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The meetina was called 10 ordex at 10.25 a.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 45 TO 66 AND 155 (gontinued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT AGENDA ITEMS
Mr. COMISSARIO (Mozambique): Sir, it is a great honour and privilege to

extend to you our warmest felicitations on your unanimous election as Chairman of
this very important Conm tt ee. My delegation is fully confident that under your
skilful yuidance our work will be successful and we shall be able to achieve the
positive results that in the present favourable circumstances the world is
expecting. We also extend our good wishes to the other officers of the Committee.

Forty-five years ago one of the most brutal confrontations in human history
was brrught to an end with the defeat of nazism and fascism in Europe. It was not
long before the confrontation was replaced by the so-called cold war, which in its
turn determined the international order we have known until recent times. Today,
as the world enters the post-cold-war era, rivalry and tensions between the
super-Powers are increasingly becoming issues of the past as they give way to
co-operation and dialogue between the two. The new relationship between the United
States of America and the Soviet Union has brought about positive repercussions in
reshaping relations among nations based on mutual respect and increasing observance

of the provisions enshrined i n the United Nations Charter.
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As the culmination of those processes the international community has begun to
reap what has been called the peace dividend. In the current year alone we have
W t nessed unprecedented events involving the settiement of international issues the
solutions to which had long chall enged the w sdom of many statesmen and
politicians. The independence of Namibia, the prospects of change in South Africa
the reunification of the two Yenmens and the energence of a single Germany are the
most inportant events benefiting fromthe emergent close co-operation and nutua
under st andi ng.

The inpact of rapprochenment has al so been translated around the world into a
growi ng appreciation of the need to settle of disputes by peaceful neans and
increasing recognition of the role and authority of the United Nations.

It is with deep appreciation that we see the successful involvement of the
United Nations in the efforts towards the restoration of peace and stability in
different parts of the world. W note with satisfaction that in Canbodi a and
West ern Sahara peace under United Nations auspices is wthin our grasp.

Despite all these encouraging devel opnents, we still have sone concerns with
regard to di sarmanment issues, particularly the issue of nuclear disarmnent.

Nucl ear disarmament retains its priority in the efforts towards general and
conpl ete disarmanent. The issue of nucl ear weapons, which bring with themthe
potential of nuclear confrontation, will always remain the nost controversial in
the disarmanent field so long as nuclear tests continue to be advocated as a
necessary and inportant instrument in the mlitary and strategic concepts of some
countries. W find it difficult to agree with the concept of the useful ness of
nucl ear weapons. The notives underlying the cold war, in which the arnms race,

particularly in the nuclear field, was deeply rooted, seemto be subsiding
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gradual ly.  For that reason we are unable to see the rationale in favouring the
continued inprovement of that category of weapons.

In this connection, many previous speakers have pointed out the inportance of
a conprehensive nuclear-test ban. M delegation would like to join those States in
expressing its full support for the convening of a conference in 1991 to amend the
1963 partial test-ban Treaty and convert it into a conprehensive test-ban treaty.
We believe that a successful conference would be a mlestone in efforts to achieve
the eradication of nuclear weapons fromthe earth. W note with great approva
that a decision has been taken in the Conference on Disarmanent to re-establish the
ad hoc commttee to consider the question of a conprehensive test ban.

We encourage nuclear States to declare, uniliterally or by agreenent, a
moratoriumon all nuclear tests pending fornmal agreement on a nucl ear-test ban.
Such a decl aration would undoubtedly be a first step and a najor contribution
towards the eventual cessation of all nuclear tests.

There is a close relationship between the need for a conprehensive
nucl ear-test ban and the inplementation of the Non-Proliferation Treaty.

In ny statement at the |ast session | had an opportunity to informthe
Commttee of ny Government's intention to become a party to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty. | amproud to announce formally today that Mzanbique did indeed accede to
the Treaty on 12 Septenber 1990. W adhered to the Non-Proliferation Treaty as a
peace-loving country truly conmtted to the ideals of peace and hoping for a world
free fromthe threat of a nuclear holocaust. W took that decision because we
truly believe that, despite its contentious status, the Treaty was worth signing
because of its potential ability to contribute to peace and di sarnament.

My Government has followed with keen interest the work of the Review

Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty held recently at Geneva.
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However, we noted with profound regret the fact that the Review Conference was
unable to comeup wth consensus |anguage for a final declaration.

This denonstrates the intricacy of problens related to world di sarmanment
efforts at a multilateral level. Icis a clear indication of the divergent views
of States Parties on the basic issue of the appropriate approach to be taken for
the effective attainment of the objectives for which we are striving in the nuclear
disarmarment field. Those differences of approach should not beunderestimted, for
t hey have very deep-rooted implicatioas that go to the core ofthe future existence
of the Non-Proliferation Treaty régime itself. Confidence is eroded when there is
resi stance to addressing some of the |loopholes in the Treaty.

Wiile we agree with and value the purpose of the Treaty, we feel that its
i nadequacy resides in its discrimnatory nature in naking it legitimte for a few
Parties to continue ta develop their nuclear arsenals while forbidding such
devel opment to others. It should also be noted that the Treaty has not fully
succeeded in averting the proliferation of such weapons.

It is inportant that efforts be geared towards halting nuclear proliferation,
both horizontally and vertically. Vertical non-proliferation should include not
only the quantitative but also the qualitative aspects. A conprehensive test ban
woul d effectively address this issue.

We believe it to be unrealistic to argue the validity and merits of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty, on the one hand, and, on the other, to reject the idea of
a conprehensive test ban. W are convinced that the early conversion of the
partial test-ban Treaty into a conprehensive test-ban treaty woul d boost the
confidence of States in the usefulness and practicality of the Treaty.

W wel cone and commend the serious manner in which the Treaty on the

Elimnation of Internedi ate-Range and Shorter-Range Mssiles -~ IVF Treaty - signed
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two years ago between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics is being inplenented. W also note with appreciation that
additional agreenents in the field of disarmanent have been arrived at between the
Soviet Union and the United states to revitalize talks on a strategic arns
reduction treaty. Those agreements will further the current trend in favour of
di sar manent .

We attach great inportance to the establishnent of zones of peace and
nucl ear-free zones. W feel deeply encouraged by the fruitful exchange of views on
those questions at the Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty held at
CGeneva. W are convinced that the international comunity as a whole is noving
towards a universal recognition of the positive role played in the fields of
di sarmanment, peace and international security and stability by the creation of such
zones.

However, ny Covernment is appalled by events taking place in connection with

the work on the preparation for the Conference on the Indian Ccean as a Zone of

Peace. The Ad Hoc Conmttee on the Indian Ccean, at its preparatory sessions, net
with its nmenbership reduced in number for the first time since 1983 owing to the
negative attitude of sone of its members. In our viewthis is inconpatible with
the prevailing political climate, which favours negotiations and the untiring
search for dialogue and conprom se. Mydelegation urges those States to reconsider

their position and to work positively towards the early convening of the Conference

on the Indian Ccean, to be held at Col onbo.
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Twenty-six years have el apsed since the adoption of the Declaration on the
Denucl eari zatioa of Africa. However, South Africa's nuclear capability continues
to undermine Africa's efforts in this respect. W recall with satisfaction that
t he Di sarmanent Commi ssion concluded |ast sunmer a set of recommendations that,
inter alia, recognized the nuclear capability of South Africa

The General Assenbly adopted a resolution during its forty-fourth session
requesting that an investigation be undertaken on reports that South Africa may
have acquired the te-hmnical capability to develop a nuclear-tipped ballistic
mssile. W renmain convinced that the report will make an inportant contribution
to the clarification of the matter, which is of grave concern to the front-line
States and to Africa as a whole

We call upon South Africa to desist forthwith from further devel opnent of its
nucl ear capability, to place all its facilities under International Atomic Energy
Agency safeguards and, for that matter, to accede to the Wn-Proliferation Treaty.
The chain of events in South Africa has led is to | ook to the future with nore
confidence and optimsm It is our belief that a society wthout apartheid in
South Africa will undoubtedly have a positive inpact on the abandonment of
nucl ear-oriented policies.

Conventional disarmanent is an inportant conponent of the overall disarmanent
process. The dramatic technol ogi cal devel opnent of conventional weapons has nade
them no | ess horrendous than nucl ear weapons. Once again, we note with
appreciation that the D sarmanent Conmi ssion was able to adopt a set of principles
on conventional disarmament in its reconmendations. On the other hand, inportant
agreenents are under way in Europe on conventional disarmament. W are encouraged
by these initiatives, taking into account the fact that Europe remains one of the

parts of the wurld with the |argest concentration of conventional weapons and
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forces. The understandings agreed upon by the United States and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics in this regard are commendabl e.

W strongly believe that disarmanent efforts can be successful only if they
are conprehensive and cover all dinensions, including that of the sea. Nava
di sarmament, in our view, should not be marginalized, for an arms build-up on the
hi gh seas entails the same potential threat.

My del egation totally disagrees with the notion of converting outer space into
another or alternative playground for the arms race because of the existing
pressure for disarmanent on Earth. The consequences of an arns race in outer space
transcend the scientific know edge available today. Nuclear accidents on Earth are
horrendous, but the sane accidents in space would certainly result in
uncontrol | abl e consequences. The status of outer space as the common heritage of
al | humanki nd shoul d be preserved. Its use should be directed towards peacef ul
exploration for the benefit of all

After the Paris Conference held in 1989 that brought together the parties to
the 1925 CGeneva Protocol and other interested States, nost of us believed that the
adoption of a convention on chem cal weapons was within sight. Hence, we find it
di sturbing that negotiations on that issue in the Conference on D sarmanent are
|l agging. However, we still believe that efforts will be redoubled in order to
all ow the conclusion of a convention on the devel opment, production, stockpiling
and use of chem cal weapons w thout delay. W share the view that a deadline
shoul d be agreed upon for the conclusion of such a convention. The bilatera
agreenent signed |ast summer between the United States and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics in this field represents an achievenent of particul ar

| nport ance.



JRI'5 A/C.1/45/PV.10
13

(M. comissario, Mbzanbi que)
Di sarmanent negotiations on chem cal weapons are one of the nobst obvious
illustrations one can draw to denmonstrate the intrinsic relationship and
complementarity existing between bilateral and multilateral efforts for
disarmament.  One should not be replaced with the other, for the threat posed by
the current |evel of weapons concerns us all. That is valid for disarmanent
negotiations on all kinds, types and categories of weapons.
As we express our appreciation of the inprovenent in many area- of
di sarmament, and as we |look with some optimsmto the future, we also note the
unfortunate emergence of new and non-military threats to global security and
peace. | agr=e With the Secretary-General when he says in his report on the work
of the Organization that the United Nations:
"has to try to elimnate the seeds of war in all areas of the globe and, in so
doing, squarely face the fact that new sources of conflict are energing in our
age. It has to serve as the prime instrunent for extending the spirit of
co-operation to those spheres - economc relations between nations and
hunanity's social problenms - which are seemngly non-political but have

profound political inplications". (A 45/1, p. 3)

Problens of a social nature, such as drug trafficking and terninal diseases,
and those problenms of an econom c nature, such as poverty, external debt and
under devel opment, together w th environnental problens, constitute the real threat
to mankind that the international community will have to learn to deal with. They
are problems that transcend the efforts of individual States and require a gl obal
appr oach.

The International Conference on the Relationship between D sarmanent and
Devel opnent attenpted to give an answer to these new challenges. For that reason,

the need for urgent inplenentation of the Programme of Action adopted at the
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Conference becones one the mostpressing issues if we are to avoid a tragedy in the
near future.

As we enter the 1990s, we believe it is high time that the First Commttee
take appropriate advantage of the prevailing climate in the international arena to
improve its work and to approach the issues on its agenda with nmore realism and
practicality. W believe that it remains, within its purview, the First
Committee's challenge to translate the current atnosphere into concrete di sarmanent
measures. |In so doing, it will have seriously to consider ways and means of making
its methods of work considerably moreoperative and efficient. In this connection,
| should like to pledge mydelegation's co-cperation with you, M. Chairman, in
t hose endeavours.

M. 2ZLENRO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) {interpretation from
Russian): | should |ike toconvey to you, Sir, mydelegation's congratulations on
your unani nous election to the chairmanship of such an inportant body as the First

Committee. At the sane time, | should like to wish you success in achieving the

obj ectives before us.

3
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It is no exaggeration to say that the world conmunity is at a truly crucial
juncture ia its history. New political thinking and the departure from
confrontational nethods in favour of constructive co-operation and the solution of
international problens by political means are beginning to have their effect on
relations between States. The grow ng awareness of the enornmous danger and
futility of reliance on mlitary power in this age of mssiles and nuclear arns
hol ds out hope for achieving a new kind of peace that will be stable and |asting.
| deas which only yesterday seened unrealistic or sinply rhetorical have today
becone or are beconing the basis for practical actions, and are being given formin
specific agreenents. Even Iraq s aggression against Kuwait, analarmng relapse
into an outnoded way of thinking and behaviour, has shown that times have changed:
virtually all the countries of the world have resolutely condemmed the aggression
and united against it, calling for a just settlenent ofthe conflict.

Li ke the national security of every State, global security canonly be
conprehensive, equal and the same for all. Fwv~*hermore, it is beconing
increasingly evident that genuine security cannot be achieved through an
unrestrained buildup of ever more sophisticated weapons, but only through their
negoti ated reduction to the level of mninmal sufficiency, which means enough
mlitary capability to guarantee a country's defence but not enough to |aunch
aggr essi on.

The process of bal anced, nutual disarmanent strengthens security and pronotes
confide  ce and stable co-operation. W are pleased to note that we can at |ast
speak of an energing concept oflasting and stabl e peace at progressively | ower
levels of mlitary capability, W are encouraged too by the |atest substanti al
acconplishments in this area. These are particularly inportant in aworld still

dangerously overl oaded with weapons, including huge arsenals of nuclear and
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chemical weapons. Given this situation, it is essential to implement the proposal
for the formulation and conclusion by all nuclear Powers of an agreement on
measures to reduce the risk of auclear war.

Today it is very important that disarmament, which bas just begun, be
transformed into a sustained, steadily growi ng and deepening global process.

The Ukrainian SSR, having solemnly proclaimed its intention to abide by
non-nuclear principles in the future, is in favour of a consistent succession of
concrete measures in the field of nuclear disarmament. In that connection we see
the need to follow wp on history’s first measure of real disarmament: the
elimination of intermediate- and shorter-range nuclear missiles. We look forward
with great expectation - which significantly increased after the fruitful talks
held here in New York earlier this month between the Soviet Foreign Minister,
Eduard Shevardnadse, and ths United States Secretary of State, James Baker - to the
successful completion of the Soviet-United States talks on tke limitation and
reduction of strategic offensive weapons. The Ukrainian SSR considers it
imperative after that to continue negotiations without delay on further reductions
in those weapons, leading to their complete elimination. It is necessary to
maintain the momentum and move f or war d in a consistent and determined way to make
nuclear disarmament irreversible.

As an intermediate step on the way to the final elimination of nuclear weapon,
measures could be adopted and implemented to reduce nuclear stockpiles on the basis
of a clear-cut concept of minimal nuclear deterrence. A comprehensive study of
this complex problem would most appropriately begin with substantive consrltations
on the subject within the United Nations and the Conference on Disarmament among

highly experienced experts from all interested parties.
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A major issue on the agenda of nuclear disarmament concerns tactical nuclear
weapons. It is time to ext end the negotiating process to all types of these

weapons, addressing first end foremost the reduction of tactical nuclear arms in

Europe .

. this context, we are greatly encouraged by the stated renunciation by the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) of plans to mudaernize its nuclear
artillery and Lance missiles and its willingness to make tactical nuclear weapons
in Europe a subject for negotiations. Along with the ongoing unilateral withdrawal
of 500 nuclear warheads from the territories of its allies and the reduction in the
European region of 140 tactical missile launchers and 3,2t0 nuclear-capable
artillery pieces by the end of this year, those steps create favourable conditions
for negotiations on tactical nuclear arsenals. The Ukrainian SSR advocates the
total elimination of such weapons, including the nuclear components of dual-purpose
munitions, as well as delivery systems - that is, nuclear-capable aircraft,

The immediate cessation of nuclear testing is without doubt a high priority
and an issue of exceptional importance in achieving the elimination of nuclear
weapons. The complete prohibition of tests would raise a solid barrier to the
modernization and modification of nuclear arms and to the development of new types
of these weapons, which could greatly change the balance of forces and disrupt
overall stability. A number of new initiatives have already been pat forward on
possible ways to carry out this task, including a proposal to extend to underground
tests the scope of the 1963 Moscow Treaty on the prohibition of nuclear testing in
three environments, which would in fact amount to a total ban on testing. We look

forward to a thorough discussion of this possibility at the upcoming 1991 Treaty

review conference.
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The Soviet proposal for a mutual Soviet-United States moratcrium o:. nuclear
explosions, which could take effect at any time, hes already been reiterated in
this room. Such a moratorium would undoubtedly set the stage for the successful
negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban.

Many representatives in this Committee will recall the long, well-argued and
yet empty debate on which should come first: disarmament or international
verification. Events have now given a clear answer: first and foremost there must
be the political will to agree. Today, t he 1963 Moscow Treaty, which marked a
hopeful start in efforts to ban testing, is almost 30 years old. The success of

the Treaty seemed to promise early agreement on a comprehensive test ban.
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Even those who are truly famliar with the mlitary, technological and historica
aspects of this problemcan have no doubt whatsoever that the continuing lack of a
solution to the issue of a conprehensive test ban can be ascribed mainly to the
lack of sufficient political will on the part of one nuclear Power, which has al one
conducted nore nuclear tests than the rest of the world put together.

O course, we are seeing novenent in the right direction, and are aware of the
steps being taken towards reactivating the 1974 and 1976 threshol d test-ban
Treaties. On 16 Cctober, four days after the nost recent test explosion in Nevada,
M. Ronald F. Lehman II, Director of the United States Arns Control and Di sarnanent
Agency, stated before this Committee that

"the President is firmin his commitnent to the step-by-step process and to a

conprehensive test ban as a long-term objective of the United States".

(A/C.1/PV.4 p.38, Dara.b)

This does not really cone as news to us, as the Governnents of the United States
The United Kingdom and the Soviet Union declared as |ong ago as 1963, in the Mscow
partial test-ban Treaty, that they were seeking to achieve the discontinuance of
all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all tine and were determned to continue

negotiations to this end. (Treaty Banning Nucl ear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere,

in Quter space and Under Water, third paragraph of the preamble)

It has been 27 years since that declaration was made and seven days since the
| atest nuclear explosion, so we can hardly blame the world comunity for being
inpatient: it has been waiting for nmore than a quarter of a century for this
obj ective to be achieved.

Al though we are all living in the same world, it seenms as if tine runs at
different rates in different places; people living next to test sites, or in

cities which suffered +»e atom bonb, or in areas contam nated by the Chernobyl
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catastrophe quite justifiably consider a complete test ban to be an immediate
rather than a long-term objective. They are quite right, and those of us on
capital city time should pay close heed.

We have great hopes that the A@ Hog Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban, which has
at last been set up by the Conference on Disarmament, will do productive work. The
tasks it faces are not simple, but it is not starting from scratch: we are
counting on it to work intemsively - in a spirit of mutual understanding and
without getting bogged down - and on all participants in the Conference,
particularly the nuclear Powers, to take an active and constructive part in the
work of the Committee.

The efforts to achieve a nuclear test ban and those aimed at strengthening the
nuclear non-proliferation régime are closely linked. The outcome of the Fourth
Review Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, in
which the Ukraine participated as an observer, very clearly shows how complex the
situation is and how important are measures to strengthen the non-proliferation
regime.

A closely-related issue is the problem of finding means to prevent the
proliferation of missiles and missile technology and of chemical and other modern
weapons, along with the technoiogy used to produce them. The more these weapons
spread, the more difficult it will be to fulfil the aspiration of all nations for a
real reduction in the threat of war, for enhanced security, for effective arms
control and for disarmament.

The Ukrainian SSR is fully committed to the principle that the proliferation
of auclear and chemical weapons, missiles and missile technology should be

prevented. We share the view that it would be appropriate to establish an



EF/7 A/C. 1/45/PV. 10
23

(Mr. 2Zlenke, Ukrainian SSR)
international mechanism within a United Nations framework to pravent the spread of
the most destructive and sophisticated weapons and the technologies behind them.

The 1991 Review Conference on the bacterioliogical weapons Convention should be
used to strengthen the Convention’s régime.

The Ukrainian SSR is in favour of taking urgent steps to halt the production
of fissionable materials for weapons purposes. The General Assembly might wish to
call for talks to begin on negotiating an international agreement to that effect as
soon as possible.

Given the disarmament process which has now begun - a process which we hope
will gaiu momentum - the moment has come to think about a serious study of the
various aspects of the problem of finding nmeans to prevent the wse for mlitary
purposes of nucl ear explosives released in the process of disarmarant. A study of
this kind could be carried out under the auspices of tha2 International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA) and draw on its expertise.

The Ukrainian SSR is consistent in its support for efforts to create
nuclear-free zones and zones of peace and co-operation in various parts of the
world. Zones of these kinds could stimulate the development of good-neighbourly
relations, trust and friendship between nations.

The negotiations on a global, multilateral convention on the complete and
effective prohibition of chemical weapons and on their destruction have been going
on at the Conference on Disarmament in CGeneva for many years now. We call on all
the participants in the negotiations to redouble their efforts so as to finalize
the convention in 1991 and open it for signature. We think the proposal to hold a
session of the Conference at the level of foreign ministers in order to overcome

the remaining obstacles is a good one.
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Regrettably, there is no encouragi ng news about weapons in space. Rapid
scientific and technol ogi cal progress and the burgeoning exploration of space, wth
more and nore States involved, hand-in-hand with proliferating mssile technol ogy,
are making the risk that space will be used for mlitary purposes ever nore
serious. W nust have a reliable barrier against this trend, which is fraught with
possi bl e consequences that are both extrenely dangerous and al so unpredictable. It
is high tinme, in fact, for us to put together a process of specific negotiations to
lead to a businesslike examnation of this festering problemand find a sensible
solution to it. W suggest that the General Assenbly should call on the Conference
on Disarmanent to look at this problemnore actively, it could begin, for exanple
by I ooking at confidence-building neasures relating to outer space.

W are |looking forward with great anticipation to the Paris summt of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) countries, to be held in
Novenber. One of the key itens on its agenda will be the signing of a treaty on
conventional forces in Europe. 1In fact, quite a |ot has already been done; it

woul d appear that many inportant elements in the treaty have been agreed.
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Undoubtedly, this treaty will become another significant achievement reflecting the
positive changes in the international climate, and will serve as an exanple of the
practical application of the principles of the new political thinking. The
conclusion of the treaty on conventional forces in Europe will play a major role in
ensuring future stability and security on the continent. It will lay the
groundwork for new relations in Europe and for the future European security
architecture. It will also set valuable standards for curbing the amsrace and
movi ng towards di sarmanent in other regions ofthe world

Wth the expected signing of the Soviet-United States START treaty and the
treaty on conventional forces in Europe, the year 1990 may becone a milestone in
the history of disarmanent. But if disarmanent is to becone a truly conprehensive,
irreversible and global process, it must be extended to all spheres of nmilitary
activity and to all types of armanents without exception. Confidence-building
measures, transparency, glasnost, and verification and nonitoring mechanisms shoul d
be used to their utnost in every sphere.

O course, this also applies to naval arnmaments, which constitute a form dable
component of nodern mlitary forces. In this regard too several specific proposals
have been put forward, butbusiness-like and constructive discussion on this matter
has never even started. The Wkrainian SSR is convinced that international action
should be taken without delay to find a wayof extending the process of
confidence-building and armscontrol, which is already well advanced in other
areas, to the seas and to naval activities in general. This major destabilizing
factor cannot remain off-limts any longer to the active disarmanent efforts, which
in many respects are quite productive. W are in favour of inmediately starting
negotiations on confidence-building measures at sea and on limting and reducing

naval activities and ar nanents.



RC/8 A/C.1/45/PV.10
27

(M. Zl enko, krainian SSR)

A relatively new problem which is attracting growing attention, has to do
with the conversion of mlitary industries and military expenditures to peaceful
civilian purposes. The prospects in this area of conversion are immense, but so
are the complexities involved in its sound inplementation. In our view, the United
Nations can play a useful role in exploring this problem in conducting the
necessary research, in working out proper recommendations and in organizing
international co-operatiox on the subject. The Mdscow Conference on conversion was
one of the first steps taken in this direction. W expect the United Nations
actively to address matters of conversion.

Probl ems of peace, disarmanent, the strengthening of international security
and building trust anong governnents and nations are at the focus of the
international community's attention. The Wrld D sarnmanent Canpai gn, organized by
the United Nations, has a unique role in nobilizing world public opinion in favour
of action to pronote the ideas of peaceful development. The Ukrainian SSR highly
appreciates these efforts of the United Nations and is providing full support for
the Wrld Disarmanent Canpaign, is naeking the appropriate contributions to its Fund
and is participating in the activities it is organizing. Ukrainian
non- government al organi sations are waging a broad anti-mlitaristic canpaign, about
which we regularly informthe Secretary-General. The Wkrainian SSRis prepared to
continue its close co-operation with the United Nations, in particular with its
Departnent for Disarnmament Affairs, under the |eadership of M. Akashi, the
Under - Secretary-CGeneral, in the preparation and hol ding of various activities
within the framework of the World D sarmanent Canpai gn.

By and Large, the United Nations role in the field of disarmament needs to be
steadily increased. The Organization has proved its unique significance as the

single worl d centre for harmonizing the will, positions and efforts ofall States,
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above all in dealing with global universal issues. Disarmanment, here, is certainly
a case in point.

The idea suggested by the Deputy Mnister for Foreign Affairs of the Soviet
Union, M. Vladimr Petrovsky, in the First Conmttee on 16 Cctober, to entrust the
United Nations with the functions of a global centre for military openness, is
worthy of inplementation. States mght provide the centre on a voluntary basis
w th data about the nunerical strength of their armed forces and major armarc.cs,
including tanks, armoured vehicles and aircraft, as well as ships, submarines,
nucl ear mssiles, launchers, and so forth. W should not forget that, while some
States are inplementing disarnmament neasures in certain areas, other States have
their mlitary production lines working to full capacity in the very same areas or
in others. That is why it is essential to see the true global picture in the first
place. Secondly, and even nore inportant, disarmament nust be nade a net w nner -
in other words, the arms-reduction process in places |ike Europe nust be prevented
from bei ng outwei ghed by the armsrace el sewhere in the world.

W are optimstic about the future of the Disarmanent Commissioa - in which
sone breakt hroughs have recently been nmade and whose work is to be nodernized on
the basis of its own proposals. W see this as a welcone indication that the
Commi ssion can becorme a truly effective United Nations mechanismin this inportant
area

As the main permanent forumof nultilateral disarmanent negotiations, the
Conference on D sarmanent is undoubtedly crucial to the success of the globa
di sarmament process. The Ukrainian SSR attaches great inportance to making the
work of this major foruma success and considers it a matter of urgency and vita
i nportance to inprove the efficiency of the Conference in achieving practica

results.
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In our view, the Conference is to acconplish three specific ains in 1991,
namely: finalizing the chem cal weapons convention; putting the discussion of a
conpr ehensi ve nuclear-test ban on a practical plane; and proceeding to a
substantive discussion of ways to prevent an arns race in outer space.

Al disarmanent bodies of the United Nations musttake advantage of the
opportunity presented by the favourable international situation which is now takir
shape. They should step up their activity, makeit nore result-oriented and, above

all, work for practical results. which is what real disarmanent is all about.
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M. TOTMH (Hungary): First of all, Sir, let ne add ny voice to the voices
of those who aave expressed their satisfaction at your election to the Chair. |
can assure you that nmy delegation will do its best to help you and your colleagues
in the Bureau in the discharge of your responsible duties,

| also wel cone the Under-Secretary-Ceneral, M. Akashi, and express our
appreciation to himand to the Secretariat for their highly effective perfornmance.

Since last year's session of the First Conmittee of the General Assenbly
unprecedented changes have taken place in international relations. Those changes
have perhaps been nost profound in Europe, where, as a result of inproved
super - Power and East-West relations, a new political constellation is in the
making. Countries of central and Eastern Europe have opted for replacing their
societies marked by the exclusive rule of commnist parties with democracies based
on a free market econony. The revolutionary changes were highlighted by the recent
unification of Germany, which restored to the German people full sovereignty over
their State. These events give rise to further expectations related to the idea of
a united Europe and provide an excellent political atmsphere for the successful
conclusion of the first stage of European disarmanment negotiations and for the
forthcom ng neeting of States participating in the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) process.

If we | ook outside Europe, inproved international relations also show their
positive effect in many parts of the world. The rejuvenation and revitaliaation of
the United Nations through international efforts is being carried further and the
Organization can no |onger be dism ssed as being an inconpetent and ineffective
bureaucracy. In its primary task of maintaining international peace and security
as laid down in the Charter, the United Nations has already provided evidence of
able functioning. Settlements, final orpartial, brought about by the active

i nvol vement of the United Nations in a nunber ofgrave regional conflicts,
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including the Irag-lran war and the situations in Nambia, central America
Af ghani stan and Canbodia, represent an inpressive list that needs no additiona
comment .

The current crisis in the Qulf has also denonstrated the internationa
community's unanimty in standing up against such forms of aggression. Conmmon
action and the Security Council's determnation to solve the crisis also shows the
increased authority of this nmobst inportant organ of the Uaited Nations, no |onger
split by super-Power rivalry. The restoration of the sovereignty of a country that
has fallen victimto aggression will be the first full-scale test of collective
security through the United Nations. And, besides the primary task of peace-naking
and peace-keeping, the world Organizatiom iS making inportant efforts to meet the
chal l enges arising fromthe probl ens of interdependence.

I mproved international relations have come about al ong with progress in arns
limtation and disarmament. Mention has already been made of the first treaty on
conventional forces in Europe, which would reduce significantly the nmilitary
potential for an armed conflict in Europe. Soviet-Anerican disarnanment tal ks have
al so produced results in sone inportant fields. These include the bilatera
agreenent on the elimnation of all but a small portion of existing chem cal -weapon
stockpil es and the signing of the verification protocols to be annexed to the 1974
and 1976 bilateral Treaties on nuclear testing.

There appears to be a worrying discrepancy between the positive tendencies in
international politics, the progress achieved in bilateral and regional disarmament
and the lack of results and perspectives with regard to nultilateral disarmanent.
The Fourth Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty onthe Non-Proliferation
of Nucl ear Weapons was also an abortive undertaking in the sense that there was no
agreement in a final docunment, and this added another itemto the negative record

of multilateral disarmament activity. It is not atall sinple to analyse the
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situation and find the causes of these repeated failures. The answer cannot be a
clear-cut one, putting the blame on any State or g oup of States. The situation is
much more complex than that and so is the solution to t he problems < multilateral
disarmament. Indeed, it needs to be taken into account that a large number of
States are unwilling to settle for a situation in which the majority of security
options are the monopoly of a privileged group of countries. Yet it also has to be
mentioned that the cetting of over-ambitious objectives that fail to take realities
into account has turned out to be one of the stumbling-blocks in disarmament
activity in a multilateral framework. The sooner we realise that disarmament is an
evolutionary process implying a gradual and realistic approach and seeking
solutions on a stage-by-stage basis, the better will be our chances of embarking on
meaningful negotiations and overcoming differences.

The problems of the functioning of multilateral disarmament forums and the
situation of stalemate therein have also been recognised by the international
community . As a result, some procedural measures have been taken to improve the
effectiveness of those bodies, and the first positive effects of these
organizational measures were reflected in the 1990 session of the United Nations
Disarmament Commission. Moreover, on the basis of the integrity of substance and
form, certain alterations are a prerequisite in the substantive approach of
participants as well if we are to advance the cause of multilateral disarmament.

Negotiations on a comprehensive and global ban on chemical weapons remain the
most promising field of multilateral disarmament efforts. Indeed, it has often
been said that negotiations on chemical weapons constitute the only item on the
agenda of the Conference on Disarmament on which substantive work is being done.
Unfortunately, here again the faltering of multilateralism can be observed, In

spite of the favourable political atmosphere created by two successful
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international conf erences on the subject of chemical weapons held last year, the
relevant working body of the Conference on Disarmament cannot report significant
achievements in this year’s negotiating efforts, Here again there is a sharp
contradiction in the fact that, whila such conclusions have to be formulated withi
the framework of multilateral activity, the two super-Powers have come to an
agreement on destroying the bulk of their chemical-weapon stockpiles, with
provision for total elimination once a multilateral convention on the prohibition
of chemical weapons enters into the final stage of full implementation.

We are aware that the Soviet-American bilateral agreement did not arouse
unanimous enthusiasm on the part of States members of the Conference on
Disarmament. Nevertheless, we continue to believe that the bilateral agreement is
a significant achievement which clearly demonstrates that sincere intentions cannot
fail to produce results no matter what obstacles have to be surmounted.

The work of the Ad Ho¢ Committee on Chemical Weapons of the Conference on
Disarmament this year cast light on a number of important and still unresolved
political issues related to the future convention. Major political decisions have
to be made by the negotiating parties concerning such outstanding questions as
challenge and ad heg¢ verification, the issue of universality, the unconditional
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons, assistance and protection against
chemical weapons, the peaceful application of chemistry and its promotion by
international co-operation, sanctions, and the political and procedural status of

the executive council to be established under the convention.
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Sol ving these questions mght well need intervention omna higher political level.
In this context, we are studying with interest the idea of holding a nmeeting of the
Conference on Disarmament at the Foreign Mnister level to give the political
inmpetus t0 overcome current problenms preventing the Ad Hoc Conmittee from noving on
to conclude thenegotiations. Yet, we see sense in convening such an inportant
meeting only if, after appropriate preparatory work by experts, there is a fair
chance to bridge differences and to pronmote the final drafting of the chem cal
weapons convention. In this regard, we are looking forward to the consultations
schedul ed during the current session of the First Coomittee by the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Commttee, Anmbassador Hyltenius of Sweden.

It is rather unfortunate that meani ngful negotiations on nuclear disarmanment
and related issues are being conducted on a bilateral level only. It is of
paranmount inportance that the Soviet-Anerican talks on the reduction of strategic
of fensi ve nucl ear weapons be concluded by the end of the year. Al though the
visible outlines of the future treaty on strategic amsreductions do not present
as favourable a picture as was depicted by the irzention to reduce strategic
of fensi ve weapons by 50 per cent, it is neverthel ess essential to concludethe
treaty in order to prepare the ground for negotiations for further bilateral
reductions and, when appropriate, for including the other nuclear Powers in the
di sarmament process. The stage-by-stage approach appears to be the road to pursue
also in this field.

Besi des bil ateral efforts, there are encouraging signs in the regional context
as well. We welcome the fact that the North Atlantic Treaty Organizatiou (NATO
has indicated its readiness to scrap all of its nucl ear artillery shells as a
conpl ement ary measure to the outcome of the t al ks between the United States and the

Sovi et Union onshort-range nucl ear forces thatare to begin after the concluaion



FMB/10 A/C.1/45/PV.10
37

(M. Toth. Hungary)
of the first agreenment on conventional arned forcesin Europe (CFE). These steps,
once realized, would'indeed underpin the idea of reducing reliance on nuclear
weapons.

The nost inportant @ent in nultilateral disarmanent diplonacy this year was
undoubtedly the Fourth Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wapons (NPT) held a few weeks ago. The operation of
the Treaty since 1985 was thoroughly reviewed and several new forward-|ooking
el enents seened to attract consensus. However, due to differences on some
questions of disarmament - in particular, the issue of a conprehensive test-ban -
no agreenent coul d be reached on the al nost conplete text of the draft fina
document. This devel opment is highly regrettable, since a successful review
conference would have greatly facilitated prospects for exending the Treaty beyond
1995 and woul d al so have helped in preserving sone of the dignity of nultilatera
disarmanent. It has also led to a situation where neither those who pressed for
radi cal disarnmament neasures nor those who wi shed to neglect the role of
mul tilateral forums in nuclear disarmanment could be called winners. The sonbre
truth is that this failure has increased the nunber of |osers - those States which

believe that there is a future for nultilateral disarmanent aasd which are the | east

interested in contributing to its disintegration

In the present circunstances, States Parties should try to maintain and
strengthzn the interest manifested in preserving the existing non-proliferation
reginme and to make use of the consensus that seened to emerge around certain of the
Treaty's substantive el enents

One such el ement could be the issue of the prohibition ofattacks on nuclear
facilities. The question was also dealt with by the Conference on D sarnmament in

its Ad Hoc Committee on Radiol ogi cal Weapons, which Hungary had the honour to chair
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this year, but, unfortunately, progress could not be reported. That is whywe
attach great significance to the fact that the NPT Review Conference thoroughly
considered the problem and appeared to come up with some new substantial and
procedural proposals, among them the idea of a separate diplomatic conference.
Interest was demonstrated not only by the non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the
NPT - which, while fulfilling their Treaty obligations, expect to see some sort of
security dividend in return - but also by the nuclear-weapon States Parties. |
should like to mention here that my delegation will have additional ideas to share
with representatives at a later stage in the work of the Committee.

Another idea worth mentioning here is the question of negative security
assurances. The Review Conference put special emphasis on discussing the problem.
Reiterating my country’8 position, 1 should 1ike to state the following. It is a
rightful demand of the countries that have renounced the nuclear option - whether
or not they are members of military alliances - that the nuclear-weapon States
assume a legally binding international commitment not to use or threaten to use
under any circumstances nuclear weapons against States Parties to the NPT that do
not possens such weapons and do not station them on t heir territories, That is the
foundation on which Hungary is prepared to pursue negotiations which might also
take the form of a diplomatic conference, as was proposed at the Review Conference.

The NPT review, the functioning of the Treaty so far and the problems of
proliferation in other areas tend to suggest that an alternative method might be
needed to deal with the phenomenon of proliferation. It might well be that an
integrated approach would effectively complement current efforts in coping with the

issue of proliferation. Such an approach would require identifying common
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features - political and technical - defining the distinction between technol ogies
intended for peaceful and military purposes and maki ng special arrangenments for
dealing with dual - purpose technologies. The partial neasures taken so far to curb
proliferation have shown their inperfection in recent years and perhaps the
adoption of the integrated approach woul d be the answer for the international
community to meetthe challenge. In this context, the establishment of a group of
experts to start work along the lines suggested and try to elaborate a set of
principles that could govern further action might be considered.

A conpr ehensi ve test-ban (€TB) - which turned outto be the najor inpedi nent
to reachi ng agreementon a final document at the NPT Revi ew Conference - continues
to be a corner-stone of multilateral disarmanent. After several years offutile
attenpts to establish a subsidiary body, the Conference on Di sarmanent nmanaged to
formulate a mandate and to set up the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nuclear-Test Ban. That
initself was one of the achievenments of this year's work of the Conference on
Di sarmanent. W earnestly hope that the subsidiary body will be reconstituted in
1991 with its current mandate as a mninum target, which would enforce bilateral
efforts in the same field as well.

The forthcom ng amendment Conference of the States Parties to the Treaty
Banni ng Nucl ear Weapons Tests in the Atnosphere, in Quter Space and Under Water
coul d becone another mlestone in nultilateral disarmanent, since we cannot afford
another failure. W believe that the anmendment Conference could beconsidered a
success if its conclusions are forward-|ooking, approach a ¢TB as a goal to be
reached in stages, give political inpetus to relevant nultilateral efforts and make
a conmtment to the elaboration and the functioning of an appropriate verification

system.
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The current session of the First Commttee is expected to address the issue of
the Third Review Conference of the Parties to the Bacteriol ogi cal Wapons
Convention scheduled to take place some tine next year. In ourview, the
Conference - besides reviewi ng the period that has elapsed since the last review in
1986 - should be future-oriented, and should enbark on working out method; for
verification and the taking of additional neasures to build confidence and increase
transparency. W believe that these targets are not inpossible to reach and that
the Conference could eventual |y become one of the rare successes of nultilateral

di sar marent di pl onacy.
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The unprecedented progress made in the Vienna negotiations on the reduction of
conventional armed forces in Europe shows that, notwithstanding the conplexity of
the issue and the difficulties of reconciling fundanental security interests,
disarmament activity can be successful if old disagreements are put aside and
efforts are concentrated on areas of accord. Wth the expected fulfilnent of our
wel | -founded hopes the world will wtness the kind of quick, tangible result
unprecedented in disarmanent history. The first agreenent on conventional forces
in Europe, expected to be signed at the sunmt meeting of the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europelater this fall, followed by further
agreenents, W ll make it possible for ny country's interests to be taken into
account and for its intentions to be realizea - that is, to seek and ensure
security outside mlitary alliances, through the significant reduction of the
mlitary means of confrontation, in a new European collective security system based
on the co-operation of equal and sovereign States. It is in this spirit that
Hungary is participating in present talks on European disarnmanment and security, and
will participate in future talks

The history of disarmanent has shown the favourable effect that neasures to
build confidence and increase openness and transparency has not only with regard to
t he at mosphere surroundi ng negotiations but also with regard to the security
perceptions of the parties involved. Hungary is a staunch supporter of increased
openness. This has been denmonstrated by concrete deeds. Let menention only the
rel evant steps taken this year. Weprovided menbers of the Conference on
Di sarmanent with extensive data on our peaceful chem cal industry and trading
activities relevant to the future convention on chenical weapons, in accordance

with our initiative launched last year, in which we declared our intention to
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conply henceforth with the draft provisions of the convention. W also gave
detailed information on the ongoing reform of the Hungarian armed forces and on
their current structure snd strength. W started participating in the United
Nations system for the reporting of mlitary budgets;. W received in Hungary
negotiators fromthe talk on conventional forces in Europe an? g.ve them an
opportunity to study the mlitary hardware used by our armed forces which may be
affected by the provisions of the agreementon conventional forces in Europe.

It was also with the aim of strengthening openness and transparency that
Hungary supported from the very outset the idea e¢f creating an Qpen Skies régime
and played an active part in organizing the Conference devoted to the issue.
During the Otawa and Budapest rounds of the Qpen Skies Conference the genera
framework of the system was established and agreenment was reached on severa
practical matters. Wth regard to the actual functioning of the system,
conceptional differences remain the bridging of which needs political decisions by
negotiating parties. In our view, after the first stage of the talks on
conventional forces in Europe has been concluded, there will be a possibility of
resum ng the work ofthe Open Skies Conference. W are convinced that with the
necessary political decisions at their disposal the negotiators will be able
speedily to establish the Qpen Skies régime, which could thus became the first
el ement of a new generation of confidence-buil ding neasures.

Whea We try to analyse the problens of the ailing nmachinery of multilatera
di sarmament, we should avoid attenpts to fix the blame for the past
ineffectiveness. Wat is needed is to cast off old notions, abandon entrenched
positions and adapt to a rapidly and fundamental |y changi ng international
envi ronment . | deas should not be rejected on the ground that they comefrom a

given cour*ry - a potential adversary. In this new era, security-related provlems
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and di sarmament issues will have a different | ook and magnitude. It might not turn
out to be feasible to selve them by the ol d approach, in which answers were sought
within a rather limted context. It is here that nultilateralismis
i ndi spensable.  Current devel opnents indicate that, with East-Wst confrontation
becom ng a bad nenory, a new dividing |ine between North and South is energing. It
woul d be a major blunder of the international comunity and a terrible failure of
participants in international politics if they were to sit idly by and I et such an
unwel cone situation unfold, especially as far as security and di sarmanent issues
are concerned.

The successes and expected results achieved in di sarmanent outside the
multilateral field inevitably lead to the question: \Wat should be the fate of
mul tilateral disarmament efforts? Are they needed at all? Analmostidentica
question is often posed in relation to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, and we believe
there could be a simlar answer. This formofdiplomacy can be criticized and its
shortcom ngs pointed out, but the fact remains that without this nachinery the
i hternational community woul d be worse off and woul d be deprived of seeking

security through disarmament within a multilateral franework

Mss SOLESBY (United Kingdom): First may | congratul ate you, Anbassador

Rana, On your accession to the chairmanship of the First Coomttee. Nepal and the
Uni ted Kingdom have enjoyed close relations of friendship and co-operation over
many years, relations which mycountry highly values. 1t i s therefore a great

pl easure to see the representative of Nepal in the Chair, and your high persona
reputation, as a result of the contributions you have nmade to the Security Counci
and the General Assenbly alike, gives every confidence in your |eadership of our

Committee in the weeks ahead.
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1990 has been a year of dramatic contrast - a year of mracles in Europe:
tearing down the barriers between East and West, rebuilding a united Germany,
reducing radically the levels of armed forces; but a year of violence on another
continent, where overwhelmng mlitary power has been used by Iraq to commt
unprovoked aggressi on against a vul nerabl e nei ghbour

The highlights of the East-Wst advance toward normality are well known. They
are perhaps epitomzed in the call fromthe London summit neeting of the North
Atlantic Treaty Orgamization (NATO) in July this year for a joint declaration
bet ween the member States of the two alliances in Europe to make clear that we are
no longer adversaries and invite other member States of the Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Europe to join in this conmtnent to non-aggression. As was
stated at the London sunmmt meeting:

"Europe has entered a new, promising era . . . Today our alliance begins a
maj or transformation.”

The United Kingdom for its part, has this year considered options for change
inits defence policies in the light of the expected signature and inplenentation
of a conventional -forces-in-Europe agreement. Wth this event now likely, the
Uni ted Kingdom woul d envisage reducing in the md-1990s its stationed forces in
CGermany by roughly half their present strength. Wio woul d have thought even a year
ago that such sweeping changes would come about so quickly? 1Is it the speed or the
extent of change that surprises us more?

Arns control and disarmanent are flourishing between East and west. \Were
does this |eave global disarmament - the business of the United Nations and of the
Conference on Disarmanent? Critics would reply, "om the sidelines ofevents'*. |
do not believe this is true. But I think we would all agree that the United

Nati ons should and could do more.
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one of the brightest sides to the tragic devel opnents in the Qulf has been the
strength and cohesion ofthe reaction by the international community through the
organs ofthe United Nations. The United Nations is fulfilling the role of keeper
of the peace which its founders intended forit. But this has been a case of
acting against aggression when it occurs. Should not the United Nations act to
limt the tools of aggression before they are used, indeed in the hope of avoiding
their ever being put to use?

G obal arns control and di sarmanent agreenents are one way the United Nations
can restrain the arns ofwar, and | shall examne this aspect moreclosely in a
mnute. But | should like to look first at another aspect - the influence the
United Nations can bring to bear on regional and subregional situations, especially
in those regions where little has so far been done to bring the growth of arnanments
under control. That, after all, is where the nost imedi ate danger lies of arns
being put to use. The United Nations role in such situations is nuch less clearly
defined, and there are all sorts of sensitivities. Even so the United Nations need
not stand aside.

First there has to be greater clarity about the scope of the United Nations
concern. The focus has so far been concentrated on East-Wst confrontation with
the massive build-up it generated. |If this was ever understandable in the past, it
is now certainly out of date. Mich still remains to be done between East and Wést,
but at least the process i s well launched and t he nomentum strong. The very
success in Europe turns the spotlight onto other parts ofthe world.

It has become a truismthat we are noving froma bipolar to a nultipolar
world, Proliferation of armsinto regions of high political tensions is one of the
most worryi ng devel opnents of recent years. For the mostpart the United Nations

has tended to look the other way. The events in the Qlf denonstrate how
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unrealistic that has been. The arned forces of Iraqg total approximately 1 million
personnel. They are equi pped with some5,500 main battle tanks. Irag has dozens
of missiles and hundreds of aircraft and has made use in the past of that most
detestable of arms, the chemcal weapon. The armed forces of the invader were

50 times the size of those of its victim

The United Nations cannot continue to pretend the problem of armanents is
confined mainly to Europe and North Arerica. Let this First Commttee be a
turning-point in this respect. Let there be no nmore resolutions hobbled with
phrases meaning "CQutside Europe, United Nations, mind your own business". Let us
l ook reality in the face and recognize that the problem of over-armanent exists in
virtually every region of the world. And no nore suggestions, please, that only
t he super-Powers need reduce their forces. Even a smallor nedium State can upset
regional stability if arnmed more heavily than its nei ghbours.

If the United Nations is at last allowed to speak out unambi guously for
restraint in the accumulation of arnmed power in all the regions of the world and
especially in areas of tension, that initself will give the voice of the
international comunity a new authority. However, exhortations fromthe world
body, influential though they can be, are not enough. | believe the United Nations
can help in nore practical ways. | should like to nention two.

The first concerns the transfer of armanents, Wapons, including the most
sophisticated, are traded between countries on a vast scale. The sale of arms need
not be harnful. Indeed, where threatening asymetries within any region cannot be
corrected by levelling down, the second best can be to level up. It is each
country's sovereign right to judge what armsit requires to protect its national
security interests. Furthernore, among allies somedegree of division of labour in

production of armanents can assist in cutting costs,
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But there is a dark side to the trade in ams, The easy availability of
armaments can enable a State to build up its arsenals beyond the needs of defence,
to levels nore consistent with aggressive anbitions. The arns trade can hel p fuel
an arnms race in an area of tension. At its worst those engaged in clandestine arms
sales activities direct their efforts at encouraging States to divert resources
into armanents they mght otherwi se not have sought. Governnents have a duty,
first, to prevent the illegal sale of arms fromtheir territories; and, secondly,
to control legal sales in a responsible manner.

The GemeralAssenbly has al ready recognized its duty to act in this area. The
establishnent of the United Nations study on ways and meansto pronote transparency
in international transfers of conventional arns is particularly welcone. The study
is a denonstration of the unique role the United Nations can play in discussions of
conventional armaments, given universal responsibility for the control of these
weapons. The United Kingdomis committed to playing a full part in the study and
supports a United Nations register of arns transfers which is universal and
non-di scrimnatory.

The second practical way the United Nations can help the process of regiona
arms control and disarmanment is as a centre for information and advice at the
di sposal of those wanting to work for amsreductions in their own region, Arns
control is a highly complex and difficult endeavour. Even once the political wll
energes, the question of how best to achieve the desired end can be daunting. A
weal th of experience is accunulating froma nunmber of quarters, including recent
and current negotiations between East and West. The kinds of lessons | have in
mnd range from general principles of amscontrol to detailed techniques which
have been successfully applied. For exanple, what is the interrelationsnip between

arms reductions and relaxation of political tensions? Wiat types of conventiona
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weaponry are seen as particularly threatening and therefore deserving high-priority
attention? On what criteria should levels of reductions of armanents be based?
What use can be nade of confidence-building neasures, and which ones suit what
stage in the reconciliation process? What verification processes are needed for
what weaponry? And there are even still moreprosaic matters: how to define a

tank or an artillery piece? Wen does a training aircraft becone a fignter?
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O course techniques nmust differ to fit the circunstances of each case.
Neverthel ess, negotiators should not have to reinvent the wheel every time. They
should be able to draw on the experience of others and adapt it as they see fit.

The United Nations has done useful work, particularly in the D sarmanent;
Commission, in listing principles of confidence-building neasures and verification
and objective information is now being tackled. But this is only a small part of
the field. | see a need for the United Nations to draw up a conpilation of
met hodol ogy used in regional and subregional arns-control and di sarnament
negoti ations over, say, the past two decades. This should then be kept up to date
on a regular basis. It need be no nore than a collection ofrel evant agreenents
with short conmentaries on each one concerning the sort of aspects | have
mentioned. The main aimis to nmake sure that all the information is readily
avail able in one place and readily conprehensible. Such a conmpendi um woul d not be
expensive to conpile. The cost could be found within existing financia
resources. |If other delegations see nmerit in that proposal, the United Ki ngdom
del egation will be ready to submt a draft resolution for possible adoption by the
First Committee.

Al ongside this role as an infornation clearing-house the Department for
Di sarmanent Affairs of the united Nations Secretariat can play a usefu
facilitating role, especially at the early stages of nmoves towards regional or
subregional negotiations. This has to be handled in a sensitive and discreet
manner, in close liaison with the countries concerned. But much can be done by
crganizing the right semnar at the right time, by responding to requests for
information on the sort of negotiating nethodolgy | have nentioned. Not only the
Headquarters staff in New York and Geneva but also the staff of regional offices
have a contribution to make. | know this is already happening
Under - Secret ary- General Akashi and his staff have done pioneering work in this

direction, and so have others. It should continue.
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The activities | havementioned are +*he everyday work of the United Nations,
hundrum but ot real utility. | comeback now to the more headl i ne-catching
busi ness of global arns-control and disarnmament negotiations. W have just
conpl eted the review of one of the mostinportant arns-control neasures, the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wapons. W are negotiating and, | trust, wll
soon conplete, another major disarmament agreement, a chem cal weapons conventi on.

The Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nucl ear Weapons did not produce a final declaration, but it did produce significant
and positive results. The Conference once morereasserted the great inportance
attached by States Parties to the continuing vitality and effectiveness of the
non-proliferation Treaty. States Parties continue to see the Treaty as necessary
for world security and, indeed, for the national security of each individual State
in the context of that State's regional circunstances.

The Conference gave a new inpetus to the Treaty in a number of practical
ways. There was, for exanple, strong enphasis on the vital need forall States
Parties to conply scrupulously and unreservedly with their non-proliferation
obligations. There was enphasis on the need for all States Parties to ensure they
do not assist the acquisition of a nuclear-weapon capability by non-party States;
there was enphasis on the unqualified obligation of States Parties to conclude and
bring into force safeguards agreenents, particularly those States whose nuclear
activity makes such safeguards applicable, and on the inportance ofstrengthening
the International Atom c Energy Agency (I AEA) safeguards and on the potenti al
usef ul ness of provisions, already within the Treaty but not yet applied, which
m ght be termed chal | enge inspection,

There Were a nunber of other hel pful ideas for further consideration and

action, and thewelcome presence of China and Franceforthe first tine as
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observers at the Conferennce denonstrated the high standing and influence of the
Treaty, outside as well as within its menbership.

Since then has comethe excellent news of the accession of Myzanbique to the
non-proliferation Treaty referred to this norning by the representative of
Mbzambi que. This is an inportant and wel come devel opment. M/ Governnent hopes
that Mbzanbi que's exanple will be followed by all States not yet parties to the
Treaty. In this regard we much wel come too the decision by A bania to accede.

Wy, then, did the Review Conference end without a final declaration? In
1985, ameagre period for arms control and di sarmanent, it proved possible to agree
on a Final Declaration. In 1990, a tine vibrant with dramatic East-West
di sarmanment, both nuclear and conventional, it did not prove possible. Does this
make sense? It is certainly regrettable, even though agreement was bl ocked by only
one del egati on.

In fact, consensus was achieved on nearly all issues. The point of breakdown,
as we all‘know, was a conprehensive test ban, on which widely differing views are
held. The United Kingdom position is that the conplete cessation of nuclear
testing is a long-termgoal which should occur as part of an effective di sarmanment
process and that that process should pursue as a first priority deep and verifiable
reductions in the existing arsenals of nuclear weapons.

In our view the right approach to further limtations on testing is to
continue with the stage-by-stage negotiations already enbarked upon by the United
States and the Soviet Union. W welcomethe establishment of an Ad_Hot: Committee
on nuclear testing in the Conference on Disarmament, and we | ook forward to
resunption of substantive work in January, W do not think that the convening of
an amendnent conference to the partial test-ban Treaty toconsider an amendment

that woul d convert that Treaty into a conprehensive test-ban treaty is tinely or
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appropriate. Nevertheless, while we are not prepared to enter into negotiations
for an amendnent, if the conference can be used for constructive discussion we
shoul d certainly be ready to contribute.

We acknowl edge that nany other delegations hold a different position and woul d
like a conprehensive test ban to be concluded in the imediate future. But the
question is whether the non-proliferation Treaty is to be held hostage to the
achi everent of any one aspect of nuclear disarmament. M inpression is that the
overwhel mng majority of States Parties, including many that desire an early
conprehensive test ban, hold strongly that the non-proliferation Treaty is valuable
inits own right and are not prepared to put its future at risk by this sort of
| i nkage.

| turn now to the efforts by the international conmunity to renove chemizal
weapons fromthe arsenals of the world. The United Kingdom has |ong co-operated
with other countries to prevent the proliferation of chem cal weapons through the
adoption of effective national export controls. In June we extended our own

controls rigime to cover 21 of the key chem cal precursors.
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But export controls in noway |essen the inportance of the negotiations in
CGeneva on a new global agreenent, a total ban on chem cal weapons. A
chem cal -weapons convention is a high priority for the United Kingdom 1Its
framework is agreed. But | must confess to disappointment with the limted
progress that has been made this year. The nomentum which at one stage seened
likely to nove us to an early successful conclusion, now seens to be faltering.

My own Government'wants an agreenent as soon as possible. W want an
effective ban and that means one with convincing verification, otherwise it would
sinply not serve its purpose.

The key lies in a system of chall enge inspection which will ensure the |evel
of confidence required. The United Kingdeam has put a considerable anount of effort
and resources into devel opi ng such a system. W have held a series of practice
chal | enge inspections at our most sensitive government facilities. The results
have been submitted in a report to the Conference on Disarmanment. Qur tests were
designed to el aborate an effective procedure which, through the use of nanaged
access techniques, would allow a bal ance between protection of legitinate security
interests and the degree of intrusiveness necessary for effective verification of
any site. wehope that the findings of our detailed practical work will contribute
to an early consensus on this crucial issue.

Let 1991 be the year when the inmpulse returns to the negotiations on a
chenical -weapons ban. If not, we could mss the tide of opportunity to outlaw this
grim form of weaponry.

STATEMENT BY THE CHAI RVAN
The CHAIRVAN. The Committee will recall that, at our organisational
meeting, | noted that at the request <f the Chairman of the Ad He¢ Commttee on

Chemi cal \Weapons of the Conference on D sarnmanent, AmbassadorHyltenius of Sweden,
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an informal meetingwoul d be set aside again this year to enable himto inform
del egations to the First Conmttee on the situation prevailing in negotiations on a
chem cal - weapons convention at the Conference on Disarmanent, and to provide an
opportunity for all the States not participating in the negotiations to express

their views.

| amnow in a position to informthe Conmttee that such an informal mneeting

w Il take place on25 Cctober from4p.m to 6 p.m in this room.

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m.




