy  of

nuclear armament. The secrecy was such that no international body detected when

and how its capacity had grown from 26 megawatts to 70 megawatts. That  increase

meann  that the reactor, once able to produce enough plutonium to manufacture one

nuclear bomb, can now produce enough for three nuclear bombs per year.

These conclusions have been ounfirmed  by the 1981 report of the

Secretary-General, prepared with the assistance of a qroup of expertn  (A/36/431)

and in the 1985 report of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research

(JJNIDIR) (A/rU/S20).

As Israel  was  working to  conceal  i t s  major,  high-capacity  nuclear

i n s t a l l a t i o n s , especial ly  that for  the  plutonium extract ion and enrichment  of
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uranium, i t  a lso  commenced an illegal  chapter  of  the  pol icy  of  nuclear  armament,

t h a t  i s  t h e  m e t h o d  o f  t h e f t s  and i l l e g a l l y  a c q u i r i n g  ruclaar m a t e r i a l  a n d

technology . T h e r e  i s  e x t e n s i v e  e v i d e n c e  o f  s u c h  a c t i v i t i e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  the 1 9 6 5

theft of 260 pounds of enriched uranium from the NUWIC  plant, the illegal

acquis i t ion in  1968 of  200 tons  of  unprocessed uranium,  through se izure  of  a

shipment  f rom AntworD dest ined for  the Ital ian port  of  Genoa and i t s  d ivers ion to

Israel ,  and Israel ’ s  smuggl ing in  1985 of  800 ktytons  - electrr  <.c components  of

n u c l e a r  e x p l o s i v e  devicea  - from the United States  of  America.  Israel  has violated

the Internat ional  Arcaic  Energy Agency (IA& safeguards  system  by possess ing

47 tons  of  spent  uranium,  a  oomponent  of  nuclear  mi l i tary  product ion industry.

There are so  many acts  of  piracy on the part  of  Israel  that  they have become a

permanent Israeli trade mark and a oonatant vocation. I s r a e l  h a s  alen h a d  recourse

to other methods. It  perpetrated an unprecedented act  of  aggress ion by attacking a

peaceful n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t y  i n  I r a q  under IASA  c o n t r o l .  I r a q  h a s  s u b m i t t e d  i t s

instal lat ions  to  IAEA aafeguarda  and mubmcribes to  the provirionr  of  the

non-prol i ferat ion Trsaty,  two r&imea  which Israel  has  not  hes i tated for  a  moment

t o  r e j e c t  a n d  d i s d a i n . The report  of  the  the  Board 02 Governora  Of  IAEA GOV/2040

o f  1 2  J u n e  1 9 8 1 )  s t a t e d  t h a t  I s r a e l ’ s  m i l i t a r y  a c t  s h o w s  t h a t  it i s  f l o u t i n g  the

IAEA safeguards  ayetern  and the  non-prol i ferat ion Treaty.

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  thoas i l l e g a l  a c t i v i t i e s , the Israeli Government has promoted

rtrange doctr ines  that are a l ien to  the region and principles  of  internat ional

organisations - f!OmKDst of which ie the United Nationa  - on disarmament issues and

the establ ishment  of  peace in  the  Middle  East.
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Instead of  implementing the  resolut ions  of  the  llnited  :Jationa and other

r e l e v a n t  organizations  c o n c e r n i n g  I s r a e l  subjecting  a l l  its n u c l e a r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s

to  the safeguards  system of  the  Internat ional  Atomic Bnergy Agency (IAEA) as  wel l

a8  accedinq to  the  Non-Prol i ferat ion Treaty  and renouncing possess ion of  nuclear

w e a p o n s ,  a s  p o s i t i v e  s t e p s  t o  a v e r t  a  n u c l e a r  catastrophe p e r p e t r a t e d  b y  Isr;W?l,

I s r a e l  i s  p u t t i n g  f o r w a r d  a n d  p r o p a g a t i n g  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  d o c t r i n e  o f  I s r a e l i  n u c l e a r

deterrence and nuclear  terror  against  an.3 superior i ty  over  the  Arabs  in  order  to

s e c u r e  s o - c a l l e d  I s r a e l i  security. S u f f i c e  i t  t o  r e c a l l  h e r e  w h a t  h a s  heen s t a t ed

by Sharon as  to  nuclear  deterrence , and before him by Moshe Bayan,  as well as the

studies  of  Shlomo  Ahronson and Shai  Feldman and eeveral  other  Israelin  in  the

Government, whose s tatements  about  Israel ’s  possess ion of  nuclear  weapons are

characterized  by prevaricat ion and ambiguities.

That  prevaricat ion and those mis leading statements  have shown Iscael’s

f l o u t i n g  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e s o l u t i o n s  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d  - for  example  i t s  vote  on the

Genera?  Assembly’s  resolut ion on the  nuclear-weapon-free  zone in  the  Middle  East,

which was unanimously adopted. B u t  I s r a e l  c i r c u m v e n t s  t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  a n d  s t a t e s

that  i t  understands  and interprets  i t  in  a  way that  runs  counter  to  the endeavours

o f  t h e  S t a t e s  of t h e  a r e a .

I s r a e l ’ s  i n c r e a s i n g  n u c l e a r  c a p a b i l i t y ,  w i t h o u t  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o n t r o l ,  is a

source of  concern for the  area. Iraa has  a lways  played an important  role  in

highl ight ing the  magnitude of  the  impending nucleac  danger and always  sought  to

keep the area free of nuclear weapons. P r o c e e d i n g  f r o m  i t s  p r e m i s e  t h a t  i t  i s

important  to  remove the nuclear  threat  ‘Erom the Middle  Fast, Iraa believcls  that  the

o n l y  s u c h  t h r e a t  i n  t h e  a r e a  is r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y  n u c l e a r  capability

p o s s e s s e d  b y  I s r a e l , which Israel  i s  developing and expanding day by day,  as

conf irmed by events .
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In this  respect,  I  wish to  deal  with the views of  certain  internat ional

personalit;es  about Israel’s nuclear armament, which was stated in a programme

broadcast on a BBC2 in August 1985. F i r s t ,  i n  a  BAC2  i n t e r v i e w ,  t h e  f o r m e r

American amhassador to Saudi Arabia, James Aikins, stated: “Israel  has  nuclear

weapons, because possessing the last button connecting the laut  two components to

produce an atomic explos ion is eauivalent  to  the  possess ion of  an atomic ~CJI  I>:

Secondly, Paul Warnke, a former Under-Secretary of the American State

Department , who represented the United States in disarmament negotiations, ant1  who

i s  c o n s i d e r e d  a  f r i e n d  o f  I s r a e l ,  s t a t e d : *I am sorry, but the truth i s  that

Israel  possesses  the capabi l i ty  to  produce nuclear  weapons.”

Thirdly,  in  an interv iew, Richard Sayle, an American weapons expert, in

answering a  flue&ion  ahout Israel ’s  possession of  nuclear  weapons,  declared:

nCertain American off ic ia ls  conf irmed that Israel  has intermediate  nuclear

misniles  that were actual ly  deployed in  many parts  of  Israel ,  in  the Negev and

probably in the Golan Heights.”

Fourthly , again in an interview Tony Crossman, another American weapons

e x p e r t ,  s t a t e d :

“I  bel ieve  that Israel  has  more than lull nuclear  weapons,  and it can have

d e l i v e r y  v e h i c l e s  t o  t h e i r  t a r g e t s  t h r o u g h  i t s  f i g h t e r  a i r c r a f t . ”

Ahout  I s r a e l ’ s  capability  t o  c a r r y  out  n u c l e a r  e x p l o s i o n  t e s t s ,  h e  s a i d  that  I s r a e l

was the only State outside America and Europe, with the except ion of  Japan,  that

had the capabi l i ty  of  test ing a  nuclear  weapon by us ing e lectronic  emulat ion,

without  having recourse  to  test ing the real  weapon and of  producinq  highly  advanced

weapons.

Final ly ,  the important  report  puhl iuhed in  the Ssnday  edi t ion of  The Timee  of

London on 5 August of this year, l r r e f u t a h l y  r e v e a l e d  t h e  s e c r e t s  o f  t h e  I s r a e l i
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nuclear arsenal through statements of the Israeli expert, Mordechai Vanunu, who

worked at  a nuclear-weapon plant  for  10 years . Rib statement was confirmed by an

inventigative  technical  experts  group made up of  Bri t i sh  and American experts ,

which proved that Israel today poesasses between 100 and 200  nuclear weapons and

that the nuclear-weapon plant is underground in the Neqev desert, next to the

Dimona reactor.

As I  have already s tated, all the evidence and testimony show that Israel’s

military armaments are not only increasing but are also proven day after day, as

noted i.n statements hy internat ional  inst i tutes  and experts  in th ia  regard. And

that in <rccu,:ring  at a time when Israel flouts the resolutiona of the united

Nationa and r ides roughshod over  internat ional  goals  to  put  an end to  i t s  ef forts

to  push the area to  a  nuclear  catastrophe.

Hence,  g iven the present  data  and information, we believe that the United

Nations  and i ts  special ised agencies should accord special  importance to  this  iSSUe

in order to compel Israel to comply with the desire of the international community

to achieve peace and to avert the threat posed by nuclear weapons. The united

Nations should implement  i t s  resolut ions  concerning Israel’8  nuclear  act iv i t ies  and

i n s t a l l a t i o n s ,  a s  w e l l  a s  i n s i s t  o n  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  c o n t r o l s . Those are the only

large nuclear  instal lat ions  in the area thot are not  placed under internat ional

c o n t r o l .

Iraa rei terates  i t s  condemnation of  the Israel i  nuclear  armament;  i t  recal ls

that i t  i s  of paramount  Importance to  deal  with  the i ssue through an i tem on the

agenda of the General Assembly , since Israel  wi l l  not  comply with the call  to

renounce the  mil i tary  nuclear  opt ion and wil l  continue the nuclear  threat ,  which is

increasing because there i s  no indicat ion that  Israel  intends  to  change i t s  nuclear

pal icy. 3n the contrary,  indications  have shown the gravi ty  of  the  Israel i  policy

,)E n*xLaar  armament. This has become a permanent Israeli Rtrateqy  rqardless  of
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the dire  conseauences  of  such conduct . Proceeding from this  premise,  Iraa  hae

continued its role in order to contain the Zionist nuclear danger in the region and

the world at  large.

We hopr?  that Member Staten will hasten to auPport  the draft resolution  we are

submi ttinq, since it contains a noble call for disarmament in keeping with the

aspirations of the peoples of the world to achieve nuclear-weapon-free zonee as a

step forward to general and complete disarmament. It  i s  sponsored by the  fol lowing

d e l e g a t i o n s : Algeria, Bahrain, nemocratic  Yemen, Djibouti, Jordan, Kuwait,

Lebanon, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania, Morocco, Oman, Qatar, Saudi

Arabia, Somalia, the Sudan, the Syrian Arah Republic, Tunisia, the Ilnited  Arah

Emiratea, Yemen and, of course, my own delegation, and is contained in document

A/C.lj?l/L.23,  u n d e r  t h e  h e a d i n g ,  “Israeli  n u c l e a r  armamentR.
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The preamble to the draft rdsolution  recalls United Nations and IAEA

reSOlutions  on the quest ion of Ieraeli  nuclear  armament cal l ing upn Israel  to

a g r e e  t o  p?.ace a l l  i t s  n u c l e a r  actvities a n d  instaLlatior,s  u n d e r  I n t e r n a t i o n a l

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards.

Paragraph 1 condemns Iscae!‘s  refusal to renounce any possession of nuclear

weapons,  and is  a  legi t imate  appeal  to  denounce Israel ’ s  refusal ,  which i s  at

variance with  the  pledge of  the  States of  the  region not  to  possess  nuclear

weapons. iecurity  C o u n c i l  r e s o l u t i o n  4 8 7  (1981), i n t e r  alia, c a l l e d  u p o n  I s r a e l

urgent ly  to  place i t s  nuclear  taci l i t iee  under  IAEA safeguards. Since Israel  has

not  complied with  that  resolut ion,  paragraph 2 of  the .Lraft  resolut ion reqc-;):a

once more the Security Cauncll  to take urgent and effective mea8ures to ensure that

I s r a e l  compliee  w i t h  r e s o l u t i o n  487 ( 1 9 8 1 ) .

Paragraph 3 requests  the  Secur i:y c o u n c i l  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  I s r a e l ’ s  n u c l e a r

act iv i t ies  and the col laboration of  other States  and Other part ies  and inst i tut ions

in  the nuclear  Eield,  for  such act iv i t ies  and col laborat ion are not under  the

c o n t r o l  o f  a n y  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s y s t e m  o f  safeguards a n d  I s r a e l  i s  t h u a  a b l e  t0

i n c r e a s e  i t s  a b i l i t y  to p r o d u c e  f i s s i o n a b l e  m a t e r i a l s  for m i l i t a r y  p u r p o s e s .  I f

the Securi ty  Counci l  acts  upon that  request ,  i t  wi l l  reveal  to  us  and to  the

internat ional  community  what  takes  place ins ide Israel i  nuclear instal lat ions.

Paragraph 4 rei terates  the  request  to  the  Internat ional  Atomic Energy Agency

to suspend any scient i f ic  co-o,  _l rabior~  with Israel which could contribute to its

n u c l e a r  c a p a b i l i t i e s . :Ie  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  paragraph  la a  l e g i t i m a t e  respOIfise

b a s e d  upOn  t h e  I A E A  Convention  a n d  w i l l  p r e v e n t  I s r a e l  .:rom d i v e r t i n g  t h e  n u c l e a r

technology provided by IAEA to faciLitiee not under Agencry  control.

In order  to  contain  Israel ’ s  increas ing s tockpi les  of  nuclear  armaments,

paragraph 5 cal ls  upon al l  States  and organisat ions  that  have not  yet  done SO tc

discontinue co-operat ing with  and giv ing ass is tance to  Israel  i , ,  the  nuclear
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E iald . It  would thus  help to  avert  an Israel i -caused nuclear  cac.jstrophe  in the

#area. P a r a g r a p h  7  c:onllemne  I s r a e l ’ s  r e f u s a l  t o  r@noulIce  a n y  p o s s e s s i o n  o f  n u c l e a r

weapons, and i s  a  lcrgitimate  appeal  to  denounce Ieraeli’s  refusal ,  which is at

variance with the pledge of  the  States  of  the  region not  to  possess  nuclear  weapons.

In spite of  internat ional  appeals  and demands, I s r a e l  p e r s i s t s  i n  m a i n t a i n i n g

its c l o s e  c o l l a b o r a t i o n  w i t h  the  P r e t o r i a  rdglme i n  the  n u c l e a r  f i e l d ,  f l o u t i n g  t h e

resolutions adopted by the international community. Paragraph 6 therefore

reaffirms condemnation of the continuing nuclear, collaboration between the two

r a c i s t  e n t i t i e s  i n  Israel  a n d  Scuth A f r i c a .

PaKagraph 7  r e q u e s t s  t h e  Secretary~-General  c l o s e l y  t o  f o l l o w  u p  I s r a e l i

n u c l e a r  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  t h e  liqht o f  t h e  l a t e s t  a v a i l a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  t o  u p d a t e  t h e

study. on Israeli nuclear armamenta  in document A/36/431 and to submit the results

to  the  General  Assembly at  i t s  forty-second session.

In the l ight  of th is  rev iew ,  we would hope that  a l l  States  wi l l  support  the

draft  resolut ion and thereby contr ibute  to  the  removal of  nuclear  weapons  from

Israel  in order  to  avoid adding another  complicat ing factor  t-0 the  Arab-Israel i

c o n f l i c t .

Mr. MOKGOTHU  (Botswana) : Since my delegation is speaking for the first

time in the Committee, I wish to welcome you, Mr. Chairman, to your post, as well

as  the other  of f icers  of the  Committee  to  their  respect ive  portfol ios . It i s

already evident that under your able and combined leadership our Committee’s work

i s  m o v i n g  i n  a  p o s i t i v e  d i r e c t i o n .

MY delegat ion regards  the  quest ion of  d isarmament  as  one of  the  most  burning

issues  of our time. The invent ion,  perfect ion and s tockpi l ing of  nuclear  weapons

and other sophisticated weapons of mass destruction have brought the world

face-to-face  with the fr ightful  prospect  of  a  nuclear  war. The traghJ consequences
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o f  s u c h  a  war  a n d  t h e  e u f f e r i n q  i t  w o u l d  i n f l i c t  on whatctv.?ti  few r.uivivuru  therct

might  be have been amply debated by eminent  sc ient is ts  in  the Pield.

Even  more troubl ing to  the world should be the  prol i ferat ion of nuclear

technology,  which has  resul ted in  a number of  countr ies  jo ining the  so-cal led

nuclear  c lub. Some of those new members are, unfortunately, not well known for

their good records a8 peacekeepers. To them,  possess ion of  nuclear  technology and

the development of nuclear weapons have become a matter of national prestige. They

have refused to  s ign the appropriate  internat ional  instruments  on the mdtter.

T h e  v a s t  a m o u n t  o f  r e s o u r c e s ,  r u n n i n g  i n t o  t r i l l i o n )  o f  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  dol la r s ,

spent annually on armaments could wipe orIt hunger and poverty from the earth if

made avai lable  to  the  developing countr ies  in  Afr ica,  Asia, Latin  America and the

Caribbean to  improve agricul ture,  educat ion, d r i n k i n g  w a t e r  a n d  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t i e s .

Mil l ions  of  people  from al l  walks  of l i fe  in  many countr ies  have joined peace

marches to make their opposition to the unbridled arms race known to those who bear

the  pr imary responsibi l i ty  for that  race. !icw f i t t i n g  i t  w o u l d  b e ,  i n  this

Internat ional  Year of  Peace, i f  the  super-Powers  were  to  reduce their  nuclear

s t o c k s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  t h o s e  s t o c k s  i n  the

n o t - t o o - d i s t a n t  f u t u r e .

Although I  have spoken in  a  cr i t ical  vein  about  the act ions  of those nations

that  have brought  us  into  the nucl-ar  age, I should not be thought  oblivious to the

s e r i o u s  e f f o r t s  b e i n g  m a d e  a t  v a r i o u s  l e v e l , in  the  world today to  reduce the

tensions  that  may lead to  nuclear  war. The ongoing disarmament talks in Geneva,

t h e  c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g  a n d  s e c u r i t y  p a c t s  reprnsented  b y  t h e  H e l s i n k i  a c c o r d s ,  thtb

declarat ion of  nuclear-free  zones  in  a  number of  regions ,  are  all  examples  of such

e f f o r t s . Botswana, whose preoccupation since independence has been the raisinq ot

t h e  l i v i n g  s t a n d a r d s  o f  i t s  p e o p l e ,  commends those  efforts  as  s teps  in  the r ight

d i r e c t i o n .
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More than this, we welcome the recent mini-summit betreen 1 :I!= leader8  of the

United States of America and the Union aP .Swrjct  Socia, iht Republics. We are

naturally dieappointed that no agreement8 wer’r? c:oncLucleJ  by t h e  t w o  sides.

Bowever, we remain convinced that, given what the world has been told was on the

table at that meeting, there  seems to  be a  great  potent ia l  for  making s ignif icant

reductions in nuclear  arsenals  for  the  f irs t  t ime in  many years . The super-Powers

ought and must take serious follow-up steps to resolve  those matters that robbed

them of an agreement in Iceland. The world awaita  their  next  move with  great

a n t i c i p a t i o n . They hold the future of mankind in their own hands.
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T h i s  i s  t h e  t r u t h . The dangers  that  are  inherent  in  the cont inuing

developnent  of  nuclear  technology are  real . Accidents that have occurred at

nuclear  plants  in  recent  years  are  gr im reminders  - : f we st,ill need to  be

reminded - that  our smal l  world  and environment  are  too fragi le  to  be  Left  to  the

vagaries  of  chance and expert ise  a lone.

We must  work v igorously  for  the  reduct ion and eventual ly  the  total  e l iminat ion

of  destruct ive  armaments . Botswana will remain a strong advocate of total

disarmament.

Mr. TINCA  (Romania) iinterpretation  from French) 8 My statement today

wil l  be  devoted to  agenda i tem 58, ent i t led “Reduct ion of  mil i tary budgets”.

The increasingly  rapid increase mil i tary  expenditures  which have already

reached the trill ion-dollar mark has continued to be of the most serious concern to

a growing number of States. i t  is a  t r u t h  c o n c e d e d  by  p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  - excep t  by

those who derive the greatest profit from arms production - that the arms race has

t h e  nrost n e g a t i v e  e f f e c t s  o n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p e a c e  a n d  s e c u r i t y ,  o n  t h e  f i n a n c i a l  a n d

economic world s i tuat ion and,  in  general , o n  a l l  a s p e c t s  o f  s o c i a l  l i f e .

To s p e  .I. a  t r i l l i o n  d o l l a r s  o n  w e a p o n s  c o n t r a s t s  a l m o s t  s h a m e f u l l y  w i t h  t h e

s t a t e  o f  p o v e r t y  t h a t  e x i s t s  i n  m a n y  c o u n t r i e s , w i t h  t h e  i m p r e s s i v e  e f f o r t s  that

those  countr ies  are  making to  cope with  ditficultiee  brought  about  by

under-development and what has already become a chronic increase in their external

debt ,  and with  the  c learly-expressed determinat ion of  peoples  to  devote  their  human

and material resources to their economic and social development programmes.

A l t h o u g h  a t t e m p t s  a r e  m a d e  t o  j u s t i f y  t h e  p o l i c y  o f  i n c r e a s i n g  m i l i t a r y

budgets  by referr ing to  the  need for  nat ional  securi ty  and defence,  weapons  of  the

nuclear age cannot lead to lasting peace and security; they cannot help to

strengthen conf idence which seems to  be a  panacea for  internat ional  problems;  and

they cannot in  any way contr ibute  to  the maintenance of  s tabi l i ty  in  the world.



ffi/5 A/C. l/4 l/Pv. 29
32

(Mr.  Tinca,  Romania)

The fact  that  the  problem of  mil i tary  expenditures  has  become so ser ious  and

the urgency with which we must act to end thin waate of resources have been

highl ighted in  the debates that  have taken place at  every sess ion of  the  General

rZssembly,  or  at  other  governmental , non-governmentai and other  meetings where

matters  of  internat ional  peace and securi ty , disarmament or development are

d i s c u s s e d . Recent  preparat ions  for  the  Internat ional  Conference on the

Relationship between Disarmament and Development have shown that development and

the maintenance of  eecurity can be achieved only  i f  resolute  measures  are  adopted

aimed at  disarmament  a;ld a reduct ion in  ef forts  to  arm. No doubt  that  conclus ion

would have been one of  the basic  ideas  discussed at  tbt aforemmtntioned

Internat ional  Conference - which,  unfortunately , i t  w a s  i m p o s s i b l e  t o  h o l d  t h i s

year,  for  wel l -known reasons.

In the framework of its general position on disarmanmnt  problems, and above

al l  on nuclear  disarmament,  Romania at taches  very special  importance to  the

reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budgets. My c o u n t r y ’ s  ooncrete  p r o p o s a l s  o n  t h i s  s u b j e c t

have been submitted throughout  the years to  the United Nations,  as well  as to  other

b o d i e s  a n d  mer*tinge  tha t  dea l  w i th  disarmanWtnt  issuee.

Romania,  more than Jnce,  decided to  freeee or  reduce i t s  defence expenditures ,

and to al locate  the resources  re leased in  this way to  economic and social

development.

Deeply  convinced of  the  in@rtance of  in i t iat ing a  d ia logue between countr ies

part ies  ta the Warsaw Treaty and those metiers of  the North Atlant ic  Treaty

Grganization  (NATO) in order to put an end to the arms race, to strengthen

conf idence and to  embark upon disarmament,  q* country has  s tated that  the two

mil i tary  bloc3 should begin  negot iat ions  on the reduct ion of their  arms

expenditures . We have also  appealed to  the Soviet  Union and the United States  -

because those two major Powers are responsible for mst of the world’s military
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expend1 tures - to  undoctake  negot iat ions  with  a view to  freezing and reducing their

m i l i t a r y  b u d g e t s .

We wish to l ⌧pe88 our satisfaotion that the problem of freezing and reducing

mil i tary  budgets  i s  to  be  found to  a s teadi ly  increasing extent  in  the context  of

the broad diarmament  measures wntained in the joint documnts  adopted in recent

years by the countrie8  pactier to the Wsruaw  Treaty.

La8t SePtOrbeK NOmnis once again appealed to the European countrie8,  the

United State8 and Canada to reduce their conventional weapons, troops and military

e x p e n d i t u r e s  u n i l a t e r a l l y . And in order to give that appeal wnorete meaning and

to demon trate it8 de8ire  to proceed from word8 to deeds, thir year my country

decided on a 5 per cent reduction of it8 arm , armed  forcs8  and military

expenditure8 and to aonault  it8 people about that reduction by mean8 of a national

referendum. PQ delegation has already had the pLea8ure of informing the Committee

in a previous rtatemont  that this referendum will take place on 23 November  1986.

I  mu8t on  t h i s  occarion  a l 8 0  smphasi~e  t h e  positive  p o l i t i c a l  i m p a c t  o n  t h e

situation in Europe of the adoption of unilateral mea8ure8 for the reduction  of

arm, armed forces and military l xprnditureu by wuntriee  members  of the two

m i l i t a r y  b l o a s . Suoh  mea8ure8  would reveal  a real  de8iro  on the part  of thO8e

countries  to  make a  concrete  wntr  ibution  to  wnfidence-bui lding and the creat ion

o f  a  f a v o u r a b l e  climate  i n  uhiah  t o  i n i t i a t e  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  n e g o t i a t i o n  on  real

dfearmsment  measures.

Other  wuntriem  have also  made proposal8  concerning the eduction  of  mi l i tary

judge ta. I am thinking here of the well-known propoaal8 by Sweden which have led

t o  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  complex t e c h n i c a l  p r o b l e m  i n v o l v i n g  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n  of

agreement8 on the  reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budget8 and conf idence-bui lding.  I am

thinking also  of  the  uni lateral  ma8ure8  on the reduct ion of mil i tary  forces,
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expenditures or arms announced by certain states - among them China and Peru - in

r e c e n t  y e a r s .

A t  t h i s  s e s s i o n  t h e  d e l e g a t i o n  o f  t h e  S o v i e t  Union  i n t r o d u c e d  a  p r o p o s a l  t o

e s t a b l i s h  a n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  f u n d  f o r  a s s i s t a n c e  t o  d e v e l o p i n g  c o u n t r i e s ,  o n  t h e

basis  of the  conclus ion of  agreements  for  a  real  reduct ion in the  mil i tary

expenditures of States. I  should also  l ike to  emphasise that a large  number of

States - among them those  which account  for  a  major  share of  the  world’s  mi l i tary

e x p e n d i t u r e s  - recognize  that i t  is in  the common interest  of  the  interlratiOna1

community  to  agree on mutual ly-acceptable  reductions  of mil i tary  budgets . We hope

t h a t  t h e i r  a c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o b l e m  of  t h e

reduct ion of  mi l i tary  expenditures  in  the  United Nat ions  wi l l  prove an cccasion for

t h e m  t o  s h w  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  g o o d w i l l  w h i c h  l a  a n  e s s e n t i a l  c o n d i t i o n  - a l m o s t  a

p r e - c o n d i t i o n - f o r  o v e r c o m i n g  a l l  o u t s t a n d i n g  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  t h e

i n i t i a t i o n  of  n e g o t i a t i o n s  o n  t h e  r e d u c t i o n  o f  m i l i t a r y  b u d g e t s .

With a  v iew to  overcoming those  di f f icul t ies , nomania and Sweden have embarked

upon a  process  of  ident i fy ing and elaborat ing principles  which should guide the

f u t u r e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  S t a t e s  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a  f r e e z e  a n d  a  ruduction  o f  m i l i t a r y

expenditures  and the considerat ion of  the whole  ser ies  of  technical  aspects  impl ied

by measures for reducing military budgets.

This process has taken place in the Disarmament Commission and r;ucceesive

groups 0e experts. The purpose  of  those efforts  in  both cases  has  been to  bring

the  poeitioae  o f  c o u n t r i e s  c l o s e r  t o g e t h e r , t o  s t r e n g t h e n  c o n f i d e n c e  a n d  o c l a r i f y

ideas  and concepts  and,  in  sum,  to  faci l i tate  the beginning and development  of

Concrete  negot iat ions  on the  reduct ion of  mi l i tary  expenditures .

In the course of this year the Disarmament Commission reached a very advanced

s t a g e  i n  t h e  e l a b o r a t i o n  o f  t h o s e  p r i n c i p l e s . T h e r e  i s  p r a c t i c a l l y  g e n e r a l

agreement  on al l  the  pr inciples , except  one on which al ternat ive  proposals  have

been submitted by various  States .
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These principles  ref lect  agreement  ancong States on fundamental  quest ions

r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  r e d u c t i o n  o f  m i l i t a r y  e x p e n d i t u r e s . They are  contained in  the

report of the Disarmament Commission (A/41/42, pp. 7-10) and I think there is r.0

p o i n t  an s u b m i t t i n g  t h e  d e t a i l s  h e r e , as  I  have  a lready done so  at  previous

meetings of our Committee.

Perhaps we should, however, emphasize  that  these  principles  embody the

understanding of  States  that  agreements  on the reduct ion of  ,nilitary  budgets Should

faci l i tate  a  real  reduct ion in  the mil i tary  forces  and armaments OF the States

p a r t i e s  a n d  s h o u l d  b e  c o n c l u d e d  a s  :?con a s  possibler  that, pendirg  t h e  c o n c l u s i o n

of these agreements, all States ,  a n d  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h o s e  t h a t  a r e  m o s t  h e a v i l y

armed, should endeavour to  reduce their  mi l i tary  expenditures1 that  the  reduct ion

of  mil i tary  expenditures  should take place gradual ly ,  baaed on acceptable

veri f icat ion by al l ,  so that no State  or  group of  States  may achieve an advantage

over others and so that  the r ight  of  a l l  States  to  undiminisheo  securi ty  and

sovereignty  and to  the  adopt ion of  necessary measures of  se l f -defence should  in  no

way be impaired.

These principles also state that the human and material resources which would

be thus released by the reduct ion of mil i tary  expenditures  should be real located to

economic and social  development  and especial ly  to  that of  the developing countr ies .

Two other  very important  principles  on which a  corlsen5us was reached this  year

have to  do with the matter  of’the  veri f icat ion of  agreements  reached on the

reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budgets  and with  the  very special  responsibility borne by

n u c l e a r  S t a t e s ,  w h i c h  h a v e  t h e  g r e a t e s t  m i l i t a r y  a r s e n a l s  a n d  t h e  l a r g e s t  m i l i t a r y

Pxnenl-l~tlrroq for hen4nn4nri  thm y~r.a)am  oC nnytis.ttnn  nn ‘he -+~.mtinn  06 milit-arV

budge ta.

I  would l ike to  say that  the  agreement  reached on the wording of  these  t.wo

p r i n c i p l e s  r e p r e s e n t s  c o n s i d e r a b l e  progresn  i n  t h e  task  o f  finalizing  t h i s  S e t  O f
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principles  entrusted to  the  Disarmament  Commiss ion hy the General  Aesemhly.  I t

also conetitutes  a posi t ive  development  of  certa in  parts  of  the  Final  Document  of

the f irs t  special  cession  of  the  General  Asaemhly devoted to  disarmament.

Ilnfortunately, the Disarmament  Commiss ion was  unable  to  agree,  at  i t s  last

s e s s i o n , on  the  o n l y  p r i n c i p l e  s t i l l  o u t s t a n d i n g : that  relat ing to  the  problem of

the publication  and comparabi l i ty  of  data  on the mil i tary hudgets  of  States ,  which

would have made i t  poss ible  to  adopt  the set  of  principles  as  a  whole.

The proposals  suhmitted by various  delegat ions  on this  matter  essent ial ly

ref lect  two approaches: o n e  i s  t h a t  t r a n s p a r e n c y  ( t h a t  i s ,  t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n  of  e v e n

insuff ic ient  data)  and comparabi l i ty  should be accepted before negot iat ions  begin ;

the  other  emphirsizes  that  the  publ icat ion of  data  or  exchanges  of  information on

mil i tary budgets  should take place during the negot iat ions  and that  such data  or

exchanges  should be conf ined to  the  purposes  of  the  agreements . I t  i s  a l s o

maintained,  according to  the lat ter  approach , t h a t  e x c e s s i v e  reouests f o r

information not  related to  the  purpose of  the  negot iat ions,  as  wel l  as  making the

agreements  condit ional  upon euch demand0 ,  could be prejudic ial  and should be

avoided -

Proposals  have also  been made in  an at tempt  to  bring these  two approaches

c l o s e r  t o g e t h e r . O n  t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e s e  p r o p o s a l s ,  m y  d e l e g a t i o n  h a s ,  a t  t h i s

s e s s i o n  o f  o u r  C o m m i t t e e ,  t r i e d  t o  i n i t i a t e  c o n s u l t a t i o n s  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o  r e a c h i n g  a

c o n s e n s u s  o n  t h e  f o r m u l a t i o n  o f  t h i s  s i n g l e  o u t s t a n d i n g  p r i n c i p l e .

Our prel iminary discuss ions  with  the  delegat ions  direct ly  concerned have ehown

tha t  the  reauired  c o n d i t i o n s  d o  n o t  y e t  e x i s t  f o r  t h e  p a r t i e s  t o  m a k e  t h e  m u t u a l

conceefiions  necessary  for  a  coneeneue.

My delegat ion bel ieves  that  agreement  on the outstandbg  principle  could be

achieved in  the  near  future  however, i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  b r o a d e r  p o s i t i v e

developments in the sphere of disarmament.
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This  i s  the basic idea contained in  draft  resolut ion A/C.a/41/37 which has

been submitted by my delegation and which it ie my pleasure to introduce at this

time.

This  draft  resolut ion in general  reproduces  the basic  ideas  and the paragraphs

contained in  resolut ions  a lready adopted by consensus  by Lhe General  Assembly at

preViOu8  sess ions  on the reduct ion of mil i tary  budgets .

We express  the deep concern of  States  about  the arms race and growing mil i tary

expenditures , which const i tute  a  heavy burden for  the  economies  of  a l l  nat ions  as

wel l  as  our  convict ion that  the  freezing and reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budgets  would

have favourable consequences on the world economic and financial situation.

The draft  resolution recal ls  previous  resolutions  of  the General  Asselrbly

which hake  stressed the need to give new impetus to the endeavours to achieve

agreement8 to freeze  and reduce military budgets, as  wel l  as  the work of  the

Gommismion on Disarmament on the identification and elaboration  of the principles

which uhould  govern further  actions of  States in freezing and reducing mi l i tary

expenditures, the fundamental objective of which remains the wish to harmonize  the

viewm of States and to create the necessary confidence.

After having taken note of the fact that in 1986 the Commission on Disarmament

finalized  the set of  principles  except  one on which various  a l ternat ives  were

propo8ed  by Memher States, the draft  recommends the principles  in  their  present

8tate to States 80 thst they might consider them in the context of new developments

and new ini t iat ives  on the freezing and reduct ion of  mi l i tary  budgets .

k l l  S t a t e s , and in  part icular  the most heavi ly  armed States ,  are  urged to

reinforce  their  readiness  to  co-operate  in  a  constructive  manner with a  v iew to

promoting practical measures on freezing and reduction of military expenditures.
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The draft  request8  that  the item *Reduct ion of mil itary hudqcte” should be

included in the provisional agenda of the forty-second session of the General

Aeeembly.

The baeic  idea of the draft resolution is in keeping with the consenaue

tecawnendation  contained in the report of the Commieeion  on Disarmament. The

8olution  we are propoeing  ie aimed at a resumption of attempts to reach a coneensue

text on the single outrtanding principle at the next eeaeion of the General

Maembly,  and fully reflccte th’, agreement which exists in the Commission on

Di8armement according to  which the principles  wi l l  be  adopted - and I  etress

“adopted” - ordiy  am a complete eet.

We do not think that continuation of the coneideration  of theoe principles at

the next l eesion of the Commieoion on Disarmament - eince  t h i s  i n  p r a c t i c e  would

mean negotiating  the wording of a single principle in a working group - would be in

eccordance  wi th  rqeeted  request8  for  rationalizing  the  a c t i v i t y  o f  t h e  u n i t e d

Nation6  and husbanding the Organization’e  already limited reeourcetl.

A8 I have already etated, the neceeeary conditions have not yet been eatiefied

to Qermit  mutual conceesions with a view to achieving a consensus on the wording of

the principle in oueetion,  and it ie our view that this situation will not change

in the few month0  remaining before the next neseion  of the Commission on

Diearmement.

WO therefore call for a brief interruption in the consideration of the problem

by the Comniseion on Disarmament, which in no way meana  that efforta aimed at an

egreement on the outstanding principle w 11 ceane. These efforts will be resumed

et the next sesrion  of the General Assembly in conditions which, we hope, will be

b e t t e r .

It  i s  cur  hope that the draft  rc-rolution  which I  have just introduced wi l l

havr the necersary  rupport  so that it can be adopted without a vote.
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Those are the wiews my delegation wanted to express here on agenda item 58.

We cannot  conclude without  s tress inq once again my country's  special  concern

regardinq the abnormal  race in weapons expenditures  and i ts  cont inued interest  in

t h e  a d o p t i o n  o f  r e a l ,  e v e n  u n i l a t e r a l , measures on the freezing and reduction of

military budgets.

i t  iB our  very strang  convict ion that  halt ing the waste of  hu-sn and material

r e s o u r c e s  i n  t h e  i r r a t i o n a l  a n d  h i s t o r i c a l l y  mistahan p r o c e s s  o f  a r m s  p r o d u c t i o n  i s

a  sure  wey of  s trengthening the securi ty  of  States  and conf idence. Above al l ,  i t

w o u l d  be  a  p r a c t i c a l  w a y  t o  a l l e v i a t e  t h e  e c o n o m i c  a n d  f i n a n c i a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t

al l  countries,  developed and developing al ike,  face  in  one way or  another.

Mr. TCM~ZEWSKI  (Poland): The delegation of Poland wishes to make some

comment:i  on one of the items on the Committee's agenda, namely "Consideration of

guidel ines  for  conf idence-bui lding measures : report of the Disarmament Commission".

Confidence-building measures have a particular roll,  in international

r e l a t i o n s . T h e i r  p r i m a r y  tunction i s  t h e  c r e a t i o n  o f  c o n d i t i o n s  t o  Jtrengthen

‘peace a n d  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  d i s a r m a m e n t . Such measures, in both their global and their

regional  d imensions , Bhonld a l s o  h e l p  i n  eliminnting  aQQrehensiOn8  d u e  t o  t h r a e t s

renulting f r o m  the m i l i t a r y  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  S t a t e s . Their significance becomes more

importrlnt  in s i t u a t i o n a  o f  g r o w i n g  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  tens ions .

Confidence cc/nstitutes  an important  e lement  in  co-operat ion among States  .&rile

t h e y  s o l v e  t h e i r  commo.1  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  QrOblemB. That is why the problem of

confidence-building measures ie discussed in the United Nations and in other

internat ional  forums. The role  of  the United Nations  in this  f ie ld  has  been

stressed in  the Final  Document of  the f irs t  special  sess ion of  the General  Assembly

devoted to  disarmament  and in  numerous  resolutione  adopted at  regular  sess ions  cf

the General Assembly. A neparate  s tudy on conf idence-bui lding measures  was  a lso
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prepared in ,L by * group of governmentai experts appointed by the

Secretxy-Genes This year the Diparmamznt  Ccmmis~ion has produced a document

e n t i t l e d  wDraft  yuidelines  f c r  a p p r o p r i a t e  t y p e s  o f  c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g  measureB

;ind for  the i~lementation  of  such me surcsj on a  global  OIC regional  level”.

Of great  importance for  the  future  conf idence-bui lding measures  was  the Final

Docuwnt  adopted  trt the Stockholm Conference on 22 September 1986. Poland,  one of

tne i n i t i a t o r a  of  t h i s  C o n f e r e n c e , having taken an act ive  part  in  the elaborat ion

o f  that  d o c u m e n t ,  h a s  welcon\ed i t s  a d o p t i o n  w i t h  p a r t i c u l a r  s a t i s f a c t i o n ,

c o n s i d e r i n g  i t  p r o o f  o f  e x i s t i n g  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  i n  r e a c h i n g  a g r e e m e n t s  i n v o l v i n g

Statee  members  of  the  Ware&v  Treaty  and NAlD and Eu’ ?pean neutral  and non-al igned

States  on L ~ch a del icate  subject na the reciprocal  exchange of  informat ion On

m i l i t a r y  activities a n d  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  meane  o f  v e r i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h a t

information. I t  conetitutes  an i m p o r t a n t  B t e p  Lowarde a  m o r e  Becure Europe .  It

rn’ y  f a c i l i t a t e ,  i n  4 I eesent-al manner ,  f u r t h e r  e f f o r t s  concerni the reduct ion of

mil i tary  forces and armaments  leading to  the  curbing of  the  arms race and the

s tart ing of  disarti.ment, part icularly  at the Vienna Conference,  which i s  -)UBt about

to  s t a r t .

B e s i d e s  e f f o r t s  i n  t h e  b u i l d i n g  of  c o n f i d e n c e  i n  t h e  m i l i t a r y  s p h e r e ,  w e  i n

Poland are  king our  best to  bui ld  that  conf idence in  the pol i t ical .  sphere aB

w e l l  - a n d  n o t  o n l y  i n  onr b i l a t e r a l  relatione, in which we attach part icular

importance to regular consulrtitions  on different political levele,  but 21~0  beyond

them. A good example of that is cur recent regular coneultations  amng  the

parl iamentary groups  of the Polieh llnited Worrtere  Party and the Social is t

Democratic Party of t’ e Federal. Republ.ic  of Germany. In t h o s e  consultationr

confidence-building measures take a prominent place.

Having learned from ito own recent experience, Poland also attaches particular

s i g n i f i c a n c e  t o  c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g  mt:asures  i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l .  e c o n o m i c  r e l a t i o n s .

The win goal  of  those  conf idence-bui ld ing measures  proposed a  few years  ago by my
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c o u n t r y  i s  t o  p r o t e c t  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  e c o n o m i c  r e l a t i o n s  f r o m  t h e  disrupt.ive  e f f e c t s

o f  p o l i t i c a l  t e n s i o n s  a n d  t o  counteracr  t h e  threat o f  t h o s e  r e l a t i o n s  nhr i n k i n g  o n

account  of  fear  of  excess ive  dependence on foreign trade making a  country

v u l n e r a b l e  tu p r e s s u r e s  o f  a  p o l i t i c a l  n a t u r e .

F l n a l l y  I s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  s t r e s s  t h a t , however  s igni f icant  they may be for

better  understanding and co-operat ion among States, conf idence-bui ld ing measures

c a n n o t  replace  e f f e c t i v e  disarmat e n t  s t e p s . That  i s  why, together  with  undertaking

effect ive  and <oncrete act ions  des igned to  make progress  in  s trengthening

confidence and security , we should aim at  equal ly  effect ive  and concrete

disarmament.

Mr. TH3MPSON-FUW%3  (Brazil) : F i r s t  o f  a l l  m y  d e l e g a t i o n  w i s h e s  t o

conyratulate you,  Sir ,  on your  e lect ion to  the  chairmanship  of this  Committee.  I

am conf ident  we shal l  a l l  benef i t  from your able  and ski l ful  guidance. Let  me also

extend our  greet ings  to the other  e lected off icers  of  the  Committee  who wi l l  be

ass i s t ing you in  your  endeavours . At the same time cur thanks go to Ambassador Ali

Alatas  of  Indonesia  for  the  product ive  work Lccompliohed  l a s t  ye,lr u n d e r  h i s

chairmanship.

I wish on behalf of my Government to express to the people of Mozambique,

thrvugh their  delegat ion, our  deepest  sorrow and condolences  on the  tragic

disappearance of  Pres ident  Samora Machel and other  government  off ic ia ls ,  armng whom

was the former Permanent  Representative  to the [Jnited  Nat ions ,  our  good fr iend

Jose Carlo6  Lobe. President Samora Machel shall aiwaye be remembered and praised

f o r  h i s  o u t s t a n d i n g  r o l e  b o t h  i n  t h e  s t r u g g l e  t h a t  l e d  t o  t h e  i n d e p e n d e n c e  o  h i s

count.ry  a n d  i n  t h e  h i s t o r i c  f i g h t  a g a i n s t  c o l o n i a l i s m  a n d  r a c i s m .

This  year  ban witnessed home  dramatic  movements  in  the f ie ld  of disarmament

?rld i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y . Paramount among them,  of  course,  was  +he  recent  summit

meeting between President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev.
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B r a z i l , a s  i s  amuredly  tk> c me w i t h  t h e  mejcrity  o f  c o u n t r i e s ,  attachem

great  importance to  meeting8  of  the  leader6  of  the  two major  Powtire of  the  world.

T h e  c r u c i a l  q u e s t i o n  o f  diearmament  a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  eecurity s t i l l  d e p e n d 8  t o  a

l a r g e  e x t e n t  o n  t h e i r  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  a n d  n e g o t i a t i o n s .
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We welcomed last  year’s  resumption of  bi lateral  ta lks  hf the super-Powers  not

On:y because it symbolized  their recogr:ition  of the fact that tbley have a special

reeponsihillty  with regard to disarmament, and part icularly  nuclear  disarmament,

but  al130 hecause  in their joint communiau&  of January and Yov@d>er of last year

there was a clear commitment on the one hand to terminating the nuclear-arms race

on Earth and preventing one in space and, on the other hand, to the goal. of

e l i m i n a t i n g  n u c l e a r  weapon.1.

The Eact th,jt  i t  was not pasih?c? for  the  rlnited  States  and the Soviet  Union

to rer.Gh  concrete  agreements  on theee issues at  Heykjavik only  hiqhl1qht.s  the  need

for more concerted action hy the whole of the international cotnmunity so th,at  new

momentum can be generated collectively towards the attainment of progress  in a

vital area that concerns all States and peoples of the world.

Oniy by strcnqthening our common resolve will we he ahle to persuade the more

fK?werful  amongst us to shape their decisions and policies in a manner consistent

w i t h  t h e  h i g h e r  i n t e r e s t s  o f  humankind.

The leaders  of  both the llnited  States  and the Soviet  Unlan seemed in  their

meetinq at  Reykjavik to  have  come very  c lose  to  agreeing on the el iminat ion of  a l l

of  feneive  s trategic  Forces .

The unrelent inq col lect ive  urgings  and admonit ions  that  have been addressed in

this  Orqanization  and in  other appropriate  disarmament  forums to  the  super-Powers

nave certainly played an important part in hrinqinq abut these encouraging

developments. My deleqation hopen that the new global awarenebs that appears to he

taking s h a p e  c o n c e r n i n g  those  v i t a l  issues w i l l  assert  i t s e l f  m o r e  i n c i s i v e l y  i n

the future so that disarmament will not continue to be a term expressinq  qod

i n t e n t i o n s  but  w i l l  I n s t e a d  toe  c o n v e r t e d  i n t o  a  serious,  p r a c t i c a l  e x e r c i s e  with
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I t  goes  without saying that thie  ia not  an easy taak. There are  etill ominoue

t r e n d s  p r e v a i l i n g  a t  t h e  roment. T h e  nuclear--arme  r a c e ,  d e s p i t e  a l l  our  hopen,

e f f o r t s  clnd  action6  f o r  i t e  e a r l y  rovereel, threaten8  to become even fiercer than

before and to invade new environment6  in the process. Hotbed0  of teneion and

confl ict  abound. R e g i o n a l  s i t u a t i o n s  o f f e r  a  p r e t e x t  f o r  ttte r e a f f i r m a t i o n  o f

vertical patterns of hegemony, together  with ite corol lary,  which ie the  woreening

o f  Rast-Weet  bloc c o n f r o n t a t i o n . The economic and fir)ancial plight in which

developing countries  f ind themvalves  is  made al l  the harrher  by  the net tranefer  of

reeourcee  to which they have been subjected due to an extremely unfair

internctional  economic framework and by the divereion  of ever larger eume  and

reecurcee  - human, f i n a n c i a l  a n d  m a t e r i a l  - to  the  a lready huge arsenals  of  the

major  mil i tary  Powere. A rldening gap of  opportuni t ies  ie thue perpetuated between

the mighty and the disposuereed, thus creating another powerful source of

f r u s t r a t i o n  a n d  c o n f l i c t .

Al l  i s  not  lost ,  however  O At the beginning of my etatement I referred to

dramatic  developments  in  the f ie ld  of  disarmament  which took plats in  1986.  Apart

from the aeemingly positive eigne originating at the Reykjavik eummit  between the

two super-Powere,  one should acknowledge the breakthrough that developed at

Stockholm with the successful outcome of the Conference on Security and Confidence

Building Measures and Disarmament in Rutope,

The agreement reached at Stockholm, t h e  f i r s t  o f  i t s  k i n d  i n  a  v e r y

coneiderable  number of yeare, netween nation6  of the two major miiitary bloc8

conetitutee  u n d e n i a b l e  p r o o f  that where  the  p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  e x i s t s  m u l t i l a t e r a l

negotiations and the conclueion  of meaeutee and sqreemente on disarmament are

feas ible ,  however  di f f icul t  and arduous  the  proceep.  may seem at  f i ret .  Moreover ,
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beeides  paving the way for more important atepr  to be taken in the future in

EUrOpe, the Stockholm accord has deflnikely encouraged diasrmament  efforta  on a

wider  scale involv ing the whole  conununity  ‘OC  fiations.

Together  with  other  important  events , such aa the second Review Conference of

the Convent ion on biological  wpapons, the Stockholm Conference should inspire  ue in

our quest for urgent progrees  In the sphere of disarmament and international

recur ity.

In the meaaaqe that President Joa6 sarney addressed to the Conference on

DieermaxIent  last  Apri l ,  he f irmly expressed the Brazi l ian Government’s  solemn

mitmnt t o  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  e f f o r t s  tar diearmament  b e i n g  c o n d u c t e d  i n  t h a t

forum a8 wel l  as  in  the  United Nation8 itself . That  message wall  re i terated in  the

General Aerembly  on 22 September last, when the Minis ter  of  External  Relat ions  of

Brasll,  Mr. Roberto de Abreu Sodr6,  said in hia etatement that

n8trengthenlng  the United Nationa  ia the bemt way to  guarantee internat ional

p e a c e  a n d  security’.  (A/Il/W.4, p. 56)

Pre8ident  Sarney and Mr. Sodr6 were giving expression to one of my country’8

c e n t r a l  concernsg t h e  realization,  f i r s t ,  that  d i s a r m a m e n t  meaauree  a n d

agreement@,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  n u c l e a r  f i e l d ,  a r e  o n e  o f  t h e  h i g h e s t  p r i o r i t i e s  o f

OUT times and, recondly,  that the process of disarmament must be an endeavour

involv ing al l  nations large an&small ,  r ich and poor.

There ie today a coneeneue  that nuclear  weapons pose the greatest  threat  to

m a n k i n d  I n  a l l  i t s  hietory. For t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  e v e r ,  m a n k i n d ’ s  o w n  s u r v i v a l  is a t

#take. Only  a fract ion of  exis t ing nuclear  weapons  would,  if resorted to, wipe

civiliration  o f f  t h e  f a c e  of t h e  e a r t h .
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W h i l e ,  o b j e c t i v e l y , Scientist5  a n d  s t a t e s m e n  a l i k e  realize  t h e  unprecedented

power of  destruct ion of  nuclear  waapons, the few States possessing such weapons

have not hesitated to build up their nuclear arsenals, thereby increasing many

times the  danger  of  the  outbreak of  nuclear  war,  e i ther  by accident  or  by

d e l i b e r a t e  escalation.

The security of all nations is in jeopardy because of the continuous

accumulation of weapons of maSS destruction, including nuclear weapons, by a

powerful few which predicate their own Security on the threat posed by those

weapons. The incongruous  s i tuat ion of  col lect ive  securi ty  being thus  endangered by

such unilateral concepts of individually or group-inspired security must come to an

end in a era which has been characterizcd  by all a8 one of interdependence.

It  will be  remembered that  in  the  Final  Document  of  the  f irs t  qxxial sess ion

of the General Assembly devoted to diaarmirment  the nuclear-weapon Powers recognized

the special  responsibi l i ty they bear  in  the  crucial  quest ions  of  disarmament,  in

p a r t i c u l a r  n u c l e a r  diearmament ,  a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y . My delegation f43elS

that one of our moat important tasks in this Committee is to make sure that those

issues remain in  the  forefront  of our concerns  and that  the primary responsibi l i ty

of the nuclear-weapon Powers in the field of disarmament are once more emphasized.

Accordingly,  my delegat ion wi l l  guide i t s  at t i tude and act ion during this

s e s s i o n  b y  f o c u s i n g  a t t e n t i o n  f i r s t  a n d  f o r e m o s t  o n  t h e  pri.ority iasuee o f  t h e

disarmament agenda, namely  the  prevent ion of  nuclear  war,  the  hal t ing of  the

nuclear-weapons race, nuclear disarmament and the prevention of an arms race in

outer epace l
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B y  the name  t o k e n ,  t h e  Braailian  delegation  ahall n o t  s u p p o r t  a n y  attempta  to

condone and just i fy ,  under pretext  of promoting the  prevent ion of  war,  the

att i tudes  and concepts  that  have been responsible  for the  worsening of  the

nuclear-arms race and for  the  increase  of  the  danger  of  nuclear  war.

Nor shal l  we support  shi f t ing the emphasis  from nuclear  disarmament  and the

prevent ion of nuclear nar to  col lateral  problems.  The Brarilian delegat ion

considers  that  such a  divers ion of  concerns  runs  counter  to  the need to cOnCentrate

the best  of our endeavours  on the  highest  of  pr ior i t ies  and i s  l ikely  to  weaken our

common resolve,  as  expressed in  the Final  Document,  to  search for  concrete

s o l u t i o n s  t o  t h o s e  p r i o r i t i e s .

T h e r e  i s  no  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  a  m o s t  v i g o r o u s  c o l l e c t i v e  e f f o r t  t o  l im i t ,  r e d u c e

and eventually do away with nuclear weapons. Removing the threat of nuclear war

is, a s  COnsensually  s t a t e d  i n  t h e  F i n a l  Documsnt, the IDDLIC.  acute  and urgent  task of

the present  day. We can only prevent that threat from becoming reality by removing

ita v e r y  murce - the nuclear  weapons that  today far  exceed any rat ional  defence

requirement  and that would,  even i f  used in  small nubera,  put  an end to

c i v i l i s a t i o n .

Brazi l  considers  i t  i s  hjgh time to  make progreW in fhfs area. What is

rmuired  is  a  pol i t ical  decis ion on the part  of the  major  Powers  to  engage in

m e a n i n g f u l  n e g o t i a t i o n s  w i t h  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  g o o d w i l l  a n d  f l e x i b i l i t y .

My government  advocates  the  early  mult i lateral  conclus ion of an agreement

b a n n i n g  a l l  t e s t  e x p l o s i o n s  o f  n u c l e a r  w e a p o n s .  I t  w o u l d  b e ,  i n  o u r  v i e w ,  t h e

f i r s t  p r a c t i c a l  s t e p  t o w a r d s  h a l t i n g  t h e  n u c l e a r - a r m s  r a c e ,  f o r  i t  w o u l d  s t e m  t h e

qual i tat ive  iqroveaent  of nuclear  weapons and hinder the develqnt  of  new types

of  such weapons,  hopeful ly  rendering exis t ing s tocks  obsolete  and discouraging

their  renewal . Abovo al l ,  a  nuclear-weapon-test  ban mxlld  have a symbol ic  value,
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as a firm commitment on the part of States possessing such arme to start taking

concretr  maasuree  towards  the  ful f i lment  of  diaarmamsnt  goals  am def ined in  the

Final Document, which remains the most authoritntive  Qcument of its kind ever

endorsed by the internat ional  community.

Interim uni lateral  measures of restraint  are  wolcolna  in  this  regard. However,

our  emphasis  has always been on efforts  for  the  conclus ion of  an intaKnatiOna1

i n s t r u m e n t  p r o h i b i t i n g  a l l  n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  t e s t  explosions.  B r a z i l  f i r m l y  s u p p o r t s

the establishment of an ad hoc committee in the Conference on Disarmament mandated

f u l l y  to  negot ia te  a  n u c l e a r - t e s t - b a n  t r e a t y ,  a n d  h o p e s  t h a t  t h o s e  a t t i t u d e s  whioh

in the past have prevented the ad hoc committee from being set up no longer prwail.

In the last few years, another item on our agenda ham gained much prominence.

I  am referr ing to  Ihe quest ion of  the  prevent ion of an arms race in  outer  space.

A d d i t i o n a l  s t r a t e g i c  w e a p o n s ,  w h e t h e r  o f f e n s i v e  o r  d e f e n s i v e ,  ~:I11  i n c r e a s e  no

one’s security, not even that of those who possess them. I f  cur rent  t r e n d s  i n  t h i s

area are not stopped and reversed, we may be faced with an unbridled race for

s trategic  supremacy,  which,  of  course,  would entai l  enormous increases  in  the

already huge arsenals In the poeeeseion of the super-Pawere. In the end, we would

have more, not fewer,  nuclear weapons, bes ides  opening a  whole  new f ie ld  in  the

arms race, one which until now had beti ,eserved f o r  m o r e  u s e f u l ,  ecientific,

technological  and cul tural  endeavours .

The General  Aaaelably  has  expressed,  in unequivocal  terms,  the  wi l l  of  the

internat ional  community  to  prevent  the  arms race f rom spi l l ing over  into  outer

space,  and to  L’aeerve space for  peaceful  purposes . The re-establ i shment  in  1986 of

the Ad i!oc Committee on Cuter Space in the Conference on Disarmament is to be

viewed in thie context as a most encouraging developPent. B r a z i l  w i l l  o o n t i n u e  t o
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l e n d  i t s  f u l l  s u p p o r t  t o  i n i t i a t i v e s  w h i c h  i n t e r p r e t the overwhelming sentiment of

(Hr. Thomp8on-Floree,  Braxil)

t h e  community  of nationa, s u c h  a m  resolution  40/W of l a s t  year.

One area in which we have reason to believe the way is now open for meaningful

progrese  i n  t h e  multilateral  e f f o r t s  f o r  dsiarmawnt  ia t h e  prohibition  o f  ohemia1

weapons. This  i s  a  most  welcoms development, for  the  conclus ion of a convent ion

tanning those weapon8 and prwiding  for  the destruct ion of  existing  stock8 would

not only constitute a concrete measure of disarmament, but also address one of the

mD8t urgent of such m)aeuree as expressed by the Final Doculwnt.

Bra211  s h a l l  t h e r e f o r e  c o n t i n u e  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  a c t i v e l y  i n  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n s

that are being pursued in the Conference on Disarmawnt  for the early conclusion of

a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons and on their destruction.

My delegat ion would l ike to  add two words  of  caut ion in  this onnnectiona

f i r s t , the negotiations under way on the chemical weapons prohibition should in na

way constitute a hindrance to  the developaent  of the peaceful  c iv i l  chemical

industry  of  any States  and, second,  Brazi l  wi l l  not  condone any attenpte to

institute,  as  in  tbe case of  the Don-Prol i ferat ion Treaty,  part ia l  nmaeuree

appl icable  only  to  regions  or  countr ies  not  poeeeeeing chemical  weapons. In our

view, much a proposal  would actual ly  resul t  in  the &lay, or  even in  the halt ,  in

the multilateral process already under way, besides being unacceptably

diecr imina.ory.

M a n y  d e l e g a t i o n e  h a v e  exp8eeead wnuern aver t h e  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  o f  t e e o l u t i o n e

and the  reault ing dispers ion of eftorte in the ?irrt Coarittee. They have al80

stressed the need for  a  rat ional i sat ion of method8 and for a better orgenirat ion of

wark  in this Committee. I  wi8h  t o  r e c a l l ,  i n  t h i s  c o n n e c t i o n ,  t h e  nropo8ale

w n t a i n e d  i n  document  A/C.1/39/9,  p r e s e n t & d  b y  t h e  Chairrvrn  of  th t  *iret  C#rittee

i n  1984. They constitute a posi t ive  s tep towards  solv ing tho88  prObleW*



AP/  jh A/C. 1/4l&‘V.  29
54-55

(Mr. Thompeon-Florer, Bra8il)

Almoet  a &cade af ter  the  def ini t ion by consensus  of  the  prior i ty  tasks of

disarmament,  we f ind ourselves  a lmost  at  the  s tart ing-point ,  with a differenoe

that, today, new armaments anJ new scenarios for their deployment  and use My

further worsen an international situation which can only be regarded am already too

dangerous.

Bran11  feels that, given the circumstances, it is r)re than wer incudzaent

upon those  countr ies  which are  not  direct ly  involved in  the Eatit-West pwer

struggle  and do not  acept the exist ing internat ional  situation In the f ie ld  of

security resolutely  to  advance their  own contr ibut ion for  a better world.

Based on those premises, Brazil took an initiative which is intended precisely

t o  i8prove  t h e  p r o s p e c t s  f o r  p e a c e , securi ty  and development  in a large  area of the

world encompassj~  q countr ies  of  two oont inents  which are  uni ted in  their  coun

r e s o l v e  t o  overoorw  the o b s t a c l e s  t h a t  h a v e  p r e v e n t e d  t h e m  from f u l l y  applying

t h e i r  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  p e a c e ,  developlant  a n d  w e l l - b e i n g .

The creation of the Zone of Peace and Co-operation in the South Atlantic, l e

approved by the plenary of the General Aseelbly a few days ago, in the words of our

Uinieter  of External Pelatione,  must be considered

. . . . am a concrete maeure in a vast program  which the corlnity  of nations

ham i t se l f  def ined as  being of  the  highest  pr ior i ty  t the conversion of

i rrat ional  iquleee towards  confrontat ion into  oonatruct ive  work of

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  peaoeful  c o - o p e r a t i o n ” . (A/Il/PV.4,  p .  58)
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Mr. AGSTUER (Austria) z Today,- - my delegation would like to elaborate on

age&a  i t e m s  6 2  (g), (1) and (f), Study or ~sterrence,  United Nations disarmamant

studies  and the United Nationa  Institute for  Dinarmament  Research.

You wi l l  not  f ind Lhe word “deterrence’ in any nineteenth century dictionary

of pulit4cs  and diplomacy. The consultat ion of dict ionaries  and oncyclopedlan  af

the f irs t  half  of our century leads  to  no result . Although the Roman6  already

fol lowed the  pol icy  of  Si ,ris pacdm pars  bellum  - that  is,  “If  you want peace,- - -

prepare for war’ - the word “deterrence’ is only a recent addititin  to political and

diplomat fc l.anguage. It is ‘IO coincidence that the word “deterrence” comes from

the same root  as  “terror,” a l r e a d y  i n d i c a t i n g  t h e  e s s e n c e  o f  t-hiay’s

p o l i t i c a l - m i l i t a r y  s t r a t e g i e s . That “&&ente”  should be followed hy the word

“ d e t e r r e n c e ”  i n  most  d i c t i o n a r i e s  i s  r a t h e r  c o i n c i d e n t a l  a n d  Jhould n o t  l e a d  to

wrong conclusions.

In principle ,  deterrence i s  nothing new. I t  has  e x i s t e d  t h r o u g h  t h e  a g e s .  I n

the nuclear age, however, deterrence has led to a belanca of terror and the

u l t i m a t e  ,:oncept o f l mutua1 assured  destruction, w known by its appropriate acronym,

MAD.

It  was  not  unt i l  the end of  the last  century that alternat ives  to  the concept

of deterrence were developed. In 1919 the Covenant oi the League of Nations set up

a syeten  of  international  ;ticurity. The system was imperfect. and did not manage to

bring an enI\ to  a  s trategy that  had served wel l  over  the  centuriee. The Chartsr  of

the Unit& Nations  s t ipulated a  system of col lect ive  c~curity and, at  the same

t i r e ,  p r o v i d e d  i n  i t s  A r t i c l e  5 1  f-r trre s u r v i v a l  o f  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  d e t e r r e n c e .

Rtnd a l l  S t a t e s ,  f r o m  t h e  bery  ou t s e t , adhered to  a l l  provis ions  of  the United

Nations Charter,  and In  part icular  Art ic le  2 ,  paragraph 4,  one could hsve expected

a gradual  eros ion of  deterrence.

Before commenting on the highly iilteresting  Study on detbr;ence,  Let my retail,

hare what thrb  count1  lee memhere  OF the Non-Al  1 ,rre+  MC rement  had to say on t.he  ilJsu@
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I of  nuclear  deterrence  in paragraph 33 of  the  Pclitical  Declmration  iaaued fol lowing

the Hsrarr  summit  meeting. That paragraph readar

“The idea thst world peace can bo maintained through nuclear detOrKenC~8r

a doctrine that Lie8  at the root of the continuinq  escalation  in the acantity

I and ouality  of  nuclear  weapona  and which h&a, in fact,  led to  greater

I rnaecurity and instability in international relationa than cvar before, iu the

moat dangerous myth in exiatence.a (AJ41/697,  p .  24)

My delegation believea  that ataterant to be an over l iraplification,

arlticiring  am i t  doee  o n l y  o n e  aspect of  detetrenoa whilr rdmainlng  silent o n  Wily

I nation8 came to  re ly  on nuclear  deterret.ce  and the relat ion of  nuclear  deterrenae

to deterrence by stinventional weapona. w$ l hould bear in nind that 80 per o@nt of

all arma expenditure r’s on convetntional  weapona. Lot US not overlook the fact that

non-al igned countrieri,  including thoae that crit icise the concept  of !  deterrence and

that  have ini t iated the atudy we now have before ua, follow the l amo rtrategiea  of

deterrence they condemn.

Austria, as ia well known, ie uituated in Central  Europe and bordered by

Statea  members  of  the  two moat  powerful  mi l i tary  a l l iancea. Austria,  am a

permanently  neutral  country , canmt i g n o r e  t h o a e  geostrategic  realitiet. A r t i c l e  1

of ita Federal Conat.ltutlr.qal  Law of 26 October 1955 l tipulatea:

*1. For the purpose of thr permanent maintenance of ita external

independence and for  the purpose of the inv iolabi l i ty  of  ita terr i tory,

Austr ia  of  it8 own frev wil l .  declare8 herewrth  ite petmnent  neutral ity which

it jr resolved to maintain and defend wi’.h  a11 the aeana at ita diaponal.

“In order to secure  thoae purpa*a  Auattla  will never in the future

#ace+&  ta a n y  m i l i t a r y  alltanae nolc p e r m i t  tba catabliahment  o f  m i l i t a r y  baaeM

Of f o r e i g n  Btatcts OF ita t e r r i t o r y . -
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ha a  c o n s e q u e n c e ,  t h e  Feder81  C o n s t i t u t i o n  was amandml  t o  i n c l u d e  a n

A r t i c l e  9  ( a ) ,  w h i c h  s t i p u l a t e o r

“Auat: ia subwx ibee to  universal  nat ional  defence. Its t a s k  is t o  p t e a a r v e

t h e  ~edrral  +.erritory*a  o u t s i d e  i n d e p e n d e n c e  us w e l l  as as  its i n v i o l a b i l i t y

a n d  itn u n i t y , especial ly  as regarda the maintenance and defeace  of permanent

n e u t r a l i t y .  *

1 have taken the l iberty  of elaborat ing on our  Const i tut ion,  not to  make my

l t8teYYtnt a little longer, b u t  t o  g i v e  delegatione  t h e  l e g a l  basis f o r  my country’fi

being bound to  subscribe  tc a  pol icy  of  convent ional  deterrence.

In his  s tatement  the rapresentativo  of Singapore referred tc  Switzerland and

c i t e d  it a s

.(ln intereat ing sxhmple of a well-armed nat ion which has  yet  managed to  Live

in  peace with  i t s  neighbours , thus proving that it is the intention behind the

eras t&rat i s  moat  Important .  a (A/C. I/41/W.  8, p* 11)

We c a n  b u t  aubocribe  t o  t h a t  Ptatement.

My delegatio81 bel ieves  thst deterrence cannot  be approached in  i solat ion ht

tha t  i t  muuet  be considered  i n  t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  t h e  o v e r a l l  b a l a n c e  a n d  CompOaitim  o f

fOKa88, 80 well  (16 in thst of  the pol i t ical  situstion  in any given region. What

l i t t l e  m i g h t  s u f f i c e  ae a  d e t e r r e n t  i n  o n e  p a r t  o f  o u r  g l o b e  c o u l d  be  sn opbn

i n v i t a t i o n  t o  a g g r e s s i o n  i n  a n o t h e r .

We are aware that  m3rly do not  view deterrence in  iaoLatlor~ but  create  a

rolationahip between the funds  spent on deterrence and the savings that could  be

ra8lired  by disarmament. T h e  q u e s t i o n ,  t h u s ,  i.8 s e e n  i n  (1 threedimension  \l

aannera  deterrence, diearmament  a n d  d e v e l o p m e n t . That  approach contributes  to  the

view t h a t  l a r g a - s c a l e  savinge  a r e  t o  be e x p e c t e d  a s  CL r e s u l t ,  i n  the f i r s t  p l a c e ,

vi n u o l e s r  dirrsrmament.
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1 should now Like to turn to the Rtudy on deterrence, A/41/432. My Goverrment

appreciates the fact tPAt the Group of Governmental Experts established  In

accordance with decision 39/423  included repreaentatlves  of varlour  regions of the

world, thus  ref’lectinq t h e  viewa  o f  d i f f e r e n t  m i l i t a r y  A  ,iances a n d  non-aljgned

positions. We believe that the Experts thoroughly studied the problem of

deterrence and its impl.lcationa  for diaarmament and the arms race, negotiated arma

raduct.ions a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y . We welcome the fact thrt the Group of

Governmental  Rxperta  did  not  try  to  seek connenaus  on such  a del icate  issue but

chose a  format  that  di f fers  frow all  previous dioarmamant  studies undertaken. such

& method wau indeed more appropriate to an in-depth view of the subject of

deterrenae. Rather  than agreeing on the  lcwmt common  denominator and l ubnitting a

hollow pa’Y)r,  the Experts came up with a report which reflect8  the urloua views on

deterrence.

An the study m@kea clear in  ltm treatment  of  the  subject ,  deterrence Is not  a

I neqotiable  conrnodity;  i t  is a  c o n c e p t . . C9no e i ther  bel ieves  in i t  or  one does  not.

In i t s  convc+ntionsl  form i t  i s  a  c o n c e p t  t h a t  hao b e e n  p r a c t i s e d  f o r  c o u n t l e s s

ages, and those who continue to practice it are i1L placed to award it their

condemnat ion.

It is, however, in i t s  n u c l e a r  d i m e n s i o n  t h a t  dater,!ence  9ivas rire  t o  t h e

I greatest concern. Nuclear  deterrence,  uume say,  has provided four decades  of

lln@asy  peace o n  a  c o n t i n e n t  t h a t  h a d  e a r l i e r  ritneaaed  repeat&  wara a n d

I deatructi31,. on the othtar  hand,  as the  opponents  of  nuclear  deterrence pointed

ou t , the p o t e n t i a l  t h r e a t  t o  h u m a n  s u r v i v a l  t h a t  l i e n  tiehind tile p o s s i b l e  f a i l u r e

o f  n u c l e a r  d@errence  c o n s t i t u t e a  a n  unaocepteble  c o n d i t i o n  f o r  continued  hliman

8. letence. T h e  atudy i d e n t i f i e s  v e r y  claerly  a n 4  In  term  tha t  a l l  readcza oan

a p p r e c i a t e  the dilemma paaad b y  t h e  sharply  divided  viewa  of t h e  n u c l e a r  deterrenoe
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cctuxpt. T h e  8tudy i8 theraforr  a valuable  c o n t r i b u t i o n  to o u r  understanding  o f

l fu¶ inright into thir highly important  i88u8.

Th8r8  i8 8 tiI88 and 8 pl8c8 for l v8rything. Tha p88t  ~88 a tin8 for

d8t8rr8nU8,  a n d  the 8ama h o l d 8  tKu8 i n  th8 pK888nt. O n l y  hi8tory w i l l  toll uheth8r

tbra w i l l  k a  p l a c e  f o r  datrrranca i n  th8 f u t u r e . My delegat ion beliav8a  th8t ~8

will c8rtainly  h a v r  t o  l i v a  w i t h  i t  i n  th8 8hort  twr, f o r  tmttar o r  f o r  wor88.  I n

t h a  ndiuu  tam, w8 8houl.d eliminata  nucl88r  cbtmrr8nco  i n  oraar t o  m8k8  o u r  plan8t

8  84f8r place, a n d  ry dal8gation  8aa8  prmi8inq  8ibjn8 t h a t  8uch 8  MaWriO  w i l l  b8

irplawnt8d. As far a8 th8 long corm i8 conc8rnod,  I sbuld lik8 to refer to the

cOnclU8iOI'I8  o f  th8 Indap8nd8nt  Comi88ion  o n  Di8arm8nt  a n d  Suxrity  188~188  and  to

it8 c01UZlU8iOn8,  a8 contained in the  book Camnon  Securi ty  - A Blueprint  for

flur~ival:- - -
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“A doctrin8 of common SmXrity  IIIUSt  C8plaCe t h e  pr888nt  8Xpedhnt  O f

deterr8nce  through armawnt8. International peace aunt re8t  on a conaitmant

t o  j o i n t  s u r v i v a l  ra ther  t h a n  t h e  t h r e a t  o f  m u t u a l  dr8truction."

MY ccuntry  ha8 always taken great inter8et  in United Nation8 di8arnaunt

8tudi88  and ha8 participated in a numb8r  of them. W8 h a v 8  8ubrittad  o u r  ViOW8 on

this  188~8, and they are  contained in  docum8nt A/41/421.  We Yea United Nation8

8tudie8 as a welcome contribution f4cilit8thg  identificetim  Of new are48 'rOL

diearmament  ef fort8  and would hav8 preferred tc see  the  lltudiea  promote  8ub8tantive

steps ifI th8 f i8ld Of disarmament. Th8y have M) f a r  n o t  h a d  a  m a j o r  impact  on

di8armament  n e g o t i a t i o n s ,  b u t  t h e y  h a v e  play8d  a n  imv-rtant rol8 i n  c r e a t i n g  a

generel  awarmree8  o f  v a r i o u s  188~88  i n  t h e  m u l t i f a c e t e d  a r e a  o f  di84rINmant.

Austria  ha8 no preferonc8  On the gu8stioI? of how (1 study rhould b8 carri8d

ou t . We beli8ve,  however, that 88pecial.ly  in time8 when the Oepartwnt  par

Di8armament  Affair8  ilr n o t  exact ly  spoiled  b y  ths h o r n  o f  p l e n t y  i t  8hould not  ally

reduce the size of group8 of governmental expe&'tr  but also make mote  uw of it8 own

eXwrti8e  a.nl th8 cpportunitier  offered by the  United Nat ion8 Xnatitit8 for

Di8Jirloavmnt  Ro88arch  (UNIDXR). Aurtcia  wlcomod  th8 ertebli8hmnt  o f  UNIDIR

b8C4U8e  it offer8 an opportuni ty  for  in-depth ro8earch  to  be  carried out  in

r88tricted  aream  at  le8a acat  ad g8n8rally with ra8ults that at8 more quickly

avai labl .8.

My d~lW&Bthl  8Ugge8tS that b8fOr@ inter48ted  d8leg8tfOn8  r8gIl48t 8  8tudy On 8

liven 8ubjact  th8y 8hauld  camfully  aon8id8r  tc whom th8 ta8k rhould  b8 l ntru8trd,

thereby taking into account  the co8t and tim Cactor8. I n  thl8 ra8.p8ctr Au8tria

8moUCa~e8  t h 8  a c t i v e  involv8mnt  o f  t h e  MVi8Ory  Roard o n  Di84rMwnt  StUdi8S.
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In  conclus ion, allov  me to exprearr  my delagation'8  view that we cOn8ider

p u b l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  disarkk?hment  Departaont  - whatt’mr atUdie8, t h e  Disarmamnt- -

the

Yearbook,  the  Diearmalaent  P8riOdiCal  Revi8w, or  Other8 - to  be of  great  interest .- -

W8 wi8h that  could also  be said  of  other  publiccltiOn8  being publ ished under  the

ufIit8d  Wation8  eIkbl8IU.

miud Nation8 di8arUmmnt  8tUdh8 ar8 of aOUr8e of  diff8rent  value  to  var ious

p8oples  a n d  nation8. hJa could make use of th8m or approach them with benign

n8gl8ct. What we hcpe t.0 84e 18 that one day di8amINWIt  8tUdia8  are no longer

n8ad8d a n d  th,t t h e y  s e r v e  o n l y  a s  a renind8r  o f  uygcnr  d8y8. The diearrmmnt

studies  wil l  have achieved their  purpom  when our  children  wil l  turn to  them to

learn of thO88  days when the cOmun!,ty  of nation8 tackled and solved disarmment

problem.

WK. AL-BHAALI  (United  Arab  lMirat8s)  ( i n t a r p r s t a t i o n  f r o m  Arabic)r Since- - -

thi8 i s  t h e  f i r s t  tim8 that  I  h a v o  8poken  i n  t h e  Fir8t Conaittee.  I  t a x e  p l e a s u r e

i n  w n g r a t u l a t i n g  y o u ,  M r .  Chairraaa,  o n  yof~r  eL8ction.

T h 8  f i r s t  question  t h a t  0oma8  t o  m i n d  aa w8 di8CU88  di8araamant  and t h e

proliCoration  o f  n u c l e a r  w8ap0n8  181 What  Ka8Ult8 h a V 8  b88n CrCIhi~Ued  in t h i s  f i e l d

8ince  OUT la8t 8~ :4iOh'?  iallbtl888  W8 0 1 1  know th8 a138W.r. At  this  t ime lent  year

we wera await ing with iapatima8 the meet ing in  Geneva batroan the two lmaders of

th. 8Up8r-POWOr8. W8 have a Cealing of Crumtration and d88pair  Collcwing  Peykjavik.

While  tha Btata8 of  the t h i r d  w o r l d  are f o l l o w i n g  gr8at-Paw81  a c t i v i t y  i n  thi8

area,  t h e y  a r e  p r o f o u n d l y  cOuVinC8d o f  the a l 0 8 8  tfa8 batwaen thair  8UKViV4tl  a n d

t h e  ilrpl8mntation  o f  a  j o i n t  agreemnt  batw8eo  t h e  t w o  aup8r-Pcrw+r8  ou the

non-proliforetioo  o f  nualear  wenpona  a n d  an  and to t h e  arm8 r a c e . The expenses



BG/14 A/C.l/4l./PV.  29
63

(Mr.  A l - S h a a l i ,  u n i t e d  A r a b
Emirate8)

incurred in  the  L' i8aKlaament  sph8re  lead to  nothing good. Mil i tary  expenditure8

since the Second Worl~I  War have mn8umed  an enormous amount of KesoUKCea,  dOUbl8

the mil i tary  expenditures  incurred during period between the  two world weret. till.8

mil i tary  expenditure8 have reach< ,re than $800 bi l l ion, those expenditure8 are

unegually distributed  among the countries of the world. I n  f a c t  t h e  nuclsar-weapon

Statae alone spend more than 80 p8r cent  OS total  mi l i tary al locat ion8 throughwt

the world.

The manufacture and etockpiling  of weapon8 msrely 8erve as proof of th8

i n a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  co8ununlty  tc find 8 o l u t i o n e  tc t h e  w o r l d ’ s  pLitical

problems. In other  worde, t h e  arm8 race ia cnly a  aynptom o f  a  d e e p e r  e v i l  froa

which international relat ion8 suffer at  preeent. -B h a s  b e e n  8tated by

Hana Morgenthau,  a  s p e c i a l i s t  i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s  a n d  t h e  i n i t i a t o r  o f  t h e

d o c t r i n e  o t  t h e  p o l i c y  o f  f o r c e , man dner not wage war becauee  he pOUse8888 weapona

b u t  r a t h e r  a c q u i r e %  weaponu bM4U88  t h e y  UOOH  t o  h i n  t o  ba,  indispen8able for h i 8

s t r u g g l e . The reaclt 18 the  arming of  the  opponent  a8 well . Thie g i v e 8  Ki88 t o

what we call the "arm8 race”.

Therefore  the  perei8tanna  of  internat ional  and regional  cKi8es  WithOUt  a jU8t

an8 equitable  s o l u t i o n  b a r e d  cn o b j e a t i v 8  aonniderations  a f f e c t  t h e  w o r l d  baLantm

of  power . Thu8 the lack 02 rolutionr  and the escalation  of the arm8 raa8 on th0

internat ional  and regional  level8  poi8on  relat ion8 and heighten  tensiona b8twaan

t h e  super-Powerar. Thi8 i n e v i t a b l y  lead8  t o  t h e  o u t b r s a k  of  l o c a l  war1 whicrh

t h r e a t e n  t o  s p r e a d  tnyond th4 bOKd8K#  o f  thora  c o u n t r i e s . That i8 why my cQUntrY

h a s  alWay  8Upported  th8 e8tablishnwnt o f  non-nualemr  zones in t h e  Middl8 F48t,

L a t i n  Ameriua, Afriaa  and Bouth-Eart  Aoia. S i m i l a r l y , my country attach88

p a r t i c u l a r  t~rtance ta guarantee9  t h a t  m u s t  b e  g i v e n  tc, t h e  non-nucltiK  S ta t en

againflt  the uee or  threat of the uue QC nuclear  weapons a~~.%inst  them.
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Here WI must take note OC the serious  eituaticn  that hae arisen in the niddle

East and tmuthern  Afr ica,  namely, the acquieition by Israel and South Africa  of

nuclear weapons and delivery vehicles to launch euch  WeapOna. The acquis i t ion by

those two oOUntKie8 Of a nuclear GapAbility  ia the reeult  of. military and

technological  co-OKdinAtiOn  that qoen back tn the  beginning of  1966,  the  year  in

which Ierael beqan menufacturinq  itr Cicet  atomic borrh. At that tiIU9 South  AfK iCA

Urged Iorael t.0 enqaqe in  nuclear test ing in  South Africa OIC nearby Kegiona,  but

Israel preferrtid  to  kettp a cloak ,t becrecy over ita nuclear ptOgKallUM;  however,  i t

continued to  col laborate  with South Africa  in the  greatest  secrecy. In t ime the

United  States of Ameriaa  and the Soviet Union, a8 we11 AS the entire world,

dincovered  tha t  Uerael  pome88ed  nrlclear  weapOt?e.  Once tilat  8ecret  wae revea led

Ierael,  tqqether  w i t h  S o u t h  A f r i c a ,  d i d  not  h e s i t a t e  t o  engage  i n  nuc lear  teHtinq

cn t h e  A f r i c a n  c o n t i n e n t .

DUKinq VOKlteK’e  Vieit  to XeKael  in April 11.976 ha once again urged IAKael  t0

engage  in nuclear tmting cn the African continent. I s rae l  a ccep ted  tha t  OffOK,

since i t  wa8 no larger  able  to  keep it8 secret about  the acgui8ition  of  nuclear

weapam  and collabocatim with South Africa. A d d i t i o n a l l y , m tual explon ions gave

m u t u a l  ahrantaqc ct South A f r ica  c o u l d  gain from Ieraelrs  e x p e r i e n c e  tn i t s  nWlUlK

programa  And I8Kael could benef i t  f rom South Afr ican KeeouKceB  that gave  i t  a

testinq-grcund  :or i t s  weapons  and deliVQKy vehiclerr. That  shared IWCleaK

explosion conducted by Ietael and  Seth Africa  tcok place at 3 o'clock in the

morning of 22 SeptembeK 1979 near the Prince Tdwarc?  Ielands  in the Indian Ocean.
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1hi8 nuclear explos ion wa8 the subject of  an inquiry  and the agent8  of  the

secret  mi l i tary  service8 of  the  United State8 Departndnt  of  the Navy and the CIA

submitted a secret  and conf ident ia l  report  to  t!le Nat ional  Securi ty  Counci l  On

20 June 1980 deal ing with  this  explos ion, which in  fact  did take place and wa8 the

result of collaboration between Israel and South Africa.

Thus, Israel  bears  ful l  responsibi l i ty  before  the internat ional  community for

i t s  act iv i t ies  in  the Middle  East  and fcr  the nuclear  blackmail  in  whfch it engaged

by introducing nuclear weapons into a re?,on  the countries of which wished  to

d e c l a r e  n u c l e a r - f r e e .

My country shares  the convict ion that there i s  a  close:  rel8tionrhip  between

disarmarnunt  and development. enormous military expenditure8 on weapon8 and the

arms race form the major obstacle impediny the use of human re8ource8  to raise

liv ing s tandards  and contr ibut ing to  the  economic development  of  the  developing

countries. The oountrier  of the third world are endangering their economic and

social  s tructure  in  order  to  cope with  the  demands of  defence,  de8pite the fact

that they badly need tho8e re8ources  to carry out their own development projects.

A v a i l a b l e  8tatistics  demon8trate  tha t  tho8e  m i l i t a r y  e x p e n d i t u r e 8  have inarea88d

the debt of the developing countrio  by 20 per cent.

My country, as a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean and a8 a- -

coaetal country on that Ocean, is deeply wncerned by the cb8tacle8 l nwuntered in

holding the international  conference des igned to  implement  the beclaraticn of  the

Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. These difficultie8  arc due to  the laok of

consensus and to the lrrck of political will, a8 well as to the purely form&l  pretext

put  forward at  a  t ime when mil i tary  preuence  i8 being increa8ed in the Indian Moan

and contrary to  the Declarat ion.
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Darwin ha8 taught US that thow being8  that do not adapt to changes in the

environment  are  threatened with ext inct ion.  . Given the destructive arms which now

exist  in  the world,  we f ind ourSalve  faced with two choicesa either we must adapt

to  the  environment  by e l iminat ing those  means  rinich  threaten us  with destruct ion or

w e  muat g i v e  f r e e  r e i n  t o  policies  t h r e a t e n i n g  Civilisation  w i th  OXteKmination.

We laU8t  t h a r e f o r e  h a v e  c o n f i d e n c e  in o u r s e l v e s  a n d  i n  o u r  c a p a b i l i t y  t o

control our own invention8 and, with all due sincerity, loyalty and rigour, we must

continua to choolre  the path of freukm  and srlrvival.

Mr. HADDAWI  (Iraq) I In hi8 r ight  of  reply  during the  committee's

28th meeting on 31 October, a member of my delegation incorrectly stated - and I

quote fra page 88 of ~/C.1/41/W.281

. "UOrOWOrr thd Argentine aircraft crash two yeara ago" - I repeat ltwo

years ago. - "on S o v i e t  t e r r i t o r y  - an aircraft that wae engaged in the

transport  of weapons from Israel  to  Iran - irrefutably  ~~..ve~led  the existtull:a

of an am8 link between the two r(gime8.'

My  delegat ion therefore  rqUOSt8  a corrigendum to  that  record stating  that

during 1981 - not two years ago - a n  A r g e n t i n e  a i r c r a f t  t r  &porting  srms a n d

military  equiplent  from Israel to Iran crashed over an area in the Soviet Union.

The cocreot ion should he to  the  ef fect  that this  particulm  incident  took place

f ive ,  not two, years  ago.

The cimIm4w8 I n  t h i s  w n n e c t i o n  I  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  d r a w  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f

the representative  of Iraq to tho fcotnote  on page 1 of the verbatim record of the

28th rooting of the First Committee, which read8 as follower

"This  r e c o r d  is subjwt  t o  c o r r e c t i o n . Correct ions  should be  Ben+  under

the signature of a member of the delegation concerned within one week of izhe

d a t e  o f  p u b l i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  Chief o f  the O f f i c i a l  Recorda Editing  S e c t i o n ,  r o o m

DCZ-750, 2 United  Nation8  Pl%ra,  and Incorporated in a copy of the record..
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I would kindly ask the representative of Iraq to act accordingly,

Mr. CAMPCJRA  (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to

express my gratitude to Ambassador Baddawi  for the correction he has just

is very important to my delegation that there should be no doubt as to the

peace-loving work of the Constitutional Government of Argentina.

The CPAIE?WW~  Before adjourning the meeting I would like to inform

members that the following delegations are included in the list of speakers for

this afternoon*s  meetingr the Federal Republic of Germany, Bulgaria, Uniar of

Soviet Socialist Republics, Kenya I Viet t&m,  Chinar  Pakistan, Burundi and Nigeria,

me meeting rose at 1 p.m.


