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The nmeeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m

AGENDA | TEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DI SARMAMVENT | TEMB

M. LCEIS (Indonesia): M. Chairman, in associating mydelegation's
congratulations with those expressed to you by other nenbers on your unaninous
election to preside over our work, as well as with those addressed to the other
members of the Bureau, | should also like to avail nyself of this opportunity to
extend to you our felicitations on your well-deserved appointrent as Deputy Foreign
Mnister and to wish you the best of success in your future endeavours.

The First Committee is neeting this year in an atnmosphere of renewed

expectations. Mitual accommdation and rapprochement between the najor Powers have

| essened i nternational tension, created opportunities for dialogue and n. jotiations
and exerted a beneficial inpact on the ongoing endeavours for amslimtation.
Thus, the rcsumption of the bilateral tal ks between the United States and the
Soviet Union to reduceby half their strategic arsenals have registered some
progress. |Inportant nultilateral efforts are continuing in the field of chenical
weapons. New proposals and initiatives are on the table in Vienna on
conventional -arnms reduction and confidence-building in Europe. In those and ot her
negotiating foruns newinitiatives have been advanced, and there is a grow ng
understandi ng of new concepts and approaches to security and disarnmanent.
Prospects appear brighter nowfor arns reductions in an over-arned world as
bilateral and nultilateral negotiations on a range of issues seem to have nade
di scerni bl e advances.

However, critical issues and growing uncertainties continue to cloud nany of
those negotiations. Following the signing of the Treaty on the Elinination of

| nt er nedi at e- Range and Shorter-Range M ssil es between the two major Power s, our
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hoper for e accelerated momentum |oading to a phased, time-bound programm for thr
total ® lamination of nuclear weapons have yet to be realized. Thosu who hoptd tor
m'litarily significant reductions in existing or plannrd strategic~weapons systems,
or even for a rlow-down in thr introduction of naw and more dangarour technol.ogies,
have little grounds for satisfaction. NWw technologies looming on the horizon
promise more advanced weapons with greater versatility and more devastating
capabili tier for annihilation. As a result the ongoing efforts, welcoms as they
are, have not lad to tangible progress oOn a reduction in the number and destructive

capacityofstrategic ® rmrmmtr.
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Today we have become more than over aware of the dangecr posed by an
unrestrained arms race in the nuclear era, which, apart from its potent threat of
self-extinction, also constitutes a serious impediment to the pursuit of optimal
development. |t ia clear that we can no longer temporize over the arms race,
ameliorating its manifestation8 rather than terminating it in substance. It is in
this context that my delegation has called for negotiations on the priority issues
at the multilateral level, elaborating inter alia the stages of nuclear
disarmament, including the responaihilities of the nuclear Powers and the role of
the non-nuclear States s the identification of the duties and ohliga t ions of the
nucleer Powers to refrain from the use or threat of the use of nuclear weaponsa
against the non-nuclear States and their duty to prevent nuclear wary and, finally,
the search for alternatives wo the doctrine of deterrence and reliance on nuclear
weapons.

The critical importance of a test-ban treaty in de-escalating the nuclear-arms
race has long been acknowledged. Indeed, it is supported hy a broadly
representative group of non-nuclear States from all regions, bpespi te differences
of approach and emphasis on certain aspects, they speak with one s tronq and united
voice in expreasing the conviction that testing, for whatever reasons, is
unacceptable and that hanning it is of the higheat priority.

Yet a teat-ban treaty has long been obstructed for wholly untenable political
and technical r easons . Aa a result, trilateral talks have been suspended for
several years. Bilateral negotiations heing conducted on the basis of a
stage-by-stage approach, involving_inter alla a joint verification experiment,
promise to prolong the process of reaching an agreement indefinitely. Negotiation
in the Conference on Disarmament has bheen effectively blocked, and no multilateral
talks involving all the parties to the partial test-ban Treaty have ever taken

place.



JP/91 A/C.1/44/PV.17
7

(Mr. Loeis, Indonesia)

Under these circumatances, var ious non-nuclear States have taken ini tia tives
to advance viable and realistic proposals. In tris regard, Mexico, Peru,
Sri Lanka, Vveneguela, Yugoslavia and Indoneeia, together with 35 other States, have
called for the convening of a conference to unend the partial teat-ban Treaty to
make it a comprehoneivo tort-ba treaty. The convening of the corference, which is
mandatory, is @ ndorrod by an overwhelming magority in the General Assembly. We
helieve that the preparatory session ehould ba convened early in 1990 and that the
conference itself should be convened as early ae possible in 1990. A positive

tesponse by the nuclear Powers in achievimg thr paramount objective of the

conference would conetituto a tangihle ®  xpromsion of their professions of
co-operation with the non-nuclear Staten on disarmament issues,

Because of its ramifications, the question of a tort ban was considered in all
three Review Conferences of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation Of
Nuclear Weapons. Neither ita reaffirmation nor the protractad debater at thoee
review exerciser have made any impact. The tent han nhas special significance for
the non-proliferation Treaty, because the depositary States' commitment to abandon

vertical proliferation was made as a quid pro auwo for non-nuclear States~”

commitment to forgo horizontal proliferation. A key element in this regard is a

comprehens ive test ban.

Indonesia regard8 the non-proliferation Treaty ae an important inettument in

the body of treaties’ governing nuclear arms. Over the years the Treaty has heen

strengthened by wider adherence and by measurer towards a more effective ®  afeguards

system, and it has codified the interests of a vast majority of States, reflecting

an abiding commitment to its validity and continuity.

At the same time, however, Indonesia reiterates the mimgivings that it shares

with other non=nuclear States over thr uneven implementation of the essential

provisions of the Treaty, especially article VI, rrla ting to the cessa tion of the
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| nuclear-arms race md nuolrar disarmament . While thr non-nuclear States parties to
thr non-proliferation Treaty have lived up to their commitments, the nuclear Powets
have not, since in the part two decades the pace of the nuclear-arma race, far from
diminishing, has actually accelerated. Geographical proliferation on land and sea
har proceeded apace, rendering the possihility of mutually balanced reductionr e v@n
more difficult.A hew element in the strategic @ audtion - the prorpeot of an
@® ttrnriw of the arms race into outer space - has further complicated the situation.

We welcomed tha INF Treaty as a ooncrete initiative to fulfil the obligations
under article VI of the non-proliferation Treaty, whore implementation was long
Overdue. None the less, in view of the magnitude and level of the arsenals, even
the ® nviruged 50 pet cent reduction will still leave the major Powers with nuclear
weapons that far ® xtbaad those they had in 1968. Hence, the rationale fOr this
proposal hu become even more rélevant toduy. Such a reduction should be
accompanied by a mutually agreed moratorium on the development of new weapons and
should he rapidly reinforced by formal agreements to eliminate a wide range of
e iwentr , My delegation is fully convinced that only through such a bold and
sweeping departure from the premsent military postures can we go to the heart of the
problems posed by the nuclear menace,

In retrospect, it is heartening that the Third Review Conference of the
par ties to the non-proliferation Treaty adopted a Final Declsra tion, given the
dismal failure of the Second Review Conference. On the other hand, its utility in
relation to the outcome of the First Review Conference clearly reflects tha discorad
and the reluctance on the part of some States to express a genuine commitment to
full implementation of the Treaty. Hence, my delegation shares the misgivings
expressed by other States over the persistence of the imbalances in the Treaty,
ecpecially the misplaced stress on the obliga tionr of non-nuclear States vis-d-vis

those assumed by the nuclear Powers.
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In this context, the forthcoming Review Conference will have to undecrtake a
thorough, aritical @ X8min8tiOn of the operation of the Treaty during the past two
decades t0O determine wiether all i ts provis ions have heen fai thf ully implemented,
and as a result of such an examination to adopt measures to remedy the
inadequacies. Only time will show whether the non-proliferation Treaty il
sustain ita efficacy or whether it will lapse into less and less relevance to the
quart for nuclear non-proliferation.

The right to establish nuclear-weapon-free zones has been explicitly

recognized by the non-proliferation Treaty, 1In a period of widespread knowledge

rnd availability of nuclear technology rnd fissionable materials, these zonea
provide a viable means for the non-nuclear States, on their own ini tiative, to
ensure the total absence of nuclear weapons from their territories and enhance
their mutual securi ty. They can also promote the peaceful uses oOf nuclear energy
within the zones by facilitating the estahlishment of regional or international
fuel cycle centres, with their sttendant economic md physical security benefits
for extracting uranium, fabricating nuclear fuel and reprocessing plutonium. Above
all, they can provide the means for obtaining security assur ances from nuclear

Powers not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons.
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In our part of the world, this is exemplified by the en try into force of the
Rarotonga Treaty for the South Pacific region and the ongoing effort8 of the
Association of South-Eaat Asian Nationa for a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
South-East Asia. As all the States in that region are signatories of the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, this common denominator auqurs well for
the success of the nuclear-weapon-f tee-zone initiative. |t is particularly
desirable for our region, which has a long history of endemic conflicta and
instability as well as external involvement. My delegation further believe8 that
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone would also constitute a positive
step in reducing teneion and foatering co-operation on other, wider, regional
issues, and make a significmt contribution to nuclear disarmament, including the
strengthening of non-proliferation by progressively reducing the geographical areas
within which nuclear weapon8 can operate. Ultimately, a denuclearized zone in
Soutn-East Asia, taken together with the areas covered by the Treaties of Rsrotonga
and Tlatelolco, would cover a vast and contiguous zone free from the menace posed
by nuclear weapons.

Ever since the United Nations adopted the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a
Zone of. peace, my delegation has been fully aware of the potential benefits its
implementation would bring for the 1ittoral and hinterland States as well as tor
the extarnal Powers. Considering its strategic location encompasaing major sea
lanes vital for international trade and communication and the dynamics flowing from
a multitude of regional md extra-regional factors, the importance of maintaining
peace and stability in the Indian Ocean is self-evident. The fact that its
littoral and hinterImd is overwhelmingly comprised of newly independent
non-aligned State8 eager to harness their abundant resources for development free
from great-Power rivalry md competition adds poignmt urgency to the establishment

of 2zonal peace in the Indian Ocean.
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Theee aapira t ions, however, are being aeciously aet back by the growing
militarization of the Indian Ocean, which has instilled a pervasive sense of
instability and insecurity, both rag ion~wi d md beyond. The Indian Ocean zone Of
peace cannot materialize as |long as naval manceuvres, the fortification of foreign
military hasesa md othsr manifestationa of military-power projection continua
unabated. The complex ramificationa of the problems involved and the ditfering
perceptiona of them can only be addressed comprehensively through the long-pending
international conference on the Indian Ncean. Indonesia and the other non-aligned

States therefore remain committed te ita convening no later than 1990 to secure the

objectives of the Declaration.

In this context as well, it was only recently that the international community
accorded belated recogni tion to the dangerously naglectsd issue of the naval arms
race. Menbers have become increasingly aware of the particular characteristics of
naval armament2 and the mode of operation of naval forces in the overall context of
the global arms race. Apart from the fact thrt nc lesa than one third of the
world’s nuclear arsenals are destined for naval deployment, the distinguishing
feature of sea-baaed nuclear forces is their ability to proliferate geographically
throughout the world ad to be deployed along any coastal points. while the
stationing and movement of tactical nuclear weapons on land are restricted by
treaty provis ions, their naval deployment can place any State at rigk.

The horizontal and vertical proliferation of sea-baaed stratagic and tactical
nuclear weapons cannot but be of utmost concern to Indonesia, an archipelagic
country located astride important waterways linking two oceans rnd two oontinents.

With the steady development of sea power, marl tinm strategies and ballistic-missile

submariner ¢ sea, e aoh carrying unprecedented explosive force in their armoury of
nuclear warheads, the security and survival of the human race is placed in setr jous

jeopardy. In this context, we have noted the ubservations made by some delegations
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during the current session of our Commttee on the need to nove forward in an
appropriate forumin order to define certain principles and establish guidelines on
measures for naval arms limtation and disarnanent.

Turning now to non-nuclear issues, |ndonesia is gratified that the Geneva
Protocol has been adhered to by more than 100 nations. This reflects mankind s
abhorrence of the use of chem cal weapons, which are second only to nuclear

armaments in their indiscrimnate |ethal power. The critical inportance of the
Protocol, as one of disarmanent’s moest enduring international legal instruments, i S
unden jable. Regrett ably, however, these past six and a half decades have al so
provi ded anple evidence of its shortconmngs and of the fact that, in the absence of
a truly equitable and conprehensive convention banning chemcal weapons, neither
the use nor the spread of these weapons could be prevented. No |ess disturbing is

the competition to apply new technol ogi es to produce a new generation of more

zdvanced chem cal weapons with ever greater destructive capabilities.

Consequent |y, chenical weapons, which were once viewed as just another |ethal

armament, today ace | oathed as weapons of mass destruction capabl e of
indiscrimnate killing and maimng of civilians rather than well-protected and
wel | -trained soldiers, Hence the need to achieve a total ban through a |egal
régirme on the developrnt, production, stockpiling and use of ohemical weapons and
their destruction has becone inperative. The Paris Conference of last January

gener at ed momentumr for the Conference or Disarnament to move forward with a sense

of urgency for the early conclusion of a convention.

The Canberra Conference held | ast nonth provided an unj:aralleled opportunity

for the representatives of both Governnents and industry to discuss and exchange

information on all relevant aspects of a chenical -weapons convention as well as the
modalities for its inplementation. |t enphasized the critical inportance of

co-operation and co-ordi nation between them, especially on aues tions concerning the
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technical aspects of verification and the protection of legitimate comrercial
operations. The Conference has thus made a significant contribution in clarifying
i ssues facing the negotiators.

Not wi t hst andi ng divergencies that continue to exist on certain key issues,
steady progress continues to be made on several aspects of the future convention,
and we at the Conference on Disarmanent now have a nore nearly conplete and
acceptable text. Many provisions of the convention have already been agreed upon,
and many detailed provisions elaborated. It is particularly gratifying to ny
del egation that the Ad Hoc Conmittee has been able to tackle many sensitive
subjects such as challenge inspection. At this stage, we should like to express
our collective deternination to expedite the ongoing negotiations so as to finalise
the conprehensive convention banning chenical weapons no later than the year 1990
or 1991 and to exhort all States to accede to it without delay and thereby ensure

its early entry into force. This will constitute a historic mlestone and a ngjor

achievement by the Conference on D sarmanent.
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The International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Davelopment. nought to address the close and multidimensional 1 ink between two of
the most urgent challenges facing the world today., The Final Document and Action
Programme adopted by the Conference has provided us with a sufficiently brosd
framework for future action ad continuing efforts in thoae two interrelated
tields, upon which the building of a more peaceful, secure and prosperous wor 14 is
so Vi tally dependent . My delegation expects that, on the basis of those decisions,
follow-up actions will hc pursued in the context of an interrelated perapectiva
within the United Nations and i ta appropt ia te organs and agencies.

In conclusion, we have witnessed a palpable resurgence of support by Manber
states for the United Nationo, including a renewed commitment to its strengthening
and revital ization. Indeed, the Organization is today enjoying enhanced confidence
and esteem au its role is being increasingly sought in conflict resolution. Yet
this is not fuily reflected in the field of disarmament and in the promotion of
common security. It is only through the multilateral approach and the
strengthening of the institutions for multilateral co-operation, especially the
United Nations, that nagotia tions on all issues related to disarmament can be
conducted to safeguard global peace and security. Towards that end, we should
affirm the central role and responsibility of the United Nations in the sphere of
disarmament and commit ourselves to enhancing further the effectiveness of the
machinery and procedures of mul tilateral disarmament endeavours.

Mr. SAETHER (Norway): Allow me first, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the
Norwegian Government, tO express to you our warmest congratulations on your
unanimous election to preside over the First Committee. | am sure that under yout
able guidance we will achieve progress in the field of disarmament. 1 also wish to

congratulate the other officers of the Committee on their election.
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Over the past few year8 we have witnessed encouraging developments in the
field of arm8 control and disarmament. The oconstructive dialogues being held today
in a number of Aifferent forums are in sharp contragt to the mod prevailing only a
few years ago. We already have several important achievements to our credit. The
historic T.eaty between the United State8 and the Soviet Union on the Elimination
of Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty - ha8
demonstrated tha fanasibility of a far more ambitious ® pprach to arme control and
disarmament than was previously bellieved possible. A momen turn ha8 been crea ted
that could lead to drastic reducticons in strategic nuclear weapons 38 well.

Although the situation in the dissarmament and arms-control field is more
promising than ever before, there i8 no reason for complacency. The process
stacrted by the INF Treaty needs to be pursued with vigour in both bilateral and
mul tilateral forums if concrete rerultr are to be obtained.

The conatructive and positive developments in the Vienna negotiationa an
conventional arms-control in BEurope are particularly encouraging. They hold out a
promisa Oof signiflicant reductions in the conventional forces in Europe and of the
devaelopment Of additicnal confidence-building measures. Tha focus of attention St
Vienna has natucally been the negotiations on conventional forces in Burope. Those
negotiations do, after all, address the vary crux of Europa's security concerns,
namely Soviet supariority in critical forcn categoriea. However, the contribution
of confi dence- ad security-building measures should not he underes timated. Force
reductions can only partly solve the European security problem. A more detailed
code of conduct for whatever toccata remain will clearly be reauired. The
neqotiations on confidence- and securj ty-building measures end on coaventional

forcer in Europe should therefore be urged on with eaual determination.
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In the oonf idence- and securi ty-bu ilding nego tia tions a number of common
® |omentn have been ® 8tabli8hed in the proposals presented so far. By buildi ng on
those elements it should be possible tO reach an agreement on confidence- and
security-building measures before the next meeting of che Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Europe at Helainki in 1992.

In the conventional-force negotiations it ha8 been possible to reach agreement
on the important concept8 of a future treaty in a remarkably hort time. There is
agreement in principle on which weapons are to be Inclubd and on the size of the
reduction8 to be envisaged. It ha8 also been agreed in principle that reduction
measures should be supplemented by stabilizing and informational measures and a
strict verification régime. Where opinion8 differ - and they 8 till do on a number

of important point8 - we have seen a gradual rapprochement among the parties on

var ious issues.
The goal of reaching an agreement by the first half of 1990 was one of the

far-reaching proposals mde by Prerident Bush and supported by the Allies at the

summit meeting of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in May. That is an
ambitious but realistic goal that reflect8 our feeling8 about the urgency Of this
matter. We note with satisfaction that President Gorbachev has expressed his
support for the Western initiative in this respect. That would contribute to
facilitating an early agreement, which would form a basis for further and even more
ambitious efforts.

However, an early and satisfactory agreement wWill also depend upon our ability
to work together. The impressive results of the recent NATO summit meeting and the
freguent United States-Soviet meeting8 at the political level are examples of how

valuable the direct involvement of political 1eaders can be.
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We are also pleased by the posai tive prospects of the nuclear and space talks

between thr United States and the Soviet Union following the recent talks in
Wyoming. Owing to tha very constructive attitude on both sides an ®  grormnt
clearly seems within reach. Thua there is now a firm foundation on which to begin
building a ®  trategia arms-roduction agreement.

|f removing the question of sea-launched cruise miasiles from the
strategic-arms-reduction framework can contribute to an early ® grornrnt, that will
be met with undrratanding on our part. However, the auestion of limiting
sea-launched cruise missiles remains a mat ter of groat importance to Norway . We
therefore hope that a way will be found to enable thr United States and the Soviet

Union to devote more time and effort t0 the solution of the difficult issue OF

verification.

In the area of multilateral disarmament, Norway continuer to give top priority

to the work of the Conference On Disarmament on a global, comprehensive and

® ffOCtivoly verifiable convention On chemical weapons. It was our hope, after the

successf ul Par is Conference in January, that rubatantial progress would be made

during thr 1989 @ rrrion of thr Conference On Disarmament. Although our

a number Of issues s0 that we now have a draft convention that is more complete

than before. Yet final agreemant on thr remaining key questions has still not been

teached.

xpmctationr have not baton fully met, we have noted a certain amount of progress on

Lo
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During the 1ast few weeks, however, we have seen developments that g ive reason
for more optimism concerning next year’s neqotiations. The positive outcome of the
Canberra Conference represents a Nnw dimension in government-industry
co-operation. Furthermore, the Soviet-United States memorandum of underrtanding on
a chemical-weaponr data exchange and on the verification of these data should make
it possible to proceed rapidly in Geneva toward8 agreement on the remaining
verification problema. Moreover, the recent satatements by President Bush and
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze in the General Assembly should give the negotiations
a much-needed poli tical impetus.

The agreement between the United Staten and the Soviet Union on the exchange
of data should net an example to other countries possessing such weapons. All
chemical-weapons States ehould provide information about the number of their
stocks, their location, composi tion and overall size. We should take steps to
encouraqge the following up of hilateral developments between the auper-pPowers hy a
multilateral exchange of data relevant to the chemical-weapons convention.

What we need to do now is to take sdvantage of the recent new momentum in the

field of chemical weapons to make progreas when negotia tionsa are restarted in the
Conference on Disarmament. The First Committee can contribute to this hy
incorporating the nw developments in the Polish-Canadian draft reaolution and
sending an uneauivocal signal to the negotiators in Geneva to speed up the work,
with a view to concluding the convention at the earliest date.

As the endorsed Western candidate for membership in the Conference on
Disarmament, Norway carries on the research programme on the verification of the
alleged use of chemical weapons. The tesulta ace made known to the international

community through documentation presented to the Conference on Disarmament. This

research programme, which is being carried out by the Norwegian Defence Research
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Establishment, is directly related to the negotiations on a chemical-weapons

convent ion.

A comprrhenaive nuclur-tort ban is another important issue on the
international agenda. The Conference on Disaramen t should, in our view, be given
A mandate to initiate auhatantive work on teat-ban iaauea. In the meantime, thr
Group of Scientific Experts on ® eiamic ® venta is making considerable headway n ita
work on a modern global network for the exchange of Seismic data. Of par ticular
intareat is the ongoing technical teat concerning the global ® xahango and analysis

of seismic data, |t is essential that as many countr lea as possible from all

corners Of the world participate in this experiment,

Norway is continuing its research programme on improving methods and
techniques for aeiamic verification - in particular, by making use of reg ional
arrays. Next February the Norwegian Seismic Array Eatahliahmatnt (NORSAR) and the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs will organize a workshop in Oslo on regional arrays and
their use in seismic verification rusearch. Members of the Group of Scientitic
Experts and other experts have been invited to the workshop. The document8 tion
presented at the workshop will he made available to the Conference on Disarmament.

Let me also express my Government's satisfaction over the outcome of the
recent Review Conference of the Parties to the sea-bed Treaty - the Treaty on the
Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass
Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and the Subsoil Thereof. The Treaty
has made a positive contribution to disarmament, and the Review Conference
confirmed that there is no arme race on the two thirde of our globe covered by {ts

prov is ions. It is our hope that the poaitive outcome of the nor-hed Treaty Review
Conference will Serve as, an inspiration for next year 's review of the

non-ptolifaration Treaty.
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The non-proliferation Treaty is a corner-stone of the work on multilctoral
dinarmament. Tho increasing numher of Sta tea adhering to the Trea ty iw evidence of
a growing international concern to prevent the further spread of nuclear weapons.
We are satiasfied with the smooth preparatory process, which augurs well for a
succesaful outcome of the Fourth Review Conference. Norway attacher great
importance to the non-prol iferation Treaty, and its continued validity should be
concluaively rsconf irmed in 1990.

In order to atrongthen the role of multilateral disacmament the potential of
the relevant forums needs to be maximized. We have for some years now been
examining ways and means tO rationalize the work of the Fi rat Committee. \Nhile
soms progress has been made, there is s till ample room for improvement. At the
laat mession of the Disarmament Commission we started a dehate on the need to
enhance the role of this forum. The informal consul ta tions that have heen
initiated on this sunject yive an opportunity for comprehensive discussions on all
aspects of the functioning of the Disarmament Commission. Tha at tempts to
strengthen the role Of these two deliherative bhodies should he reqarded to some
extent as being interrelated. Only by making the work of! the disarmament hodies
more efficient can the United Nations hope ta respond to ths currant dynamism In
the hilateral. and reg ional arms control forumsa.

In conclusion, 1 should like to emphasize the growing international acceptance
of a wider definition of security and stahility. These two concept8 have too o f ten
been referred to in terms of military factors alone. A broader definition is
needed in today’s world - a def ini t ion that encompasaes poli tical, economic,
ecologicni, social, human rights and humanitar lan aspects. 1Tt is vital that we
retain this wider concept of security and stability in the further disarmament

process.
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I feel that we cMm look ahead with a sense of optimism. The Uni ted Na tions
has proved that 1t can act as an efficient conflict~reaolving organization. The
international community is dspendent on thia function of the United Nations to meet
now challenges construct ivrly. The United Nations han an important role to play in
initiating, @ upporting and supplementing disarmamant negotiations in other
multilateral, regional and bilateral forum. If we all make full use of the
momentum that has heen created, now and important ® greementr can he reached in the
field Of arm8 control and disarmament.

Mr, HAYFS (Ireland): Allow me at the outset, Sir, to ® xtond warm
congratulatiotu to you, both on behalf of my delega tion and on my own behalf, on
Your appointment as your country's Deputy Foreign Minister. We @® xtond our
heartiest wishes to you for every e uccome in the performance of the duties of that
high office. Congratulations are rlro due to you on your election as Chairman of

the First Committee and to the other officers of the Committee.
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My delegation in confident that, under your skilf ul ad able direction, of which I
" have had permcnal experience in other forums, the Commi ttee will be able to carry
out its heavy programme of work in an efficient and productive manner.

I would like also to express our appreciation for the excellent contribution
of your predecessor, Ambammador Douglam Roche of Canada, and to the ® taff of the
Department for Dimarmament Affa irs, and in particular, Under-Secretary-General
Yam ushiAkashi.

My delegation has been encouraged by the perceptible mood of optimism and the
pragma tic, constructive attitudes that have emerged in the course of our Current
general debate. There is a widespread recognition that the significantly improved
atmomphero in international relations holds out much promise for the future. As
confrontation and rhetoric progremmively give way to reaaoned dialogue, and as the
sterile poli tics of the cold-war era fade into the shadow of him tory, there is
increasing evidence of a mhared determination to translate these positive trends
into substantive and durable progress. Member States generally seem more disposed
to place the United Nation8 at centre atage once again and to acknowledge the
Organization's pivotal role in strengthening international peace and security. We
now see. greater support for the efforts of the Secretary-General to ease and
resolve regional tensions in a number of conflict areass in Central America,
southern Afr ica and South-East Asia. These developments augur well for our work in
this Committee over the weeks ahead, and our delibera t ions here ehould prove
particularly fruitful on this occasion.

My delegation warmly welcomes the continuing efforts of the two great military
Powers to guide their vital relationship along a more stable and productive path.
Wet strongly support their endeavours to achieve further important agreements
between themselves. We consider that each incremental step they take to build

greater mutual truat serves t0 buttress our hopes that the many dimappointmentm of
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the past will not resurface. The recent mee ting at the foreign-minister level
between the United Sta tes and the Soviet Union mat krd another encouraging stage in
the process of building a relationship of aonfidrnce that has major implications
for the world as a whole and, perhups in particular, for the future of Europe.

The significant developments We have witnessed at the bilateral and regional
levels over the past year do not, however,diminish (J€J @ nxietie8 about the scale
and extent of what remains to be accomplished. The central issues in the
multilateral disarmament field that have bedevilled the international community for
decader still constitute a formidable agenda. ‘'mat agenda needs to be addressed in
an adequate manner. Despite the degree of support for the multilateral process
® xpresaed year after year by the overwhelming majority in this Committee, the gains
made multilaterally continue to fall well below our rearonable ®  xpoctationr. In
some instances, and especially on the question of nuclear disarmament, the very
mechanism that should ¢»en the way to progress has not even been ret up. My
delsga tion remains fully commit ted to the posi tion that thr Conference on
Disarmament should he empowered to negotiate on all items on its agenda. The Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament declared that ". . .effective meaaures of nuclear disarmament and the

prevention of nuclear war have the highest priority’ (resolution s-10/2,

pata. 20), and it also recognized “the continuing reauirement for a single

multilateral disarmament negotiating forum” (ihid , t para. 120)

Yet that forum, the Conference on Disarmament, continues to be frurtcated in
ite efforts and prevented from carrying out its mandate in the nuclear field.
There have been other recent disappointments at the multilateral level: at its
third special session devoted to disarmament last year the General Amrembly failed

to reach agreement on a concluding document. In our view, the obrtaaler in the way
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of an agreement could and shoul d have been overcone. The Disarmament Commission,
at its 1989 session, could not reach agreement on even a single itemon its agenda.
It is therefore of the utmost inportance that a renewed political commitnent be
made by all States to reinvigorate the existing multiateral machinery at our

di sposal and enable iz to carry outthe purposes for wiieh it was established,

The need for a mcre urgent and sustai ned multilateraleffort is anply
dermonstrated if we recall that over 50,000 nuclear war heads now exi st throughout
the world, amounting to an estimated total yield of some 15,000 negatons. Equally
distutbing is the continued qualitative upgrading of these instruments of wholesale
destruction.

These are sobering facts, even at a tine when the inproved climte in
East-West relations holds outthe promse that the zrms race can be effectively
halted and reversed. They serve to remnd us of the enormity of the challenge we
confront. Despite the inportant and positive pointers of the past two years,
notably the Treaty on the Elimnation of Internediate-Range and Shorter-Range
Mssiles and the apparent progress being made by the United States and the Soviet
Union towards the early conclusion of an agreenment on the reduction byhalf of
their strategic nuclearforces, the fact remains that nuclear weapons continue to
threaten the very survival of life on ourplanet. Enornmous financial resources
continue to be deployed and wasted in the questfor greater sophistication and for
superiority. Not' "ag short of significant and wide-ranging dismantling of nuclear
arsenal s seemslikely to end the arnms race. Paradoxically, in circunmstances where
t he numter of nuclear weapons can be reduced, we nust be alert to the danger of the
development of new and nore devastating weapons, resulting in nunerically smaller
huteven more destabilizing arsenals.

In his address to the General Assenbly at its third special session devoted to

di sar manent, Taoi soach, the Prime Mnister of Ireland, called for a commitmentt
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make di sarmanment a real factor in the securitypolicy of every country. As he
stated on that occasion, muchof thesenme of insecurity in the contemporary world
springs fromthe very existence of nuclear weapons. Instead of offering
protection, they are a constant threat, dangerous to all the people of the world,
including their possessors. The increase in their nunber is a powerful source of

tension, leading to a world of dimnished security at ever-higher levels of
armanents.  This can only beovercone byaco-operative approach that seeks to
build confidence anbng nations and to remove the fear of attackbygetting rid of

the nmeans of waging war. Even in peacetine, these weapons are a constant source,

not only of insecurity, but in certain cases, of actual harm |ndeed, as my
Foreign Mnister stated in the General Assemblylast nonth, there are acute risks
posed by nucl ear subnarine traffic in busycoastal shipping and fishing zones such

as the Irish Sea. In practice, these vessels are underwater and highly nobile

nucl ear-power stations, wth nuclear-weapons capability.
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Like Imd-baaed nuclear inrtalle tions, they are not immune to accidents, md they
carry the additional danger of collisions. Thus they pose the constant threat of a
very significant increase in the dangers already existing from the presence Of
radioactive waste in the sea as a result of unlawful dumping and emissions from
nuclear installa tions.

The first step in the proceaa of halting the arms race murt be to atop
developing new weapons of wholesale destruction. That requires an immediate end to
nuclear tests since, without testing, improvements in the quality of nuclear-weapon
systems would he extremely difficult. A total prohibi tion on nuclear testing
should be seen as the first step towards disarmament, not as the final stage to be
aqgreed only after disarmament has bheen achieved, A universal production cut-off on
weapons-gtade fissionable material ia also required.

There is a close relationship between a comprehensive test ban and the
attainment of significant cuts in the nuclear arsenals of the nuclear Powers.
Those cuts could be nullified or hecome meaningless if nuclear Powers continue to
test new or modernized nuclear weapons that would be more dangeroue or
destahilizing than those they replace. Rapid conclus ion of a comprehens ive
test-ban treaty would he the single clearest proof the nuclear Powers could offer
of their willingness to discharge the obligations they have accepted and of their
determination to bring the arms race under control. Xt would also significantly
strengthen the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in preparation
for 1ts extension in 1995,

Although the cessation of all nuclear-weapon testing as a matter of top
priority is a constant and annually repeated demand of the world community,

30 years of deliherations and negotiations have resulted in partial agreements

only. None of the three nuclear-test-limitatiar treaties so far concluded has
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seriouwsly affectrd weapons programmer by hindering improvemants in nuclear

weapons, Given recent progreas in verification techniques, fears of inadequate
verification cm no longer credibly be put forward as an obstacle to the conclusion
of a ocomprehensive nuclear-tert-ban treaty.

We notice that since the requisite support of one third of the States parties
to the partial test-ban Treaty has been obtained, the conveningof an ® nmndmnt
conference is now under active consideration. As a party to the nartial test-ban
Treaty, freland Will purticipate actively md constructively in the process leading
to the Conference and in the confarence itself. We hope that it #ill lead to a
commicment Ly all States, including, moot importantly, the nuclear-wupon States,
to a comprehensive teat ban.

A ban on nuclear tests must. go hand in hand with deep cuts in nuclear ® rrenalr
and the halting of the deployment of now nuclear weapons. Ireland strongly
supports the aim of a SO per cent reduction in the strategic uuclesr forces of the
United States and the Soviet Union. We welcome recent reporta of progress in those
negotiations and hope that they will he successfully concludad e e soon as
possible. However, that measure, to be fully effective, must ccnstitute a stage in
an irreversible movement towards general nuclear disarmament. 2 50 per cent
reduction will have 11 ttlc meaning IT the remainiug warheads are retained or,

a fortiori, if even more lethal engines Of destruction are deployed. There should
be s end not only to the development of new weapons but also of their delivery
aystams. A reduction in strategic weapon8 must be followed Dy extensive cuts in
all other catagories of nuciear weapons, both sea and land based, with the aim of
their eventual elimination. |n our view the only acceptable level of nuclear

weapons is zero.
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The maintenance ad strengthening of an effective nuclear-non-ptolifota tion

régime ia essential. ‘The non-prol iteration Treaty, which is central to that
process, remains one of the moat important arme control agreemants reached to date
and is a rignfiicant contribution to world stability.

As we approach the Fourth Review Conference of the Treaty on the
Non-Prol iferation of Nuclear Wweapons next year we should remember that the Treaty
cam into being partly as a result of the acceptance by the principal nuclear
Powers of undertakings ta angage in negotiation8 leading to nuclear disarmament.
To that commitment by nuclear Powers was joined a correasponding commitment by the
non-nuclear S$tates that became warties to the Treaty. Their commi tment was not to
enter into the nuclear-acme race. That comhina t ion of commitments had the
objective of ensuring that nuclear weapons would not acquire a permanent and
incremental role in the international order. If the efficiency of the Treaty i8s to
be judged solely on the hasis of ita implementation by the 137 non-nuclear-weapon
States that are parties to it, then it has definitely been a major success. It is
regrottable that some States have remained outside the Treaty, and apparently
reliable reports that certain of them have subseaquently acquired or are approaching
nuclear~-weapon capability arc a matter of serious concern, The non-nuclear-weapon
States parties, which compr ise the overwhelming majority of Stated, have by
accepting the restraints imposed by the Treaty given the clearest possible
demonstration of their determination to seek an end to the nuclear-arms race. It
is imperative that that régime he universalized.

The Review Conference will also examine the manner in which the Treaty has
been implemented by the nuclear-weapon States parties, including their obligation
to putsue negotiations on effective measures relating to the cessation of the

nuclear-arm8 race and to nuclear disarmament. At the 1990 Conference, whatever its
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concl uaions may be in regard to the obligations under ar ticle | of the Treaty, the

international comwunity will he forced, unless there saom e ome significant
achievemen ta iN the mean time, to conclude that those States have not taken
sufficient ateps to discharge their obligations under article VI. For that reason
also, it is essen tial that the rignificant progress towardr a comprehensive
test-ban treaty be achieved at an early date.

It is in the common in terert of all States that the exploration ad use Of
outer apace, which 18 the province of mankind as a whole, rhould be for peaceful
purposes only. New technologies rela ting to outer space havr made a posi tive
contr ihution, moat notably in the field of communications satellites, which have
rtrengthened the means of verifying arms control agreemants. Those technolog ies
murt not, however, he adapted in such a way as to extend the arms race to outer
apace. Strict compliance with all existing agreements, and in particular with the

1972 anti-hallietic misaile Treaty, is essential.
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The ABM Treaty is a proven corner-stone of the disarmament process, ad it8
importance cannot be over-emphaaized. |t is also essential that no effort be
spared, at the Conference on Disarmament, to consolidate md reinforce the existing
legal régime applicable to outer apace.

It is a matter of concern to my delegation that, despite the substantial
progress already made at Geneva, a chemical-weapons convention has not yet been
elaborated. The early conclusion and entry into force of a multilateral convention
on the prohibition of chemical weapons is among the higheet priori ties Of the
international community. An enduring basis for international peace and security
cannot be aasured in a world in which these horri fying weapons of wholesale
destruction form part of military arsenals.

The efforts of the Conference on Disarmament have been facilitated by the
recent restatement, by the United States and the Soviet Union, of their commitment
to achieving a multilateral convention and by their willingnesa to implement
interim measures to reduce their stocks of chemical weapons.

A valuable impetus to the Geneva negotiations was provided by the unanimous
reaffirmation of the validity of the 1925 Geneva Protocol hy the 149 participants
at the paris Conference held in January last. The recent Government-Industry
Conference in Canherra produced an important collective statement by the world's
chemical industry of its commitment to assist Governments in bringing about a total
ban on chemical weapons.

The opportunity presented hy these encouraging developments must not be lost.

The negotiation8 at the Conference on Disarmament must he intensified and the

remaining difficul ties, however complex, must be resolved. The convent ion, once

agreed, must become truly universal as regards adherence to it.
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While Treland helieves that nuclear arms poae the greatest throat to mankind,
we do not underestimate the threat posed by conventional weapons. Conventional
mill tary forces abrorb 80 per cent of total military expenditure. Over 20 million
People have been killed by conventional weapons mince the Seaond World war, most of
them in the developing world. While progrerr in nuclear disarmament cannot be held
hostage to reductions in conventional armaments, it is a tact that the prorpectr
for nuclear disarmament would be immeasurably enhanced if the threats pored by
conventional forces were removed. The concept of general and complete disarmament
was never intended to apply solely to nuclear weapons.

A clear rignal is needed that progress ia being made toward8 eliminating the
threat of a war fought with conventional arms, ad that the military option is
being progressively abandoned, We welcome the fact that juch a aignal is currently
being provided in Europe, which still today contains the world 's greatest
concentration of conventional arms and forces. Progress is being achieved in the
talks on conventional armed forcer in Europe md on confidence- and
security-building measures currently taking place within tht framework of the
Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) process. Al though Ireland
does not participate directly in the negotiations on conventional armed forces in
Europe, we are encouraged by the good prospects for an early agreement. This,
coupled with the adoption of new confidence-huilding measures designed to reduce
the risk of military confrontation, will strengthen the co-opera tive approach
towards international relation8 that I mentioned earlier, and upon which genuine
securi ty can be built.

According to a recent report, world military expenditure exceeded the
etaggsring figure of 91 trill ion in 1988. This figure contrasts starkly with net

official development assistance to all developing countries of merely $49.7 billion

in 1988. It has been calculated that 70 per cent of total world expenditure on
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armamentas is attributable to a rmall number of ¢ttates, with the largest share being
incurred by the two super-Powers. Furthermore, nearly all tachnological innovation
in weaponry takes place in a small numher of countries. As the Final Document oOf
the first special session of the General Assrembly devoted t0O disarmament makes
clear, Staten with the largest military arsenals have a special responaibility in
the process of reducing conventional armamenta. However, thare la an urgent need
for all states to explore way8 in which they could initiate or facilitate efforts
aimed at conventional arms limitation or disarmament. This is particularly
applicable in the case of reqional approaches, where the responsinhility of States
in their own reqgiona is sel f-evident.

There i8 a genuine trade-off hetween the allocation of national resources to
military purposes - 6 per cent of the world's output - and the abili ty to solve
global economic problems. The world cannot devote enormous human and financial
resources to armaments and at the same time meet its urgently necaeeary development
goals. In a world where hundred8 of millions 1ive in desperate poverty and endure
famine, malnutrition and disease, it. is tragic to witness the sums dissipated on
armaments. The world needs development of { ta agr icultural, marine and industrial
resources, hetter health and educa tion, and improved infrastructureas - not more
weapons.

The environment is another area likely to gain €rom a possible rechannelling
of military research and development. A prerecuisite to arres ting environmental
degradaticn and redressing the damage already done is a comprehaensive understanding
of the complex relationships between the air, water and land environments. Thisa
requires the involvement of skills deriving from a wide variety of disciplines in

both the natural and the social sciences, all. or most of which already exist, but
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are devoted to military reaearch and development. The United Nations has an
important role to play in stimulating international and national action in this
area.

Finally, given the central role and primary responsibility of the United
Nations in the field of disarmament, it is essential that the opportunity e ffordd
by the current improvement in international relations be availed of to ® chiwr
progress in disarmament nagotiationr at the mul tilatrral level, It is
disappointing that this improvement har not yet taken place. While the

deliberative and negotiating instruments for disarmament ® atabli8hed by the General

Assembly in 1978 have proved their value as forum for discussions by the
international community , there has been a noticeable lack of output in terms Of
concrete disarmament agreements. It is clear that positive movemant on

multilateral disarmament neqotiatione requires the support of both of the
super-Powers and oOf the reat of the international community. At a time of progress
in bilateral negotiations, it iS essential that the same soirit be applied to
overcoming log-jams at the multilateral level. It in our hopr that a concrete

outcome in some of the priority areas can be veached in the nrar future.
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The concrete measures we have called for today ares a comprehensive tent ban

and an and to production of fissionable material for nuclear weaponsy deep cuts in
rtrateqic and short-range nuclear weapon8 au a prelude to the complete elimination
of all nuclear weapons) strengthening of the non-proliferation Treatyy a complete
ban on chemical weaponss reduction of conventional weapon8l strengthening Of
international peace and security through development of confidence-building
measures designed to reduce the risk of military confrontation) ad an

international recommitment to make productive use of the United Nation8 dinarmament
negotiating machinery.

These measures are certainly not new. Nevertheless, they are eszential steps
which must be taken it we are to reach the aim to which we have committed
ourselves: general and complete dirarmament. Moreover, these measures represent
area8 in whioh progress can be made in the short term, particularly in the light of
the present improvemnt in international relations,.

Mr. CHACON (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish) ¢+ It is a source of
great 8atiafaction for our delegation t0O see the representative of a fraternal
country, Venezuela, as Chairman of the First Committee. Our nation8 have had
extremely close and warm relations for many years. Many are the bonds that have
united us, particularly over the last four decades. Striking among them is the
shared struggle of our leaders for freedom, development and disarmament in
Ihero-America. Thia is therefore a good opportunity for me to wish you every
success in this sensi tive task,

As Robert J. Lifton said in a beautiful and sad book, we are all heirs of
Hiroshima. We have felt the weight of that great hecatomb this year, on the
fiftieth anniversary of the beginning of the Second Worlda War. That conflict left
a large pat of the world in ruins. The destruction seemad to bury old hatreds and

ideological disputes that had inflamed hearts and minds since the end of the last
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century, disputes that had lingered from the so-called Great War, economic and
social imbalance8 of an order that seemed obsolete and the world's complacency
abou t weapons. But a sediment remained, ready to be stirred up at any time. It
was on that foundation that we beqgan to build a new order with the help Of the
delicate framework that is the United Nations and it8 specialized ®  gencier.

The arms race is the very antithesis of the principle8 which originally
inspired the United National it ha8 become the moat revealing indication that the
old order is latent inlthe new. The United Nation8 was established in 1945 with
the purpose of building a new and different world order on the remain8 of the one
that had collapsed so diurnally with the Second World War. Those who created the
Organization were aware of the discrepancy between the ideal8 set out in the
Charter of the United Natione, on the one hand, and the real structure of power, on
the other. The latter, forged from the embers of part conflict8 and conquests, was
reflected in enormous inequalities and dircrepanciee, ®  uperioritie8 and
inferiorities, domination and dependency. This whole rituation has permeated the
course Of the spiralling arms race, au also education and culture.

The challenge romaine almoet intact, an& ha8 not been met ®  oriously. The
world peace of the last 40 years has been a reality only for the great Powers.
Looking at the military panorama of the port-war period, the picture we see is
utterly diecouraqing, and countries of the third world are the major protaqonietr.
This vaat region is8 where we find the real Achilles’ heel of deterrence and its
apparent success. Many studiee have been done on the poasible conaequences of
so-called |ocal wars. All of these studiee arrive, directly or indirectly, at a
single obvious conclusion: in any confl'ct of this kind, there is always a risk of
a total world conflagration becauec the inertia of confrontation and the arme race

itself are enough to whet the appetite of the contenderr.
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V\hen we remenber the beginning and the end of the Second Wrld War, we
imredi ately see the need to assess the problens of disarmament with 44 years of
hindsight. Even given that there are grounds for hope due to the enornous nur“er
of encouraging signs resulting fromrecent events in world history, we nust not
forget that the course that has been followed in this field has not been equally
positive. The optinismthat has taken hold of the international community nust not
serve as a pretext for forgetting the discouraging aspects of a trend that has
| asted for over four decades.
The fact that the two great Powers reach agreenent does not nean we shall all
! do so. The fact that the two great Powers proportionally reduce their mlitary
expendi tures should not stop us fromhaving a truepicture of world armament. The
fact thatthe two super-Powers sit down at the negotiating table to discuss
specific problens of interest to themcannot conceal the fact that the world has
; too many weapons. The new climte of confidence should cause us to seize the

moment and give really effective inpetus to the struggle for general and conplete

'
t

-~ di sarmanent

| On the threshold of the last decade of the twentieth century, a decade we

 shal | dedicate to disarmanent, we have the sane concern expressed at the Wrld

- Congress on Di sarmanent Education, in 1980. On that occasion, the participants

expressed their apprehension at

“the | ack of real progress towards disarmanent and . . . the worsening of
international tensions which threaten to unleash a war so devastating as to
i mperil the survival of nankind".

They went on to express their conviction that

*education and infornmation may make asignificant contribution to reducing
tensions and to promoting disarmanent, and that it is urgent to undertake

vigurous action i N these areas".
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Lastly they invoked the Final Document of the tenth special session of the General
Assembly, i n particular its paragraph 106, in which the General Assembly urged
Governnents and governmental organizations to take steps to devel op programmes of
education for disarmanment and peace studies at all |evels.

Qur country very highly appreciates the efforts the United Nations has made in
this field through the Wrld Disarmanent Canpaign. MNone the |ess we consider that
its achievements do not constitute real progress - partly because of the scarcity
of resources and partly because of the way in which the General Assembly's appeal

in the Final Document of the tenth special session has been heeded.
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A world campaign baaed on second-hand Information, or aimply on the spread Of
information, cannot achieve authentic results) it muat be based on an in-depth
educational effort. Communications alone have atill not been found to be capable
of changing people's basic attitudes, ths profound traits of a parsonality, the
latent tendencies Of a culture. Maus comnunica tions, which are basically
unidirectional, have proved useful only for astrengthening axirting propensities in
individuals and socie tiea. Those wWho formulate the messaqgeu and con tent of the
leading masa media of our day have grasped the need to make propaganda or publicity
efforts On the basis of fundamental education and culture - that acauired in the
achoolrooi s, the family, religious communities and other basic groups of society.

The time is ripe for ue to shoulder our responsihility under the United
Na tions Charter. Por that reason, Costa Rica hus proposed the inclusion of an
agenda item whose goal iS to ennure that the international community and its Member
States make a real commitment to a shared endeavour to remove the foundations of
the arms race end war. It is a matter of following to tha letter the thinking
expressed in the preamble to the Constitution of the United Nation8 Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization, which says:

"#ince wars begin in the minds of men, it is in the minds of men that the

defences a2 peace muat be conatructed".

We shall elaborate on that when we introduce the draft resolution to which | have
referred.

In ordect o evaluate t he threat to international secucity posed hy the arms
race, we should near in mind that thig central. feature of the world situation - the
arms rvace ~ is linkea t0 economic, technological, political, cultural and security
alamenta, But above all, the compelition in arme rajises the risk of war between
the big Powera. In studying fts dynamic, we must consider the proulum ot nuclea t

weapons and other mnon-conven tional weaponis, mild { tacy expendi tures, mili tary
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renearch and development, in ternational arms transfers and their close link wi th
the proliferation of weapons the militacization of outer space and the production
at weapons. |t ia impossible to examine the problem of thr arms race in dapth if
we igno¢a any of those ® Irmentu.

At premunt the arms race in a rivalry in military technology, hased on
military research and development . There is a complicated circular relationship in
the rivalry between the great Powers, with each spurring on the other in research
and development for military purpoarm. That rela tionrhip is now dominated py the
fact that this research and development has acquired ita own dynamic in the
military field and has become the main driving force of the arms race. The fierce
competition to achieve technological ®  uporiority har become a qualitative factor of
the utmost importance. As Bdward Teller, the father of tha hydrogen bomb and
origiator of the star war8 concept, once said, "What counts is not the deveiopment
of weapons, but what goes on in research laboratories."

That is nothing new, of course. Since time immemorial, technology has played
a very active role in the arms race. But it is only during the four or more
decades since the rnd of the Second World war that research and development have
become a crucial factor in driving on the arms race. Its influence has spread to
amost all area8 of the usrms race, helping to blur the distinction between
conventional and non-conven tional weapons. Furthermore, it hes created new
problems in evaluating the arms race and making 1its dangers known to world public
opinion.

The arms race has continued its inexorable course. In spi te of small
auantitative changes, several specific matters related to rerearch ad development
have contributed to defining that course. First, there in the new fact to which |
have already referred = the growth of the military complex, the machinery for

research and development, which is closely linked to the arms race, and the
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introduction of the teahnologiaal impulse into that race. Secondly, tho whale area
of military sotence and technology is to a great extent hidden from public

opinion. 1Its achievements are kept mich more secret than the parallel advances in
¢ivil aclence rnd engineer ing. Military science and technology have a very low
level of transparency. Thirdly, the public 's ignorance with respect to the problem
is maintained by sugqestions f£rom official sonrces and the military establishment
that ﬂ:uqh queu tiona era ton coampleax for the public at large md rhould he kept in
the hands Of experts.

Public opinicn should be alerted to the role played by military research and
development In contemporacy soclety and to its close link with the arma race. The
teahnologiaal impetus to this rivalry must not he ancepted as a kind of
technaological determinism - an inevitable law of history. We do not need to ® rek
technological sul ut lona tO Our secur 4 *y problems . Wi th a sufficliently rational
approach md with political restraint and determination, military research and
development could be brought under control. The energy now put into means at
destruction could be ahannelled to iwet the socio-economic md cultural development
needs Of soclely in both rich and poor countries, 'The arms cace ia a human
croatjon. That is why it can and mut he elimisated by buman society, whose needs
give rise to the problems of conversion, to which that part or ths intecnational
community concerned with disarmament will have to give attention, md on which M
impovtant drafe resolution will. be introduced dur {ng the current session of the
General Assembly .

It is with vregard to nuclear weapons that we have seen Bome of the progress
that has given rise to the current optimiam, The agreements between the foviet
Union and the United States on the reduction of intermediate-range and
shor trr-tango nuclear weapons give reason for genuine hope . Although they are

really symbolic, given the arsenals of nuclear wezpons that both Powers possess and
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given the proliferation of much weapona in the world, the agreements open up a
significant crack in a wall that had aeemed impanetrable. Nevertheless, we murt
press forward in the strugqle for the total elimination of thin aberration. There,
an with other problems, all Member States have groat responsibilities, because ve
are all|l affected. Excluaivtt cluba are Not the heat places tO resolve di ff jcul ties
at fecting an ent! re society.

One prohlrm aauaing groat. concern is that c¢f international arms transfers, in
all ivo aspoctas. Last year the Genaral Assembly took a major step in this regard
when it adopted by an overwhelming majority, with no votes against, resolution
43/75 |, Nevertheless, tnat wan only a beginning, dealing with only part of the
ouestion - the overt or covert trade in conventional weapons.

The Moat recent armed conflicts give clear examples of the dangrr presented by
international arms fransfers, We have seen how so-called low-intensity warm have
provi ded luvrative and flourishing arms markets. That applies in those areas or
countries whore there have been warm or armed confrontations, such as Iran and
(raa, Angola, “ambodia, Ethiopia, lebanon, Mozambique and Central America, and
reginny where there have hean hostilities or where hostil ities could be renewed at
any moment, such as the Middle Eaet, nouthrrn Asia and the Far East. All thore
conflicts or areas of current or potential conflict have exacerbated the arms trade
Or the trade in military equipment of all types and have brought about an increase
in the third world'as total military expenditure to an eatimated figure of

$307 villion during the period 1980-1987.
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Until recently the majority of weaponr supplied through international channel.8
were conventional weapons. There were the baaic combat systems that were the
backbone of the war in the Pera ian Gulf and that s till fuel exis ting or latent
conflicts elsewhere in the world. In recent years, however, we have also seen the
appoacance in thore areas of weapons oOf increasing complexity that can no longer be
considerdd conventional - for example, medium- and long-rangs missiles, long-range
combat aircraft, an ti-rubmarine or an ti-air missiles and chemical weaponr. At the
same time, international transters of advanced military technology have increased
to an alarming degree and regional conflicta have in turn tended to increase in
scope and intensity. The war in the Persian Gulf has also shown how the escalation
in non-conventional weaponry in the third world is beginning to threaten civilian
population8 far from the hattlefieldr.

Am a recent rtudy pointed out, such international weapcas transfers have
become extremely dangerous hecause they have made it poaaible for three, alarming
military trends to converges the accumulation of large remerves at conventional
weapons in highly militarized States in areas of potential conflict) the growing
proliferation of technology for missiles, chemical weapon8 and nuclear weaponsj; and
the increasing acyuisi tion by a numher of countries of complex carrier systems that
can transport highly destructive nuclear, chemical and conventional weapons wet
great distances. That convergence has created a military atmosphere of high risk
and great instability. For that reaeon, It is increasingly difficult to doubt that
a small, regional or even local conflict could turn into a global conflagration of
major proportions. The possihility is even greater if we consider that the large
supplies of conventional weapons now stockpiled in the arsenals of many third world
countries enable them to undertake combat operations in ever larger geoqraphical

areas, with higher levels of violence and destruction.
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All those factors make it obvious that the international tranafer of wespons
is closely related to arms proliferation in all its aspects., That link becones
more dangerous with every increase in transactiona and trade in non-conventional
weapons, including nuclear weapons. A number of third world countries have heen

able to aet up their own military industriea and even have the capabhility to

produce nuclear weapons thanks to the machinery of the arma trade, above all the
black and grey markets. The international community must therefore give closer
attention to this subject, particularly with reqgard to the trade in elements to be
ured for the production of nuclear weapons, medium- and long-range missilasa,
chemical weapons and other types of weapons Of maee destruction.

The militarization of outer apace is the most recent element in the arms
race. In the last two years we have seen a number of disturbing developments, hoth
in programmes Nnow under way and in technological advances. In the Soviet Union and
in the Uni tad States large suma of money ace still heinq spent on high-power and
long-r ange missiles, with implication8 for the anti-ballistic-missile Treaty and
strategic! arms reduction talks that are as yet unclear. Thers seems to he tacit
agreement that the moat effective uwe of outer apace for military purposes resides
in the application of satellite or anti-satellite technology.

However, of even greater concern is the deployment of military satellites
carrying nuclear reactors in Farth orbit. Of course, my country deeply admires the
achievemen ts ma& in the conquest of outer space, and especially thoae of wonderful
apacecraft such as VOYAGER and MAGALLANES that make it possihle to explore the
solar syatem and areas outside it. We also know that nuclear energy is at present
the mosat efficient and effective mean8 of powering spacecraft over great
distances. None the less, it seems to us that something different is at etake when

satellites bearing nuclear reactors are placed in Earth ornit.
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Considerable data is available demonstrating the dangers of orbiting
satell i tea ccarh ing to Earth. Wa had one such case only a short time ago, and
there have been reports that in at least two cases there ham been a loss of
communication or a need tO rescue a satellite that has loat orbit and threatens to
craah. It doer not take much thought to conclude that such anomaliea affect all
the inhabitants of our planet, and it ia for that reason that the General Aaaembly
rhould urqe the two super-Powers to take rtepa to eliminate that threat of
contamination and death hanging over us.

All of the items | have mentioned should form part of an agenda for the next
10 years. An we have raid hefore, the heat thing we could do as Members of the
United Nations is to fulfil thr Charter and take advantage of the present
relaxation of tension to adopt irreversible measurea in the field of disarmament.
Peace should not he the peace of the graveyard. On the contrary, it should he a
basis for effective thought and an impetus for us to demonstrate our genuine will
to achieve diearmament in order to reach higher goals in development.

Mz, CHOWDHURY (Bangl adeah) ¢+ Mr. Chairman, allow me to express the
happiness of the Bangladeeh delegation at your election and our confidence in your
leadership. Similarly, felicitations are due to the other officers of the
Commi t tee, who will doubtless provide any support you might require. We are also
pleased that we shall continue to profit from the profound wisdom of
Under-Secretary-General Yasushi Akashi and be assisted by the Committee’s astute
Secretary, Mr. Sohrah Kheradi.

| should he derelict in my responsihilities if T commenced my statement
without a word of praiae for Ambawaador Douglas Roche. He quided us with superb
skill laat year, He is not just Canada's boast - he is the pride of all his

friends as well.
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We met on a matrix of hope, The recent understandings between the
super-Powers have provided our work with a backdrop knitted with confidence. Theme
have enqendered a new @®  pirit of relaxation naver experienced aince the Second World
War. We welcome the resulta of the Wyoming meetings and the war ious initiatives
recently launched by the Uni ted States and the Soviet Un ion. Many a contemporary
conflict is nearing resol ution. Thin ham created an opportunity that must be
seized upon. Care must he taken that the neo-détente doer not in any way result in
confiicts being pushed below central levels. We mumt almo be wary that theme
posi tive developments do not breed complacency. The price of peace, l[ike that Of
freedom, is ate rnal vigilance.

We may thim because the world atlll bristles with sutficient numbers of
nuclear warheads tOo obliterate civilization hundreds of times over. Even with
regard to oconventional weapons there exist8 today a formidable plethora of devices
for destruction. Over a trillion United State8 dollars are being mpent anmually on
arms procurement by Member Staten. There are some signs thmt theme figurer might
decline, but not enough to distract us from the relrntlemm purmuit of solution of
the problems that the arms build-up creates. The presence of mammive quantities of
armaments and their increaming sophistication enhance the probability of their
use. Any one of the many current conflicts could increase in magnitude and engulf

ua in a mighty conflagration.
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Thin astronomical expenditure for the stupendoua stockpiling of arms is
unethical. It is so because we live in a world where 40,000 children die of
mminutrition and disease every day. Tt is N0 hecause the total amount dishursed as
official davelopmant aesistance is less than 20 per cant of that spent on
weaponry. Tt is no because the cost for the total eradication of smallpox is less
than 33 per cent of the cost of a modern submarine, Perhapa, therefore, it is not
wrong to ark that we spend leas on arms and divert the balance to ameliorating the
sufferinga of the millions. We may debate the modalitiee, but we cannot queation
the need.

WCc are, understandably, not all agreed on how to go about achieving our
goam. This Committee provides us with a forum where we can exchange views, share
ideas and devise methods for narrowing the differences between us in the sphere of
dinarmament. We must mtrive to broaden international consensus on the
philosophical attitudes towards t h e issue. We s8hould undertake pragmatic
assessment of the objective situation and be future-oriented in identifying
porsible areas fOr forqing aqreements,

There is a saying in my part of the world:

“There is not much point in a flock of eheep passing resolutions in
favour of vegetarianism if the wolves remain of another opinion.”
Happily, this does not apply to the contemporary world scene, where there are no
sheep or wolves, hut only rational State actors.

We believe thare should be adequate concentration on nuclear disarmament,
which should have foremost priority, but at &he same time we must bear in mind that
there is a flip side to the coin, Attention ahould also he focused on measures for
the limitation and reduction of conventional armm, which have killed 20 million to

25 million people or more since the Second World war. Thin muet be pursued
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reaolutely within the framework Of progress towards general and complete
Aisarmament. We must, therefore, addreaa ouraelvta to there objectives.

All are aware that, for itself, Bangladtnh ha8 rejected the nuclear
alternative. We have, therefore, acceded to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear weapons (NPT). We hope to participate in the forthcoming Fourth Review
Conference of parties to the NPT. We hail the Treaty on the Elimination of
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles and firmly believe that future
progreas towarde nuclear disarmament is a cateaorical imperative for peace and
security. We support the call for zones of peace and all measures tending to
promote disarmament and prevent continuation of the armm race. We see the
acauisition of nuclear capability by Israel and South Africa as cause for great
conce tn. We are pleased that there is now an intellectual acceptance of the nerd
to cap not only horizontal but also vertical proliferation.

Bangladesh is among the States parties that have requested e conference to
convert the partial teat-ban Treaty into a comprehensive tent ban treaty because,
to our minds, that would narrow the arms competition by rendering impossible
further development of nuclear weapons., Even if aome States were to produce
first-generation fission weapons without adequate testing, they would be unlikely
to use them for fear of effective reprisals. There is now a scientific consensus
that laboratory simulation tents do not suffice to predict the effects of more
advanced nuclear weapona. Also, we believe, by their effective commitment to a
comprehensive teat ban, States would signal their willingness to abjure an arms
race. Thla single act would significantly reduce proliferzation.

Today, there is an upaurge of awareneaa of the conaequencar of pollution of
the atmorphere and degradation of nature. A comprehensive test-ban treaty would
satisfy the problems on many fronts. Adequate security assurances to non-nuclear

States would also diminish their propenaity to qo nuclear. This would help
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buttress the sense of security of small and weaker States. It waould also abviatt

any criticism that eome had ki cked the | adder behind them after havingclinbed
t hensel ves.

Today, conventional weapons are acquiring increasipg sophistication through
technol ogi cal advances. some precision-guided nunitions are able to strike exact
targets atenormous di stances. In terms of destructive power ang “kill
probability*, the differences betweentheseand some | owyield pyclear weapons are
peing reduced to an alarm nq deqree, W therefore be}ievetbat the naintenance of
Conventional capabilities in excess of the legitimate securjty needs of a State can
have destabilizing ranifications for the region and the globe. Wherever this is
the case, there should be reductions, Ina bal anced and eguitablenanner, so that,
while not effecting genuine security requirements, stability nmay be enhanced at
lower mlitary levels. In this respect, the acquisition of arms beyond perceived
needs woul d heighten suspi ci on and encourage the arnms race,

You will appreciate that, fora country in our geographical situation, an
outlet to the sea is inportant. W are therefore deeply comitted to the peaceful
uses of thegeaand its resources. Wefeel thatindiscrimnate naval build-up
tends-to spread apprehension, Therefore, mydel egation woul d urge restraint in
naval activities. This would mean that thecriteria for legitimte naval security
needs shouldbe carefully fornulated with a recognition of the principles of
wei ghtage in additional capabilities for weaker States. There is a need for a
mul til ateral agreement on the prevention of naval accidents. Al neasures nust be
in harmony Wi th, and not contrary to, the United Nations Convention on the Law O
the Sea.

Our abiding support for theinplenentation of the Declaration of the Indian
Ocean as a Zone of Peace is in pursuance of our commitnent to peaceful maritine

activities, Wefirnly Dbelieve thata conference on this matter should take place
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in Coiombo in July 1990,as schedul ed. ‘The Ad Hoc Conmittee should conclude its
preparatory work as early as possible.

Wth recjard to chem cal weapons, we are heartened by the progress in the
Conference on Disarnmament on the convention banning them These are horrendous
weapons of mass destruction, and their useis a sad reflection on the values and
et hi cs of our-age. France deserves t0 be praised forhosting the Conferetice ifi
Paris, in January this year. It was also thenthat Bangl adesh acceded to tha
Geneva Protocol of 1925. Australia is to becomrended for hol ding the
CGover nnent - I ndustry Conference |ast nonth, which denonstrates its interegt in
maki ng an effective contribution tothis £ield. VW& hope for early progress in this
spheres however, any neasures proposed ought not to place needl ess constraint on
the devel opment of peaceful chemical industry.

There shoul d be, inall céses, adequat e trar tparency among States and an
adeauat e exchange of data and information. This would hel p generate, inany-given
region and throughout the globe an anbi ence of trust. |[n confidence-building,
Europe has shown the path. It has cone a long way fromthe tine when the Trcian
priest Laocoon warned his conpatriots, who were rejoieing over the discovery of &
bar ge wooden horse beyond their city walls; "I fear Greeks, even when they bring
gifts." Such total nistrust, happily, no longer exists. |f States begin to have
greater confidence in the behaviour patterns of nei ghboura, the ensuing process
woul d vastly seduce tension in every region of the world.

In Belgrade recently, the |eaders of the Movement of Non- Al i gned Countries, of
vhich Bangladesh is a committed member, again stressed the central role and the
principal responsibility of the United Nations in the area of disarmanent. Nearly
all States in the world are represented in the United Nations. This body, With its
character of wuniversal representation, and its chief executive, the

Secretary~General, nust play an effective role in disarmanent matters. This
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recognition wan underscorad by all Membar States when they committed themselvas to
the Charter, wnich viewed the maiantenance of international peace and security aa
one of the principal purposes of the Unitad Nations. Moreover, this wan to be done
with the least diversion to armaments of the world's human and economic vesources,
The United Nations can, and indeed must, make an importent contribution to
encouraqging agreements and also to the antting up of verification procedures.

In this context, we would like to point out that the firat specisal sesasion of
the Generanl Assembly devoted (0 disarmament, that Magna “arta of disarmament, had
asked for a review of the membarship of the single multilateral negotiating forum
in disarmament matters, the Conference O N Disarmament in Geneva. The decision
thereafter t0 expand it would make the Conterenca On Disarmament more

- repressntative of the qlobal situation., Thiw expansion could be achieved over &
limited period of time, maintaining the balance of the Conference thus enhancing

its ability to function mote effectively.
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In the vltimate analysis, poverty ia as great a threat to peace as weaponry,
P& rhapa even a qreater one. By the year 2000 there will be aome 6 billien paoplr.
on our finite planet of limited rescurces, tnis Will vastly increase rocio-economic
prestures, It is development alone that can deter destahilization, All wars, it
has bhaeen kaid, are basically fought in order to obtain greater material resources.
As theme get scarcer, tha struggle will become fiercer, unless justice and eauity
remedy the gap. As President Hussain Muhammad Ershed arid at the second special
segsion of the General Asaembly devoted to disarmament,

"For the hungry billions of this world life has been one long period Of
suffering, undivided by =nasons., Thalr lifa is rendered immobile, inflexible,
unchanging, Their sorrows Will not ba in vain {# out of them we can build a
new world, a world where all will help to ameliorate the pains of those who

ruffar ao that the joy that foliows can be shared by all", (A/85=-12/PV,17,

.{:. lC)

We must endeavour to build such a world if! wC are to succeed in our hope of
digarmament, our quest for peace and our gou) Of Aevelopment. In this, given will
and determination, we cannnt fail. ©ur human race is capable of great
acn fevements., AR Sophocles observed (n Antiaone:

"Numberless sare tha world's wenders, but none nore wonderful than man.”

The meeting roae at 5,20 p.,m.




