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The meetinu was called to order at 3.50 P.m.

STATE&MT BYTBB CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN: As members are aware, and as stipulated in the Committee's

progranune of work and timetable, the deadline for the submission of draft

resolutions under the disarmament agenda items was set for 6 p.m. today. However,

I now have to inform the Committee that a number of delegations have approached me

with the request that,-in view of the ongoing intensive negotiations, the deadline

be extended by 24 hours. Pursuant to further consultations on this matter, from

which I understand that this reguest is made in the context of the further

rationalization of the work of the Committee, I propose that the Committee decide

to extend the deadline for the submission of draft resolutions under disarmament

agenda items 45 to 66 and 155 until 6 p.m. tomorrow, 31 October 1990.

If I hear no opinion to the contrary, I shall take it that the Committee is in

agreement with this procedure and it will be so decided.

It was so decided.

AGENDA ITEMS 45 TO 66 AWD 155 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISAEMAMENT AGENDA ITEMS

Mr. BAWGALI (Sierra Leone): Permit me at the outset, Sir, to join those

representatives who have preceded me in congratulating you on your well-deserved

election to the chairmanship of this very important Connnittee. In you we have an

experienced and knowledgeable leader, a skilled diplomat and the distinguished

representative of a friendly country. The delegation of Sierra Leone pledges its

full support and co-operation as you preside over the deliberations of the First

Committee. We also wish to congratulate the other officers of the Committee upon

their election.

As our Committee meets this year to consider disarmament and related security

issues, our deliberations take place at a particularly historic period, Xn the
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past year dramatic developments have taken place in Europe and in East-West

relations in general that could significantly alter the course of modern history

for a long time to come. Key among these developments is the apparent end of the

cold war, which for over four decades stymied the international community's efforts

to evolve a system of collective security based on the principles of the United

Nations Charter. The world is now at a historic crossroads, euphoric about the

positive and important changes that have taken place but conscious of the dangers

and risks of complacency, especially as peace remains a distant dream to millions

of people in several areas of conflict around the world.

Our Organization also finds itself at a crossroads; the end of the cold war

and the growing interest in multilateralism as the most viable approach in

resolving the world's increasingly common problems has thrust the United Nations

finally onto centre-stage in international affairs. Yet we all realise that this

new, positive international consensus could still unravel unless lasting solutions

are found to outstanding problems, especially those concerning war and poverty.
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The new international climate offers both opportunities and challenges. In

this Committee wa are dealing with problems that are fundamental to the very raison

d'stre of the United Nations. The maintenance of international peace and security

is the Organiaation's primary objective. Yet, since its establishment 45 years ago

this month, the United Nations has witnessed both a proliferation of armaments and

a proliferation of conflicts. And, while most of the weapons were produced in the

developed world, most of the conflicts, resulting in millions of deaths and major

destruction and economic dislocation, took place in the developing world. We see a

clear link between the arms race and the prevalence of conflict, and thus between

disarmament and the maintenance of international peace and security. The end of

the cold war now offers our Organization a valuable opportunity to address the

critical challenge: how to achieve general and complete disarmament and implement

the collective security provisions of the Charter.

In its discussion of world crises the international community seems to have

side-stepped the tragic situation prevailing in our sister State, Liberia. The

carnage and destruction of property and the suffering and misery of the Liberian

people engendered by the conflict in that once peaceful and stable nation have few

parallels in modern African history. Yet, the international community has

relegated this sad situation to the lower rungs of priority. Indeed, Liberia is

not an oil-producing country and has little or nothing to do with oil prices; it

has not been overrun by a powerful neighbouring country. But a crisis exists in

that country, and a crisis in any part of the world is an assault on world peace.

We cannot talk about disarmament and conflict resolution in the world on a

selective regional basis alone. It should be a comprehensive package encompassing

every part of the world, important or unimportant.
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Some may feel that the tragedy in Liberia has no relevance to the issues being

discussed in this Colmnittee. This could not be more wrong. For the level of

violence which has brought untold misery to thousands of Liberians could not have

been possible without a continuous flow of arms and ammunition to the different

factions. Such a flow has contributed to the atrocities which have been

committed. This bears out our initial assertion regarding the grave consequences

suffered by non-arms-producing developing countries which still find themselves

resting grounds for conventional weapons. Those who, contrary to all ethical

considerations, still fuel this fire must bear the blame for the outcome.

Families and whole communities have been displaced in Liberia and this has

created a massive refugee problem that has imposed tremendous stresses on the

fragile economies of neighbouring countries, my country included. Much of this, as

our Foreign Minister stated when he addressed the General Assembly earlier this

month, may be unknown to the international community and, consequently, not on the

conscience of many. We, therefore, urge the United Nations to support the plan of

the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS).

Sierra Leone reaffirms its view that the elimination of all w8apons of mass

destruction - nuclear, chemical and biological - should continue to conunand the

highest priority in all disarmament efforts , whether at the bilateral, regional or

international level. Since nuclear weapons threaten the very survival of mankind,

and since all weapons of mass destruction endanger the sanctity of human life in a

most indiscriminate manner0 we believe that these weapons not only should be banned

but indeed should be destroyed. In this connection, my dslegation regrets the

rather dismal outcome of the recent Fourth Review Conference of the Parti to the

Treaty on the Ron-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the failure so far to

conclude a comprehensive chemical weapons convention.
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Sierra Leone is not only a party to the non-proliferation Treaty but, as a

member State of the Organiaation of African Unity (OAU), it also strongly supports

the OAU Declaration on the Denucleariaation of Africa. We therefore believe that,

since the great majority of the world's States - about 140 countries - have

forswor:. the nuclear option by acceding to the non-proliferation Treaty, the five

nuclear-weapon States should join the international consensus against &es8

horrible weapons and begin to take concrete measures towards the elimination of

nuclear weapons. In the first place, they should agree to a comprehensive test ban

and, as proposed by the Nigerian delegation, take vigorous new initiatives on

negative security assurances.

We also believe that the nuclear-weapon States and other major Powers should

take concrete measures against the nuclear threat that the aDartheid South African

r&gime poses to regional and international peace and security. As a first step in

this direction, South Africa should be compelled to accede to the non-proliferation

Treaty without any conditions, to submit all its nuclear activities to

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards and to practise transparency

and openness in its nuclear and military programmes.

In contrast with South Africa's continuing ambitions for nucleariaation and

militarization, we, the independent African States members of the OAU, are firmly

committed to turning our continent into a nuclear-weapon-free sane and to promoting

the peaceful resolution of conflicts in our region, in accordance with the

provisions of the charter of the OAU and that of the United Nations. Sierra Leone,

therefore, calls for strong United Nations support for African initiatives to bring

about the implementation of the OAU Declaration on the Denuclesriaatiou of Africa

and to promote confidence-building measures in the region, which would help to

prevent an arms race or resort to force in the settlement of inter-State disputes,
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In this connection, my delegation commends the Department for Disarmament

Affairs for the programmes it has organised in Africa, including the recent Arusha

Workshop for senior African military and civilian officials on conflict resolution

and confideuce-building among African States. We hope that the results of such

meetings or conferences will be published so that the discussions and conclusions

cau be preserved for easy reference. We propose the convening, on a regular basis,

of such progremnes, which should also examine such concrete problems as the

transfer of armaments to areas of conflict in our continent. On the question of

arms transfers, my delegation hopes that weapons rejected as a result of

disarmament agreements in Europe will be destroyed and will not be transferred to

other countries or regions. We also support the idea of an international arms

register under United Wations auspices to keep track of all arms sales and

transfers .

We believe that disarmament initiatives and efforts aimed at controlling or

eliminating weapons already stockpiled in the arsenals of States should proceed

alongside efforts to prevent the emergence of new types of weapons or the emergence

of an arms race in regions from which such a race has hitherto been absent. My

delegation therefore supports careful examination of the issue of scientific and

teohnological developments in the field of international peace and security. But,

at the same time, we wish to underline our view that control of the qualitative

aspect of the arms race should not be used as an excuse for curbing or otherwise

interfering with the free flow of scientific knowledge and expertise, which all

couutries, in particular the developing countries, need for their development.

We see confidence-building measure8 a8 a particularly effective way of

preventing the emergence of an arms race, espaeially in regions which, like ours in
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Africa, do not manufacture weapons+ A continuous and all-embracing long-term

process of confidence-building would make the acquisition of arms unnecessary and

thus allow the countries involved to concentrate on their priority interest, which

is to promote socio-economic development.
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Sierra Leone commends the process of confidence- and security-building

measures in Europe and the positive movement towards the signing of an agreemsnt on

the reduction of conventional armed forces in Europe in Paris later this year. As

the continent with the largest concentration of armaments and armed forces in the

world, Europe has been at the centre of world concern over the arms race and now

stands also at the epicentre of progress towards disarmament. Developments on that

continent are therefore of international significance and relevance. Indeed, my

delegation believes that the European experience can serve as a useful lesson for

other parts of the world. Perhaps the United Nations can serve as the forum for

the comparative examination of various regional confidence-building initiatives and

processes,

Despite its obvious importance and relevance for international peace and

security and also for the promotion of economic development, disarmsment would be

-undermined and relegated to a low priority among national and international

policies unless all States abide by the rule of law. It is therefore vital that in

considering the various disarmament items on our agenda we should not lose sight of

the wider political context. Disarmament issues must be linked to concrete issues

of war and peace and to the guestion of respect for the provisions of the Charter

of the United Nations. If not, any resolutions or treaties we may support in the

field of disarmament could be compromised or become meaningless in the event of a

war. We should therefore, while seeking disarmement, also endeavour simultaneously

to resolve existing disputes and prevent the emergence of new ones+ This aspect

deserves greater attention in our collective efforts to promote disarmument  and

international security.

&.r. AL-D- (Bahrain) (interpret&ion  from Arabic): I take great

pleasure in extending to you, on behalf of the delegation of Bahrain, our wetmuat~

congratulations on your election to the chairmanship of the First Comittee and on
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the well-deserved confidence in your diplomatic skills, which will enable you to

steer our work successfully. I also wish to congratulate your colleagues in the

l3&8au on being elected. We trust that the work of the First Committee will be

crowned with success.

In the atmosphere of optimism that has begun to mark the closing years of the

20th century, we witness the dawning of a new era in international relations.

swing to the spectacular improvement in East-West relations, which has brought

about major changes in the climate of international security, the relations between

the U&ted States and the Soviet Union are now based on co-operation and

co-ordination instead of the competition and confrontation which used to

characterire those relations. The orientation towards peaceful coexistence is

being strengthen8d with each passing dey by the signing of arms agreements on the

raduction of conventional and nuclear weapons and a joint striving towards the

resolution of international conflicts through the United Nations. The new

situation of international security has made obsolete many a military doctrine that

, had obsessed tilitary planners since 1945. Those theories have now lost their

validZty and are no longer applicable.*

The most remerksble  result of tie negotiations between the two super-Powers

1 which have led to the path of peaceful co-existence was the signing in 1937 by the

I United States and the Soviet Union of the Treaty on the Elimination of Their

fatermediate-Range  and Shorter-Range Missiles. That INF Treaty included, for the

first tim8, clauses on the total elimination of a whole category of nuclear

missiles, in addition to unprecedented stipulations on internal verification.

procedures,

8 Mr, Mrris (Australia), Vice-Chairman, toak the Chair.
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Although certain nuclear-weapon States #ink that the possession of nuclaar

w8apons contributes to their national security, there is a different school of

thought in the international community to which other countries subscribe and which

favours other modes of action in maintaining and promoting international peace and

security, such as nuclear-weapon-free sones and accession to the Non-Proliferation

Treaty.

The State of Bahrain supports the Declaration adopted in 1971 with a view to

transforming the Indian Gcaan into a sone of peace. We hope that the obstacles to

negotiatio?as on the Indian Ocean Conference will be overcom8 so that the

1991 Conference on the Indian Ocean will take place to achieve the goals of the

Declaration.

We also endorse the idea of a nuclear-weapon-free sone in the Middle East

adopted, inter alia, in resolutions 43/65 and 441108. The Foreign Minister of

Bahrain, who addressed the General Assembly on 1 October 1990, reiterated Bahrain's

belief in the need to turn the Middle East into an area that is free of nuclear,

chemical, biological and other weapons of mass destruction. That would be a major

step towards guaranteeing the peace and security of all the peace-loving countries

in the region aud removing the spectre of nuclear and chemical warfare from the

region. This posture is based on the legitimate right of those countries to

Seifdef8ItSS and their right to deter any attempt to encroach on their inalieasbla

rights. It is also consonant with the thinking, values and main trends of our age.

The increasing nuclear capabilities of Israel and its refusal to place its

nuclear facilities under the safeguards  system of the International Atomic Energy

Agency (IAEA) pose a threat to the whole region. Concern over this was voiced by

the IntegnetionaT  Atomic Energy Agency GC(lQKIV)BES/526.

The battle af arms reduction fs the concern of the international community as

a whole. Consequently, co-operation and U&eat8 have burrome indispensable. Xt is
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no longer acceptable to spend vast sums of money on armaments at the expense of the

world economy and the well-being of the world's nations.

r The militariaation of outer space is unpalatable in the age of international

d&ente. This makes it imperative for the countries that possess technological

capabilities to refrain from turning outer space into an arena for a space age arms

race. Efforts in space should be devoted not to armaments but to exploration and

research for the benefit of mankind as a whole.

Respect for international conventions is the sound approach to safeguarding

the security and stability of peoples and states. The Iraqi invasion of Kuwait is

a very serious precedent and a flagrant violation of the United Nations Charter.

It threatens international peace and security. The unilateral annexation of Kuwait

by Iraq is a flagrant violation of international law, not to mention the wholesale

terror that has been inflicted on the wpulation and the residents of the country,

the dispersion of the people, the plunder of property and the destruction of the

Kuwaiti infrastructure at the hands of the Iraqi occupation forces.

The era of d&ente is the harbinger of a new international order that gives

prominence to the principles of collective security and multilateral co-operation.

This calls for the acquisition by the United Nations of the mechanisms which would

enable it to maintain peace, rid the world of injustice and tyranny and ensure

security, justice and freedom for all.
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Mr. ALMUAKKAF (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic):T h e

sister delegation of Algeria has already spoken on behalf of the Arab Maghreb

Union, which comprises the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Tunisia, Algeria, Morocco and

Mauritania. I should like to add the following.

First, I wish to congratulate Ambassador Pratap Bana on his election as

Chairman of the First Committee for the forty-fifth session of the General

Assembly. I am convinced that he will ensure the success of the Committee's work

thanks to his experience, skill and knowledge in the field of disarmament. I wish

to assure him of my delegation's full co-operation as he discharges his important

task. I should like also to thank his predecessor, Mr. Taylhardat, who presided

over the work of the Committee at the last session in an exemplary fashion. May

I also congratulate the other members of the Bureau ou their election.

An unprecedented atmosphere of d&ente and understanding now prevails in

international relations, There have been positive developments in those

relations: the cold war is ended and understanding and co-operation have taken the

place of confrontation and rivalry. My delegation welcomes East-West rapprochement

aud the developments now taking place through bilateral aud multilateral

negotiations aimed at the conclusion of conventions on the total elimination of

nuclear weapons and the halting of the-nuclear-arms race between the nuclear-weapon

States.

My delegation also welcomes the reunification of the two par?3 of Yemen, the

reunification of Germany, the independence of Namibia after a long struggle and the

release of Nelson 24andela and his colleagues, We welcome the newly found stability

in South America and the Caribbean as well as the movement towards the resolution

of the problem of Cambodia and the reunification of Korea.

Nuclear disarmament is in the forefront of Uisarmsanilnt issues. My country

attaches special importance to this matter us nuclear weapons pose the greatest
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threat to mankind. The development and improvement of those weapons increases the

fee>ings of fear and insecurity which stem from the expectation of a nuclear

disaster which may annihilate mankind. This is a matter of grave concern to the

whole world, and particularly to the non-nuclear-weapon States. Until such time as

complete universal disarmament has been achieved, effective measures must be taken

to ensure the security bf non-nuclear-weapon States.

Despite the hopes borne of effective and bold steps taken by the two

super-Powers to restructure international security and engage in nuclear-arms

reduction talks, it must be admitted that the stockpiles of nuclear weapons that

remain in their possession are more than enough to destroy the world many times

over. For that reason, those Powers should seriously review the gravity of the

threat this situation poses to international peace and security and consider the

need for the political will to eliminate such weapons completely. We support all

proposals aimed at bringing about the total and complete elimination of nuclear

weapons and halting the nuclear-arms race.

My country also supports the efforts made by several Member States of the

international Organization, particularly the non-aligned countries, to have the

partial test-ban treaty amended into a complete test-ban treaty, as such a move

would be a serious and truly effective contribution to the halting of the

development and proliferation of nuclear weapons and a decisive step towards their

final eliminatfon. My delegation will spare no effort in contributing to the

success of the amendment conference that is scheduled to take place next January.

My delegation regrets the fact that the Fourth Review Conference of the

Non-Proliferation Treaty which took place recently in Geneva was unable to adopt a

final document, However, my delegation hopes that all countries will be able to
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make further efforts to give new impetus to the next conference so that it may be

successful.

My country joins the other countries which have called for the setting up of

nuclear-weapon-free aones in several regions of the world in order for the world to

become totally free of nuclear weapons so that peace and security may be

established in those regions with due attention to the circumstances of every

region. In this connection, we reaffirm the Declaration of the Heads of State and

Government of the Organization of African Unity adopted in 1964 in Cairo, which

called for the denuclearisation of Africa. That declaration, however, in the view

of my delegation , cannot be implemented as long as the racist regime of South

Africa continues to carry out its nuclear tests and programmes, continues to

develop its nuclear capability and continues to refuse to accede to the

Non-Proliferation Treaty or to place its nuclear facilities under the safeguards

r&ime of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IABA). This has been confirmed

by the report of the Secretary-General contained in document A/45/569. The racist

r&is18 of South Africa prevents the African continent from freeing itself

completely of the nightmare created by the existence of nuclear weapons. The

destruction of the nuclear weapons of the South African regime and putting a halt

to the development and improvement of those weapons are prerequisites to the

denucleariaation of Africa. While my delegation hopes that the whole world may

adopt and firmly adhere to non-proliferation measures, it must be said that there

are nuclear countries that persist in violating that rdgime by providing direct or

indirect assistance to the South African regime in question and to the racist

rigime in occupied Palestine. The transfer of nuclear technology to those two

rdgimes, in addition to their close collaboration with each other have enabled them

to develop their nuclear capability and their delivery systems.
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The B&l&ggrr Post, in its 27 September 1990 edition, discussed the

co-operation between South Africa and the Zionist entity in developingI

intermediate-range missiles that are capable of delivering nuclear warheads. This

is a matter of concern. Those two rhgimes are actively seeking to terrorise and

intimidate neigbbouring countries. The proof, if proof is needed, is there for all

to see in the Zionist entity's act of aggression against the sister country,

Tunisia, its military attack against the sister country, Irag and its test run of

its intermediate-range missiles that are capable of nuclear warhead delivery close

to the west coast of my country. That incident involved a great threat to the

Peace and security of my country and threatened the peace and security of the

region as a whole.

The possession of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction by those two

r&gimes does not threaten the peace and security of Africa and the Middle East

alone, it is a threat to the whole world, especially since those two rigimes

jointly refuse to comply with general Assembly resolutions which call upon them to

place their nuclear facilities under the safeguards rigime of the IAEA.
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This has heightened tension in the two regions and obstructed the

establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones therein.

Since the end of the Second World War, the world has witnessed several armed

conflicts in which conventional weapons were used on a wide scale. This led to the

deaths of millions of people and absorbed tremendous sums of money. My delegation

is of the view that it is high time that we looked seriously into this problem and

we call on all States to make greater efforts to put an end to this hectic race.

In this connection, my delegation has welcomed the recent agreement between the two

super-Powers to reduce their conventional forces in Europe. We also welcome the

efforts made at the Vienna and Stockholm Conferences in the context of the

Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) and also in the context of

the forthcoming Paris Summit.

My country is of the view that it is essential to consolidate international

peace and security and that mankind should be protected from chemical and

biological warfare. For this reason, my country signed the 1925 Geneva Protocol

prohibiting the stockpiling and the military and non-military use of chemical

weapons and prohibiting the use of poison gas , asphixiating gas and similar

weapons. My country also participated in the recent Paris Conference and my

delegation reiterates its full commitment to comply with the Convention banning the .

acquisition and use of bacteriological and toxin weapons and the need for their

destruction.

We are of the view that paragraph 45 of the Final Document of the first

special session devoted to disarmament skauld be reaffirmed. That paragraph calls

for a linkage to be established between nuclear and chemical weapons while giving
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priority to destruction of nuclear weapons. Similarly, the principle of

disarmament and the setting up of nuclear-weapon-free zones should not be applied

selectively.

While some countries @all for chemical disarmament, we find that they continue

to transfer nuclear technology to Israel and persist in supplying it with weapons

of mass destruction. While some countries are being taken to task because they

allegedly Possess chemical and biological weapons, Israel, which refuses to sign

any international agreement in that connection, continues to be the recipient of

all that it needs to develop its nuclear weapons.

My delegation calls for declaring the Mediterranean region a zone free of

weapons of mass destruction. All the States of the region should place all their

facilities under international control without discrimination or distinction. All

the States of the region should undertake to adhere to international agreements in

this regard. We welcome the proposal by President Hosni Mubarek to make this

region a zone free of all weapans of mass destruction.

On several occasions, the international community has declared its opposition

to the extension of the arms race into outer space which it considers to be the

colslllon heritage of mankind. My country is of the view that man‘s conquest of outer

space and its esploration 8houl.d be used for the benefit of mankind a8 a whole.

Outer space should be used solely for peaceful purposes. Consequently, my country

calls for the prohibition of the militariaation of outer space so that it may be

used solely for Peaceful, humanitarian and scientific purposes. Militarisatioa of

outer space is the more dlrnQbrOU8 because of the posrribility of launching aota of

aggression from outer space that would threaten intemational peace end secutity

and step up the arms race. Everyone ir aware that the Zionist entity ha8 recently

launched spy roekats and satellites into outer space for 8pying on the Arab and

African countries.
‘_ .-... I ,^,_, _I_I__L____,___ 1_A
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My country attaches special importance to the question of naval disarmament.

The seas and oceans of the world have been turned into arsenal8 of weapons of mass

destruction borne by ships and submarines. Therefore, my country has consistently

supported regional and international naval disarmament efforts, either within the

context of the United Nations or in the framework of other international or

regional organiaations.

The continued presence of the navies of certain major Powers outside tkeir own

territorial waters destabilises and threatens international peace and security.

Those navies must be withdrawn. In this connection, my delegation reiterates its

support for United Nations resolutions calling for peace and security in the

Mediterranean region which should become a lake of tranguillity and peace. We al80

welcome other proposals calling for the withdrawal of military fleets from all seas

until such time as they become lakes of peace and security.

Our world has the capacity to provide a better life for all mankind. It al80

hss the means to annihilate all life on Earth If the world manages  to achieve

complete disarmameat, this will no doubt create the climate that is necessary for

the prosperity and well-being of all peoples.

ft is truly regrettable that States of the world, particularly developing

countries, devote their human and natural re8ourCe8  to the rrtockpiling of weapons

and leave their peoples to suffer the banes of ignorance, disease and hunger. &Q

country $8 one of the countries of the world and despite the fact that we allocate

the major part of our national income to economic and social projects, the military

manoeuvr88 by major Power8 in close proximity to our shores throughout the year and

the policy of threat of use of force against my country, have compelled UI to

allocate more funds to the protection of our peace and security. This, of ceur8e,

is done at the expense of our economic and social dsvelopment progtamme)1,
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We attach particular importance to the issue of verification which is a vital

requirement of progress in the field of disarmament. W8 her8 wish t0 pay tribute

to th8 Secretary-General.8 report On th8 study submitted by th8 group Of

gov8rPmental erperts on the role of the United Nations in the area of

Perificatioa. We would stress the impOrtaIX8  of the r8comm8ndations contained in

that report.

We also support and highlight the urgent need for a central mechanism in the

area of verification aud also the n88d for a data bank for verification. W8 also

stress the need for an organitation or mechanism that would focus on issues of

verification and k88p records in this respect. W8 Call for th8 eXChang8  O f

information, publication of statistic8 and other measures that could provide

additional data in this area.

24y delegation is aware Of the dangers arfsing from th8 dumping Of nUCl8ar

WWS&S and their harmful 8ff8CtS on mankind and the 8nVirOPmeut. We are aware of

the threat that this poses to regional and international peace and security and,

particularly, to the peace and security of the d8V8lOping COUntri8S.
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Therefore my country calls on the international community to adopt global

international Safeguards that prohibit the transport of dangerous toxic and

radioactive waste from the industrialiaed countries and their corporations to

developing countries. My country supports all General Assembly resolutions to that

end, including the most recent, resolution A/44/116 I(, on prohibition of the

dumping of radioactive wastes. We call on the industrialised States to bury or

destroy radioactive and toxic wastes in their own territories. We also call on

d8V8lOping countries to promulgate legislation prohibiting the entry of such WaSt8S

into their own territories.

In conclusion, my delegation wishes to stress the role of the United Nations

in the maintenance of international peace and security; it cormmends the

Organiaation's continued efforts in the field of disarmanrent.  My delegation pays a

tribute to the role played by the Secretary-General aud to his efforts and general

contribution to our work in that connection. We also 8Xt8nd our appreciation to

Mr. Akashi, Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs, for the major part he

plays. We welcome the report in which he calls on the international community to

increase its participation in the Organiaation's diSanIUYI8nt activities so a8 to

ensure their success. The r8S8arCh C8ntr8S and th8 8XpanSiOn Of th8 Special

programme of disarnunnsnt studies will undoubtedly contribute to the succ8ss of th8

disarmament progrsmmes and help to bring about international peace and security.

Mr. SAVUl+ (Fiji): My d8legstiOn would like to extend its warm

congratulations to Mr. Bana on his unanimous election to the chairmanship of the

Pirst COmdtt88 at such a Critical point is the OrgaIIisatiOn'S 4%year history, My

country regards it as of welcome Significance that a representative of a small

nation not dissimilar from mine can albwme  such an office. His capabilities haw
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been amply demonstrated. We can only echo those who have already stated that th8

Committee is fortunate to have som8on8 of his calibre and experience presiding over

its deliberations. W8 assure him and the Other m8mb8rS Of th8 Bureau Of our

co-operation at all times.

The cold war, as has often b88n said during the Courat of our debate, is

over. We hop8 that it will never be reincarnated in som8 other form. Old

alliances have been res+ructured and replaced by new arrangements characterioed by

.more op8nn8ssr perestroxka and democratisation. The capital required for the

transition is 8nonnous but can be obtained from the r8chSnu8lling of funds formerly

d8diCSt8d to the purchase of weaponry. Th8 new understanding b8tW88u the tW0

super-Powers could h8lp breach old problems that up to now have appeared

intractable. This is seen very vividly fu the attempts to find a Solution to the

Gulf crisis. The present Gulf problem will, w8 hope, be SOlV8d as a first step in

the wider context of finding a durable Middle-East peace formula.

While we are h8&Wt8n8d by the pace snd direction of the paace process, w8

cannot but f881 disquiet at the COntinUing, albeit reduced, nuclear StOCkpil88,  the

threatened us8 of ch8mical weapons, and th8 888&Igly Cl088 link between nuclear

capability and political clout. If nuclear poss8saion,  or indeed military might,

is regarded as th8 acceptable uorm of international politics, then our world is the

poorer for it, as th8 way of life of the many will be at the whim and fancy of the

mighty few.

My delegation views with alarm the invasion of Kuwait by a Stat8 with 50 times

its military might. It is an ominou8 ph8nOm8nOn and a daUgttrOU6 8igaal to smaller

nations, W8 hop8 that th8 unity with which Member Stat88 Of th8 Organization haw

acted to cond8mn the aggrsrrion and apply saaotions also aonvoys the mersacp  that

this kind of action cannot be tolerated or cgndoned by the world community. We
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trust that a just conclusion will be found to the present Gulf crisis which can

also act as a deterrent to would-be future aggr8ssors~

The reduction of nuclear stockpiles may not b8 significant if the remainder

are kept at a higher qualitative level, thereby nullifying any benefits the

reduction might bring. This ambivalence on the part of some nuclear Powers, w8

believe, caused the inconclusiv8 ending of the Fourth R8Vi8W Conference Of the

Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. w8 ShU8 th8

view of mauy delegations that the conclusion of a treaty on a COmpr8h8nSiV8  ban on

nuclear testing should be given top priority. My country attach86 great importance

to the conclusion of such a treaty. Being a signatory to the South Pacific Nuclear

Free 20x18 Treaty - tb8 Treaty Of BaratOnga - w8 c6nnOt accept th8 continued US8 Of

our region by France as a testing ground. Nuclear tests, despite th8 Scientific

findings anyone may provide, pose a very real threat to the health of the people in

the region and place the 8nvironm8nt at risk. This concern has b88n 8Xpr8888d

repeatedly by all of us in the SOUth Pacific. It is fWtll8d by an underlying

conviction that by the time the threat manif8sts  itself it will be too late to take

remedial action. At the risk of seeming naive let m8 ask this: if thOS8 t8StS are

as safe as th8y are prOf8SS8d to be, why can they SOt b8 conducted iu th8 backyards

of those conducting them, instead of being detonat8d thousands of miles away where

their souuds are mere whispers on th8 wind aSd the cries for cessation are muted in

pseudo-scientific jargon? My delegation will fully support all initiatives to s&8

a CowprehenSiv8 test-ban treaty a reality.

whi18 tb8 likelihood Of a auCl8ar War b8tW88n  th8 sUp8t-POW8tS ha6 b88n allWet

eliminated, there remains a substautial amount of converrtional  we@ons, enou$h to

destroy mankind a few times over. The prOlif8ratiO&l Of th8#8 WOa~ZhS and their

easy avai labi l i ty  r8tard dsvelopmcrnt , as nations choose to over-armr  to thS

detrintent Of Oth8r pr8SSing dW8lOp28nt  needs. Tranrparency of QWV88tiOad  amr
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transfers, as mentioned in the report of the FlOr8nC8 symposium, is a problem that

needs to be pursued urgently by Governments and by the international community as a

whole, with the growing awareness of its inherent dangers.

Th8 threat Of us8 Of chemical weapons in th8 Gulf iS Vi8W8d with a great deal

of concern by the people of Fiji. Our concern is not only general but also because

w8 have soldiers carrying out United Nations peace-keeping duties in the Middle

East. In that last two months frantic efforts to acquire the necessary gear haV8

been made by nations whose contingents are not equipped to cope with the effect8 of

ch8mical warfare. At th8 present time the provision of these' items is still Under

negotiation. The nations that do not possess these items are all developing

countries, They do not include chemical-warfare training in their syllabus, let

alone provide the equipment. Yet, if used, the weapon is indiscriminate. In the

aftermath Of its us8 the majority Of the CaSUaltieS will be those who are ill

esuipped. If this is a portent of the battlefield of the future there can be no

unaffected byStanderS. The Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons must haV8 the

support of all of us to introduce rapidly a global agreement totally banning that

abhorrent weapon.

To this end, my delegation is encouraged by the leading role which th8

super-Powers have taken for the systematic reduction of their stocks of chemical

we zflns . We are especially gratified by the personal initiative of President Bush,

who met with the Heads of Government of 11 independent Pacific island nations in

Honolulu on 27 October - only last W88k8nd. Among Other matters, he allayed their

concerns about the Johnston Atoll Chemical agent8 disposal system. President Bush

emphasized to th8 lead8rs that the facilities would be used for the disposal of

ch8mical weapon6 alr8tSdy there and the small quantities now en rout8 from Germany,

I and that the United States h86 no plans to u8e the atoll for any other Ch8mfCal
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The battlefields Of th8 First World War were confined t0 the EUrOPean th8atre;

the South Pacific was left relatively untouched. The S8COnd World War saw the best

part of our region embroiled in Conflict. Fiji was only 500 miles from the nearest

point of combat. W8 share the hOp8, 8xpr8SS8d by most, that as our world moves

farther away from the likelihood of global confrontation we shall mind the lessons

of the past and not fall into the trap of complacency. If W8 r8fUS8 to pay heed W8

all surely will b8 touched - by choice or otherwise. Peace, it has been said, is

more than just the absence of war. Avoiding war must be a preoccupation of us all.

Mr. EIPPORI (Israel): Permit me, on this first substantial intervention

in the work of the Committee, to offer our sincerest congratulations to the

Chairman and all the other officers of the Committee and to express our intention

to co-operate with them to make this a fruitful session.

Ihe general debate of the First Committee offers an excellent opportunity to

review and take stock of the progress in the field of disarmament and arms

control . Fortunately we have in th8 last year 88811 considerable 8VidenC8 Of such

movement - the most recent 8Vid8nC8 being the progress towards a treaty on

conventional arms in Europe, which will result in a major reduction and

redistribution of all conventional forces in Europe. Together With th8 prOgr8SS

made in negotiationS between the United States and the Soviet Union in the

reduction of nuclear weapons# this would seem to herald an entirely new - and, it

is to be hoped, lasting - period Of peace and Stability on the Continent.

The European example has been followed in many other parts of the world, where

long-standing disputes and Situations of tension and Conflict haV8 b8gUn to move

towards peaceful resolution.

Ths one region of the world where, unfortunately, no progress has been made in

this direction is the Middle East. Long a fertile breeding-ground for intOl8rMC8,
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hatred and unbridled violence, the region is now once again in the throes of a

major crisis, following a naked act of armed aggression by one of its States -

r&q - against a small neighbour. A world that had previously been engaged in a

newly conceived and highly promising pursuit of international co-operation,

security and peace suddenly found itself compelled to muster its energies and its

forces to face this open challenge to international order and world peace.

In fact, the Middle East is the only region in which tensions and war-like

rhetoric are still rife. Iraq is setting the accelerated pace at which arms are

being acquired by most States of the region, and it has set dangerous precedents by

flouting its international undertakings under the Charter of the United Nations and

the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and, more recently, its obligations as a signatory to

the non-proliferation Treaty (NPT).

Israel's warnings, throughout the years, that existential threats permeated

the region were largely disregarded so long as Israel appeared to be the only

prospective victim. It is regrettable #at the international community was alerted

to this damger  only in recent months, and it is to be hoped that the situation will

be convincingly redressed.

Israel has offered several proposals in the context of disarmament. As long

ago as 1989 Israel presented a draft resolution regarding the establishment, in the

Middle East, of a nuclear-weapon-free zone. Since then, Israel has been supporting

the consensus on this issue that has been reached in the United Nations General

Azsembly and, in addition, has detailed the modalities it deems appropriate for the

creation of such a zone.

Israel wishes to renew its call for implementation of this proposal, to be

based upon the following guiding priaciplesz that there zhould be free and direct
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negotiations between the States concerned; that such mutual arrangements as will

promote mutual trust between the States concerned should be introduced; that the

initiative for such implementation should emanate from the States in the region;

and that the proposed convention should eventually be signed and ratified by all

the States of the region.

Israel is prepared to enter into negotiations with each and every Arab State

in order to elaborate the ways and means required to put into effect the idea of

regional disarmament. Israel wishes to reaffirm, just as it has been doing since

the 196Os, that it will not be the first country to introduce nuclear weapons into

the Middle East.

In the course of his address to the United Nations General Assembly at its

special session in 1988 Prime Minister Pitzaak Shamir already called for the

establishment of the Middle East as a region free from chemical weapons. That call

was reiterated by the then Foreign Minister, Moshe Arens, at the Paris Conference

in January 1989. This intention was restated once again by Deputy Prime Minister

and Minister of Foreign Affairs David Levy in his address to the General Assembly

on 1 October 1990.

Israel is a signatory to the 1925 Geneva Protocol. It fully and meticulously

complies with the provisions of that Protocol. Recently it has participated in the

work of the Conference on Disarmament, especially the A&.&x Cosnnittee on Chemical

Warfare, as a non-msmber State. Thus Israel has joined the international effort to

draft a universal convention relating to the use of chemical weapons - one that

should be acceptable to all States. Israel supports the goals of the propose&

convention. Israel will eramine in a positive spirit the possibility of adhering

to ths convention, in the light of its possible contribution to the solution of

Widdle East problems, and subject to tbs seaurity rsquiremmts  of the Stat8, While
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we are convinced that the regional approach, With %irect negOtiatiOnt3 And mutual

assurances, is the best road to follow in the chemical field, as well as the

nuclear field, we envisage the possibility of grafting into the chemical-weapons

convention provisions that would confer some of the advantages of a regional

approach.

It seems entirely appropriate to reiterate our warnings about the terrible

dangers likely to flow from the proliferation of non-conventional arms.

We wish to renew our appeal to Governments, as well as to private

organizations and companies, to join forces in a supreme effort with a view to

preventing the spread= to countries such as Iraq and Libya, of the technology that

might risk the production and use of non-conventional weaponry - weaponry that, as

is well known, is liable to inflict a horrendous catastrophe upon mankind as a

whole.

We have before us this year the Secretary-General's report on the

establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East - document

A/45/435. We wish to convnend Under-Secretary-General Akashi, the staff of the

Department of Disarmament Affairs an%, of course, the three independent experts who

wrote the report for providing such a thoughtful ahd useful study. We shall

comment upon it later in the Committee deliberations.

In that report the ezperts reach the conclusion that the nuclear threat can be

effectively end permanently eliminated only as a pattern of sound regional-security

relationships is developed - relationships based on unequivocal, unambiguous,

legally binding arrangements, among which must be an equal commitment by all States

to renounce the nuclear-weapons option. That pattern will have to be radically

different from the dangerous and unstable relationships that exist today, with

sophisticated weapons6 including weapons of mass destruction and their means of

%elivery, proliferating, an% with political tensions remaininq unresolved. The
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experts also emphasise that this can be achieved only as the result of a long

process.

In his speech to the General Assembly, Foreign Minister Levy, referring to the

general peace processI remarkedt

"To advance this process, it would be appropriate to initiate and

encourage mutual confidence-building measures. Such measures could induce a

gradual reduction in hostilities and tensions and the cessation of hostile

rhetoric, belligerence and terrorism." (A/45/PV.l4, D. 86)

The same confidence-building measures can apply equally to making progress in the

field of disarmament.

Israel's security position is graphically clarified by the authors of the

report to which I have just referred, in which they state:

"Against thfs background, it is appropriate to point out that Israel's

security position is characterised by three features that cannot but play a

part in determining its attitude towards the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free

aone: the relatively small sise of its territory; the sustained hostility

between itself and the great majority of'State8 in the region3 end the fE\t

that it has no military allies in the region and that the one State that might

support it in a conflict is geographically remote.*' (A/4B/435,)

This situation becomes even more graphic when one considers some figures taken

from the "Military Balance 1989-90" of the London Institute for Strategic Studies,

comparing Israel against six Arab countries with which we are still in a state of

war. In the case of soldiers in active service, the ratio is 12.8 to lr reserves,

2.9 to 1; tanks, 3.8 to 1~ combat aircraft, 3.1 to 1. And in 1987 the

defence-budget ratio - amounts stated in United States dollars - was 5 to l.*

8 The Chairman returned to ths Chair,
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We are speaking here of conventional weapons only. To that we must add the

stockpiles of chemical weapons. biological weapons and ballistic missiles. In

addition, there is an overwhelming indication that, in spite of its signature of

the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, Iraq is engaged in a

frantic effort to create modern nuclear weapons. Just as Iraq has shown no respect

for its signature of the Geneva Convention, it disregards its commitments under

that Treaty as well. Ai a time when the United States and the USSR are actively

involved in reducing and eliminating their stocks of chemical weapons, Iraq is

actively involved in increasing its stock and threatening to attack Israel and

other areas of the Middle East with those forbidden armaments.

We can only express our fervent hope that the spirit of accommodation,

dialogue and d&elate, evidenced in other parts of the world, will in the coming

years also penetrate the walls of hate that have been erected in the Middle East.

Mr. OSMAR (Somalia): Mr. Chairman, since this is my first statement in

this Committee, let me at the outset offer you, on behalf of my delegation,

profound congratulations on your unanimous election to guide our deliberations.

Your election is a recognition of your well-known diplomatic skills and your rich

experience in the affairs of the United Nations. We also offer our congratulations

to the other officers of the Committee.

We are meeting against a backdrop of momentous global developments which have

heightened the expectatioza of the international community for a better, peaceful

and prosperous world. The beginning of the decade of the 1990s has witnessed a

drsmatic and significant transformation of the all-too-familiar cold war and

confrontation of the past between the two super-Powers into a new era of

co-operation and compromise. The coming down of the Berlin Wall and the
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reunification of Germany, which followed earlier in the month, aptly symbolised the

end of the ideological rivalry and military confrontation between the Ea8t end the

west.

It is indeed gratifying to 888 this spirit of understanding and accommodation

permeate to 8ome other region8 of the world where long-8tanding conflicts either

have been settled amicably or show hopeful signs of being 8ettled by dialogue and

negotiation. while the world ha8 witnessed the emergence of Namibia as a free and

independent State after a loag and arduous liberation 8truggl8, the two Yemen8 alao

have voluntarily reunited into a single State in reapon8e to the aspiration8 of

their peoples. In South Africa, following the release of geleon Mendela end other

political leader8 and the unbanning of the political partfe8, a proce88 of dialogue

between the African Dational Congress and the Government i8 in progre88. We hope

that the negotiations which have just begun will before long lead to the

dismentling of the abhorrent system ofm and the introduction of a truly

non-racial multiparty democracy in the country, based on **one man, one vote".

In recent months, in another part of Africa, po8itive development8 have also

been taking place towards subregional co-operation. In Jeauary 1990 Djibouti,

lR.biopia, Kenya, Somalia, Sudan and Uganda, member8 of the Sntergovernmental

Authority on Drought and Development (IGADD) resolved to co-operate among

themeelvee for eocio-economic development end rerrtoration of peace end harmony in

their countrierr. Somalia firmly rupports the role of IGADD in combating drought

and promoting the socio-economic development aad 8eoutity of countries in the Born

of Africa 8ubtegion.

Uhfle the reeolution OF the long-drawn-out armed conflict in Canrbodia appear8

to be within reach, in the two Bores8 for the first tims there have been contact8

at the level of the Prime Ministers, which may eventually lead to, MIcrng other
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things, the fulfilment of the shared aspiration8 of the people8 of the two

countries for their reunification. It is our fervent hope that the ongoing process

ofhegotiations among the concerned parties in Western Sahara and Cyprus and

efforts towards the return of lasting peace in Afghanistan through national

reconciliation will bear fruitful results in those countries.

If auyone were to consider these positive trends, welcome as they are, as a

panacea for the intractable problem8 which confront mankind today, it would be an

exercise in wishful thinking; for, while conflict situations have ceased to be so

in some parts of the world, they are raising their ugly heads in other areas. They

have an incalculable cqability of throwing our planet into the flames of a global

conflagration, thereby undermining whatever limited gains we have been able to

achieve in the sphere of disarmament. The current potentially explosive situation

in the Middle East is one such case in point.

In the course of his annual report the Secretary-General has pointed out that

the Middle East as a whole continues to be the most explosive region of the world

today. He states:

"Long-standiug grievances, which have festered for years, have been aggravated

by an escalating arms  race throughout the area, which has spawned a deadly

arsenal Of weapons Of mass destruction. In the long run, lasting peace will

come to the Middle East only when the principles of international law govern

the relations between States, when disputes are resolved through peaceful

means, when the aspiration8 of those deprived of their rights have been

fulfilled, and regional security and economic arrangement8 - which take into

account the concerns of all the parties in the area - have been established."

l-1
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In this context, we welcomed the Secretary-General's report on the

establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free tone in the region of the Middle East

(A/45/435), containing the study on effective and verifiable measures which would

facilitate the establishment of such a sane in the region. In this connection, I

refer to the relevant paragraphs of the report, namely, paragraphs 104 and 105,

which bring into sharp focus the existence of powder kegs in some parts of the

world, notwithstanding the progress towards the reversal of the arms race.

When we consider the future of disarmament, arms control and security in the

199Os, we take note of the fact that the thaw in the relations between the two

super-Powers has made a significant contribution toward8 the breakthrough in the

efforts to reverse the arms race. The signing of the Treaty on the Elimination of

Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles two years ago# which was the

first-ever encouraging step in that direction, was followed by the sunnrit meetings

in Malta at the beginning of the year and at Washington later, in June. The

bilateral agreement for the destruction of their chemical weapons, which was signed

by the United States and the Soviet Union during the Washington sumnit meeting,

further demonstrated their desire to rid the world of these deadly weapons.
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We are encouraged by the progress made in Vienna in recent days in the

negotiations under the aegis of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in

Europe for the reduction of conventional forces in Europe. We consider th;s

positive development a manifestation of the realization by the countries in Europe

that arms control has to match the important and far-reaching changes which have

taken place on the Continent.

In the light of these positive trends in the sphere of disarmament we find it

difficult, however, to understand why the major nuclear Powers, in spite of their

professed commitment to the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. are dragging

their feet when it comes to the conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban

treaty, thereby making their intentions appear suspect and dubious. We firmly

believe tbat the only practical course to halt and de-escalate nuclear

proliferation, and, indeed, to avoid the risk of a nuclear war, is to conclude the

comprehensive nuclear-test-baa treaty without further delay.

It is therefore regrettable that the Fourth Review Conference of the Parties

to the non-proliferation Treaty, held in Geneva last month, failed to agree on the

final document, primarily because of its inability to reach consensus on the

guestion of a comprehensive test ban. However, we join other delegations in

welcoming the re-establishment by the Conference on Disarmament during its

1990 session of the JLd Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban and hope that the

CoaPittee's resumed deliberation8 during its 1991 session will lead to substantive

progress toward8 a test ban,

In the context of the global effort8 for nuclear disarmament through the

establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in the different regions of the world,

the question of the denuclearizatrion of Africa attains special importance. The

realization of this goal , which the Orqaniaation  of African Unity set in Cairo

26 years ago, will be impossible until such time as South Africa’s reported nuclear
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capability, which has serious implications, especially for the security of the

African States, is reversed. We therefore welcome the recommendations of the

Disarmament Commission at its 1990 session, which, inter alia, call on South Africa

to adhere to the aon-proliferation  Treaty (NPT) and place a%1 its nuclear

facilities under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.

We have given careful consideration to the Secretary-General's report on South

Africa's nuclear-tipped ballistic missile capability, and have noted the optimistic

note in this regard in paragraph 142 as follows:

"Today as a result of changes under way over the past few months, there

is a sense of palpable movement and opportunity, tinged with hope and

trepidation. There is a reali2ation that politics in the region are ,t a

watershed, that the policy of reliance on superior force could be replaced by

oae based on regional coaseasus. In this setting, the possibility of fully

implementing past Organization of African Unity (OAU) and General Assembly

resolutions on the denucleariaation of Africa, by the adherence of South

Africa to the I?PT becomes a live one." (M45/571, ma. 142)

We believe, however, that any complacency on our part in this vital matter

will be dangerous and detrimental to the peace and security not only of the

countries of Africa, but also of the entire world. It is therefore imperative for

the international community to keep a close and constant watch on South Africa's

reported development of its nuclear capability.

Let me now turn to another important, but unresolved, issue which has the

potential of affecting global peace and security, and on which the easing of

E&s+-West tension appears to have made no appreciable  impact, I refur to the 1973

Declaration of the Indian Ocean aI a Zone of PeaceF whore implement8tion has eluded

us for nearly two decades, in spite of our persistent efforta. Nvun the oonvuning
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of en international conference for the implementation of this important Declaration

has not been possible, because of the negative attitude adopted by some major

Powers. The withdrawal of these countries from the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian

Ocean has been most regrettable and constitutes a setback to the Committee's work.

In view of current serious developments in the area, we need not overemphasize the

imperative need to implement the Declaration.

Somalia, which is B member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, joins

other delegations in welcoming the adoption and signing in Arusha, Tanzania, last

month of thk? Agreement on the Establishment of the Organisation of Indian Ocean

Marine Affairs Co-operation. We consider this a positive development towards,

among  other things, peaceful co-operation between States in the region.

Somalia continues to support the peaceful uses of outer space. We therefore

join other delegations in opposing, in conformity with the United Nations

resolutions on the subject, the extension of any military competition or activity

into outer space.

It is hardly necessary for my delegation to overemphasise the important role

played by the United Nations in the field of disarmament. I should like to take

this opportunity to pay a special tribute to the Under-Secretary-General for

Disarmsment Affairs, Mr. Akashi, and his staff for their part in continuing to play

and strengthen #is role.

While we have reason to derive some satisfaction from the limited gains we

have been able to achieve in recent months in the sphere of disarmsment, we should

not ignore the non-military threat to global peace and security which exists today

in the shape of serious socio-economic imbalances. Our world today suffers from

yawning disparities in the living standards of its people. While we have an the

one hand the affluent few, the vast majority of the world's population in the
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developing, and particularly the least developed, countries live in abject

poverty. For a large number of these people, chronic hunger, malnutrition and

disease have become a normal fact of life.

Unless the benefits of the improved international political climate percolate

to this significant segment of mankind, in the form of solid foundations for its

socio-economic development at the national, regional and global levels, we shall

continue to be plagued by insurmountable problems. The international community,

more than ever before, recognizes the paramount need for international co-operation

to avert famine and poverty as a positive factor for global socio-economic

development. We therefore call upon all countries represented here to join

together in a spirit of co-operation and understanding to work towards the total

elimination of disparities in international economfc relations, in order to

contribute to the maintenance of international peace and security, thereby leading

to a better end happier world.

Mr. DE VENECIA (Philippines): On the north lawn of the United Nations

grounds stands a new, striking addition to the New York landscape. Silhouetted

against the sky by the East River, the sculpture, entitled "Dobro uobeshdaiet ala",

or *'The victory of good over evil", by Soviet people's artist Zurab Tsereteli, is a

gift of the Soviet Union on the forty-fifth anniversary of the United Nations.
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It is difficult not to be stirred by the symbolism of this modern icon and by

the new legend behind it, for it depicts St. George slaying the dragon of nuclear

war, a beast whose metal entrails are made out of nuclear missiles - Soviet M-208

and United States Pershing8 - destroyed by mandate of the USSR-United States Treaty

on the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - INF Treaty.

We thus have in our midst this sculpture to remind us every day of the long-sought

goal of disarmament, development and conversion. Indeed, weapons of war are now

being transformed into symbols of peace, into new units of productivity -

technology turned into art.

Events in the sphere of disarmament end international peace and security have

considerably accelerated since 1985, the fortieth anniversary of the United Nations

and the International Year of Peace.

In this period, several important activities were undertaken by the United

Nations in the framework of what was called the Second International Disarmament

Decade, In 1987 the United Nations hosted the International Conference on the
.

Relationship between Disarmament and Development. In 1988 the third special

session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament took place in New York.

The Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship Between

Disarmament and Development, adopted by consensus by the 150 countries in

attendance, declared:

"Disarmssent  and development are two of the most urgent challenges facing

the world today."

It further declared:

*'Disarmament and development are two pillars on which international peace and

security can be built." (a/C_ONF?14.1
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.In the Action programme of the Conference, it was stated, titer alla, that

*'The United Nations should facilitate an international exchange of views and

experience in the field of conversion (ibid., v. 22, vara. (ix) tf)

This carried forward the recommendation made by the Panel of Eminent

Personalities on Disarmament and Development in 1986 that one of the courses of

action which States could take was

*'Promotion of . . . conversion whenever possible within national context as well

as internationally for the benefit of socio-economic development, particularly

in developing countries." (United Nations Publication. Sales No. 5.86 1X.5,

P,) 1

Unlike the International Conference on Disarmament and Development, the third

special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament did not produce a

final document. However, those two meetings could be said to be the fertile

seed-bed of ideas whose flowering we see today.

At the third special session on disarmament the Philippines formally proposed

that the United Nations could be tapped to serve as an active advisory body or as

an exchange centre for ideas in the field of conversion. The proposal stated that

bodies such as the United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs, the United

Nations Institute for Disarmament Research, the United Nations Educational,

Scientific and Cultural Organization and the United Nations Development Programme

could include in their yearly programme a provision on conversion, in terms of

either research or studies or active expert advice,

At the forty-fourth session of the General Assembly, resolution 441116 J,

entitled Tonversion of Military Resource@, was adopted by consensus. It alludes

in its preamble to the General Assembly's desire to promote an exchange of

experience, within the United Nations framework, 00 the convsrsioa of military

resources to civilian purpose8.
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In the operative paragraphs the General Assembly invites Member States to

submit to the Secretary-General by April 1991 their views on various aspects of

conversion of military resources to civilian purposes and decides to include in the

provisional agenda of its forty-sixth session an item on the subject.

In August 1990 a conference co-hosted by the United Nations Department for

Disarmament Affairs and the Soviet Peace Fund was held in Moscow on the topic,

"Conversion: Economic Adjustments in an Era of Arms Reduction". The meeting, in

which there were about 140 international participants , welcomed a message from

President Gorbachev which stated that

"Conversion of military production is on8 of the basic guidelines that renders

the disarmament process irreversible and clears the way for demilitarized

politics and improved international relations."

Speaking for the United States, Senator John McCain stated that the United

States Government was making plans to reduce military forces by close to

25 per cent over the next five years and that military spendir? as a percentage of

gross national product and of total government spending should be at the lowest

level in 50 years.

The meeting provided other examples of national experiences and 8xmin8d

concepts and approaches as well as specific issues. One can only conclude that, if

the momentum towards disarmament continues and intensifies conversion will be at

the top of the agenda in the 1990s.

The Philippines has also been quietly but intensely pursuing its own programme

of conversion, in connection with the expiring Philippine-United States Military

Bases Agreement and negotiations towards a possible new treaty that could provide a

transition and final phase-out of the United States military facilities before the

arrival of the new century.
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In 1989 I had the privilege of writing a good number of conversion options and

authored Joint Resolution No. I, which President Coraaon Aquino signed into law,

creating a Legislative-Executive Bases Council to formulate a comprehensive

programme for the alternative economic, social and security uses of the bases in

the event of partial or total United States withdrawal.

In May 1990 the Philippines served notice of the termination of the Republic

of the Philippines-Wited States Military Bases Agreement by 16 September 1991, and

in her address to the Filipino people on 17 September 1990 President Aquino

signalled the beginning of discussions on new arrangements between the Philippines

and the United States for the 1990s. Sh8 declared:

"The time has come for our two nations to craft a new relationship - one

more equitable, mutually beneficial and respectful of 8aCh other’s

sovereignty. In a world where the cold war has endsd and events in Eastern

Europe and the Middle East have altered the traditional geopolitical order,

the decades-old parameters of the Republic of the Philippines-united States

relationship no longer hold. The old cannot continue, the new must now b8

born. This new relationship shall be the subject of the talks that begin

tomorrow.**

President Aquino mentioned that among many and varied preparations undertaken

by the Philippine Government for the talks were the plans for the conversion of the

bases by the Legislative-Executive Bases Council.

As a member of the Philippine Legislative-Executive BaS8S Council, let me

share today some of the experiences and conclusions of that body. Beaded by the

President of the University of the Philippines, Mr. Jose V. Abueva, the body is

composed of 17 members, nine appointed by the President from the Executive and the

private sector and sight chosen by Congress, four from the Senate and four from the

House.
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One of the two major conversion programmes which the Council devised and

submitted to President Aguino and leaders of Congress for approval and

implementation was the conversion of the Clark Air Base and its surrounding

baselands - the latter long vacated by the United States - into a civil aviation

complex, including an air cargo terminal and trans-shipment facility in the

Asia-Pacific region; tr‘ansfer of the Ninoy Aquino (Manila) International Airport to

Clark and the conversion of the present Manila airport into a domestic airport;

transfer of units of the Philippine Air Force to Clark proper and relocation of

some of the major Philippine military camps in the Metro Manila area to the Vacated

Clark baselands:  establishment of an industrial estate and export xone, a tourist

complex, mass housing, an agricultural complex for high-value export crops,

agro-processing units, designation of a land-reform area; and establishment of

agro-forestry parks in the upland areas.

For the Subic Naval Base complex on the South China Sea, not far from Clark,

the Council approved its conversion into a maritime industrial complex, including a

major ship repair and shipbuilding facility; transfer of the main elements of the

Philippfne Navy to Subic; a fuel depot and refuelling station; an industrial

support complex that will assist five industries related to ship, port and repair

operations - namely, the production of industrial gases, a light steel industry, a

welding electrode rod industry, a cutting-tool-bit and machine-tool industry and

th8 manufacture of container vans; operation of a container terminal and cargo

port - in view of Subic's strategic location in Asia's sea lanes? a University of

the Philippines Training Center, including agricultural, fishing, and agro-forestry

activities in the coastal areas of the reverted baselands,
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"The experience of Singapore in converting the Sembawang Naval Facility with

the assistance of the British Government should give the Philippines some

perspective on the difficulties and timeframe required for converting a

military naval baS8. It took Singapore five years to effect the conversion

plan and to employ the 30,000 workers displaced by the former military

COl@8X,"
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The example of Singapore shows that conversion from a military to a viable

civilian facility is possible uader determined leadership and with a disciplined

people, the report added.

Not surprisingly, the aforementioned conversion obj8ctiv8s can be achieved

while the United States continues to use the facilities jointly with the

Philippines, under the principle of joint use or combined use, now, or during the

transition period, or thereafter when the treaty phase-out is finally completed,

and the Philippines fully Pilipinixes and privatites the facilities and operates

them on commercial terms, while giving access to the facilities to the military or

civilian aircraft and ships of all nations.

Thus, after the winding-down or completion of a new transition treaty, when

United States base rights come to an end, we can still envisage continued use of

the Philippine facilities under terms not of base rights but of base access under

preferential or conventional commercial terms available to all flags.

The expected total cost of the conversion programme over a lo-year period

would amount to 158.57 billion Philippine pesos, or about $6.33 billion at the

present conversion rate of4225 to $1, which, as indicated under Joint Resolution

No. 1, the Philippines can finance over time through the safe, lease or

joint-venture d8VelOpm8nt of the bulk of the prime real estate, exceeding

1,000 heCtar8S, at present occupied by the major Filipino military camps in the

Cong8St8d Metro Manila area. The Government's share of this cost is 965 billion,

1 the balance of which is to come from the private sector and major project cash

fl0us.

The Council was careful to concentrate efforts on reduction of the base

tiependance of the workers in the surrounding communities by allOCating programmas

far the retraining of workers, to minimiae  social disruption, to promote public

we?fG.tre hind social justice and to ensure that the future development Of the workers
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will be efficient and sustainable, with the fullest support of government agencies

and the active participation of business, industry and people's organisations.

However, I must say in all candour that the conversion of bases, the shift

from a military or defence-related economy to a peace economy, has its own risks

and perils, not excluding the loss of assured foreign exchange, jobs, oth8r

revenues and markets and, in the context of the Philippines, the phasing-out of the

external security arrangements, for indeed the programmed alternative replacements

will take time to put in place.

Last week President Aquino urged Congress to pass a bill creating the

Philippine bases conversion authority - a sequel to Joint Resolution No. 1 - to

oversee implementation of the ilases Conversion Plan, and Joint Resolution Ho. 10,

of which I was also the author and which has now passed the House. It is hoped

that Joint Resolution No. 10 will become Joint Resolution No. 2 when it passes the

Senate and is signed into law by the President. It authorises the President to

proceed with the sale of parts of the military real estate in Metro Manila in order

to finance the transfer of the Filipino camps and begin the partial conversion of

bases in the vacated baselands relinquished by the United States since 1979, while

awaiting the results of the current Philippine-United States bases negotfations on

a new transition and phase-out treaty, expected to be completed in the first

quarter of 1991. The negotiations , which are being conducted in the historical and

traditional spirit of mutuality, bid fair to lead to an understanding worthy of two

friends and two countries firmly committed to democracy.

The new treaty will still be subject to ratification by the Philippine Ssaate

and, when Congress so requires , will be submitted to the Filipino people for

approval in a national referendum , when it will be recogniaed as a treaty by the

other contracting State.
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I have referred to this historic restructuring process as three-cushion

billiards because one movement will trigger several movements - namely, the

restructuring and conversion of the Filipino military camps, conversion of the

United States facilities and development of the vacated baselands - while raising

PlOO billion to P150 billion from the proceeds of the sale of the Filipino camps to

finance the conversion objectives and help achieve modest but self-reliant armed

forces, as we propel the Philippines to the status of a newly industrialized

country before tbe turn of the century.

In disarmament terms, the conversion is twofold: conversion of the Filipino

military camps in the Metro Manila area into residential, tourist and

light-iadustrial complexes, with ecological parks; and simultaneous partial or

total conversion of the United States military facilities and the baselands vacated

by the United States in the central plains of Luzon as the world moves on its own

steam towards expanding peace and disarmament, new regional balances and

adjustments among nations.

I am even hopeful that, considering its leadership in the disarmament process

and its phase-down or closure of base facilities within the United States itself

and ia various parts of the world, the United States may contribute to the

Philippine conversion programme in the light of the proposed new terms of reference

under the transition.

On the issues of disarmament and conversion, the Philippines welcomes the

progress in the field of disarmsf@8nt and arms control by the United States and the

Sovie" Union, the smooth implementation of the Treaty on the Elimination of

Iotemwdiats-fange  and Shorter-Bangs Misrilss - XNP Treaty, the strategic arms

reductioa talks (START), and the signing of the agraement  bstwaea the Uafted Statea

and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the destruction and non-production
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of chemical weapons and on measures to facilitate the conclusion of a multilateral

convention banning chemical weapons. It also welcomes the forthcoming Paris summit

of Heads of State or Government of the countries participating in the Conference on

Security and Co-operation in Europe and the signing, on that occasion, of a

historic treaty on conventional disarmament in Europe.

At the same time, it urges tbe conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty

as a multilateral step proposed for the 1991 Conference on amendment of the Treaty

Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water.

The Philippines further welcomes and applauds the award of this year's Nobel

Peace Prixe to President Mikhail Gorbachev for his exceptional role in promoting

world peace, security and disarmament, which has given new hope and a lift to those

in the USSR and Eastern Europe generally and indeed to all the peoples of the world.

It is unfortunate that the plans for the much-desired peace dividend scheduled

to flow from defence budget savings arising from arms and troops cuts under the

disarmsment process, which dividend would be shared by the countries of the South,

have been temporarily derailed by the Gulf crisis, with its grave threat to the

peace and economic health of the world community, which is already seeing the

beginnings of an emerging recession.

Witbin the context of East-West co-operation in arms and armed forces

reduction there are many opportunities to remobilise for cossssrcial uses and

non-military needs the human and material resource8 that will be released by the

closing down of military-industrial complexes, and weapons factories. Xadeed,

hundreds of thousands of qualified military factory workera, base technicians,

engineers and scientists will, in time, bs released to channul theft ctuative

abilities into the civilian and commercial sectors of society. As laymen, it is
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not difficult to visualize factories that are currently producing tanks and

armoured vehicles being retooled so as to build instead farm tractors and heavy

road-building and mining equipment, trainer aircraft instead of fighter planes and

passenger and cargo jets instead of bombers, for it has been said that

"They shall beat their swords into plowshares, and their spears into pruning

hooks," (The Holy Bible. Isaiah 2:4)

Indeed, the dream of disarmament is as ancient as the Old Testament itself.

While we welcome the dramatic and remarkable improvements in arms control and

troop cuts in Europe, especially the winding-down and the remarkable events in the

former Eastern bloc and the splendid co-operation between the United States and the

USSR, there have, unfortunately, been no similar or parallel developments in other

regions of the world that, justifiably, are regarded as actual or potential

flashpoints in a troubled time.

The Middle East is bristling with military weapons of manifestly offensive

magnitude and nature, Considering the ancient bonds that unite the Arab world, it

sight well be possible, under United Nations auspices, to bring the warring nations

and factions in the Middle East to terms so that a favourable climate may be

created for the adjustment of the chronic, long-term problems confronting the

tegLon*

Historical experience offers abundant evidence that war does not hold the

solution to any such problems. Issues of peace and security should be thrashed out

by diplaatic means, and the United Nations still offers the best known venue for

dfplomacy.
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It is suggested that some initiative may be launched even at this hour to

convene an appropriate conference on the Middle East smong the parties, entrusted

with the mission, first, of restoring ante bellum conditions; secondly, of ensuring

the speedy and just resolution of any economic, commercial or territorial di6putes;

and thirdly, of holding simultaneous negotiations and preparations for a major

demilitarization of forces and removal of weapons among countries in the region to

severely restrict their ability to wage further war in the future.

Under United Nations and Arab auspices, the parties may still listen to the

collective voice of the world. It is likewise suggested that tbe United Nations

take the initiative to convene an appropriate conference on the maintenance of a

rational balance of armaments in the Asia-Pacific region. Specifically, we propose

the consideration of arrangements that will lead to the reduction of arms and

forces in South-East Asia, in North-East Asia and in the Indian subcontinent. Such

an initiative is rendered urgent and compelling by the evident inclination among

certain sectors in the region to reinforce their forces and weaponry even in the

face of an imminent diminution of military presence in the area on the part of the

United States and of the Soviet Union.

The pace of ammment in the Asia-Pacific region lends dramatic realism to the

repeated warning of Singapore Prime Minister Lee Kuan yew that the eventual

departure of the Wnited States from the Philippines would occalrion the cmrstgence of

new powers in South-East Asia.

The existing mechanisms for national and regional aecutity in Asia and the

Pacific have to be updated and modsmi6ed. The instruments of regional diplwaey

have to be synchronissd with the current and forssesabls tsngo of hirtotyc A

telling object lesson from the past history of thet United Nation6 is obvious tcl all

of uss ule fate of nations and of mankind cannot be laft to chance and fortune.
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A distinguished Oriental hiStOri%n %nd philosopher, Dr. Charles Malik, who

helped make the United Nations the great institution that it is today, once said

that if the national treasures and fortunes frittered away on the unending

armaments race were spent for the poor and the needy the world would be an

infinitely better place to live in. One must hope that his wisdom has shed light

on the present United Nations deliberations on disarmament.

Permit me to make'the ObSerV%tfOn that disarm%ment is, in all its aspects and

implications, only a symptom of an inner conflict between man’s irrepressible

restlessness and his consuming yearning for peace and quiet. One need not despair,

however, for man is endowed with the genius to surmount manifestations of that

inner conflict, as is amply evidenced by the vast strides in the promotion of world

peace and understanding made by the United Nation6  against daunting odds.

Let us not make the familiar mistake  of looking at issues of war and peace in

isolation from the weighty and crucial psycholOgical,  political, social and

economic problems with which they are inextricably linked. Our attention should

not be distracted from the context of the geOpolitica1 phenomena with which we have

to deal.

Let us try to fashion in Our own time and place %n effective instrument for

investing the United Nations and its competent organs and agencies with the power

to arbitrate interaational issues relative to the state and level Of military

forces in the world leading to %n enforceable world law. That is the Philippine

dresm, and I %m certain it is a cherished dtesn of all nations.

g$r. TUB (Bahamas)3Your unanimous election as Chairman of this

Ccsmsittee is not only a tribute to your cou%try, Nepal, but also recognition of

your own psrsonal qualities and brilliant record of accomplishments here. e

delegation congrstulntsa you and offlrrs our eomplote co~op%r%tiOn duriag the course
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of the Committee's deliberations. Our congratulations go also to the other

officers of the Committee.

Both in the general debate in the General Assembly and in this Committee the

significant change6 taking place in the international community in the past year

have been highlighted. My delegation agrees that for the most part these

developments have been positive, and have raised hopes and aspirations for a more

peaceful, more secure world. Confident that in this new climate the prospects for

effective action to enhance international peace and security were more realistic,

many world leaders called for the establishment of a new international order. In

this new order, peace, security and mutual co-operation would be the norm and

concepts of partnership, consultation and collective action would govern

inter-State relations.

For the first time the possibility that military structures would be

dismantled and military budgets reduced and that resources thus freed would be

&voted to development seemed a realistic possibility. The creation of a peace

dividend remains %n issue, and my delegation continue6 to consider it a logical, if

not an ismkediate, expectation.

Ironically, when the international commUnity seems poised to renew its

commitment to international peace and security and to general and complete

disaxxnament,  it is f%ced with the threat of a major war, We fear that given the

sophisticated weapons - chemical, nuclear and conventional alike - which all

parties possess, war in the Gulf could be more devastating than any earlier war*

The Gulf crisis underscore6 the fact that our rejection of war and endeaW?UrS for

peace are no guarantee that there will not be an outbreak of war. Prom this

perspective our efforts can be viewed as tenuous at bsst.
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It is within our purview, nevertheless, to take substantial action to improve

our prospects for international peace and security. Among those recent initiatives

which my delegation considers vital to the process of disarmament and peace and

security are the bilateral agreements between the United States and the Soviet

Union for the reduction of nuclear weapons and the elimination of some

intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles, the initiatives taken by the Warsaw

Treaty States in the areas of confidence- and security-building measures and the

agreement by members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) to negotiate

on tactical nuclear weapons following the successful conclusion of an agreement on

conventional forces in Burope.

Agreements reached on a format for the strategic arms reduction treaty and on

the verification measures for the threshold test-ban Treaty will also greatly

facilitate our efforts. The Bahamas would wish, however, to underscore the

importance it attaches to the bilateral agreement between the United States aud the

Soviet Union on the limitation of chemical weapons. It is our hope that this

agreement will spur action for the conclusion of a multilateral treaty on this

subject.

This is the final decade of the twentieth century - and complete disarmament

remains illusive. It is a matter of concern to my delegation that into the Third

Disarmament Decade the proliferation of nuclear weapons continues to be a threat to

humanity. The Bahamas strongly believes that the prevention of nuclear war and the

promotion of nuclear disarmament must continue to be the international community's

highest priority, but it is an endeavour in which non-nuclear States must also play

their necessary role.

The issue of a comprehensive ban on test explosions of nuclear weapons has,

since 1954, featured prominently in discussions of multilateral diearmanent, and
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scores of resolutions calling for a comprehensive test ban have been adopted. My

delegation contends that adoption of a comprehensive test-ban treaty is one step in

tangible progress towards arms reduction and nuclear disarmament. Consequently,

the Bahamas is among those non-nuclear States that support the conversion of the

partial test-ban Treaty into a comprehensive test ban. We were disheartened, but

not discouraged, by the outcome of the Fourth Review Conference of the

non-proliferation Treaty (NPT) as regards the comprehensive test ban. We urge that

the obstacles encountered not be permitted to influence negotiations during the

1991 amendment Conference.
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Also, no treaty has been adopted by the international community to ban the

production of a specific category of conventional weapons. We nevertheless hold

that the reduction of conventional weapons is an essential, indeed integral, part

of our efforts to achieve disarmament. Initiatives, including the Vienna

negotiations on conventi4nal forces in Europe, therefore have the support of the

Bahamas, because of their potential for addressing this problem.

My delegation is convinced that only requisite confidence-building measures

will guarantee positive advancement in disarmament. In particular,

non-nuclear-weapon States need to be assured not only l&at nuclear weapons will not

be uS8d against them, but that there is a firm commitment on the part of nuclear

States to a qualitative and quantitative reduction in nuclear weapons. At the same

time, we believe, non-nuclear States should be aSSiSt8d in their bid to acquire

nuclear technology for peaceful purposes.

As a State party to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which establishes a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in Latin America and the Caribbean, the Bahamas supports

the establishment of similar zones in South-East Asia and the Middle East. We also

urge that the Declaration on the Denuclearisation of Africa b8 implemsnted, to

prevent the pr4liferation of nuclear weapons on that continent. Similarly, we

would encourage support for all efforts to halt nuclear testing and military

manoeuvres in outer space, and the development, production, stockpiling and use of

radiolngical weapons. The consequences of nuclear weapons on the environment,

brought to our attention in the report of the Secretary-General, have heightened

our concern in this regard. We believe this must sncourage those concsraed  to

prevent environmstntal degradation by ceasing activities in this area.

!l!hs  current crisis in the Gulf makes us mindful that thr transfer of mkd

trading in arms and weapons technology canr if there is not transparency, be a
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transparency essential not only to control and monitor the shipment of arms, but

also to prevent their indiscriminate use once acquired.

The international security environment has undoubtedly been transformed by

events in Eastern Europe and the ending of the cold war. Meetings, including the

Conference on Disarmament, haV8 provided concrete conclusions and recommendations

that should inform our efforts. The re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee in

the negotiating process is one of the many substantive steps we have made in th8

right direction. This augurs well for our collective efforts towards general and

complete disarmament.

The role of the United Nations in providing the necessary leadership for

progress towards general and complete disarmament, and the forum within which such

progress can take place, is indispensable to this process. It is th8

responsibility of Member States, however, to provide the United Wations with the

support it requires. Also, Member States must co-op8rste with each other in the

interest of ensuring meaningful progress towards a world free of confrontation, the

arms race and the threat of nuclear annihilation. The Bahsmas pledges its support

to this worthy and essential endeavour.

The next speaker is the Observer of the InternationalThe mt

Cosusittee of the Red Cross, Mrs. Denise Plattner. I now call on her.

&se Pm (International Cosnnitteo of the Red Cross) (ICRC)

(interpretation from Fr8nch)t The 1660 Declaration of St. Peterlrburg was one of

the first fnt8rnstional documents designed to place constrsfnta  upon the conduct of

war. Th8 representatives of the signatory Stat88 sxpresssd their coavictioa that

th8 8mploym8nt Of arms which us818ssly aggravate lib mlffaringa of dir&led  mn, 0~

fender th8ir death inavitablrr would be contrary to the lswg of humanity. Those
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States therefore undertook to renounce "he us8 of Certain explosive projectiles

that could cause particularly horrible injuries. Thus, as long ago as 1868, States

expressed a prixciple which today is one of the fundamental  rules of international

humanitarian law applicable in armed conflicts.

Ihe 1899 and 1907 Hague Conventions transformed the St. Petersburg principle

into a legal rule. Article 35 of Protocol I additional to the Geneva Conventions

of 12 August 1949, relating to the protection of victims of international armed

conflicts, expresses the rule in its present form. Paragraph 2 of that article

states that

"It is prohibited to employ weapons, projectiles and material and method8 of

warfare of a nature to cause superfluous injury or unnecessary suffering".

This prohibition stems from one of the basic principles of international

humanitarian law, which is expressed as follows in paragraph 1 of the same

article 35 of Protocol I:

"In any armed conflict, the right of the Parties to the conflict to choose

methods or means of warfare is not unlimited".

In addition, article 36 of Protocol I obliges States parties to this treaty to

determine, when studying, developing, acguiring or adopting a new weapon, whether

the employment of that weapon would be prohibited by international law.

This brief review of the historical background and the present situation of

tb8 rule prohibiting or limiting the u8e of weapons and methods of warfare likely

to C4USb UZUl8C8SSafy  Suff8ring fS desfqnsd to be a reminder that the 1960

Convention - the tenth anniversary Of which ws shall conmenmfata this year - is

firmly rooted in intsrnatioaal  humanitarian law, Its three Protocols give concrete

expression to u fundamental rule contafnrd in Protocol I additional to the Geneva

Conventions and ensble it to be applied tu specific wmpoar.
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(Mrs. Plattner, ICRC)

Ten years ago the International Committee of the Red Cross hailed the

adoption, by the United Nations Conference convened for that purpose, of the 1980

Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain Conventional Weapons.

It was pleased to have contributed to the %Lccess of the long, patient

negotiations, especially by organizing the preliminary work. Although the ICRC was

only an observer at the Conference at which the Convention was adopted, it fully

supports its aim, for the following reasons, among others.

First, with each of its three Protocols prohibiting or restricting the use of

a certain category of weapons. the 1980 Convention contributes directly to the

general aim of international humanitarian law - namely, to limit the suffering

caused by hostilities.

Secondly, the 1980 Convention is an open-ended treaty, for the negotiation of

further protocols will make it possible to prohibit or limit the use of other

methods or means of combat which would be contrary to the general rule in

article 35 of Protocol I and whose harmful effects would raise serious humanitarian

problems.

Thirdly, th8 tnternation81 Conference of the R8d Cross and the Red Cr8sc8nt,

which brings together the States parties to the Geneva Conventions and the various

components of the International Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement, has repeatedly

expressed its Support for the 1980 Convention. Thus, the tW8ntpfifth

ht63r=time  thc~r8~0, h03a is Gerrcsva $13 1986,  aat3g33d ifi r43sawthm  -

+8SOlUtiOll  Vxf - urgently calling on all States to became parties to the Convention.

For thOS8 reasons, the ICRC hopes that the 1980 Conventian 01% Prohibitions or

Bestriatims  0f Use of Certain Conventional Weapon6 will be widely accepted by th8

international community. I sincerely urge thos8 States that have not already

become partiea to use this occasioza  of the tenth anniversary of the Convention and

it% three Protocols to do 50,
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The CRAIRMQJ: The Committee has concluded the general debate on all

disarmament agenda item%.

I shall now call on members who wish to apeak in exercise of the right of

reply. I wish to remind members, however, that the Committee will follow the

procedure set forth previously on this point.

Mr. MALIK (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): In hi% statement the

representative of the Zionist entity tried to cloud the issue% and distort facts

that are clear enough and known to all State%.

TheCRAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Israel on a point of order.

Mr. ZIPPORX (Israel): Mr. Chairman, I request you t0 remind the

representative of Iraq that it is customary usage in this Organigation tr; call a

State by it% name. I represent the Stat8 of Israel. I am proud of being a Zionist

but the name of my State is not "Zionist entity" any more than the name of Iraq is

"Saddam Iiussein's dictatorship*'. I therefore suggest that the representative of

Iraq stick to the usage and that, if he want% to make comments about Israel, he use

that term.

TheCHAIRMAN: I request the representative of Iraq to be guided by the

rules of procedure of the United Nations, which require that Member States be

Called by their proper names, and to continue his statement.

Mr. MALIK (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): No one can impo%e any

term on me or change any expression that I may wish to use.

The representative of the Zionist entity is seeking to cloud the i%%ue and

distort fact% that at8 clear 8nOUqh and known to all State%. I shall not apeak at

length at this late hour in replying to the claims of that representative.
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(Mr. Malik. Iraq)

He has to prove first the veracity and credibility of what he has said. Is

the Zionist entity prepared to declare openly and without any ambiguity that it is

prepared to accede to the non-proliferation Treaty and to place its nuclear

facilities under safeguards and inspection? Failure to make such a commitment

simply means that the claims of that representative are lies.

Iraq, as is well known, is one of the signatories to the non-proliferation

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and has placed its facilities -

which are for peaceful purposes only - under the safeguards and inspection of the

International Atomic Energy Agency on a regular basis and quite openly.

The policy of aggression of the Zionist entity is known to all. Its

occupation of Palestinian land, the Golan and Lebanon and its persecution of the

Palestinian people, whose latest manifestation was the Harem Al-Shareef massacre,

as well as its armed attacks on Iraq and Tunisia and its co-operation with South

Africa, are but examples of its abominable policy.

In pursuance of that policy of aggression it has engaged in a nuclear

programme and introduced nuclear weapons into the region, with the assistance of

the West, in particular, the United States of America, The Zionist entity now

possesses an arsenal of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons. Its existence

therefore has become a very serious threat to the State8 of the region.

Iraq, through President Saddam Hussein, put forward an initiative in April of

this year which called for the declaration of the Middle East as a sone free of all

weapons of mass destruction and for the linking of the destruction of nuclear

weapons to the destruction of chemical weapons in the region. That initiative

stemmed from a sincere desire to rid the region of all weapon8 of mass destruction.

Now, does the Zionist entity agree to that?
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Hr. ZIPPORT (1srael)t I apologise for taking up members' time but I

really do not think we can end the general debate with the concoction of falsehoods

that has been put before us by the delegation of Iraq, a country which has been

accused in six or seven Security Council resolutions of violating the territorial

integrity of its neighbour State, Kuwait, annexing that State and trying to

obliterate it from the face of the earth, using all the methods of modern warfare.

Fortunately for the people of Kuwait, Iraq was able to accomplish that without

having to use any part of its qreat arsenal of chemical weapons, with which it has

threatened the United States and Israel.

We do not have to quote anybody except the President of Iraq, Saddam Hussein,

regarding Iraq's possession of chemical weapons and his threats to other

countries - his threat on one occasion to obliterate half of Israel and his threat

simply to attack it, on others. That is further proof, if any be needed, of Iraq's

violation of the 1925 Geneva Convention. Certainly its use of those weapons in the

war with Iran and against his own population, and its intention to use them, are

violations of both the letter and the spirit of the Convention.
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(m. Ziplaori. Is-)

Yith regard to its violation of the non-proliferation Treaty, there is

certainly no connection or correlation between this and whether IsrFryl has signed

the non-proliferation Treaty. We are not the only country that has not signed that

Treaty. We have explained on a number of occasions in the First Conunittee and

other organs of the United Nations our position on non-proliferation and with

regard to the non-proliferation Treaty. But Iraq has signed the non-proliferation

Treaty. So how can the representative of Iraq explain the statement of his

President on French television on 9 July 1990 that Iraq has no atomic weapons? I

em willing to believe that he has no atomic weapons at this stage. "But", he went

on to say,

"if one of the Western nations wants to help us to produce nuclear weapons to

compensate us for the weapons in Israel's possession" -

of which there is no proof -

"then we see no objection to this."

How does that expressed wish to possess nuclear weapons meet the obligations of

Iraq under article 11 of the non-proliferation Treaty?

In the course of the past year, every commentator on the Middle East has

commented on Iraq's illegal drive - in the sense of using illegal means - to

acquire the components of nuclear weapons, I refer to a few sources only. There

is an old one, an article by Mr. J. Snyder in The Middle East Journab, entitled

YChe Road to Osiraq: Baghdad's Quest for the Bombl*t and there are Leonard Spector,

the world's foremost authority on non-proliferation, in "Going Nuclearqpr  @@d-Es&

I!lmwa? s&ezR ~43 Psrwr the German magasinest London's m Ecomt m

Wagton Post;; The.-; a magasine.These a n d  m a n y  o t h e r s  h a v e  a13

documented lrag’r  frantic efforts to acquire the components of a nuclear weapon.

Goopholea in the non-proliferation regime and the International Atomic Energy
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Agency safeguards system, of which the Agency itself is very much aware, have been

de&iled in the BHafQgn in a 89ri88 Of iSSUeS b8qiMing

in December 1988.

So I think it is clear to all of us exactly what Iraq's position is with

regard to the non-proliferation Treaty aad non-proliferation, the threat and use of

force, and, in general, .the whole question of disarmament.

The meetina rose at 6.15 P.m.


