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The meeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

STATEMENTS ON SPECIFIC DISARMAMENT ITEMS AND CONTINUATION OF THE GENERAL DEBATE

Mr. MLLOJA (Albania) ¢ The militarization of outer space has already
become a subject of great concern to international public opinion and, justifiably,
that issue is being broadly discussed. The concern stems from the fact that there
is now a greater danger of outer space being turned into an arena for a frenzied
sophisticated arms race by the two Super-Powers, the United States and the Soviet
Union. all this can have a catastrophic impact oh humankind. Sharing this
concern, the Albanian delegation takes this opportunity to express its view on this
issue.

Quter space is the common heritage of all mankind and, therefore’ from the
very outset the first achievements of space science were commended world-wide.

But, to the disappointment of the peace-loving peoples, it was very soon proved
once again that every scientific discovery in the hands of imperialist circles,
which aspire to military supremacy and hegemony in the world, is exploited as a
means of war and blackmail. The same thing has happened from the very beginning to
cosmic science . Nowadays, outer space is saturated with spy satellites, missiles
of different types, various weapons eauipped with systems of laser beams, and so
forth. Real chaos has been created there and greater dangers have been added
because of the extensive increase in military space arsenals.

When we speak of the military presence in outer space, everyone is struck by
the steep increase in space weapons there: it is not a matter of some dozens of spy
satellites,, but of hundreds upen hundreds of sophisticated military objects, bases
and space weapons that have already been deployed there. This unbridled race
between the United States and the Soviet Union has gone through various stages, and

today the “star war* preparations have come out of the laboratories, out of the
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realm of science fiction, and are being applied :oncretely. The
military-industrial eatablishments of those countries have been put to work full
steam to manufacture th2 technological eauipment and train the military staff for
the future *star wars”.

The present arms race in outer space has become the core of the permanent
imperialist confrontation and rivalry for hegemony and expansion. If on our planet
Parth the distribution of the spheres of influence has taken specific si‘ape, the
ntruggle for their distribution in outer space has just started and will g0 on
fiercely for a long time. Each of the super-Powers aims at capturing the infinite
horizons of space, at ® getting” this or that star of our solar system. Hence, the
means to carry out this new expansionism is the strengthening, the sophistication
of space weaponry.

The United States so-called Strategic DNefence Initiative programme, which
claims that it can make obsolete a nuclear atack by the adversary in every
circumstance and at whatever level, has as its basic substance the discovery and
development of such weapons as would help to acauire supremacy over the Soviet
Union, which, for its part, is exerting ef forts and working with precisely the same
aims: to create and preserve its supremacy. We can say that the Space arms race
has already become the core of their rivalry, and the related programmes are
envisaged in such a way as to help each of them acguire a position of strength in
thin field.

There is no need to recall here the dangers this new arms spiral poses to
mankind, to our planet Earth. Por many years now « starting long before this arms
race had taken on these dimensions = in this very Committee concern about the
danqgere it poses has been voiced. Nevertheless, the two super-Powers have
continued to intensify that race. But it must be stressed that rven today, when

everyone can easily see the dangerous proportions of the militarization of outer
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space and when the aims for the future arc well known, the United States and the
Soviet Union do their npest to create the psychosis that everything is being done
for the purpose of “defence®. As a matter of fact, there is nothing new in this
kind of demagogy. For a long time now it has been the methed they prefer in order
to hide every aualitative new step in the arms race.

This apeculation with the demagogy of "defence®™ = nowadays called *"stret .gic
de fence® = cannot conceal the reality, because the higtory of the development of
the weapons of mass destruction has testified to the fact - and this continues to
be true to this very day - that all arsenals created by imperialist forces are
started under the guise of defence. The endless arms race has always been a
competition between offensive and defensive weapons, and the dangers of war have

never been reduced; on the contrary, they have increased ever more.
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The recent further extension of the militarization of outor space has brought
into focus the tendency of the super-Powers to engaqge their allies in their star
war @& schemes. This is no doubt connected with many factors, the moat impcrtant
being their aim of preserving their military monopoly and maintaining their
political control wer those allies. It remains to be seen at what level and pace
other countries follow this road in the future. Tkis will surely depend on the
evaluation they make of the dangers arising from this new adventure.

As on many issues of armament, expansionism or bilateral relations, the
super-Powers are also keeping open the bargaining channels on space weapons” too.
Their aim is to maintain the balance, wherever pngsible, and to preserve their
monopoly in this new field of the most sophisticated «ms race of our time, The
history of their negotiations on outer 8pace dates back to the outset of its
militarization. And it still goes on, as it recently did at tha Reykjavik summit
talks, where that issue was the main and most d« .icate bargaining chip. But we are
witnesses to the uncontestable fact that nothing has been done to halt or limit its
militarization. On the wntrary, new steps are taken Very year towards further
qualitative and quanticative militarization.

The Albanian delegation would like to reiters*e its wncern at this new
escalation of the arms race by the two super-Powers in extending it to outer Space,
which gravely threatens peace and the very existence of mankind. By denouncing
this new round of the frenzied arms race we emphasige that outer 8pace, just like
the earth, the sea and the air, must be kept free of weapon& This noble aim will
not be achieved through impecialist bargaine, treaties and agreements, but through

the resolute struggle and endeavours of the peace~loving peoples and countries.
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Mr.. URIBE de LOZANO (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): At this

same time last year when we adopted General assembly resolution 40/18, entitled
-bilateral nuclear-arms nege.. Lations®, our attitude was that of hopeful

spectators. We hoped, as we stated in that same resolution, that the meeting being
held at that time between the two leaders of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America would give a decisive impetus to their
currant bilateral negotiations so that these negotiations would produce early and
effective agreements on the halting of the nuclear-arms race with its negative
effects on international security as well as oa social and economic development,
reduction of their nuclear arsenals, prevention of aa a~ms race in outer space and
the use of outer space for peaceful purposes.

A year later we continued to hope, altiiough that hope has turned increasingly
into anguish, the anguish of impotence of those wh3 have no choice but to trust in
the sincerity of the words and good will of the leaders of the two great Powers.
But time is short, and it is becoming increasingly urgent for the good sense that
has been absent in recent years to prevail. We heard that urgency in the words of
Foreign Minister Edward Shevardnadze, when he said during the general debate in the
General Assembly:

“The time is at hand when considerations of groups, blocs or ideologies
are beginning to give way to the understanding that peace is the supreme value

(A/4)/PV/6, p. 43)

Similarly, we understood that the firm purpose of President Reagan was to
diminish the danger of war and radically to reduce nuclear weapons with the
definitive aim of freeing the world of the future from those weapons of mass

destruction. 1f that were not so, and the present irreconcilable trends, which
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made it impossible to reach agreement in Iceland, were to continue, there would be
no more disheartening example of the incapacity to abandon methods that have been
shown to be incompatible with humanitarian preachings of peace, methods rejected by
the world that they claim to want to save.

The march towards the limited nuclear war inherent in the doctrine of
deterrence since the 19508, after decades of avoiding another world war has, since
the 19708, »eached a point at which the precisioa of offensive weapons haa peen so
far refined that continuing with detercence, in that form, has brought the world to
the edge of a general nuclear war. The study on deterrence prepared by the
Secretary-General pointed thls cut to us. The experts who prepared that study nave
convinced us that the development of military technology, under the deterrence
concept, the theories of massive reprisals, initial attack, reprisal counter-attack
forces and mutually assured destruction have converted deterrence from the
defensive concept it was into a threat of mutual suicide. Thus the study on
deterrence corroborates the feeling of my delegation that the present arms race
makes no sense. Even for those of us whc believe that truth should be perceived
with the heart and not with the head, and that the intellect is an instrument for
achieving good, and not a good in itself, the arms race is a challenge to
intelligence. It ig tempting to express this in the words of
Gabriel Garcia Marquez who said;

“The arms race runs counter not only to human intelligence but to the
intelligence of nature itself, whosw ultimate aim cannot be glimpsed, aven
through the clairvoyance of poetry. Ever since the appearance of visible life
on earth, 380 million years had to pass before a butterfly could learn how to
fly. Another 180 million years to produce a rose, whose only purpose is to be
beautiful, and four geological ages had to pass before huwman beings - in

contrast with their great-grandfathtr Pithecanthropus = succeeded in singing
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better than the birds, and in dying of lgve, It dishonours human talont that,

in tht golden age of science, it has been able to canceive a way of enabling

that vast and endlessly fruitful process lasting O illionu of years to turn
back to the nothingneas from whence it came through the simple skill of
pressing a button.”

But Garcia Marquez, our distinguished winner of the Nobel Prize for:
literature, is not the owner of that button, nor are we. Those who have seized the
right to press it are the wost prosperous countries, the countries that call
themselves civilized, those countries which paradoxically have managed to
accumlate sufficient doetructive power to annhilate 100 times over not orly the
human beings who have exiated on earth to d1te, but the totality of living be ‘ngs
who have passed across the surface of this planet. The strategy that oould prevent
that, which could lead us8 to abolish war and obtain Lasting peace, can only be that
leading to general and complete disarmament.

For countries like Colombia, tiiere is no more disturbing message than the
anguish aroused by the crisis through which the present disarmament process is
moving and our impotence to solve thia problem. As the Secretary-General said in
his report on the work of the Organization:

“It i8 evident that only the nuclear-weapon States themselves, especially
the two most powerful, can take the basic decision8 required for the
limitation and ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons.” (A/41/1, p. 9)
Unfortunately, we are involved in the problem but not in its gulution. The

aame study on deterrence teaches us that a military strategy which permits ua to

move towards peace
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must accept the danger that East-West nuclear conflict could becon rld

wide, That is vny all nuclear scenarios include deployment in other parts of

the world to defend one’s interests, lines of communications and vital. areas

and materials. If an East-West nuclear conflict occurred « in Europe, for

example « the rent of the world would suffer. A valid etrategy must take into

acocunt the fact that the balance of power between the nuclear Powers cannot

be ascessed on the basis of their capabilities in the European context. The

etrategy must allow for a world-wide balance of power. |t must seek to avoid

both regional and global escalation." (A/41/432, p. 24)

That is what the study has to say.
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Nucl ear escalation thus alsc affect5 us froma third-world viewpoint and it is
in the sense that the study refers to it:
"A large number of the third-world countries live today with third type of
deterrence, nuciear deterrence wi el ded by ambiguoua nucl ear nations, and the
result im very different from nutual deterrence. A nation is said to have
anbi guous nuclear capabilities if it is impossible to predict under what
circunstances it mght be tempted to strike or take advantage of thefact that
its opponent has no retaliatory force. ... When this ability does notexist,
wiclear forces canplay a critical role inpolitical or mlitary blackmatil.
Considering the huge, conpl ex and diversified types of problenb facing
third-world countries, unilateral capabllity or nuclear blackmail will have
serious gnd prolonged repercussions. Unilateral capabfility will lead to
proliferation.”
The study in its wisdom concludes:
*States have a right to survive, but anyformof nuclear proliferation {g an
invalid straitsgy or formof deterrence for thethird world." (A 41/432,
para. 22 (1))

It is useful and indeed necessavy to take into account that, for
non-nuclear and neutral countries of the third4 world |ike Col onbia, their position
with regard to the horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons would seem in
pt inciple to affect us more closely since, for obvijous reasons, we lack power in
terms of wvertical proliferation except when we act in concert with other cc. .tries
in mpltilateral bodies such as this.

Colombia, as aparty to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, supports the creation of
other  nucl ear-weapon-free zones. We believe that this is one of the viahle and
functional ways of avoiding horirontal proliferation, of achi eving nucl ear

disarmanent and consequently of attaining groater securtty. The creation of such
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zonen not only brings total nuclear disarmament to the member countries but leads,
as a conacauence, to the reduction of geographical areas where a nuclear
confrontation is conceivably possible.

Clearly, the Treaty of Tlatelolco, in reducing the chances of a nuclear
confrontation and in limiting the proliferation of nuclear weapons in our
Hemisphere, has made one of the greatest contributions to international law. In
the efforts designed to prevent the possibility of a nuclear arme race in Latin
America, the inciiasion in the Treaty of Tlatelolco f all the countries of its zone
of application would bring greater security and trust ¢0 the Hemisphere and would
likewise contribute to the economic and social development of the peoples of Latin
America by the diverting of enormous economic resources that might otherwise have
been used for nuclear military material. Here | should like to stress the words of
the President virgilio Barco Vargas of Colombia, who, in his statement at the 18th
meeting Oof the General Assembly, said:

"The enormity of the sums ¢. money States devote to developing new
technologies of annihilation and to me..facturing instruments of death and
destructon makes even the strongest spirits fearful. Theresources used up
in this endeavour could well be devoted to alleviating the sufferings of
mankind and speeding its development and progress.

*rat in America, which seemed to be far removed from the risks of nuclear

r taminat ion, must- now carefully examine what 18 happening elsewhere in the
world, including the peaceful use of nuclear energy, and must exercise care in

its own utilization of such energy.” (a/41/PV.18, pp. 10-11)

Man today knows auite well, since he has lived through it, that any event in
any part of the world affects him directly. Wars and conflict8 ace our wars and
our experience. ™he amazing means of communication now available will not permit

us to ignore this fact: they are coneeouently confronting us with reality. Never
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more than today has man lived in a world in which he is so well informed abcut
everything that happens, minute » minute, upon the surface of the Earth, And
this, together with the two great wars, has brought man in the twentleth century
into constant contact with death. That is why he is more than ever before obsessed
with the apectre of collective death. The danger of another war and the aimnie
exiastence of the nuclear bomb threatens that co.lective being which 1s mankind.

Today, mankind has grown aware of its interdependence. Deepite wars and
conflicts, man knowns that there Is a unity of the species that we formerly
disregarded. That knowledge can lead us to disarmament and peace. That knowladge
can also be our salvation.

Mr. FAN Guoxiang (China) (interpretation from Chinese) : Today on behalf

of the Chinese delegation I wish to make sane observations on the uuectior. of
conventional disarmament and, at the same time, to take this opportunity to
introduce the draft resolution which we have suhmitted on conventional disarmament
(A/C.1/41/1.29).

I think everyone would agree that, in the face of the unprecedented threat to
the survival of mankind posed by the nuclear arms race, nuclear dinarmament and the
Prevention of nuclear war should assume the greatest urgency and highest priority
in disarmament efforts. | have already spoken on thia aspect yesterday, Rio | shall
not repeat my comments today. Now | wish to focus on conventional dinarmament.

What 1 wish to point out at the outset ia that the undermining of world peace
and the security of States by the conventional arms race and the need for
conventional disarmament should also not be overlooked. The two world wars and the
hundred-odd auhseauent wars and armed conflicts were fought with conventional
weapons. Certain countries, in carrying out armed aggresaion aimed at the
occupation of other countr ies, also used conventional weapons. New ty eg of

conventional weapons are becoming increasingly lethal and destructive., At preecant
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conventional weapons account for the bulk of the nearly $1 trillion of total annual
world military expenditure. Conventional armed forces consume vast amounta of the
precious manpower and material resources that could have been used to developing
econcmies and science and technology and to increasing the welfare of the people.

Mcroover, in certain regions conventional weapona and military forces are
highly  concentrated, thereby not only directly aggravating the tension in thoss
regions but also constituting serious obstacles to the achievement of nuclear
disarmament.

We can say that, in today's world, the conventicnal arms race and the nuclear

arms race have the effect of mutual exacerbation and deterioration.
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It is very natural therefore that the relationship between conventional
disarmament and nuclear disarmament is also one of complementarity and mutual
enhancement. There Core it is required that ainultaneoua efforts be made on both
aspects. Not long ago the Political Declaration isgusd in Harare by the Heads or
State or Government of the countries ot Non-Aligned countries.
"noted with deep ccncern that the qualitative development Of conventional
weapons adds a new dimension to the arms race, especially among States
posaessing the largest conventional arsenals. They urged these States to
restrain such development.”
They pointed out that

‘The adoption of such disarmament measures should take place in an equitable

and balanced manner in order to ensure the right of each State to security . .

They emphasized that
‘the adoption of [conventional) disarmanent measures should be based on full
respect for the principles of non-intervention, non-interference in the
internal affairs of other States and the peaceful solution of disputes in

conformity with the Charter of the United Nations”. (A/41/697, pars. 53)

we completely endorse these correct viewa.
At the same tiMe, | also wish to recall that the Final Document of the f{rat
® pecial session on disarmament pointed out that
‘States with the largest military arsenals have a special responsibility in
pursuing the process of conventional armaments reductions."”
(resolution s-10/2, para. 81)
This statement is in full accord with the present actual situation. The
conventional arsenals of the two super-Powers and the two major 1.1l { tary alllances

and the amounts of manpower and money that they invest {n conventional armed forces
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together account for the largest share of total world figuree. The tension and
confrontation between them directly threaten world peace and security of States.

Aas far as many small and medium-sired countries of the world are concerned,
particular iy the non-aligned developing couutr ies, domesticaily they face the
paramount tasks of developing their :conomies and building up their countries
while externally they require the development of relations of friendship and
gond-neighbrurliness, So for them it is wise to exercise self-restraint in
building up armaments. Of course, the situations of countries differ. 1t ig also
understandable that those which face external threat and aggreesion require the
necessary defence capabilities to safeguard their national security interes ts.

In recent years the question of conventional disarmament has received
increasing attention from States. A number of countries have already made very
sound proposals on this issue. From 1982 to 1984 a Group of Experts appointed by
the United Nations carried out a etudy on this question and produced a report.
Last year, the fortieth session of the General Assembly adopted a resolution on
conventional disarmament on aregional scale. All of this has provided a good

basis for further efforts by the international community towards conventional

disarmament.

The Chinese Government has consistently held that similtaneocusly with the
stepping up of nuclear disarmament efforts we shoul also move forward the process
of conventional diearmament. In accordance with thie position, this year we have
eubmitted to this Committee not only a proposal on nuclear disarmament, but also a
draft resolution entitled “General. and complete disarmament: convention al
disarmament” (A/C.1/41/L.29). Its purgose is the clarification of certain basic
pr inciples on conventional. disarmament, while pointing cut the direction of our
efforts. Qf course , the issue of conventional ¢disarmament also involves many

complicated aspects and issues, for instance, the regional question, arms transfer,
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the question of the reduction of military budgets, and so on. 1: has not been
poaaible to include all of these in our proposal. Some of those issues have
already been the subject of proposals by other delegatione and certain matters must
await further exploration and study in the future.

The Chinese people are engaged in the peaceful construction of our country.
Our first task is to develop our national economy and improve our welfare and
standard of living.

In recent yeara we have unilaterally taken a seriea of actions in the area of
conventional disarmament. For instance, we are implementing the plan to reduce our
trocps by 1 million. The proportion of our national budget devoted to military
expenditure is gradually falling. We have already switched a considerable portion
of our military production capacity anaa military installations to civilian uses,
and so on. These measures not only have the effect of promoting our economic
development, but are beneficial to the cause of world peace. The safeguarding of
peace and opposition to wnr are China’s basic national .0licy. The Chinese
Government and people, bot' nationally and on the international level, will
continue to strive for the early achievement of nuclear and conventional
disarmament.

In submitting the present draft resolution on conventional disarmament the
Chinese delegation has received the encouragement and support. of many delegations,
and several of them have made a number of positive suggestions. | wish here to
express My whole-hearted thanks. This draft, as Car as possible has incorporated
the views of all sides. We hope that it will have the serious study and positive

support of all countries.
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Mt. ROCHE (Canada) : 1 have the honour to introduce under
item 62 (n) (iii) a draft resolution entitled ‘Verification in all its aspects”. |
do so on behalf of the delegation6 of Australia, Austria, the Bahamas, Belgium,
Botswana, Cameroon, Corta Rica, Denmark, Finland, France the Federal Republic ..f
Germany, Iceland, Italy, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa, Sierre Leone,
Singaore, Turkey and the United Kingdom of Great FEcitain and Northern Ireland.

For the last several years, more and more nations have been giving serious
thought to the political and technical role of verificacion in achieving
international peace and security. *s members will recall, our deliberations on
this crucial matter were motivated by a commitment made at the first special
session devoted to disarmament, in1978.

The Final Document confirmed what Canada had concluded from our own review of
armg control and disarmament negotiations over the past two d..cades: namely, that
verification was a central problem which was often misunderstood.

At the second special session on disarmament, in 1982, Canada expressed the
view that the internationszl community should address itself to the problem of
verification as one of the moat significant factors in disarmament negotiations in
the 1980s. We felt that the work on verification should prepare the way for arms
control agreements that still lie ahead.

The following year Canada affirmed its own practical commitment to the
principles expressed at the first and second special sessions on disarmament
through the establishment of a verification research progrumme with an annual

budget of $1 million.
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Last year, it will be recalled, Canada took the lead in sponsoring. with 10
other Member Statee, the resolution entitled “Verification in all its Aspecta”. It
waa adopted by consensus, thus raflecting the growing awareness within the world
community of the significance of verification in the process of developing
effective arma limitation and disarmament agreementa. That resolution also served
to reinforce the belief that all countries « not just the major Powers = have a
responsibility in this regard and <=an make both practical and thoughtful
contributions on verification agastiong. The proof of this statement can be found
in General Assembly document R/41/422 of 11 July 1986 and the addenda thereto,
which contain the replies to the Secretary-General of the more than 25 Governments
which have responded to the invitatioin contained in the verification resolution.

Over the last year, Canada had been encouraged by the references to the
significance of effective verification in the arms control process. We note the
intervention by the delegation of the Soviet Union on 22 October, which atated:

*we are for effective and adequate verification. We are in favour of

ccnsidering and resolving all disarmament and verification problems in a

businesslike and concrete mannet, taking a dynamic approach to find mutually

acceptable solutions.’ (A/C.1/41/PV.16, p. 4?)

We also note the intervention Of the delegation of the United States on the
same date, which said:

“Our work, whether it deals with nuclear, chemical or convent’oinal weapons,

muet result in eauitabhle and varifiablc agreements which move us away from,

not towards, the brink of confiict," (lbid, p, 52)

But however {mpnrtant statements hare may be « and however useful the replies
of Member States in response to last year’s resolution - it is the practical
activities related to verification principles and techniaues which Wi || prove

crucial in promoting agreement on, and implementatioin of, arms control and
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disarmament  meaeures  There are a number of these activities and events which
could be selected as examples. | shall. cite only three: first, the World
Disarmament Campaign Regional Conference in Thilisi last May; secondly, the Mexico
Declaration of 7 August issued by the Five Continent initiative; and thirdly, the
document of the Stockholm Conference of 19 September 1986 which was developed by
the Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and Disarmament in
Eurone.

While those three events were diverse in nature, in our view t sy serve as
examples of the potential which exists in the multilateral process tu contribute to
an understanding of verification in relation to international security and
stability at lower levels of armaments. The Tbilisi Conference permitted
wide-ranging discussions which included both governmental and non-governmental
organizations and represented every spectrum of opinion. The proceedings of the
Conference will constitute a useful addition to United Nations literature.

The Five Continent Declaration focused on a single issue and proposed a manner
in which the signatories might be able, through strengtheuning their r.atual
co-operation in the seismic aspects of nuclear test detection, to facilitate test
ban verification. Conceptually, the Declaration has strong similarities to some of
the proposals made by the Group of Seismic Experts in Geneva following the
International Seismic Data Exchange Test of 1984.

Finally, the document of the Stockholm Conference, in itself the product of
more than two years of multilateral negotiations, defines a number of agreed
confidence and security building measures and enunciates several specific
compliance and verification procedures. we recognize that the procedure agreed in
the context of the Stockholm Conference would have to be modified and strengthened
for purposes of arms limitatioin and disarme;en: agreements. Neverth~less,

agreement in Stockholm on certain methods of verification - such as mandatory air
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and ground on-site inspection = is encouraging. We look forward to the
implementation and practical application of these measures which ahould prove an
effective basis for future arms control negotiations.

As reflected in the accord at Stockholm, any confidence-building agreement and
any arms control agreement must essentially be a compromise in which each side
bases some of its national security on the promises of the other contracting
parties rather than on the strength of {*s own weaponry. Consequently, reciprocal
confidence is essential. Promises of restraint have to be acwmpanied by means to
ensure that promises are kept. By confirming that activities prohibited by
agreements are not taking place and that parties are fulfilling their obligations,
verification can help to generate a climate of international confidence that is
indispensable for progress in arms control.

Thie year, Canada is again sponsoring a draft resolution on verification in
all its aspects. While this draft resolution is effectively similar to its
predecessor, it advocates an additional step, that is, it requests the United
Nations Disarmament Commission to consider verification at its 1987 session.

As it did last year, this year’s draft resolution recognizes that verifirsiion
techniques and provisions must be such as to apply effectively to specific
agreements. It also notes, however, that this should not preclude advance efforts
in verification which would produce a source of verification principles, procedures
and techniques from which disarmament negotiators might draw. Verification
provisions will always have to be tailored to the purposes, scope and nature of any
specific agreement to which they apply. But work enould and can be done, in
advance ; on principles, procedures and techniques.

Canada will continue to devote great efforts and considerable resources to
working out practical, workable, technical solutiona to the very real problems

still presented by the concept of adequate verification.
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Canada’s participation in the Tbilisi Conference, the Stockholm Conference and
our intense interest in the deliberations of the Group of Scientific Experts in the
Conference on Disarmament, are all symbolic of our commitment. We do not pretend
to provide answers applicable to any specific nation ok negotiation, but we are
prepared to share the experience and knowledge gained through the approach which
seems to fit our circumstances. This experience may be considered useful to
others.

It 18 in this spirit that the Canadian Government continues to commit some
$1,000,000 annually to an active Arms Control Verification programme. A broad
spectrum of projects and studies has been carried out under this verification
programme. It has employed not only Government resources but has co-ordinated and

complemented these with others from the academic and commercial sectors. Wok king

papers and compendia in a number of areas have been submitted to the Conference on

Disarmament by Canada.

Thus, laet December, Canada presented to the United Nations Secretary-General,
a -Handbook for the Investigation of Allegations of the Use of Chemical or
Biological Weapons.” This document was also gsubmittel to the Conference on
Diearmament. The Handbook was the result of a study by Canadian scientists and
officials and represents a practical contribution to the investigation of

allegations of non-compliance with existing agreements relating to chemical and

biological weapons.

Last February the Canadian Government announced its decision to gpend
$3.2 million over three years to ungrade the Yellowknife Seismic Array An our
Northern Territories as a major Canadian contrivution to research into monitoring
an eventual Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). Yellowknife is recognized ag a

uniue and sensitive location for monitoring global seismic events, including

underground nuclear tests. The programme to update and modernize Yellowknife will
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enable Canada, using the best technology available, to contribute to an essential
monitoring element of a nwgotiated test-ban treaty,

In October 1985, a two-year research grant was awarded to the University of
Toronto to examine the effectiveness of using regional seismic data - in particular
high-freguency seismic waves - to discriminate between earthquakes and underground
nuclear explosions, including those conducted in decoupled situations.

And just last month, Canada was host to a useful technical workshop on seismic
wav m lata exchange at which many O e&er countries of the Conference on

Disarmament were represented.
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In the anference ON Disarmament Canada has submitte:l working papers on the
legal réqime and terminology relating to arms control and outer apace. we have
investigated mome sspects of the technical requirements that might exist for
verlfying a Multilateral agreement tOo ocontrol space weapons. Under the "PAXSAT A"
study, as ii i{s called, we have ‘looked at the feasibility of the practical
application of! space-based civ‘lian remote-sensing techniquea to verify an
outer-apace treaty. Results Of the PAXSAT rasearch will be made available by
Canada in the Conference on Disarmament.

We have also compiled and ~ross-indexed several useful reference volumee of
speeches and working papers in the Conference on Disavmament which have been
prepared and distr ibuted. Theae voluns cover a wide range of issues, including
verification, chemical weanons, radiological weapons and outer space. We believe
that they are valuable tools.

The propoeed verification draft resolution in document A/C.1/41/L.73, now
before u8, draws on lanquage and concepts which have already won gsneral agreement
from all Members of the ynited Nations. It repeats he conviction that for arms
limitations and disarmament measures to be effective, compliance with them must be
evident. It reiterates the need for arms-limitation agreements to provide for
adequate mearures of verification. It recognizes that form and modalities should
be determined by the characteristics of the relevant agreement; it recalls our
consensus that the problems of verification should be further examined. And, in
pursuit of this goal, 1t requests the United Nations Disarmament Comaisajon to
consider, at its 1987 session, verification in all its aspects.

Events over the past few months have given considerable reason for hope that
concrete progrese towards arms limitation and disarmament may be closer to reality

than has been the case for many years. The prospcet of effective arms-control

AR
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agreements brings with {t a corresponding need for effective verification methods
and procedures. The impor tance of verif ication for successful arms- 1imitation
agreements i8 not lessening. To the contrary, itis becoming more immedia tc.

A8 the Secretary of State for External Affairs of Canada, Hr, Clark, pointed
out recently:

“Many of the persisting obstacles to negotiating progress arise directly from

a lack of trust. The priority attention Canadn has given to verification

issues . . . attacks this question directly. Arms-control agreements alone do

not produce security; confidence in compliauce produces security.

Verification justifies that confidence’.

Finally, our draft resolution is intended to reflect this fact, and in doing
so to provide a practical means of engaging the United nNationsg and ail its
Members - especially those with experience and technology relevant to
verification e« in defining and making available the sound and practical means by
which successful and lasting arms-control measures can be achieved.

Mr. AGSTNER (Austria) : Today my delegation would like :0 comment briefly

on agenda item 61 (a), “Confidence-building measures®, The term
*conf idencet-building measures. is only a recent addition to our political
vocabulary. Twenty years ago, only a few experts would have known the term.

Although one might cownsider the "Memorandum Of understanding between the
United States and the Soviet Union rvgarding the establishment of a direct
commnications link” « the so-called Hot-Line Agreement of 20 June 1963 - as the
first confidence-building measure, it is not so much in the conte:xt of united
States/Soviet relationa that this new instrument came to prominence.

The f {rst confidence-building measures were introduced by the Final Act of the

Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCEB), and covered a relatively
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narrow set of measure*. The adoption of confidence-building measurt may be seen
as a token response t0 the desire of the group of neutral and non-aligned countries
for conprehensive arms-control agreements within the CSCE.  As the bulk of the
mlitary aspects of European security had been transferred to the talks on the
mutual reduction of forces, armaments and assocliated neasures in Central Europe,
which had begun in Vienna simultaneously with the CSCE but without the
participation of the neutral and non-aligned countries, negotiating
confidence-building neasures and including them in the Final Act appeared at the
time to be some sort of conpensation for excluding the neutral and non-aligned
States from effective arms-control negotiations. One could even go so far as to
see themonly as of concernto the neutral and non-aligned States rather than a
serious undertaking in the arcsof mlitary security.

such a vi ew of confidence-buil ding measurestoday woul d i ndeed be
inadmissible. Today wnfidencc-building measures are no longer restricted to the
area of nilitary security. In fact, there have been proposals to expand the scope
of confidence-building measures into other areas, such as the economy.

Signi ficant changes have taken pl ace over the |ast decade. The Ceneral
Assenbly at its tenth special session, devoted to disarmament, stressec in its
Final Document the necessity to

“take Measures and pursue policies ta stengthen international peace and

security and to build confidence am ng States" (resolution S-10/2, para. 93),

in order to facilitate the process of disarmanent. Resol ution 34/87 B requested

the Secretary-General to carry out aconprehensive study on confi dence-buil di ng

reasures.
Austria, which had already nanifested its great support for

confidence-building measures in the process leading to the CSCE Final Act, has been
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a co-sponsor of all draft resolutions adopted by the Generaly Assembly on
confidence-building measures. Two Austrian experts par*icipated in the Group of
Governmental Experts which prepared the corn, eheneive study just referred to. This
study was a first attempt to clarify and develop the concept of confidence-building
measures in the global context. confidence, like security, was seen in the study
as a result of many factors, both military and non-military.

The Austrian Government iS greatly encouraged by the poeitive results achieved
by the Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measuren and
Disarmament in euwope. My delegation is confident that the measur 8 contained in
the Stockholm Document will ¢ tribute to the stabilization of the military
situation in Europe. Although tha neutral and non-aligned States did not achieve
all their goals, we are very satisfied because of the considerable potential of the
agreement for the further development of confidence, co-vperatinn and security in
Europe. The result of Stockholm has to be assessed against the background of the
more than 10 years which had elapsed since the signing of the Helsinki Final Act.
Durirg that period no further development of confidence-building measures contained
in the Final Act was possible. The potential of the new measures now will have to
be tested as of 1 January 1987. Austria welcomes the Stockholm Document not only
for its contribtion to a code of military conduct among States = which makes their
military activities more predictable, thus reducing the risks of war by
misunderstanding or miscalculation = but also because f its potential for the
whole CSCE p ocess.

We hope too that this first multilateral agreement, which not only expanded
confidence-building measures but also included security-building measures, will

provide a strong impetus to the work in other arms-control forums.
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During its 1986 sgeaslon the United Nations Disarmament Commission, under the
able chairmanship of Ambassador Wegener , concluded its elaboration of “Guidelines
for appropriate types of confidence-building measures and for the implementation of
such measures on a global or regional level.”

My delegation is particularly pleased to note that the Commission was abl: to
meet the deadline indicated in resolution 39/63 E and thus could submit the draft

guidelines at the present session. My delegation shares the view that a

confidence-building process hag becom increasingly important.
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we are highly appreciative of the fact that, although confidence-building measures
have already bean referred to in the context of the United Nations in the Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament and been dealt with by the United Nations comprehensive study on
confidence-building measures, the experience gained in 10 years of operation of the
relevant provisions of the Helsinki Final Act have now found their way into the
Unlted Nations. My delegation is, of course, aware that what has been developed in
the context of the present political and military context in Europe in many cases
will not lend itself to being adopted without change by other regions.

Allow me to turn briefly to the only two points where no consensus was reached
and where ve are offered a choice between the formulations of the 1984 Chairman’s
composite draft and a proposal by the socialist States, that is to say, points
2.3.3, 4 and 6. My delegation has its views on declarations of intent and has
elaborated on this issue on previous occasions. As far as point 2.3.6, which deals
with the question of reliable information on military activities is concerned, my
delegation would like to recall its initiative on “objective information (n
military capabilities”, which it began at the thirty-seventh session. The
init ative had to be discontinued at the thirty-ninth session, when it became
obvious that no ground for corsensus exigted between the different views of the two
major military alliances on the issue.

While my delegation would obviously have p: :ferred a consensus also on these
questions, we believe, however, that it was better not to arrive at some rather
empty consensus formulation, but leave the two alternative formulas in place.

As has been stated, confidence-building measures are not disarmament

measures. They are, however, of great importance for overcominj the fears and
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doubts of s:ates via-b-vie other States and are instrumental in creating the right
Climate for disarmament. Confidence-building moasures are a valuable tool to
promote disarmament and are helping to implement those famous words from united
States President p, D. Roosevelt’s inaugural speech that “the only thing we have to
fear {g fear itself .*

Mr. PERRZ RIVERO (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): In its statement

in the general debate, the Cuban delegation referred to the top priority items on
our agenda = those dealing with the prevention of nuclear war, a nuclear-test ban
and the cessation of the nuclear-arms race, among others. Today, we would like to
put forward some ideas on certain other items Of unquestionable importance for the
work of the First Committee, the Conference on pisarmament and the Disarmament
Commission.

The prohibition of chemical weapons is one item on which major progress has
been made in recent years. The possibility has even been raised of the Conference
on Disarmament being able to complete its work on the preparation of a convention
in this regard as early as 1987.

A cursory reading of the report of the Conference on Disarmament shows, in
fact, that progress has been made towards coamon uuderstanding and that some of the
technical complexities are beginning to be resolved. It is clear that delegations
are taking up problems with greater flexibility and that there is8 a tendency to
seek the common approach necessary if results acceptable to all are to be achieved.

Powever, there are still certain important aspects which have to be borne in
mind and which should be pointed out, so that there will be a proper awareness of
the need to confront them with sufficient determination. The question Of binary
chemical weapona is an example of the obstacles being encountered by the Conference

on Disarmament.
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The production of binary chemical weapons has introduced new complexities in
the work of the Conference on Disarmament and it has delayed the attainment of an
understanding in important areas. This reality has been acknowledged more than
unce, and at the Eighth Conference of Heads c¢* State or Government of Non-Aligned
Countries, held in Harare from 1 to 16 September last, the leaders of the
non-aligned countries expressed their profound concern over the development of
these weapons.

Another source oOf concern is radiological weapons. It has been poin ed out
that many of the functions intended for chemical weapons co-1 be performed by
radiological weapons and that the production of radiological weapons may be
influenced by a ban on chemical weapons.

It is true that radiological weapons, as such, do not exist, but there is a
latent danger that they might be manufactured. Let us not forget the enormous
quantities of radioactive residues which exist in the wor.d and the fact that
science and technology geared towards i | i t ary ends has become highly developed and
effective.

An igsue closely related to the prohibition of radiological weapons is the
prohibition of attacks on nuclear facilities. The Israeli attack on the Iraqi
civilian nuclear facilities shows that here we are not in the realm of science
fiction. The protection of nuclear facilities is an imperative need which must be
given priority in the Conference on Disarmament. What i8 at stake here is the
right of all peoples, particularly the peoples of ti e developing countries, to
engage in eafe conditions in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. As of the end of
1985 there wer= 374 nuclear power stations in the world supplying 15 per cent of

the world’s production of electricity. The number of such power stations will
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increase in the future. That is a fact, and these facilities may be attacked under
any pretext. Therefore, they have to be protected. The need for such prot.sction
is all the greater in the developing countries, which generally lack the military
capacity to deter a potential acgreasor.

Allow me now to comment briefly on the question of conventional disarmament.
In the opinion of ay delegation, conventional disarmament cannot be considered
outside the context of the priorities set by the international community in the
disarmament field which focus primarily on nuclear disarmament.

As has been indicated by the Final Document of the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the problem of conventional
diearmament must be viewed jointly with negotiations for the adoption of nuclear
disarmament measures and the States with the greater military arsenals bear a
special responsibility in this regard.

At the regional level, it {s eesential to take into account the
characteristics of each region, together with the need for the cessation of acts of
hostility and aggression against developing countries; for an end to be put to the
holding of threatening military manoeuvres which intimidate those countries; for
the dismantling of foreign military bases; for the elimination of surviving
colonial situations; and for patting an end to politically motivated measures of
economic coercion and to any type of hostile and aggressive measures in the
military, political w.ad economic spheres, which actions compel the developing
countries to invest considerable amounts of money in their defence. There can be
no question of conventional disarmament for developing countries which have to
endure such situations as long as these situations last; just as there can be no

question for them of confidence-building measures if such situations are maintained.
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Another alarming development which we have before us now is the steps which
are being taken to extend the arms race iNnto outer space. In Harare, the Heads of
State or Government of the non-aligned countries reaffirmed again that outer space
is the common heritage of mankind and that it must be used exclusjvely for peaceful
pur poeee. They called on the Conference on Disarmament to commence neqotiatiors
urgently to conclude an agreement Or agreements to prevent the extension of the
arms race into outer space.

In particular, the Heads of State or Government etreseed the urgency of
halting the development of anti-satellite weapons and, in particular, the need for
the prohibition of the introduction of new weapons systems into outer space. The
Heads of State or Government called upon all sStates to adhere strictly to the
existing legal reatrictione and limitation8 on space Weapons, including thoge
contained in the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the
Exploration and use of Outer Space, including the Moon and other Celestial Bodies,
and the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems.

My delegation cannot fail to point out that the plans of the United States
Government for star wars are a flagrant violation of those agreements and are
designed to carry confrontation into a new setting, and that they considerably
increase the dangers of the outbreak of a nuclear holocaust, with all its attendant
adverse conaeauencee for the gurvival of mankind. This Committee cannot fail to
acknowledge that reality and whatever resolution it adopts must point it out
clearly. At the same time it must press for the commencement of serious and urgent
negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament to prevent such an outcome.

Another item on our agenda of priority importance for the developing countries
in particular concerns the relationship between dis.rmament and development. The
policy of pursuing military auperiority, promoting the arms race and opposing

concrete disarmament negotiations has led the world to a choice bet een war and
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peace, which affects us all but has a particular impact on the developing
covatries, over the heads of whose inhabitants hangs the threat of tons upon tons
of weapons of mass destruction, while they also have to suffer the consedauences of
the unjust international economic order, which has heen foisted upon them nntl
which, among other things, has caused their colossal external {ndebtedness.

For us the struggle for peace and the cessation of the arms race is
inseparable from the struqgle Ear development and the establishment of a new
internat jonal economic order. The preparatory work for the convening of the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development
has sufficient, in our view. We must now support the recommendation of the
Chairman of the Preparatory Committee to the effect that the Conference be held in
1987, a8 we read in the annex to document A/C.1/41/7, which my delegation fully
endorses.

I would not wish to conclude my statement without referring to an item of
particular importance to us: the implementation of the Declaration on the
Denuclearization of Africa. The implementation of this peclaration has been
impeded by the nuclear capability of South Africa, in co-operation with the Zionist
régime in Israel and the Government. of the United States. This has encouraged South
Africa to continue its acts of aggression agqainst the front-line countries and to
intensify its brutal internal repression.

The United States policy of constructive engagement has encouraged the
Pretoria régime to spurn the decisions of the international community and press
ahead with its criminal policy of apartheid. This hecomen all the more alarming
when we remember that South hfrica already has a major nuclear capaclity, as does

also the Israeli Zionist régime.
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South Africa’s nuclear capability an4 the co-operation hetween that country
and certain Western States, Israel and the United States, which makes possible the
increase of South Africa’s capacity, is a serious threst to international peace and
security. Moreover, it makes a mockery of the demands reiterated each yoar by the
intcrnational community for an end to nuclear co-operation with South Africa.

We hope that the General Assembly'®s resolutions on this it-m will be
implemented, just as we look forward to the {mplementation of the resolutions
relating to the prevention of an arm8 race in outer space and nuclear dinarmament,
together with the General Assembly's decisions on items of vital importance for the
future of mankind. we trust that survival, and not supremacy, will prevail.

Mr. MARINESCU (Romania) (interpretation from French) : | wish to make
certain comments on behalf of my delegation on item 62 (e) and (f).

The united Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR) has carried out
much positise work and we hold the view, vith others, that it has proved to be a
valuable institution. In the spirit of the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the Institute, which
experienced some difficulty at its Inception, has contributed to both the
enhancement of research on certain very topical disarmament issues and to k:eping
States and the public better informed on the positive implications of disarmament
for international peace and security.

This expiaina the immediate support given from the outset to th establishment
of UNIDIR by # number of countries, including Romania, which aqreed to make
available to the Institute one of its citizens as its Director.

Pursuing the activities Carrie.1 out in previous years, the Institute's
programme for 1987 includes the preparation of two studies dealing with *he

prevention of an arms race in outer apace and the possibility of establishing an
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organ.iat npn for the promotion of the peaceful uses of outer space. Theae are
auest jons which have been de<)t with in Romanian proposals since 1982. The
programme also provides tor continuance of the analysis of the relationship between
disarmament and development, regional disarmament and the continuation of the
pablicatiue Of Nnew studies on the security of States and the reduction of a. mamente.
As can be seen, all these questions are of topical. interest and my country has

put forward specific ideas and propcsals in this regard in various disarmament

for urns.

At the same time, I wish to say that e . Lly understand the concern of the
Advisory Board for Disarmament Studies, which, in its capacity as the governing
body of the Institute, underscores in the report submitted to the present session
that the prclonged abge : of the Director hampers the activity of the Inatitute,
and the suppor . which the Board wishes to give to the Secre .. y-General “in his
efforts aimed at arriving at a solution satisfactory to all the parties concerned’.

Since the Director in queution is a Romanian citizen, | feel obliged to
express my country’s deep regret that the difficulties resulting from his situation
have harmed the activities of the Institute, and to express our real, abiding and
definite interest in seeing the activities of the Institute continuing in an

appropr iate way.
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Of couree, the existence and future of the Institute are not Linked to the
personality of {ita first Director. The dire,ctorship of the Ings itute {8 a matter
that could he and perhaps can st{]] be resolved in a very s{imple way hy the
appointment of another aualified person. There 18 no Lack of candidates for the
position, Such a chanqge Is inevitable, for thnt matter, for staff members of the
IInited Natione since they are not appointed to a given post for life.

AA reqgards the pt. blems relating to the status of Mr. Rota as an international
civil servant of the United Rations, we have taken the view and we remain of the
view that those problems are of an administrative nature and fall within the
purview of other bodies, not of the First Committee,

We have always said, and we are seeking to do g0 again in this forum, that the
difficult 1es around this problem are delicate and should be the subject of
discussions between the Secretary-General of the United Nation8 and the Romanian
authorities,

Like the Secretary-General, we have taken the view that these discussions
should lead to a satisfactory solu*ion for the parties concerned. Thia of course
implies that the rights and interests of all of the parties should he taken into
consideration with the Jgreateat care and attention.

It 18 regrettable to note that our repeated statements have not been taken in

al 1 seriousness, certain reprnsentativeﬂ seeking to play up this aueetion an much

as possihle, and to exploit it For pol ftical reasons.
Facing this situation, my deleqati n feels that we must reply.
Hastening to rerpond to the requests of those same represent- ’ves,
Mr. Martenson, Under-Secretary-General for Digarmament Affalre, r¢ ac out last

Friday & statement entitled "On the situation of Mr. Liviu Rota, Director of the
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Institute”. Aside {rom certain distortions and omissions, po8sibly due to the
haste with which it was drafted, thia response containe nothing new compared to
what deieqgations could surmise from the report of the Secretary-General to the
Fifth Committee and the report of the Advisory Beard for Disarmament Studies.

I could add a few details for those who wish to have additional information.

Mr. Bota was seconded to the Secretariat of the United Nat fons for a fixed
term.. He worked first at the united Nations Information Centre in Bucharest and
later at the United Nations Disarmament Centre, today the Department of Disarmament
Affairs, in New York. Formerly, he was for several years an attache amd then a
Third Secretary at the Permanent Mission of my country to the united Nations in New
York.

In 1980 Mr. Bota was appointed, first provialonally, and then for a fixed
term, to the post of Director of the Institute. At the beginning of this year, the
Romanian Government informed him that, after nearly 14 years, a p-riod durin¢ which
the Government agreed with the repaated renewal of his contract se an international
civil servant, it wished once again to secure his services. On 12 March Mr. Bota
presented to the Resident Representative of the United Nations in Bucharest his
letter of resignation addressed to the Secret.aty—General. On the same day, |
myself informed the Secretary-General of this resignation and of the fact .hat the
Romanian Government had appointed him to an 1mport~nt post in the Ministry of
Forr ign Affairs, in conformity with his professional aualifications.

At the heqginning, Mr. Bota worked for a short time at the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs in the post entrusted to him. He then stated that, an a result of the fact
that his resignat ) had not been accepted, he gtill considered himself the
Director of the Institute Conaaauently, he installed himself at the Information
Centre in oucharest, from where he is virtually directing the activities of the

Institute.
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In connection with M. Martenson's statewent, | wigh to add a few points, in
particular the follow ng.

A viait to Bucharest at tue beginning of this year by asnecial envoy of the
Secretary-CGeneral did not take place for reasons that cannot be attributed in any
way to the Romanian authorities. ror objective reasons, the Romanian M nister
could not receive the envoy on the date indicated , and he therefore proposed
another date on which to receive mim,

It is to say the least surprising that there ahould be references to the |ack
of an official responsoc to tle steps taken by the Secretary-General. In addition
to the official correspondence exchanged with the Romanian Mission, in repeated
discussions | brought to the attention of the Secretary-General the viewpoint of
t'!e Romanian authorities Wi th regarxd to vari ous aspect8 of this affair. What i s
communicated by a Permanent Reprewntative, 1s of course done on the authority and
instructions of hi8 Government and 1i& therefore of an official character.

Finally, we are, like the Secretary-General , convinced that {tis a matter of
correctly appl yi ng the requlations governing the condition8 of enpl oynent of United
Nati on8 staff. pgut those regulations are not subject to unilateral and exclusive
interpretationa. For example, we cannot support the interpretation that a
resignation must necessarily be submitted in person, while the Staff Regulation8
refer to that a8 one possibility,

This is a formal problem of procedure, Of course, which certainly ha8 its
importance, but it {8 not the most inpportant. Mich nore important are auestions of
substance and of principle in this case.

The first is that Mr. Bota hecme an international civil servant only with the
agreement Of the Romanian authorities. He nerved the tinited Nati on8 for nearly 14

years. Throughout the period in which he worked as a staff member of the
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United Nations, Mr. Bota wau, and renmmi ns today, a Romanian citizen. Conseauently,
the Government of my country has the right, inconformity with the prerogatives of
the Romanian State with regard to i*s citizens, to recall him whenever it deems it
necessary to do so. The Romanian authoriti~s believe thattheresignation that M.
Bota addressed t0 the Secretary-GCGeneral on 12 March of this year is a text which
fully expresses the intent of the signatory. Fotlowing his action, the Romanian
Government of fered the Romaniancitizen Liviu Bota all the necessary conditions for

hi m to continue his activities in Romani a.
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I turn now to the second particularly serious aspect of this case. The fact
that the person whom we are diacuesing here wan in the service of the United
Nations fOr many years doe5 not in any way signify that he should not respect the
laws of hia country. As a citizen of tne Socialist Republic of Romania, he is
subject to the lawn of the Republic and is ohliged strictly to respect them. Those
laws, as in general the laws of any country, prohibit Romanian citizens from
placing themselves in the service of foreign information services. The moderation
and the clemency displayed by the Romanian authorities should not be misinterpreted
with respect to !-heir unswerving position of principle.

First, the Romanian State cannot tolerate, and never will tolerate, such
violations of its laws. Secona.y, PO privilege or immunity, no reference to united
Nations texts can be invoked and much less accepted as a justification or a cover
for such activities which are totally incompatible with the status of an
international CiVil servant, in the case of any such CiVvil eervant, including the
case of Liviu Bota

The competent hodles of Romania have concrete proof that, during the period of
his service in the United Nations system, Bota placed himself in the pay of certain
foreign eapionage eervicee. It is true that during the talks that the Minister of
Foreign Affairs Of Romania and the Secretary-General held on 30 September this
year, there was also diecusaion of this case and that it wae agreed that the
discussion should continue. rat the question is this: where and how, through whom
and in what context, in what atmosphere and under what conditions, and especially
within which parameters, should we seek a correct solution satisfactory to all. the
parties concerned?

The other day vYK. Martenson refused to give me a Ssimple answer to some very
clear auestions, that is to say, In dealing with administrative and personnel

matters, should such a auestion b discussed in the First Committee? Secondly,
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can one at the name time and in parallel fashion discuss (i@ same dauestion stated
in an identical way in two different committeea? Since he himself cannot be a
sponeor of the draft resolution on this subject, Mr. Martenson obviously wishes to
appear at least as a apiritual sponsor. But this refusal to answer = and he was
thanked for thig immediately = does need a reply. He confilrms in fact what we have
said and what many other representatives are Raying, even if they have not taken
part in this artificial discussion which is out of place, namely, that 900d sense
itself dictates that the First Committee has nothing to discuss in connection with
stch a aueetion, one whiey is not a diaarmament prohlcm or a problem having
anything to do with international security.

From the outset we wished this case to be resolved with all the discretion and
sense of responsibility that is necessary these days for maintaining the prestige
of the United Nations and of the staff members of the Secretariat. We had hoped
that our moderation would be uynderstood and that all those whn show interest would
display a spirit of co-operation. | wish once again to emphasize that | made this
statement following a campaign waged for several months, using false allegations,
Speculation, rumours and other means unworthy of the 8.u.cus8 of those using them,
several times with gross provocations organized in this House itself.

Perhaps all of this agitation into which some delegations wish to draw the
Firat Committee as well can be explained by the fear that the Rota affair will
inevitably come to an end in a way that usually happens in gimilar cases,

| wigh to express the gratitude of my delegation to the representative8 who,
while axpresaing their concern over the situation of the Institute, understand the
delicate nature of this case and have deemed it proper to deal with it with

appropriate prudence.

+

ors AR WY
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Since the discussion at this session has been conducted so far without
confrontation, perhaps those who like confrontation missed its absence. Thus there
was a need to stage a confrontation. The subject may seem tempting to them since
it involves an Eastern European country and, at the same time, distracts our
attention from the substantive issues before this Committee.

The true motive which has nothing to do with Bota's situation as an individual
may be the desire of some to create an issue, to place the Romanian authorities in
conflict with the United Nations, to give credence to the idea that we are
undermining the authority Of the Secretary-General. That {s entirely false, The
participation of Romania in the United Nations, the support that it has
consistently given to the Secretary-General in aubstantive political problems, its
resolute action to et engthen the role and authority of the United Nations in the
solution of problems which the Organization ie Pacing today attest to our good
faith, our real and abiding interest to see the United Nations as a more viable,
credible and active organization. These are facts and not mere words. They cannot
be ignored or forgotten.

The change in Bota's decision to res!gn was essential to the staging of this
affair, and Rota entered into the spirit of the game. The discussion of his
position an an international civil servant by this Committee, a Committee that
deals with disarmament and international security matters, is very signif icant in
unveiling the political aim pursued by those who are behind the campaign waged over
this case.

Eoually significant are the insistence and the haste with which action has
beea taken to compromise the chances of arriving at a satisfactory solution of the
problem in the interests of all the parties truly concerned. I wish to state that
fundamentally the Romanian autboritiee have nothing for which to reproach

t hemee lvss , The Romanian Government acted in conformity with its sovereign right
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to defend its interests, rights that cannot be chal |l enged. The hope that by using
so-called methods of pressure the hand of the Romanian authorities would be forced

it3 quite nalve. It {8 even more unrealistic to believe that such a result could be
achieved with a draft resolution.

In essence, Bota never ceased to be a Romanian citizen. Hi: obligation not to
act contrary to the interests and laws of his country never ceased, the more so
since these interests and laws are in full conformity with the purposes and
principles of the United Nations which reject interference in the internal affairs
of States and any infringement of their sovereign rights. We believed, and we
continue to believe, that despite the difficulties, a solution can be found by
taking into account the rights and interests of the parties involved. We continue
to believe that discreet diplomacy and respect for the interests of all, and not
noisy campaigns, will lead us to a solution. We also believe that it {a only in

that spirit that we should interpret the existing regulations in this matter,
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Probably some representatives will Eind it appropriate to continue referring
to the Rota case in this Committee. Of course, nathing can prevent them from doing
so - except their own integrity.

For its part, my delegation believes that this explanation should suffice. I
-egret that I have had to make it in this forum. We have proceeded in thia way
despite the fact that ( r statements are supported by t-he evidence. pgutwe do not
wish to prolong & discussion that has already become painful. We believe that all
of us have the obligation to maintain the Committee's discussionsg, at least . if
not the results = at a level of responsibility that corresponds to the seriousness
and importance of the problems before the Commit tee.

As my last point, | would say this: Since mr. Martenson responded SO quickly
to the requests « | was tempted to say “instructions” - coming from this room, by,
assuring the Committee that his statement would ve distributed as soon as possible
(and indeed that was done in the following minutes), | wonder whether this very
good but, to our regret, rather rare example of efficiency could not be repeated
more frequently and in a less preferential way. ‘ar be it from me to claim such
special treatment, but 1 do entertain the hope that the statement | have just made
in this meeting will be distributed in the official recor 18 of the Committee during
this session at least, and that it will be corre *tly reflected in the press release
of the Department of Public Information.

The CHA I WAN : There ate still three names on the list o7 speakers for
this morning’s meeting: the German pemocratic Republic, benmark and Angola. The
Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs has requested to be allowed to
speak. 1 shall call on him after the representatives, of the three countries whose

names | have just read out have spoken.
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Mr. KAHN (German Democratic Republic) : My delegation wishes to introduce
the draft resolution entitled “Obligations of States to contribute to effective
disarmament neqotiations®, It is contained in document A/C.1/41/L.13.

The draft resolution draws n the Final Document «f the Tenth Special Session
of the General Assembly and particularly on paragraph 28, which states, iinter alia,
that al.1 the peoples of the world have a vital interest In the 8success of
disarmament negotiations.

The necessity of giving a positive impetua to the work in bilateral and
multilateral wotiating bodies derives from the present state of the negotiations,
on which many speakers outlined their views in the general debate. My delegation
wishes to introduce also at this General Assembly session a draft resolution which
calls upon States to start, conduct and intensify disarmament negotiations in good
faith « +h a view to achieving concrete agreements. This call is fully in
conformity with the resolve reaffirmed by the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty

at the Bucharest meeting of its Committee of Foreign Ministers on 14 and 15 October

last

“to further and deepen their political dialogue with the other States with a
view to building up confidence and strengthening unde: standing, reaching
palpable disarmament accords, and e;:sur ing peace”.

Dialogue and negotiations producing conrrate results are more imperative than
ever before, and, as recent developments and events have shown, it |s indeed
possible to conduct them successfully. For that reason, the preamble to the draft
resolution welcomes aa a new element the moratorium on all nuclear explosions which
has been carried out by vne nuclear-weapon State as an expression of the poli tical
will to cease the nrclear-arms race and promote negotiations on a comprehensive
nuclear-test.-ban treaty. As to bilateral negotiations, the dra¢t resolution

welcomes the Joint Statement t y the United States and the Onion of Soviet 5ocialist
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Republics, in which they expressed their intention, _.inter alia, to accelerate
negotiations on space and nuclear .eapons. Mo-eover, emphasis is laid on the
aiynificance of a number of priority meszsures which ehould be implemented by the
two States as : major contributlor. to halting the arms race and proceeding to
disarmament - chat la, the prohibition of space-strike weapons, the ceasation of
nuclear-weapon teats and the radical reduction of nuclear weapons. The draft
resolution also we¢lcomes proposals aimed at the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons throughout thie world by the year 2000.

The operative gart of the present draft resolution is largely identical to
that of the draft presented last year. But a new paragraph is included which
appc:ala to nll nuclear-weapon dtatee to enter into a dialogue on ways and me.ns tc
strengthen peace and achieve disarmament, particulariy nuclear 4isarmament. . hat
iuea was repeatedly expressed !in the general debate.

As in previous years, my delegation is looking forward to successful
co-operation, on a basis of trust, with the delegation of Yugoslavia in order to
combine the present dr aft resolution with that contained in document
A/C.1/41/L.53, Such a move would respond to the appeal to reduce the number of
draft resolutions on one and the samm subject.

Mr. KORSGAARD-PELERSEN (Denmark) 1 [ havu asked to speak today in order

to introduce th. A-ft resolution entitled “General and complete disarmament:
conrentional disarmament® and contained in document A/C.1/41/L.17. It relates to
adeiga 1 tem 60 (c) .

As will ke recalled, the Secretary-General presented to the General Asse.ably
at {tg thirty-n ath session the study on all aspects of the conventional armé race
and on disarmzment relating to conventional weapon# and armed forces. Aav ing
cone? dered the a tudy , the ueneral Assembly adopted a resolution by consensus in

which Member States were requested to mtke available their viawa on it
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Last year the Genaral Assembly adopted alsc by consensus . resolution
concerning the study on conventional disarmament In which it invited Member States
that had not yet done so to present their views on the study and decided to include
in the agenda of the forty-L.ret gession of the General Assembly a provirional
agenda item entitled: ¢ Conventional Adisarmament”.

In £he view of my delegation, the many positive replies conveyed to the
Secretary-General constitute important contr ibutions to further deliberations and
can be seen as a tokan of the widespread interest in and support for further
consideration within the United Nations system of conventional disarmament.

The increased concern over conventional armament and the necessity of
convention.l disarmament charactezized a nuidber of statements at the thirty-ninth

and €fo: tieth General Assembly session.
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In the —ontext of general statements at the eighth session of the Disarmament
Commisnion, numerous references were made to conventional armaments under agenda
item 4. It should be remembered that those statements were made by a widely
repLaesentetive group of States.

As stated in paragraph 45 of the Final Document of the tenth special session
of the General Aasembly,

*Pr Lor  ties in disarmament negotiations shall bex nuclear weapons; other
weapons of mass destruction, including chemical weaponsj conventional weapons,
including any which may be deemad to be excessively injurious ok to have
indiscriminate effects) and reduction of armed forces.. (resolution S$-10/2)

At the same time, paragraph 46 stated that
"Nothing should pieclude States from conducting neg tiations on all

priority itews concurrently.” (resolution $-10/2)

Taking that into account, it i8 encouraging that an increased number of
countrlee have pointed out that, {n 8pite of the threats of nuclear weapons, nobody
can ignore the enormous cost in resources in lives caused by co: f licts waged by
convent jonal arms.

However, the problems involved are not solved by the adoption of resolutiona,
but through negotiations. My country considers that the United Nations has an
important role to play in this process. We also think that the etudy o
conventional disarmament could assist ug all in further discussions. As mentioned
in operative paragrarh 2 of the draft resolution, it ia pr.«wposed by my country that.
the Disarmament Commimsion should consider at its forthcoming session in 1987 the
qguestion ¢f conventional disarmament on the basis ot the reconmendatic s and
conclusions contained in the study on conventional disarmament, as well as all

cther relevant present and future proposala, with a view to facilitating the
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identification of possible measures in th: field of conventional-arms reduction end
disarmament,

With a view to aeeieting the ooneideratione of the united Nation8 Diearmament
Commission, operative paragraph 1 of the draft reeolution propoeee that the
Disarmament Departuent should prepare an analysia of the views received from Member
States regarding the study on conventional disarmament. We are convinced that the
Department for Disarmament Affaire will prepare this analyuie in a balanced and
objective way.

T hope that the Committee will be in a ponition to support the draft
resolution and that it will be adopted by the Committee Without a vote.

Mr. DE FICUEBIREDO (Angola); Since thie is the first time my delegation

has spoken in the First Committee at the forty-firet sassion of the Generas
Aeeenbly, pleaee accept, Sir, our beet wiehea to you and to the other officers of
the Committee on your electlone to your posts of thie very impo. tant Committye,
whose work and its outcome may well affect the eurvival of life as we know it.

The committes ie at present engaged in a diecouree on 20 agenda items, from
agen la ftem 46 to 65, Each of thoee agenda items deale with one or more aepecte of
the mandate of the Comntittee, and all of those aspect8 are important and vital for
the continuation of life on Rartn and for the etratcephere.

My Govornment's position On general and complete disarmament - and, indeed on
the entire issue »f war and armaments - iS well known. As a committed nmenber of
the Non-Aligned Movement and one that patticipates mos* actively in non-aligned
activit’es and in the spelling out of ite policies and programmes, the poeition of
the Govarnment Of Angola on diearmament ig axpr ssed in ite complete support of the

lon-aligned pusition,
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All of us, collectively, bear too great a responsiibility for this globe and
it8 environ c to abdicate that responsibility and vest it only on the .uclearx
“club”. Even thogse of us who have no heavy stake in armaments, cither as producers
or consumers, have a veated interest in disarmament. Ryen those of us who have no
nuclear capability have a vested interest in nuclear-free zones, for,unfortunately,
it s our countries and peoples that form the primary battlefield8 whenever
imperia! i8®m rear8 its ugly head = in fact, in what I8 called the cold war.

Not only does imperialism take good care to develop, maintain and increase its
own nuclear and non-nuclear capability; it does the same for that of its allies in
strategic spots around the world. Hence, we have 8een the proliferation of United
States military bases all over the world and the agtablishment of facilities for
military forces, including nuclear-weapon carriecs.

To take our own region of southern Africa as an example, Western imperialism
bas assleted the apartheid régime over the past two decade8 to Jevelop it8
armament”s, including its nuclear-arm8 capability, 80 that now South Africa can hold
much of sub-Saharan Africa host&ge to it8 nuclear attacks. That hostile reach can
easily extend all over the South Atlantic a8 well.

Similarly, the United States base in Diego Garcia can launch a nuclear attack
in that zcne, while tho United State8 military presence in the Pacific has so far
been an lesue ow which not much international attention ha8 been focused, We read
in ths media yesterday that the United State8 82nd Airborne Division is carrying
out manoeuvres for a simulated attack in Central America. That is, 40,000 troops
are being trained in attack on what is called hostile territory - and that hostile

territory i@ not a desert, a jungle or a moonscape peopled by aliens. It is the
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homeland of other nat oms, but, by abstracting and dehumanizing the issue, a
super-Power can sell its war to a gullible public.

And what of a developing country like the People’s Republic of Angola, wh'ch
is not a nuclear Power , which has no nuclear capability or programme and whose main
activity since independence in 1975 has been national reconstruction and the
defence of our wvereignty and territorial integrity from the constant attacks by
the racist régime of South Africa? Por the majority of Angolans, the agenda
itemsbeing debated at United wNations Headquarters have an air of abstraction an¢
distance. What is much more immediate for them is the war in their daily lives
being inflicted on them by the racist armed forces of South Africa and the hired
mercenaries, bandits and terrorists it employs *o propagate Its policies in
southern Africa.

PFor such people, disarmament should mean net just the avoidance of war in the
stratosphere, not just reduction in nuclear veapons, not just a ducrease in the
number of warheads a delivery system can carry. Por them, disarmament in all its
aspects should also mean a cessation of the war in their lives, a cessation of the
racist attacks against them, a cessation in the illegal occupation of their
country, a cessation in the destriction to their property and livelihood. It meais
their inalienable right to peaces.

Hence, the work of the Committee ahould be seen in concrete, immediate terms,
not in abstractions for some diatant future. por us, the future is now. 1t is
already here, and there may be none for our children unless we immediately stop the
insanity of those who produce, sell, buy or could uee arms and armaments, whose
production and use costs are SO staggering that the price of one tank could save
countless children's lives in developing countries of Africa, Asia and Latin

America from sickness ani death.
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Muclear testing is an aggression against a fraglle environment waulch has kept
its balance for millenia but is now slowly giving way to the determined onslaught
of human hostility.

Often, we all tend to speak in abstractionss the globe, the planet, the
environment. Do we realize we are talking about our lives, the lives of our

children and the horror we and they wuld be wndemned to by the nuclear winter?
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Both development and peace are inalienable human rights. There can be no
development without peace, and no peace without development. ‘rhere can be no peace
without general and complete disarmamen’. There can be no disarmament without
concrete action. There can be no concrete action without political commitment.
There can be no political. commitment without political will. And there can k2 no
expression of political wyil without a leadership committed to peace.

So we come full circle back to people whose unflinching commitment to peace
gives their leadership nc other coursge of action but t owar ds disarmament and
peace. The key is that disarmament precedes peace and is a condition for it, not
vice versa.

The struggl: continues. Victory is certain.

The CHRIRMAN: | call on the Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament
Affairs,

Mr. MARTENSOAN (Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs): | shall
be brief, because | do not think it would be ap, ropriate for me as a member of u:e
Secretariat to ennage 'n a debate with 1 representative of a Member country.
How aver , if the interpretation from French into English was correct, a while ago I
was accused of two things: of being a spiritual co-sponsor of a certain draft
resolution and of having made a reply on behalf of the United Nations
Secretary-General in haste on instru~:ions from the floor. It goes without saying
that | strc ngly reject that completely unacceptable statement.

I have bean serving the United Nations for more than seven years and I assure
t.he Committee that the oniy person in this world to give me any instructions is the
Secretary-General of thin Organization.

With regard to my reply to tne First Committee the other day, it was fully in
conformity with rule 112 of rules of procedure w.d in response to 12 Member
countrles which had asked @ question Of the Secretary-General, who requested me to

glive the reply that | then read out..
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With regard to further elaboration of the question raised by the
representative of Romania, | should like to suggest - since | am not an expert in
the formalistic approach « that my colleague from tile ~agal Office be arked to
explain the situation.

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the representative of the Office of Legal

Affairu.
The representative of komania has aaked to be allowed to speak. I shall call
on him {if it is on a point of order.

Mr. MARINESQU (Romania) (interpretation from French) : It is normally an
opinion given by the Leg , Counsel after a requesty opiniono are not given on the
initiative of anyone in the Secretariat. | do not mind at all listening to the
repreaentative of the Legal Counsel; however, | wish yet ayain to point out the
extent to W ich certain Secretxr iai officials seem to be doing their utmost to keep
the attention of the First Committee f¢rusdsd on this unfortunate case - which {3
quite out of place in this Committee.

The CHAIRMAN:  If there is no objection, | shall cali on the
repreeontative of the Office of Legal Affairs to clarify this Point.

Hr. BORG OLIVIER (Office of Legal Affairs): The representative of

Rorania in his statement commented on the propriety of the statement of the
Under-Sec.etary-General on the matter that hae been discussed .n the Committee. In
thia connection, the representative of Romania asked specifically whether the
matter which was the subjuct of the Under-Secretary-General's statement should be
discussed in the First Committee. He also asked whether it was proper for the same
matter to be discussed simu!taneously in the First and Fifth Committees.

On the first point, | wish to draw attention to rule 112 of the rules of
procedure wi lah apyliws to committees and which given the Secretary-G ieral Or his

Gesigrated representative the right tc make statement! to the Commitice at any time
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and on any matter which is under consideration by the Committee. | do not believe
there is any question for the basis of the statement. | wish to add that the
question under discussion =
The CHAIRMAN: | apologize for interrupting t: speaker, but again a

point of order is being raised by the representative of Romenia on whom I call.

Mr. MARINESCU (Romania) (interpretation from French) : | am compelled to
comment again that that is beside the point. I never challenged the

Secretary-General’s right to present arry information or to make a statement on
whatever i tern. All | did - and | was not given an answer and | am not being given
one now; people are avoiding the subject of my qu :stion » was ask whether the item
is a proper one for discussion in the First Committee, Nnot whether the
Secretary-General is entitled to make statements. 1. fact that is a new
distortion. | have lost count of the distortions that have occurred, and | doubt
whether this will be the last one.

| addressed Mr. Martenson as Under-Secretary-General. 1 wanted to know
whether or not this item can properly be discussed in the rir it Committee. |
simply wantzd his view on the propriety of its being diacueaed in the First
Committee. It did not involve the Secretary-General.

The CHAIRMAW: | call on the Under-Secretary-General for pisarmament
Affairs to respond to the question.

Mr. MARTENSON (Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs): |
should like to reapond in the &sense that | should like to aak m* friend from the
Office of Legqal Affairs to answer for me because | am not that vell versed in all
the Intricacies of this matter that has been raised. That ig merely my humble
suggestion for your consideration, Mr. Chairman.

The _ cHAaRRvAN: | call on the repreaantative of tha Office of Legal

Affalirs.
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Mr. BORG OLIVIBR (Office of Legal Affairs): The reason ] referred to

rule 112 was to indicate that it 8ays the sSecretary-General may make a statem ::nt on
a matter under di ecueeion. The issue ig whether or not the matter {g under
discussion in the Comittee. | apologize if | misledsone member- in anot her
directionsy that was not ny intention.

The reports before the First Commiitee on this itema+e contained in
documents A/41/676 and A/41/666, both of which contain references to the

subjéct-mattet discussed in the Under-Secretary-Ceneral’'s statenent.
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So, on that basis alone, from a legal pint of view, they are a proper ratter
for discussion in the First Committee. | am aware that the general subject of
regnect for the privileges and imminities of officials of the United Nations is an
item before the Fifth Cozzzittee and that there is another comprehensive report on
that subject in the Fifth Committee, but it is certainly not unusual for different
Committees of the General Aesembly to determine that it is within their competence
to discuss different aspects of the same item.

With regard to the item before the First Committee, it. concerns the United
Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDXR), which is an institute on
disarmament created on the proposal of the First Committee, so from a legal
standpoint , | consider that the matter is properly a matter for discussion in the
First Committee.

If, of course, there is a question about this, the Committee itself can
determine whether it is competent to continue discussion on the subject, under
rule 121 of the rules of procedure.

The CHAIRMAN: Having heard the statemnts made in this Cozzzittee, |
should like once again to request and appeal to all delegations kindly to
concentrate on substantive questions which concern all mankind and which are to be
deals with as agenda items in our Committee. In that connection, | should like to
point out that the content of this question is also being considered under agenda
item 117 (b), “Personnel questions: Respect for the privilegea and immunities of
officials of the United Nations and the specialized agencies and relate?
organizations*. Members are aware Of the fact that this item is not before the

First Committee.

I call on the representative of - jstralia on a point of order.
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Ms. LETTS (Australia) 1 | should merely like to recall that, as items
62 (e) and (f) are substantive items on our agenda dealing with the question of the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research, the question that has been the
svhject of discussion for the past half hour or so {8 in fact a substantive item.

The CHAIRMAN: In my capacity as Chairman of this Committee, | requested
and appealed to delegations to concentrate on the main i{ssues before thia
Committee. This |8 the very last day of our second phasej we are approachina the
most decisive phase of our work, the consideration of and action upon draft
resolutions. 1 hope we shall make progress on this very important subject.

1 wish now to inform members that the following delegations are scheduled to
speak at this afternoon’s meetina: Poland, Bangladesh, Togo, the Ukrainian SSR,
gomalia, Australia, the Federal Republic of Germany, Israel, Samoa, the United
Kingdon of Great Britain and Northern Ireland speaking on behalf of the 12 member

States >f the European Community, and India.

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.




