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The meeting was called to order at 10.30 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. MAR'TYNOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russ lan)s The impact of scien ti fic and technological achievements on
international security is a problem that requires the international community(3
unflagging attention.

The possibilities inherent in today[$ scientific and technological progress
arouse qreat hope that that progress will help mankind solve many of it8 problems .
hut they also arouse fear that new discoveries and achievements could increasingly
threaten mankind 's security and survival. In this respect , the moat urgent issue
is the military application of the scientific and technological revolution. The
problem of aualitative changes in armaments, which hring them to an entirely new
Level, and of their implications for universal security takes on a new dimension,

The inner dynamic of the modern arms race has changed substantially over the
last few years. In terms simply of numbers, competition is receding into history,
owing, to a large extent, to the arms-control and disarmament efforts Of the
international community.

As experience shows, in the final. analysis, qualitative improvements in
weaponry fail to yield the most sought-after result - enhanced security. Thia is
corrohorated by authorl tativc, scholarly findings. For example, the Stockholm
International Peace Research Institute, in its analysis of expenditure on military
research and development - that analysis may he found in the Institutel3 Yearbook

for 1987 - concludes that it is highly unlikely that these efforts strengthen

security.
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(Mr. Martynov, Byelorussian SSR)

Moreover , developments in the field of military technology increasingly erode
strategic atability. The 38th Pugwaah Conference in 1988 noted that

(Much military research and development is counterproductive because it tends

to increase the deatructivenesa of weaponry, )rovoke countermeasures, and

undermine arms-control agreemento, as well an divert mater ial and human

resources from meeting real human needs."

A large number of other negative conseaquences could he included in the list.
The transfer of major decision-making and command-and-control functions to
artificial-intelligence syatems entails the risk of crisis situations getting out
of hand.

Emerging new warfare techniques, based on the development of the capabili ty to
make numeroue accurate strikes deep inside the [@nemyUlines, tend to blur the
die tinction between offence and de fence, thus undercutting the basis of today's
broadly accepted idea of military doctrines and armed-force structures that are
strictly defence-oriented. The intensive improvement Of weapons creates an
atmosphere of insecurity and a perception of threat, which, in turn, may help to
auatain, or even increase, tensions and, thus, have an adverse effect on
disarmament efforts and on current or future negotiations.

In thin connection, there 18 an increasingly urgent need to limit the military
application of new dlecoveries and of advances in the fields of science and

technology. We reiterate our support for the weil-known proposals on the

prevention of the use of scien tific and technological achievementa for the purpose
of developing new types and generations of weapons of mass destruction, both

nuclear and non-nuclear, as well as of new types and systems of conventional

armaments, particularly those with enhanced destructive capability.
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(Mr . Martynov, Byeloruasian SSR)

Urgent a teps must be taken to prevent the use of technology such as genetic
and ® |ectromagnetic systams in weaponry. Of course, agreementa banning the
devrlopmnt of weapons of these types will reauire appropriate and far-reaching
verification measures, The time has come for ua to reflect on measures that would
prevent the proliferation of missiles and missile technology.

It is neceasary al80 to examine the question of prohibiting the use of
battlefield lLaser weapons whoae function is to blind troops. Such a han might be
worked out either as an independent agreement or as a protocol to a convention on
inhumane weapons.

Naturally, there are areas in which the military application of science and
technology is capable of yielding positive remultss improved surveillance and
monitoring, verification, the safe destruction of arms that are being eliminated,
and so on. This, however, rhould not be regarded as obvb ting the need to place
under control the use of scientific and technological progress for the purpose of
upqrading weapons.

In our opinion, what in of key importance here in a preventive approach that
will enable us to coms to an agreement on ways of resolving the problem before jt
can get out of hand. Greater openness to0 has a positive role to play towardr
limiting the adverse impact of the military applications of scientific and
technical achievements on international security.

For many years now the Byeloruaaian SSR has been working towards having the
effort8 of States pooled as regards a particular aspect of thin area. | refer to
prevention of the emergence of new types and systems of weapons of masse
destruct ion. In this connection, resolutions sponsored by us have been adopted by

the General Assembly .
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(Mr. Mar tynov, Byelorussian SSR)

Thanks tO0 the apirit of co-operation and mutual compromise displayed by many

States at the forty-third session of the General Assembly laat year, resolution
43/72 - on the prohibition of the development and manufacture of now types Of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons - met with
near-consensus support. We regard thin an a new approach by Staten to complex
diearmament problem. We wirh to take thia opportunity to express our gratitude to
all delega tions involved in this process. It is our intention to continue to work
towards consensus on this important problem.

On the whole, after the third special session of the General Aerembly on
disarmament, States rtarted to pay much closer attention to the impact that the
military application of scientific and technical achievements may have on
international security. That is particularly gratifying to the Byelotusaian SSR a8
the sponsor of General Aerembly resolution 37/77 B = on renunciation of the ube of
new discoveries and scientific and technological achievements for military
purpose8 - adopted in 1982.

We believe that there is now an urgent need for a syatematic international
evaluation of the impact of scientif ic and technological achievement8 on
international secur i ty, no thnt timely recommendations may be worked out to prevent

the use of new technology in the production of weapons and to qgive the United

Nations adequate functions in this context.
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(Mr. Mar tynov, Byelorussian SSR)

That problem was the subject of General Assembly teeolution 43/77 A, sponsored
by India. The Byeloruerian SSR was a co-sponsor of that resolution and responded
to the Secretary-General[$ note on the issue (A/44/487/Add .1) .

In our opinion, the divergence of views on the impact of science and
technology on international securi ty emphasizes rather then obvia tes the need for
an expert and systematic consideration of the issue at the international level, aa
called for in resolution 43/77 A,

We also pbelieve that systematic international evaluation will become
increasingly topical as we advance along the path of disarmament, since the
emergence of new or upgraded means of warfare is likely to play an incteaeingly
destabilizing role againrt the background of dwindling military arsenals.

At the same time, we are convinced that measurer precluding the use of new
tochnologiee for the devrlopmnt of armr would promote peacef ul scientific and
technological progress and clear the way for openness and peaceful international
co-operation in advanced areas of science and technology for the cdevelopment and

economic and social progress of all nations.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation f rom Spanish) ¢+ | would like to express my

pl easure, as Chairman of the First Committee and also in my personal capacity, at
seeing among us Mra. Leticia Ramoa-Shahani, the representative of the Philippines
in the First Committee, who will he the next speaker.

Mrs. Ramos-Shahani is the Chairman of the Foreign Ralations Committee of the
Philippines Senate, md between 1981 and 1986 was United Nations Assistant
Secretary-General for Social Development and Humanitar lan Af fa ir 8.  She was also
Secretary-General of the World Conference to Review md Appraise the Achievements
of the United Nations Decade for Women, held at Nairobi in 1985. | now call on

Mrs. Ramos-Shahani.
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M:-s. RAMOS-SHAHANI (Philippines) 1 Allow me first of all, Sir, to

congratulate you on your unanimous election an Chairman of the First Committee.
These past weeks have indeed confi rmed to all of us your abilities as a skilled
diplomat md an authority on disarmament. | should also |ike to express my

personal pleasure at being aaaociated with you again after the years we were

together in Vienna and in your capacity as the Permanent Representative of your

country. | should also like, on this occasion, to extend the beat wisher of the
Philippines t0o Venezuela, with whom it shareas ties of hispanidad.

1989 is a year of commemorations - especially the bicentennial of the French
Revol ution, the seventy-fifth year since the inception of the First World War, and
the fiftieth year since the outbreak of the Second World War. 1789, 1914 and 1939

were years that remain in mankindl($ collective memory as_anni mirabili - years of

monumental events. Though each different in nature, all three events were

cataclysmic and led to new world ordere.

Yet our times will also perhaps go down in history as an important waterrhed.
Who would indeed have thought that such crises as the Iran-lrag war, Afghanistan
and Namihia, would be seeing the heginninge of a reaolution in our times after
decades of turmoils Today, we are seeing other conflicts winding down to possible
solutions, a8 in Central America and Kampuchea, In Eastern Europe, we are

witnessing the gradual re-establishment of pluraliem, in accordance with the will

of the peoples, in what waa previously a monolithic bloc.

Y et other events temper our optimism concerning the world situation. In
Lebanon, the tremendous suffering of the people continues unabated. |n Palestine,
people have been denied free expteeeion and self-determination, a den ial of which
the intifadah is but a manifestation. The hoatage crisis is merely a aymptom of

the impasse reached in the Middle East that hae led to that dilemma.
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(Mr 8. Ramos~-Shahani, Phil ippiner)

On a broader scene , we see the degradation of the environment, the threat of
AIDS, and overpopulation. Some developing oountries, including the Philippines,
are still reeling under the impact of the debt ecrisis, which to us is a form of
modern slavery.

When we turn to disarmament, we witness the double-edged trend present in the
wot Id today. On the one hand, we see the positive effects of an Improved
relationship between the two super-Powers. With the advent of such ideas as
petertroika and glasnost, as well as unilateral disarmament ini tiatives, it has
become possible to explore areas of co-operation and agreement. Thus we have seen
the Treaty on tte Elimination ¢£ Intermdiate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles -
INF Treaty = and the possibility of a 50 per cent cut in strategic offenrive
weapons.

On the other hand, we see continuing research in the Strategic Defenee
Initiative, the threat of non-observance of the Treaty on the Limitation of
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems, and the pursuit of the naval arms race. Continued
testing , se well as the developmmt and refinement of all kinds of weapons,
continue to take place. Chemical weapone are still employed and biological weapon8
still developed, while conventional weapons incteaee, become more sophisticated ,
and proliferate.

We are at a stage when we are setting the framework for the next century. In
1990, my delegation looks forward to the Fourth Review Conference of the parties to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, as well as to the proposal
for a conference to amend the partial test-ban Treaty. The latter move would make
a comprehanelve tast ban possible and would finally enable us to come closer to the

goal of abolishing all nuclear weapons by the year 2000.
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(Mrs. Ramos-Shahani, Philippines)

In the light of this, the Philippines delegation welcomes in principle the
serious consideration and further study of the proposal to abolish all military
bases outsaide territories of States by the year 2000 at the latest, a proposal made
by General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev on the understanding that all concerned will
respect the principles of non-intervention and the sovereignty of States. It would
thus be apptopt iate to make the 1990s the Third Disarmament Decade, as was proposed
last year md diecussed in the Disarmament Commission.

Significantly, 1998 will mark the hundredth year of Filipino emancipation
from, and culmination of our struggle against, a former colonial power on our
shores. The Philippine Government is thua seeking at present to review
arrangements for its defence and security in the twenty-first century.

Let it be said that the Philippines, situated a8 it, la so strategically in the
western Pacific and the South China Sea, sincerely wishes to contribute to the
present positive environment brought about by the rapprochement between the two
super-Powers and the progressive reaolution of certain crucuial regional conflicts.

Our region is now in search of new arrangements with which to approach the
twenty-f irst century. With our neighbour Australia in the South, we are actively
exploring the idea of a chemical-weapons-free zone in our region. We also advocate
better control of the flow of conventional weapons, bearing in mind that most wars

are carried on with those types of weapons.
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(M's. Ranps- Shahani, Philippines)

The Philippines is at present carrying out the goal stated in its
Constitution:

"... consistent with the national interest, the Philippines deternmnes to be

free of nuclear weapons in its territory".

Together with our Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASERN) nei ghbours,
we continue to study the idea of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South-East Asia and
the idea of a zone of peace, freedom and neutrality. At the tenth neeting of the
Asian Inter-Parliamentarians Union (AIPO in Manila, in August 1989, a resolution
of its General Assembly noted:

"that the eventual and orderly dismantling of all foreign nmilitary

facilities/bases and the renoval of nuclear weapons will greatly facilitate

the early realization of the establishnent of a zone of peace, freedom and
neutrality and the South-East Asia nuclear-weapon-free territory zone. The

Asian Inter-Parliamentarians Union neverthel ess acknow edged that a

declaration of neutrality alone cannot assure peace without the co-operation

of the Super-Powers".

In this connection, | should like to add that the Philippine Government will
very soon start talks with the United States Government as regards the military
bases Agreenent, the status of which is defined in our Constitution as follows:

"After the expiration in 1991 of the Agreenent between the Republic Of
the Philippines and the United States of America concerning nilitary Gases,
foreign mlitary bases, troops or facilities shall not he allowed in the

Phi |'i ppi nes except under a treaty duly concurred in by the Senate and, when

the Congress so resuires, ratified bya mpjority of the votes cast by the

people in a national referendumheld for that purpose, and recognized as a

treaty by the other contracting Party."
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(M's. Ramos~Shahani, Phili ppi nes)

Qur February 1986 revolution, which brought back democracy to our |and, came
barely in tinme to prevent the opening of a nuclear plant, which international
experts have deemed unsafe, indeed dangerous, to operate,

Shortly after, the tragic effect of nuclear spillover throughout the world

merely served to strengthen the anti-nuclear sentinment and the opposition in the

Phi li ppines towards the existence of nuclear weapons in the country.

Conscious of the dangers of nuclear warfare and of the need to maintain the
territorial integrity of the country, the Senate of the Philippines has passed a
bill which would

"ban the devel opment, manufacture, acquisition, testing, use or storage of

nucl ear weapons, in any part of the Philippine territory and would also ban

callsat Philippine ports or passage through Philippine waters by

nucl ear - powered ships or vessels capable of carrying nuclear weapons”.

In a steadily growing public awareness, the Filipino people continue to
manifest their will and articulate their attitude towards nuclear weapons. Various
nunicipalities, cities and even, synbolically, schools have declared that purpose
and have declared thenselves nuclear-free zones. In the Philippines, during the
traditional United Nations Disarmament Week in Cctober each year, films on
disarmament are tel evised, disarmanent posters shown in schools and public

bui | di ngs, and di sarmanent issues dramatised in schools and organizationswith such

activities as burying and burning toy weapons and toys which encourage war-like

mentalities.

Indeed, a legislative-Executive Bases Council has been formed by the
Phi | i ppi ne Government of which |, as head of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, am a metier, to study the alternative uses of foreign mlitary bases in

the Philippines, There is thus a wi despread public as well as government interest
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(Mrs. Ramos-Shahan i, Phil ippiner)

in the problem of conversion of them military facilities into economic enterprises

which would bring economic well-being, particularly employment, to our people, and

make the Philippines more competi tive among its neighbour6 in the Asia-Pacif ic
region. |n addition, alternative measure8 for regional and national security are

being studied.

The Philippines looks with favour on development8 in the Pacific, such as the
strengthening of the rédgime of the Treaty of Ratotonga. It lauds the efforts Of
the countries in thir region to live up to the letter and spirit of this accord.
The Philippines also wishes to encourage respect for the integrity of the
Constitution of the Republic of palau. Like its Philippine counterpart, the Palau

Constitution contains provisions which would make the country nuclear-free.

Turning west to the vital region of the Indian Ocean, we applaud the decision
undertaken by Pakietan, as stated by Prime Minister Benezir Bhutto, not to develop
nuclear weapons. We would hope that other countries in the region would also see
fit to make similar declarations, thue bringing to reality the possihility Of a
zone of peace in the Indian Ocean.

Thus far, the United Nation8 General Assembly has not been able to proceed
with plans for the international Conference on the Indian Ocean in 1990. We would
hope that the obstacles to this plan could be removed and that the Conference could
be called at the earliest possible date.

We have seen that positive developments in the field of disarmament, and
epecif ically nuclear disarmament , have come about as a result of the improved
relations between the two super-Powers. After the Treaty on the Elimination of
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, the next positive development could
be the real ization of the announced intention by the United States and the USSR to

cut strategic nuclear weapon8 by 50 per cent. The Philippine delegation hoper that
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(Mra, Ramos~-Shahani, Philippines)

the na ia and Pacific region will benefit from such an across-the-board cut,

especially in the area of naval armaments.

We may well recall that the proposal to achieve disarmament hy halting all
nuclear-weapon tests in all environments for all time was also viewed as heretical
at one time. Yet today it has achieved widespread currency. For this reason, some
41 countries, including the Philippines, have proposed that in 1990, before the
Fourth Review Conferrnce of the non-proliferation Treaty, a conference to amend the
partial teat-ban Treaty he held which would also ban nuclear weapons under ground
as well as in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water.

Cer tainly, modern methods of verification have advanced to a cbgree where it
will be possible to monitor all kinds of nuclear tests fully. The new era of

openness, as mmifested by the so-called open skies policy and frank admission Of

violations Of the anti-ballistic missile Treaty by one of its parties, the spirit
of co-operation of many nations in nuclear disarmament, md the novel intrusive
methods Of verification will all make it possible for us eventually to achieve a
comprehenaive test-ban treaty.

In this connection, my delegation recalls the proposal made by the Group of
Six = supported by such countries as Japan and Australia -~ for an international
system of manitoring and verification, drawing up the best available scientific and
technolcqgical sk il1s in the world. We would urge considers tion of this idea by

pertinent United Nations bodies as well as by the General Assenbly.
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(Mrs . Ramoa-Shahan i, Phil ippines)

While my delegation has spoken at length on nuclear weapons, we must not
forget that i is conventional and chemical weaponr which have caused the moat
suffering in all the wars mince the Second World War.

In January of this year the International Conference on Chemical weapons, held
In Paris, reatfirmed the need to put an effective ban on chemical weapons. It
urged the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva tO conclude its work on a treaty
which would ban the use of chemical weaponr. In September, the Government and
Industry Conference Against Chemical Weapons, held in Canharra, Auatralia, in which
nrarly 70 countries including the Philippines participated, was able to mobilize
support from the private industrial sector. Similarly, the Conference supported
thr view that work on the ma jot aubstantive issues in the Conference on Disarmamant
should he completed by 1990. We certainly hope that the last decade of this
century will witness the banishment of this terrible weapon from our arsenals.

Regrettably, even though there hasa been a biological-weapons Convention since
1972, countries continue to pursue biological-weapons programmes, on the grounds
that these are merely defensive. Until hiological weapons finally come under
civilian md international control, the world cannot be consi dered safe from this
modern scourge.

Similarly, control of the spread of conventional weapons needs our attention.
Such phenomena as the drug wars, the fuelling of internal rebellions, surrogate
wars and low-intensity conflicts cannot be separated from the proliferation of
conven t ional weapons.

Though the task may be gargantuan, a system must be found to control the flow
of convent ion a weapons. At the very least, it must be possible to show and
publicize which countries profit moat from the production and export of
conventional weapons and thus be answerable to the in terns tional community for

their actions.
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(Mrs. Ramos~Shahani, Philippine:)

Ultimately , we see that a local conflict, exacerba ted by in terna tional
intereats, cannot be solved ny one country alone but through the ouv-operation of
all countr ies involved. We have seen that conflicta were abated in such places as
Iran-lraqg and Namibia when it was decided to atop the flow of arms to those
places. In Central America, the halting of the supply of arms to the contrag8 and
the holding of t ree elections promises a way out of the present conflict .

Today, disarmament must be approached from a di fferent perapective.
Disarmament cannot be separated from the other concernr which occupy us at this
time. The international debt crisis, for instance, cannot be considered without
also taking into account the enormous sums which have been &voted to the arms
race.

The human rights issue cannot he considered without also thinking that freedom
from nuclear weapons md from threats of annihilation by chemical, biological and
conventional weapons - indeed the right to life itself - is a fundamental human
right.

Concern for the environment cannot be separated from the fact that nuclear
weapons constitute the greateet threat to it and that even now problemr regarding
locating nuclear weapons and disposing of their residues are also a major
environmeantal concern.

Disarmament therefore can only be considered within the total context of
security for the whole planet and for all generations to come, Hence we see that
disarmament is but a thread in the web of iassues that preoccupy nation-States in
this age.

Let me conclude with two quotationas first, "Those who cannot think of a

future are doomed to not having one"s second, (We must think of the Earth not as
something we have inherited from our forefathers but as romething we have borrowed

from our grandchildren.”
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Mr. HOU Znhitong (Chinna) (interpretation from Chinese): The queation of

banning chemical weapons haa arcuse® great intereat at the current sesaion of the
General Assembly. Thr Chinere deleqation also wishes to prerent its views on the
ques tion.

It is an important objective of Chinal8 foreign policy of peace and a
consistent stand of the Chinese Government to atrive for thr complete prohibition
and thorough destruction of chemical weapons at an early date throughout the world
so that mankind can be freed, once and for all, from the harm and threat of this
barbarous weapon of mass-deatruction,

China ia a non-chemical-weapon State. It does not posseas or produce chemical
weapons , hot doer it export chemical to he used for manufacturing chemical
weapons. The Chinese people themmelves were vVictim8 of such weapons in the past.
Even now, chemical weapon8 left by foreign troops in times of war are atill found
from time to time on Chinere soil. Therefore, the Chinere people intensely detest
chemical weapons md hope the same disaster will not befall the people of other
countr lee. They are determined to make their own contributions in hringing about a
world *ree of chemical weapons at an early da te.

Chins has always attached great importance to, and taken an active part in,
relevant multilateral international deliheratione end the neqotiations for a
chemical weapons convention at the Conferancs on Disarmament, in Geneva. Weare
firmly opposed to both the use and tho proliferation of chemical weapona, and have
peraiated in striving for the early conclusion of a convention on a glohal han of
chemical weapone, because this will he the moat effective way completely o
prohibit and thoroughly eradicate such weapona. Like the Chineae Government, the
Chinese people from all walk8 of life, including the chemical industry, give

unreserved support to the early realization of the onjective of eliminating

chemical weapons.
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Witn the positive developments and changes in the international situation,
this year will 90 down as a year of highly animated international activity and
auspicious momentum on the ques tion of banning chemical weapons.

The 1925 Geneva Protocol banning the use of chemical weapons is an
international legal document of major current significance. But ita authority has
been challenged hy the freauent use Of such weaponr. Furthermore, the recent
modernization, stockpiling ad Use of chemical weapons ha8 aroused the grave
concern of the international community. It was under there circumstances that a
high-level international conference on thr banning of the use of chemical weapons
was held last January in Paris, at France's initiative, The Chinese delegation,
led by the Foreign Minister, actively participated in the conferencel® work. The
conference adopted a Final Declaration on reaffirming the effectiveness of the
Geneva Protocol, p.umoting negotiations for a chemical weapons convention and
banning the use of such weapons, which was enthusiastically received by the
international community. This undoubtedly cons ti tutor a poworf ul poli tical push
for the multilateral international efforts toward8 a chemical weapons ban.

The early conclun ion of a chemical weapons convention ad i ta implementa tion
require close co-operation and co-ordination from the chemical industries of ali
countries. Not long ago, at the initiative of Auatralia, the Government-Indum try
Conference againnt Chemical Weapons was held in Canberra. At the Conferonce were
thr representative8 of the Chinese Government ad chemical industry . Governmant
representatives and representatives from chemical indnstries met and consulted with
each other on ways to ban chemica weapons. This was indeed very helpful for

realizing the objective of prohibiting chemical weapons.



MLT/pt A/C.1/44/PV. 18
21

(Mr. Hou 2hitong, China)

We wish to expresa our appreciation to Fr ance and Austral ia for their
initiatives and contrihutiona.

The United Nation8 General Assembly, i ta Fi rnt Commi ttea and the Di aarmament
Cammiaaion have alwayr regarded the queation of hanning chemical weapons as one ot
their priority items Cor drliheration. Many countries have advanced positive
proposals and propoai t ifona in thi a respe ct. The Security Counc il and the
Secretary-General have also taken some positive stepa on the hanning of chemical
weapons. At the same time, progress has horn made in some req ional and bilateral
efforts. Particularly in recent years, the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva has
clearly quickened and deepened its nrqgotia tinq process for a convention on the
comprehensive han of chemical weapons. Under the cha irmanship of Ambassador Morel,
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons haa done a lot of work and makes s teady
progresa. Their efforta deserve our camnendation.

All thir eloquently tea tif iea tOo the urqgency of a comprehensive ban on
chemical weapons and to the firm determination of the international community
thoroughly to eliminate thoae weapons. Actively auppor tive, the Chinese delega tion
has participated in thene activitias with a constru:tive approach, and has made itS
own efforts. We are pleased with the encouraging momentum that has emerged, and
W ish tO expreas our apprecia tion to al 1 the ocountr ies which have participated in
those activities for their posi tive contrihu tions.

We must not ignore the fact that there atill remain asome neqntive factors in
tnterna tional rela tiona, and the causes of tena ion and conflict are yet to be
removed. \World peace and secur { ty continue ta face a number of threa ts. Mankind
still 1ives in the ahadow of chemical warfare. The menace comes mainly from the
huge modern chumical arasenals in the possession of a few bhig Powera. What 18 more
ominous, they are ntepping up the development anA mass production of a new

generation of chemical weapons. This has undauhtedly made it more difficult to han
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chemical weapons. |t is obvious that the countries posseassing the largest chemical
arsenala ahould bear a special reaponsibility for banning chemical weapons. |t has
bean notrd lately that they have again made soms atatements of intent and put
forward some propoaals and propoaitiona. However , what people would rather see is
genuine and concrete actions from them, expacting thore countries to dertroy their
existing chemical weapon8 and atop the production and development of those weapons
aoon no as tc facilitate the conclusion of an international convention on a total
ban of chemical weapons, In this respect, ar the international community will
agree, One practical action is better than a dozen fine statements.

The ancient Roman jurists once declared, Armis bella non venenia qeri, that

is, (War is to he waged with weapons, not with poisoen"., Both history and reality
have demonstrated that mankind needs neither poison nor the use of poison an a
woapon, s till leas a war Cought with chemical weapons. The complete elimination of
chemical weapons and the eatabliahment of a world free of such weapon8 has become
an imperative of our times. Any formula that is designed to solve only a part of
this prohlem can hardly free mankind from its harm and threat, Only the early
concluaion of a convention on the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of
chemical weapons can enaure the most fundamental way for the eradication Of this
threaty and only in this way can the problems of proliferation and the uae of
chemical weapons he resolved. |t ia China'a sincere hope that a global,
comprehensive, verif iahle, juat and reasonable international convention will he
concluded at the earliest possihle date,

Pending the concl uaion of such a convention, we maintain that all
chemical-weapon ftates should undertake not to use such weapons. A || countries
that have the ability to produce chemical weapon8 should pledge not to engage in

the development, product ion and transfer of chemical weapons. This will help move
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forward the process of negotiation for an international convention on chemical
weapons at the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva.

The conven tion on chemical weapons, in our view, rhould aim primarily at .
complete prohibition and destruction of eniating chemical weapons and their
production facilities md at ways to ensure against the manufacture of new chemical
weapons. To enrure the authority and effectiveness of that convention, we have
conaistently advocated the stipulation of strict, effective, reasonable md
practicable measures of verification, including challenge inspection. At the same
time, as explicitly stated in the principle of verification adopted by consensus at
the Diearmament Commission ¢+ [tared should he [@aken to avoid abuses"y and it is
necessary to "avoid unduly interfering with the internal affairs of States parties
or other States, or jeopardizing their economic, technological and social
development "y md verification should be [without discriminationdand [All States
have eaqual rights to participate in the proceau of international verification of

agreements t0o which they are parties(] (A/5-15/3, p. 45). It is therefore

understandable that the developing countries, while undertaking obligations to
accept verification, aek that they enjoy equal rights to participate in
verification, as well as access to the capacity and means for exercising such
rights.

As verification touches directly on the sovereignty, internal affairs,
security and economic rights and interests of all countries, a serious and earnest
attitude is needed in order to handle this question properly. 211 parties are
urged to seek a fair, reasonable and balanced solution through extensive
consul tations.

The task of a comprehenaive ban on chemical weapons, which we have set out to

fulfil, is a formidable one. We have already made some headway, but are still
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faced with some complicated problems. However, we are convinced that, in the
present favourable international situation, so long as all countries have the
political will md demonstrate good faith and a strong sense of responaibility, we
shall be able to realize this objective, The Chinese delegation will, as always,
join all the otner delegations in a continued and persistent endeavour for the
early attainment of this noble objective.

Mr. TAIANA (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) «+ We are very
pleaaed to see that the international community is continuing in its resolve to
follow the promising path of détente and of the search for understanding, a fact
which heralds the dawn of a new era in international relations.

The political rapprochement initiated by the major Powers has increased the
possibilities for co-operation between the two military alliances and has opened
the way for encouraging steps to be taken towards the solution of old conflicts in
different regions of the world.

The special dynamics of those developments have created such a rapid pace of
historic events that it is becoming particularly difficult to forecast forthcoming
events reliably, even in the short term. Nevertheless, countries are fully aware
that, as the changes become deeper, this new reall ty will continue to solidi fy and
become irreversible.

In a world facing an increasingly evident political, economic, social,
cultural and ecological interdependence, no nation can afford to remain

indifferent. On the contrary, it must act and speak its mind responsibly and in a

constructive spirit.



BHS /edd A C 1/44/PV.18
26

(M. Taiana, Argentina)

Deeply convinced of the validity of these ideas, Latin Anerica is striving to
formul ste concrete steps that would reflect the far-reaching trends that are
becom ng noticable in the international arena. Wthin the framework of the
i mportant sacrifices being made byour countries to inprove their econonmies and to
achieve better and more edifying standards of living for their peoples, they are,
in most cases, consolidating a healthy process of democratic renovation of their
govern men ts , while endeavouring to protect the human rights and individual freedons
of their citizens. Not only is the Republic of Argentina an active participant in
these processes of renewal, butit has also tried to contribute to the general
C imate of international detente. The steps that we have taken recently to bring
about a gradual solution to our differences with the United Kingdomare an eloguent
and concrete expression of the constructive spirit that inspires the actions of my
Gover nment

Inorder to make further progress it will be absolutely necessary for every
countryt 0 make contributions in which imagination and flexibility will be
appropriately blended with the necessary political will to produce concrete
results. The efforts being made, for exanple, at both the bilateral and the
multilateral level onnmatters of disarmanment and international security must
conpl ement and i nfluence each other in sucha way as to reinforce the process
| eadi ng to global under st andi ngs.

In this context, negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United States
on reduction of strategic weapons (START) have continued throughout the past year,
but apparently not at the samepace as when they first began. As we see it, none
of the difficulties advanced to justify that situation is insurnountable,

especially in view of the open and positive response given by both sides to the
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question of verification, proof of which is the successful inplementation of the
Treaty on the Elimination of |nternediate-Range and Shorter-Range M ssi | es.

We t heref ore wel come the matual conviction which resulted fromthe recent
neeting in Woning at the Foreign MnistersO |evel that the START process nust be
gi ven new momentum. However, we cannot fail to note that, were thatto happen,
even then the super-Powers woul d still possess trulyimpressive stockpiles. At the
same time, three other States which possess these weapons of massdestruction have
not yet joined the negotiating process towards achieving nucl ear disarmanent.

On the other hand, the lack of progress in respect of the reduction and
cessation of nuclear-weapon tests - a question that bears a direct relation to
nucl ear di sarmanent - conspires against the new clinate of aétente. The
international community is fully aware of the fact that if such tests continue,
nucl ear stockpiles will keep on expandi ng and new types of weapons and weapon
systenms will continue to bedevel oped. G ven these circumstances, we urge al |
St at es members of the Conference on Disarmament to put forth their bestefforts to
establish an appropriate framework for negotiations which wll allow progress
towards a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty.

The prevention of an arms race in outer. apace is another priority area both at
the bilateral and at the nultilateral negotiating level. Argentina has repeatedly
stated that outer space should bean arena for international co-operation dedicated
to the econonic, soc ial and cultural devel opnent of mankind. W do not in any way
deny the inportance of outer space for global stability and security. W recognise
that conmmuni cations, conmand and control, and early warning systems contribute to
mnimzing therisks resulting fromthe existence of massive stockpiles on Earth.
Neverthel ess, we firmy oppose the idea of military conpetition in outer space,the

devel opments and results of which are totally unforeseeable.
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On the bilateral level, while the United State8 and the Soviet Union have
decided, in an attempt to give momentum to the strategic arma process, tO put aside
their differences on space and deafence, which wa find positive, we are, at the sama
time, deeply concerned at the lack of progress towards stopping the continuing
militarization of outer space. For this reason, our country believe8 that the work
of the Conference on Disarmament, through its M Hoc Committee on the prevention of
an arms race in outer space, is of fundamental importance not only in bringing
positions closer together on controversial issues, but also in making progress in
concrete negotiations.

Furthermore, the central role and the primary rasponsibilty of the United
Na tions in the field of disarmament is nowhere more evident than in the matter of
the complete prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons. Multilateral
efforts, which have been carried out for over two decades, permit us to affirm
today that it will be possaible in the short term to conclude a universal,
non-discriminatory and effectively verifiable convention on the prohibition 0f the
development, product ion, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons and on their
destruction. However, in order to make that possible, it will be necessary for
States to translate into fact8 the political will that was expressed at the Paris
Conference of January this year and their practical will announced at the recent
Canberra Conference, namely, to conclude au soon an possible the negotiations on
the Conference on Disarmament.

The Ninth Conference of Heads of State or Government of the Movement of
Non-Aligned Countries recently held at Belgrade adpted a Declaration which once

again shows the will of the Movement to contribute to the procesa of détente. The

Declaration highlight8 the promiring events of the present time without
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disregarding the fact that situations persist which should be changed, Indeed, in
spite of the gradual reduction of tenasions on our planet, it is not yet a safe
place. However, there is the widtrpread belief and will that we should huild a

world hased on greater democratization in decision-making, which rhould entail

change8 in the political structures that were formed after tho Second World War.



PKB /ck A/C.1/44/PV.18
31

(Mr. Taiana, Argentina)

Solutions for the numerous problem8 of mankind cm only be found by tackling

it8 real causes and acting in a oconcerted way, Multilateraliam offers the means to

produce permanent ad ®  ffoctive anrwerr. The United Na tionr role in the peaceful

| settlement of disputes around the world is a clear demonstration of the

Organization's enormous potential in this and other fields. In an interdependent
world the security of some counttier cannot be achieved through the inaecurity of
others. The Uni ted Na tions is there fore the appropr iate forum in which to settle
differences and to strengthen area8 of agreement in order to huild a peaceful world,

Mr. NYAKYI (United Republic of Tanzan ia) | May | beg in by ® xprtrring my
delegation[$ appreciation in seeing you, Mr. Chairman, preside over the work of our
Commi ttte. Your election is a well-deserved recognition of your vart experience
and diplomatic skills demonstrated in the course of many year8 of participation in
disarmament negotiation8 and deliberations. | wish also t0O extend my
congratulations to the other members of the Bureau.

It 18 gratifying to note that the Committee is meeting once again at a time of
sustained momentum toward8 achieving the noble goals of disarmament, peace and
security. The commitfront demonstrated by the two major Powers - the United States
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics = in the last two year s in
def wing inttrna tional ten8 ion, and particularly their joint resolve to rid our
planet of nuclear weapons, needs to bo commended. The follow-up implementation ot
the INP Treaty is indeed a welcome development. We art equally gratified that the
leaders of the two Powers have announced before this body their plans and mutual
obligation8 fer the immediate destruction of their etocke of chemical weapons prior
to the conclusion of a multilateral treaty banning those weapons. At the same time
we welcome their readiness to cut their strategic weapona by 50 per cent, The

progress made in the Vienna talks on conventional forces in Europe is another

welcome development.
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While we welcome, these bilateral measurea we should not succumb to euphoria
and in the proceas |ore aight of our ultimate objective - namely, the achievement
of general and complete dinarmament. It ia no secret to anyone who ha8 closely

followed the current negotiation8 that the more the nuclear powers, particularly

the super-Powersa, talk about arm8 reduction and disarmament, the more they increase
and perfect their respective military capabilities, including nuclrar power.
Nuclear tests, whom main ohjective is to modernize md make theirnuclear ® [ MIS@D
more lethal, have to date continued unahated. The reports of the Secretary-General
before us on the notification8 of nuclrar tests received from some m.mhers bear
testimony to thia. The INF Treaty ha8 bheen tightly hailed by all peace-loving
nations and people8 around the world a8 a landmark for curbing the arm8 race. But
no sooner had the ink used to sign it dried than rome force8 were already planning
the modernization and updating of ®  xi8ting nuclear weapons not covered by the
Trea ty to Gompensate " for what thr Treaty seeks to eliminate. Above all, the
Treaty doea not require the United States or the Soviet Union to destcoy the
nuclear warheads that are carried by the mimsiles covered hy the INF Treaty,

In the ahmence of a comprehenaive agreement that requires the complete
elimination of all nuclear weapons, incl uding nuclear war heads , mankind will
con tinue to 1 ive under the shadow of a nuclear holocauat . The establishment of
secure peace requires the displuy of a new political thinking, a new approach end a
new sense Of realism regarding the issues Of war and peace. Albert Einstein
rightly obcerved that the "unleashed power of the atom nas changed everything save
our modes of thinking, and we thue drift towards unparall eled catastrophes”,

The cl inging to doctr ines such as nuclear deterrence of the nuclrar Power8
certainly diminishes tha fai t.h and hope which the international community may have

derived from the current wave of negotiations. The argument that nuclear
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deterrence has maintainad world peace aince the Second World War ia a fallacy which

has t0 be rejected an dangeroua. |t has heen said, and indeed it has not been
disputed by any partiea, that thr outhreak Oof a nuclear war - either by accident or
hy miscalculation - in thr prement state of armament would be disastrous for the
entire human race e inco there would be no rurvivorr. Thir underlines the
aignificance of the 198% super-Power doolaration that "a nuclear war cannot be won
and therefore rhould never be foughtl

Those W ho place conventional disarmament ON the same plane as nuclear
disarmament have more often arquad that aince 1945 all wara fought, including
regional and internal confl iCtr, hava bheen fought with conventional weapons. This
arqument , though valid in terms of events, does not make nuclaar weapons any
safer. Tha 1980 Un itrd Nationr Comprahanrive Study on Nu:lear Weapons olaar |y
revealed that technological advances hava made it porrihle tot one nuclear weapon
to release in one micro-rrcond mora energy than the total amount releaned *rom all
convent ional waapons in al warn in history .

Jonathan Schell, a well-known writer and campaigner for nuclaar disarmament,

in h 18 hook Tha Fate of tha Earth has descrihed nuclear weapons in these words:

"Theez bombs wWere built as 'weapona’ for War,0hut their significance qraatly
transcends war md all its causes and outcomea. They grew out of history, yet
they threaten to and hiatory. They were made hy men, yet they threaten to
annihilate man.O
This atatament if anything underscores tha urgent need for tho total elimination of
nuclear weapons. Nuclear disarmament therefora remains a high priority and should
not in any way be held hostage t0O conventional-weapons reduction Or halance.
A major rtep towards ridding the world of nuclear weapons and the catastrophic

consequences of their use is the halting of all nuclear teats. To seek t0o achieve
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tha orraation ot all nualaar teats for many of us |a the only logioal and feasible
wry al putting an and to tha development and atookpiling of nnw types of nuclear

arsenals. logic tellas us that without testing md modernizatior these weapons will

® vantually hecome obaolrte and useleas.

The conclusion of a comprehensive tart-ban treaty is the only popularly
accepted machanism whioh swill ultimately lard to the rorapping of stockpiled
nuolaar systems. |t was on tha basis of thia rtrong conviction that more than
40 nations, partiea to the 1963 partial teat-ban Treaty, including Tanzania, have
jointly oallad for an amendment confarence meeking to convert that Treaty into a
comprehenaive test-ban treaty. Tha recently concluded Belgrade Summit Of the
Non-Aligned Countrirr has given further ceadenoe to thin initiative hy ®  ndorning

the holding of ruoh a confaranoa an early as possible in 1990.
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It is regrazttable that aome Powers see the initaitive am a miaguided ® ffort.
We ark thoaa Powers it purauing a path towards self-extinction ia tha logical atep
towards preserving tha human cace.

The @  |uggirhnesa Of progress in the United Nationa multi lateral hodies
entrusted With the taak of deliherating and negotiating disarmament iaruca needs
special mantion here. AA much an the major Powers expesct tha tart of the world to

accept and endorse their hilataral arrangementn, thay have a correaponding

obligation to listen to and raapect tha views of the world community. The uni ted
Nationa provider us with a forum in which to fomter such co-opera tion in the
pursuit of international paaca and security where all Staten can be heard on an
equal basis. Tanzania, l1ike many others, haas more often than not atated that
progreas in bilateral negotiations should not in any way hinder progress in
multilatrcal bodies which repreaent the interesta of al.1 mankind.

My delegation ham raad the report of the United Nations Conference on
Disarmament - thr only single multilateral neqotiating hody = and that of the
United Nations Disarmament Commission, and we wore disappo inted by both.
Regrettably, negotiations on all nuclear disarmament i{tems listed on the agenda of
the Conference on Diearmament as priority items have to date not taken off the
ground in view of tho obatinate positiona of some of the nuclear Powers and their
all iea. The only area where Rome progreas is said t. have heen reqistered ia th e
neqgotiationa for a chemical weapons convention. Rut here again, the draft text of
the convention annaxad to the report of the Conference on Dimarmament in document
A/44/27 leaves much t0 he desired. The momentum qanerated at the Par in Conference
held in January this year did not apparently permeate through to the negotiation8
in Geneva as anticipated. It is obvious that behind the technical reasons advancad

is tha lack of truat and the necessary political will. |n the wake of
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technological advancea, the question of verification certainly no longer
conatitutes 5 major obastacle tO achieving a total ban of chemical weapons or a
nuclear-tart han for that matter.

Tha rtate of affaira in the United Nations Dirarmament Commiasion is equally
diaappoin ting . When introducing the Commission's report, the Charman candidly
atatad that lack of progreaa in that hody waa again a matter of political will on
the part of some member States. We have indeed witnessed the obstructive efforts
by aome influential members of thia body to frustrate progreaa on certain agenda
items which touch on their interests. One of theme is the iaaue of South African
nuclear-weapon capability. Owing to tha position of the Powers which have aasisted
South Africa to acquire its preaent nuclear capability, the Lisarmament Commiasion
ha8 been prevented for the lart 10 years from alerting the Security Council,
through tha General Assembly, of tha threat that will be pored to international
Peace and aeourity in the event tha racist, oppreaeive and aggreaaive régime in its
deaperation resorts to the use of nuclear weapons. Despi te several United Nations
reports and public ntatementa by leaders of the Pretoria régime that South Africa
has the capability to produce nuclear weapons if it so desires, theme countriee
have continued to shield the régime.

The _Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean is another auhaidiary body of the
General Assembly which has euffared several setbacks. In the history of the work
of the Committee, the same Powers that have blocked progreas in other multilateral
bodies have f r uatrated all efforts to convene an interns tional conference that
would enable implementation of tha 1971 Declaration on the Indian Ocean as a Zone
of Pence. The Indian Ocean con tinuee to hold potential for big-Power conflict. We
hope that in the new climate reason will prevail ao that the Conference can take

place in 1990, as scheduled by the Genaral Assembly.
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My delegation would therafore not aupport any move aimed at deleting any items

from the agenda of United Nations bodies for lack of progress or under the quise of
rationalizing the work of those bodies. What we should all aim at is the
strengthening of thoae bodiea and not erosion of their effectiveneae. |f there is
political determination to aae that these bodiee work, then nothing can stop us
from making progrera.

The non-proliferation Treaty has heen hailed hy many as the most important
multilateral legal instrument ever concluded in disarmament efforts. Some have
even gone further to suggest that the Treaty has greatly contributed to
international peace md stability.

The non-proliferation Treaty, as we all know, has cotta inly not stopped the
continual and massive growth in the number, size and variety of nuclear weapons in
the hands of the nuclear-weapon States. The Treaty certainly does not guarantee
the safety of tbe non-nuclear-weapon States nor does it guarantee that the nuclear
States will not use nuclear weapons againet each other, It has not prevented the
nuclear Powers from assisting countries outside the Treaty in the acquisition Of
military nuclear capability. The acaquisition by South Africa of nuclear capability
is a case in pouint.

The Treaty, in short, as many have rightly described it, [disarms the unarmed
and does not disarm the armedl] It is unrealistic to ask other na tions to exercise
restraint if there is no restraint among the nuclear Powers. |In order to ensure
universal acceptance and consequently the survival of the non-proll fera tion Treaty,
the nuclear Powers should demonstrate a serious commitment to the total elimination
at nuclear weapons. How are we to react to the appeals to accede to the

non-proliferation Treaty if the same Powers, while tying the hands of the inarmed



JwW/11 A/C.1/44/PV.18
39-40

(Mr. Nyakyi, United Republic
of Tanzani a

perpetuate their nuclear power nonopoly, Leaving the rest of the world at their
mercy? These are the considerations which Tanzania feels should be taken into

account when the Treaty comes up for a fourth review at the Geneva Conference next

year.

The prevention of the militarization of outer space calls for our collective
responsi bility, for outer space as a common heritage of mankind bel ongs to all o
us. We cannot therefore sit back as nere spectators when the survival of nankind
is increasingly put iato jeopardy. Tanzania therefore joins others in calling for
mul tilateral negotiations in this area and the conclusion of a nore binding |egal
réginme that woul d reduce and ultimately elimnate the risk of military

confrontation. Outer space should therefore be used for the benefit of all and not

for the destruction of humanity.

Today, in spite of arms reduction and disarmanent talks, the world has
continued to witness unpreced@~nted nassive expenditures on deadly weapons while the
majority of the world s population continues to live under conditions of abject
poverty, starvation and endem ¢ diseases. The urgent need to alleviate the plight
of these People and e achi eve sustainabl e devel opment through di sarnmanment measures
led to the convening of the historic Conference on the Relationship between
Di sarmanment and Development two years ago. The Conference, anong other things,

unani nousl y adopted a programme of action that was to serve as a blueprint in the

inplenentation of its objectives
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Regrettably, that Action Programme has yet to get off the ground. The report of
the Secretary-Ceneral (A 44/449) of 14 Septenber 1989, on the specific activities
undertaken to inplenment the Action Programme | eaves no doubt that mach renains to
be done. In their Declaration issued on the occasion of the fifth anniversary of
the launching of the Six-Nation Initiative, the members of the Initiative, in which
Tanzania participated, drew the attention of the international community to the
fact that:

"... disarmanment is not just about ceilings and conventions, warheads and

| aunchers, even treaties and resolutions. |t is about people and aboutthe

wast e of human and material resources now being devoted to weapons of mass

destruction. Poverty and hunger, disease and unenpl oynent stalk vast sections

of humanity. These are issues too urgenttoneglect." (A 44/318, p. 4)

This, indeed, is what should guide us in our endeavours to achieve general and
conpl ete disarnmanent.

In conclusion, let ne state that the neasures takenso far in the field of
disarmament, though linmted, have demonstrated that, given political determnation,
no problemis insurmountable. wehave no doubt that general and conplete
disarmament i S not only possiblet it is also the only rational choice. As my
Foreign Mnister, H's Excellency M. Benjanmin Mapa, stated before the General
Assembly on 4 Cctober this year:

"All nmen everywhere yearn for peace and their fate cannot be |eft exclusively

in the hands of a few countries, even though they be the most powerf ul.”

(A/44/PV. 20, p. 45)
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It is on this basis that we call for the strengthening of nultilateral approaches
to issues of peace and security for all mankind. | wish to assure you of ny

del egation’s full co-operation in this endeavour.

The neeting rose at ‘150am




