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The meet inq was  ca l led  to  order  a t  LO.15  a.m.

EXPBESSION  OF SYMPATHY TO THE ~VERtNENT AND PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish) : We have heard with qreat

distrese  and sorrow repor ts  of  the  ear thquake that  s t ruck the  c i ty  of  San Francisco

yes t erdav . I  am sure  that  I  voice  the  feelinqs of  the  Firs t  Commit tee  when I

express to  the  deleqation of  the  Uni ted Sta tes  of  America  our  sol idar i ty  wi th  the

people and Government of the United States, and I  extend our  s incere  condolences  to

the  vic t ims of  the  ear thquake.

AGENDA  ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

GENERAL DEI)ATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT  ITEMS

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish) : I  c a l l  first u p o n  t h e

current Chairman of the Conference on Disarmament, who will introduce the report of

t he  Confe rence  fo r  t h i s  yea r  t o  t he  F i r s t  Cotmni  t t e e .

Mr. BENHIMA (Morocco), President of the Conference on Disarmament

(interpretation from French) : I t  i s  a  p l ea su re  fo r  me  to  exp re s s  t o  you ,  S i r ,  on

my mn behalf and as current Chairman of the Conference on Disarmament, my warm

~nQraQlations  on your election as Chairman of the First Committee. Your ionq

diploma tic career, one that  has  been marked by important  funct ions  in  mul t i la tera l

Ai~lot~cv and  e spec i a l l y  j,n t he  f i e ld  o f  d i s a rmamen t , in wh ich your at. il ities  as an

able  neqcltiator  have been qreatlv apprecia ted, auqurs w e l l  f o r  t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  t h i s

impor  tan t Commi  ttee.

1 have asked to speak as (!halrman  of the Conference on Disarmament to

in  traduce  the  repor t  of  the  Conference  on i t s  1989 sess ion .  The repor t ,

document  m/956, is publ ished  as  Supplement  27  to  the  Official  Records  of  the

General Assembly, document A/44/27.

Chapter  IX of  the  repor t  covers  the  orqanization  of  work.  The Conference held

i ts  1989 sess ion f rom 7 February  to  27 Apri l  and f rom 13 June to  31 Auqust.  That
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chbptsr a l s o  contairre  a  summary  o f  d i f f e r e n t  issucrr  ur t h e  f i e l d ,  includim  the

a t t e n d a n c e  and pa r t i c i pa t i on  o f  metier  S t a t e s  in t he  work  o f  t he  Confe r ence ,  t he

aqenda and proqramme of work of the annual sees ion, the attendance and

par t ic ipat ion of  State8 not  metiers  of  the  Conference, the  expansion of  the

membership of the Conference and the improved and effective functioninq  of the

Conferenoe. I t  a lso covers measures  adopted by the  Conference  re la t inq to  the

financial eituation  of the United Nation6 and communications from non-qovernmental

orqanizat ions ,

The substant ive  work of  the  Conference  dur inq i t s  1989 sess ion ie the  subjeot

of  chap te r  I I I  o f  t he  r epor t . That  par t  of  the  repor t  l i s t s  the  documents  made

available to members. I t  summarizes t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  o f  t h e  C o n f e r e n c e  o n  t h e

v a r i o u s  q u e s t i o n s  b e f o r e  i t  a n d  t h e  p o s i t i o n s  e x p r e s s e d  b y  qroupe and  deleqations

on a l l  the  aqenda i tems.

At  the  1989 sess ion individual  consul ta t ions  were  held  on an  informal  bas is  by

the Chairman for the month of March, Ambassador Yamada  of Japan, with a vieW to

reechinq  a consensus on the term of the mandate of an ad hoc committee to be

es tabl ished .under aqenda i tem 1,  “Nuclear- tes t  ban”. subs tan t ial proqr es8 was

achieved in  those  consul ta t ions . Indeed, it  was pass ible to reduce cona fderablv

t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  amonq  deleqatiom  a n d  t o  harmnize waitions. Therefore, a8 noted

in  paraqraph  38 of  the  repor t ,  many metiers of  the  Conference expressed the  view

that such consultations should continue until  aqreement wae reached on a mandate

for the ad hoc committee,

For  i t s  par t ,  the  Ad Hoc Group of Scient i f ic  Exper ts  to  Consider  In ternat ional

Co-operat ive  Measures  to  Detect  and Ident i fy  Seismic  Events  COntiIWed ita

del iberat ions  on plans .  for  a  larqe-scale  exper  lment  knmn m the  Group of

Scientific Experts’ Technical Test (GSETT- 2)) aimed at tes tinq the PrOPOaed
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i n i t i a l  c o n c e p t s  fa a mclern  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  eeiamic data exchanqe evetem to  b e

establ ished within  the  f ramework of  a  nuclear- tes t -ban t reaty ,  in  accordance with

the ternre of reference qiven to the Ad Hoc Group In 1979.

Consultation8 also continued in the Conference on the procedures to be

followed in coneideration of aqenda item 2, “Cessat ion of  the  nuclear-arms race And

nUCleti3r  disarmament”  and aqenda i tem 3,  “Prevent ion of  nuclear  war ,  includinq  al l

r e l a t ed  ma t t e r s ” . Unfortunately , i t  was not possible to reach aqreement  on an

app rop r i a t e  s t r uc tu r e  for  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of  those  aqenda  items, The discuss ione

t h a t  t o o k  p l a c e  on t h o s e  subjecte, (LB w e l l  as t h e  discussions o n  t h e  s u b s t a n t i v e

i s s u e s  u n d e r  t h o s e  i t e m ,  a r e  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  r e l e v a n t  section8  o f  t he  *annua l

r epo r t .
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The his tor ic  consensus  achieved a t  the  Par is  Conference of States  Partiee to

the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and of other States concerned, held at the beqinninq  of

the  year ,  brouqht  about  a  major  breakthrouqh in  the  neqotiatione conducted  for a

decade now in the Conference on Diearmament with a view to concludinq  a convention

on prohib i t ion  of  the  development ,  product ion ,  a tookpi l inq  and use of al l  chemical

weapons and on their destruction. The succeaa of the Government-Industry

Conference aqa ins t Chemical Weapons, h e l d  r e c e n t l y  i n  C a n b e r r a ,  a n d  t h e  r e c e n t

atatementa  in  the  Genera l  Aaeembly,  especia l ly  the  s ta tements  made by the  two qreat

Powera,  warrant  h iqh hopea  tha t  the  neqotiatiorre  in  Geneva on the  draf t  convent ion

on chemical  weapons  wi l l  be  in tens i f ied .

The report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons ia contained in

paraqraph 87 of the Conference’s annual report. Appendix I  contairm the

preliminary structure of a Convention on chemical weapons and other relevant

documents. The documents  conta iner]  in  appendix  I I  ref lec t  the  resul ts  of  work

under taken on ques t ions  re la t inq  to  the  convent ion,  and th is  work wi l l  serve  a~ a

basis  for  the  future  work of  that  Ad Hoc Committee.

I  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  s t r e s s ,  i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  t h e t  t h e  w o r k  o n  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n ,  w o r k

presided over competently by Ambassador Pierre Morel  of France, will resume in

open-ended consultations from 28 November to 14 December, as well BB in a session

of limited duration of the Ad Hoc Committee, to be held from 16 January to

1 February 1990.

As iS r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  r e p o r t ,  t h e  C o n f e r e n c e  o n  Disarmamnt  a l s o  e s t a b l i s h e d

subs id i a ry  bodia t o  deal w i t h  t h e  f o l l o w i n q  a q e n d a  iteme: i tem 5: Prevent ion of

an arms race in outer space; i tem 6: E f f e c t i v e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  arranqements  t o

aBaure n o n - n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  Statee aga ins t  t he  uRe  o r  t h r ea t  o f  use o f  nuc l ea r

weapon; item 7: New types of weapons of mass destruction and new sys terrre of such
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weapons; radioloqical weaponat  and item 8: Compr  ahens ive proqramme of

disarmament. The deliberations of the Conference and of its Ad Hoc Committee on

the Prevent ion of  an Arms Pace in  Outer  Space are conta in& in  paraqraph 80 of  the

annual report. These deliberations par titular ly emphas ized the importance and

urgency of preventinq an arms race in outer space, espec la lly s ince a 11 deleqa  t ions

have declared thei r  readiness  to  work towarde the  a t ta inment  of  that  shared

objective. Towarda this end, the Ad Hoc Conunittee recommended in its conclusions,

conta ined in  paraqraph 78 of  i t s  repor t ,  tha t  the  Conference  on Disarmament

re-es tabl ish  the  Ad Hoc Commit tee  a t  the  beqinninq of  the  1990 sess ion,  and tha t  i t

qive i t  an  appropr ia te  mandate , tak inq  into  account  a l l  r e l evan t  f ac to r s ,  includinq

the work done by the Conunittee since 1985.

The repor t  of  the  Ad Hoc Commit tee  on effect ive  in ternat ional  arranqements to

assure non-nuclear-weapon States aqainst th 3 use or threat of use of nuclear

weapons is  conta ined in  par  aqraph 93 of  the  annual  repor t  of  the  Conference.  In

paraqraph 13 of its report, the Ad Hoc Committee recommends to the Conference that

ways and means should continue to be explored to overcome the difficulties

encountered  in  i t s  work  in  carryinq out  negot ia t ions  on  th is  queet ion . It was  a l so

aqreed  that  the Ad Hoc Commit tee  should  be rees tabl ished at  the beqinninq of  the

1990 8898 ion.

The Ad HOC Committee on Radioloqical  Weapons ,  whose  de l i be r a t i ons  a r e

r e f l ec t ed  i n  pa r aq raph  96  o f  t he  r epo r t , continued its work in two Con tact Groups.

Group A considered  the  ques t ion  of  the  prohibition  of radioloqical  weapons  in  the

t r a d i t i o n a l  s e n s e , and Group B considered the question of the prohibition of

at tacks  aqa ins t  nuc l ea r  f ac i l i t i e s . In the conclusions and recommendations that i t

adopted in  paraqraph 12 of  i t s  repor t , the Ad hoc Committee declares that the work- -

conducted in 1989 was useful in that i t  contributed to clar ifv and make more
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cmnciee  the  di f fe rent  approaahm with  reqard to  theee two impor tant  eubjeatr.  I t

al80 reoommended  that the Ad Hw Committee be re-eetabliehed at the beqinninq of

\
the 1990 aeeaion and that it draw upon the annex= to its report of 1989 aa a baeie

for its tuture work.

LafMy, the report of the Ad hoc Committee on the Cqrbensive Proqtamme ot

Disarmament ie contained in paragraph 100 of the report of the Conferenaet,  Dur inrl

1989, the Ad Hoo Conunittee aontinued  ita neqotiations  an this proqrame  with the

firm intention of? canpletinq the elaboration of the Proqrawne  tor its eubmiesion to

the General Aeee&ly at this cession. Althouqh rmwreee was achieved on aertain

aubjecte,  i t  was not  poreible  to reconcile difterenaee on other isnues, end it wa8

theretore impossible to aomplete the elaboration ot the proqramm this year. In

paraqraph 7 of ite report the Ad HOG Committee, bearins in mind the ternm  of its

mandate, aqreec!  to submit to the General Aaaembly the reaulte ot its work, and to

resume work with a view to reeolvinq the outstandinq  ireu4e  in the near future,

when circumetancee  were more conducive to makinq  proqrdse  in this regard.

By way of aonclueiar to this inttodcctian  to the report ot the ConLerence  on

Diearmannent,  I would like to emphaeize the excellent climate in which the 1989

eeeaiaa  was conducted, It is true that East-West detente and the dialogue that: ha@

been prcrvailinq in international  relat ions for some time, ae well  LYI the beqinninqe

of political settlement to many reqional aonflfcte, contributed greatly to the

eerenity ot the debates in the Conterence. A bolder pol itiaal w ill and a more

rOSOhte Spirit of  responsibility  alsO emerqed,  and  this wm a va luab le

oontribution on the part of all the metiers of the Conterence.

It L this tirmer commitment to the common cause of diearmament that made it

poeeible  for slow but s.teady proqrese  to be achieved under the ternm ot the mandate

of the Committee on the prohibition of nuclear w-pona. And i t  is t h a t  same

-------- _-._. -
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oownitment  that made it possible eubetantklly to improve the draft text of a

oonvention on chemical weapone. We hope that that. same commitment will make it

possible for the Conferenoe to proqreee in its efforts to aooanplieh  the mi8eion

riven it by the General Aeetily. The annual report of the Conference which I have

juet introduoed reflects the oolleotfve efforte  of the members of the Conference.

It ah30 refleate their  wil l  to succeed,  in spite of exietinq differences,  in

achieving a qraJinq harmonisation of our viewe on disarmament.

May the report br inq to the Firet Committee of the General Aaaembly elcrmente

that will enrich ita debat- and help in the adoption of reusolutiorEI  that will meet

the expectations of the international oomnunlty in the field of disarmament.

I would like my last word to be word8 of qratitude to all the members  of the

Conference on Diearmanmnt, the Chairmen of it8 Ad Hoc Comnitteee  and all of the

eecretar lat. Their unanimous support and their co-operatiar  were of qreat heir, to

me and facilitated mv task, especially that ever-difficult task of prepar inq the

annul 1 report of th 8 Conference.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanieh) I I thank the current

Prmldent of the Conference on Diearmament for introduoinq  the report of the

Conference.

Mr. LEHMAN (United Statee of America) : I wieh to express my qratitude,

Mr. Chairman, for your extension of condolence6 to the victim of the earthquake in

northern California. I eay this not 8 imply because that is my home  , but becaue e

your exprersia  of sympathy reflects the finest instincts of humanity. Aqain, I

thank you.

I also wish to conqratulate  you, Sir, on your election to the ohairmanahip  of

the Flret Ccmnittee. On behalf of the entire United States deleqation, I wish you

well ae YOU  lead UB throuqh a challenqinq and comprehensive  aqenda.
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The United Statm delegation  welooma this opportunity to rrhare vfW6 With

other deleqatione on the full ranqe of arm limitation and disarnramnt  Pmue8. We

hope to apand  oamon qround where eomemm oan be aohieved, and to understand

better the oonoerna  of other Me&et Statsa whm differences mat remain.
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The United Stabs of America is proud of its central role in achievinq

numerous historic agreements in behalf of arnrs  control and disarmament. The rapid

pace in recent rrpnths  continues to demonstrate stronq American leadership in this

revolutionary process. At the same time, we recoqnize that success has only been

possible because other parties to these neqotiations have been willinq  to work

towards resolution of differences on matters of qreat  importance. In par tizular  ,

the major nuclear Powers and their allies have set exampies in dealinq with global

and regional security problems which are worthy of emulation by all nations.

I

At the end of 2;s session, when each deleqation evaluates the siqnificance Of

/ the votes taken and statements made, let us recoqnize also that deeds are to be
I
1 weiqhed  more heavily than words. The time has come in the First Committee for all

nations to move beyond posturinq and polemics. There are hopeful sicfns in this

reoard. The talks between the United States and the Soviet Union on arnm control,

seclrrity  and human riqhts are more honest and serious than at any other time in the

past 45 years. Furthermore, the clear, more concise and more moderate declaration

of the ninth non-aligned summit , recently concluded in Belgrade, auqurs well for a

more constructive exchanqe  of views in the First Committee.

When President Bush returned to the United Nations last month to address the

General Assembly, he said that open and innovative measures can move disarmament

forward and also ease international tensions. As we carry out our work in the

First Committee,  let us search for those innovative and realistic ideas that can be

used to move disarmanmnt forward.

For the first time in many qenerations, the prospects for qenuine peace on a

global basis seem promisinq. Unfortunately, even as major proqress continues in

nwotiations between the United States and the Sr. *iet Union on nuclear weapons and

in negotiations between East and West on conventional armed forces in Europe,



WC. 1/44/W. 5
12

(Mr. Lehman, United States)

lonqstandinq disputes, and tensions that threaten the peace persist am>nq  Other

nations and in other reqions.

The time has oome for proqress  in the peace prooess  in the Middle East, in

Africa, in Asia - werywhere. The time has come to brinq the Treaty of Tlatelolmr

and its Protoools, fully into force. The txme  has oome for all nations to adhere

to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear weapons. The time has come for

an end to tolerance of any violations of the prohibitions of the 1925 Geneva

Protocol against chemical and bioloqical weapons use. Indeed, the time has come to

turn rhetoric on the reduction and elimination of chemical  weapons into bold

actions, such as President Bush has already denronstrated  the United States is

Prepared  to undertake unilaterally, bilaterally and multilaterally. Our work at

the United Nations  this fall can stimulate and qive impetm  to the broad,

innovative steps that are required by our times,

Fa all the people of the qlobe, arxs limitation and disarmament is s er iOuS

business, for it deals with fundantzntal  precepts of security, The first concern of

any prudent nation is to provide for its security. The United Nations Chart= and

customary international law recoqnize the right of all nations to defend thenmelves

from aggression. The riqht of states to join tbqether in arranqements  for their

collective security is also quaranteed.

The United States itself maintains’ a substantial defence establishment to

defend its Corm titu tion, its citizens and its allies. To the extent that the

threats to these vital int-Tests  can be reduced or eliminated through neqotiations

and positive unilateral i ztions, the United States stands ready to reduce or adi=t

its military capabilities accordingly. In a democratic society, such as we have in

the United States, where issues are debated openly and freely, we do not maintain
.

an excessive military capability. Our people would not support it and our Conqress
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would not fund it. The Amrrioan publio and the United Staten Conqrosr  owpeot OUI:

drfenoe polioy and our arm oontrol endeavours  to l orve tho mmm purpoaeu,  that ia,

b enhanoe OLI: reourity,  promote  peme and reduoe the burdene of armament, Thb in

turn rquirea  that we work toqether  with other nationr  in reekinq  these qoalr.

An l xoellent example of haw nationx with qreat differenom OM ncnterthelere

work -ether was provided by the reuent  Wyominq  minister ial meetinq.  The

diroueeione  brtween Merioan  Seoretary of State James Baka and Soviet Foreiqn

Minister Eduard Bhevardnadze  took plaoe in the hiqh oountry of the Amerioan Weet,

in the midet of olean air and ales water, T h e  e e t t i n q  wm most approdate~ The

dieoueeionr  olenred the way for a number  of additional aqreemnta  to be eiqned and

for the aompletion  of othere to be aooelerated. At the  Wyomim meetiql  iteelf, a

number of important new aqreemente  were oonoludrd.

Firet, an aqreement on advanoe notifiocrth  of etrateqio exeroixeu wax eiqned

that will further expend the use of the nuolear risk reduotion oentree aatablirhti

in 1987. This new aqreemetnt  aleo oomplementx  the aqreement on advanoe notification

of strateqio ballietio mieeile launoha,  eiqned last year, and the mileatone

agreement on the prevention of danqeroue  military aotivitiee, rriqned  this year.

Secondly, Secretary Baker and Foreiqn Minister  Bhevardnadae  siqnad  a joint

statement on a uniform interpretation of rule8 of international law qoverninq

innocent paeeaqe in the territorial sea, which should help reduoe  mieunderrtandinqe.

Thirdly, to further the oause of oonfldenoe-building,  prediotability  and

stability, the United Statee extended an invitation for a qroup of Soviet expert8

to visit ,two teaear& and teeting faoilitiee aesooiated with the United 8tatee

Strateqic Defence Initiative.
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Fourthly, in the same spirit, the two Minietere eiqnti an umbrella aqreament

on verifioation and otability propoeed by the Soviet Union in response  to President

Bu8h’s  init iative deriqna3 to expedite oonolurian  of  a rtrateqio-arme  rmhotion

treaty and to prwide arwter  oonfidenoe and rtability even prior to oonoluuion of

that tr-ty. In thir reqard,  the Unitd Btatea  hae propcad  a halt  to ballieti~

mieeile telemetry data denial, inoludinq enaryption; tha early l xohanqe of data1

early eatabliehment of on-cite  perimeter/portal monitorins  of mierile  production

faOilitiee#  danonatration  of mieeile taqqinq and ballirtia mireile warhmd

oountinq)  and an approaoh to the problem of rhort time-of-fliqht  submarine-launched

ball ie tio mire ileo.

In advanoe of the Foreiqn Minietere~ meetinq, Seoretary Baker announoed a new

United Shtea poeition on mobile land-baed  mierrilee. Subrequently , add1 tiona 1

elmenta of oommon qround on ver ifioation of mobile inter~ntinental  ballietio

mireilesi  were agreed whioh will help quide our neqotiatiotm in Qeneva. overa l l ,

dieoueaione  in  Wyominq prwided  ineiqht in to  a  number  of  diffioult queetione, but

important deta ile remain to be reeolved, and m/ experienoe  ll~l an arm oontrol

neqotiator has reinfotoed my appreciation of the axiom that indeed the devil ie in

the detaile. However, the United States and the Soviet Union have rmohed  a olmr

underetandinq that the time hse oome to br inq tho etrateqic arnm neqotiatione  to a

auaaeetaf ul cone lu0 ion, I can assure you that for itr part the United t3bte4I  ie

making cer ta in  tha t  the  proqrege acthieved  in  Wyominq  ie beinq t rans la ted  into

furthg action at the onqoinq neqotiatiorrs  in Geneva.
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The Wyominq  Foreiqn Minbtere’ meetinq fooueed  larqely on bilateral

neqctiationr, but the United States ie a Xwder  and an active participant in

orit ioal  multi lateral  neqotiatione a6 well .

The 16 member8 of the North Atlantic Treaty Orqaniration  (NAS.3)  and the seven

aenrbrr of the Warsaw Pact etarted new neqoti~4tiona  on oonventional force6 in

EurW on 9 Marah  of this year. The objective of that 23-nation neqotiation ie ti

e trenqthen stability and 8ec)ur  ity in Europe throuqh the ee tabliehment of a a table

and secure balanoe of conventional forcee  at lcrwqr  levels. To achieve that

cbjeotive it will be neceeeary to eliminate dieparitiee prejudicial to stabilitY

and Security and to elFminate  the capability for launohinq eurpriee  attack and

initiatinq  larqerecale  offensive action.

On the first day of those neqotiatione, the Weet preeented  a proposal  for

eubrtantial  reductiorm in mil i tary quipment rquirinq  m,ch al l ianoe ryetern to

reduae ite holdinqa in Europe, from the Atlantic to the Urals, to 20,000 main

battle tank@, 16,500 art i l lery pieaee, and 28,000 armour& troop carriers. mo o f

thcee three ceilinqe have already been aareed to by the Eastern qroup of nationm.

Durinq the May 1969 Nato 8ummit, W-tern  alliance lmdere, at the initiative

of Pteeident Bush, aqreed to expand the Western propoeal to call for reducinq

levele of land-breed combat aircraft to 5,700 and land-baeed  oombat heliooptarr  to

1,900 in Europe for each aide, and for limitinq United 8tates and Soviet pereonnel

stationed in Europe outeide of their cwn national territorim  to 275,000 eer4-1. The

enhanoed NAm propoeal  also calls for the members of the two alliances to ccnclude

a treaty in six to  twelve  montha.

In order to expedite the achievement of that objective, the NATO aide recently

propoeed provieiona  on information exchanqe, verif ication and etabilizirrs  meaBureBI

and norrcircumvention. Those proposal8  have reeulted in a conprahemive  Weetern

propcaal  that provides a sound bae ie far a treaty on conventional force6 in
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Europe. The neqotia tionr are well under way. We look forward bo oontinued

Progreae  and to their prompt  oonolueion.

In addition  to the neqotiationrr  on conventional forces in Europe, there are

alro neqothtiolre in Vienna on oonfidenoe and seourity-buildinq  meaxurex- There

neqotiatione inoludr the neutral and norraliqned European Stater in addition to the

menbcr  of the two alllancer - a total of 35 nationa. The objective of thOa0

neqotiationq ie to reduce mirtrust  and mieunderetandinq about militarv capabilitier

and intention8 bv inoreaeinq  openneea  and predictabilitv  in the militarv

environment .

The Weetern  alliee havn presented in the 3S-nation  talk8 important proporals

reqardinq data exdranqe  and meaeuraii  to avaluate information. The Wert haa ala0

prwred holding a seminar cn military doctrine aa it applies ta atkual-foroe

deploy men tr . While detail8 remain to be worked out, all participenb  in the talk@

have aqreed both to convene the military doctrine eem)inar and to a oomrehenaive

inf orma  tian ex& anqe. Thoee neqotiatione  cn oonfidenocs  and eeourity-building

meaeureB are makinq  proqreee  towarda the objective art by President Bush  to lift

the veil of eecreoy from certain military aotiviti~ and thue contrikrte  to a more

stable Europe,

The win& 0: ohanqe that are blcwinq thtouqh Europa and beyond provide unique

opportunitim to l i f t  the veil  of secrecy and encouraqe  broader public

dieeemination  of information on disarmament and related international eecuritv

iesuee. In preeentinq  his open-akim  i n i t i a t i v e  this MIBV, President Sunh  w a n t e d

b build on the lonq-rtandinq weetern tradition of traneparency  with rmard to

fundamental military intentlone. He reooqnized the nw at titudee reqardinq

openneee on the part of the Eaet and eouqht to turn rhetorio into realitv. He

propwed that the Soviet Union and ite allia open their akim to reciprooal,

unarmed aerial eurveillance  fliqhte, conducted routinely. we welcome the positive
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rerponee of the Swiet Union end look forward to workinq out the details of an

-hekim rhime in the near future. The United State8 aleo made an open-lands

proposal  with a VIW to opening more of the territory  of the United Itat- and the

Soviet Union to diplcmmte of the rther nation, thue inoreaeinq  trarmparenoy.

Through the etrateqic rwiew he init iated earlier this year@ Preeident  Bush

hae clwrly eetabliehed  the basic direction of United State8 policy on ahemioal

WWpOM* The United Statee ie ccmnittd to pureuinq aqqreeeively the elimination

of ohemioal  W~BPO~S  from the Earth. The United State8 coneider the early

conolusion  and entry into force of a multilateral oonventicn tc be one of the

high-t  pr ioritiee for the international comrmunity and the means ti halt and

reverae the qraJinq rprW and use of thoee weapon of mace dem truotion.

In hi8 statement to the aeneral Amembly on 25 Beptember,  President Bush

propoeed several dramatic initiative aimed at etinulatinq epeoifio action on

chemicel-weapons  arnm control  and enerqiainq  the multilnteral  neqotiatione  in the

Conference on Diearmmment. We will be meetinq eocn with the Soviet Union to

discuss  how we miqht work out additional bilateral arranqementa for destroyinq tene

o f  thouaande o f  tone o f  ahemical weapon8 - which would include more than 80 Per

cent of the current United Btetee stockpile - etartinq nQw, in advance of the

conclueicn of a multilateral ban.

After a multilateral ban 18 wncluded,  which we hope will be acon, the United

8tatee ie prepared to destroy 98 per cent of its current etockpile in the f iret

eiqht yars, provided that the 8oviet Union joins the ban. That ie 8 iqnif ican tly

more than is celled for in the current rollinq text of the draft treaty under

negotiation in the Conference on Disarmament. And, in the subsequent two yeara, if

all nations capable of buildirrq  chemical weapon@  have become party to the

obnprehene ive chemical-weapons ban, the United State8 will have destroyed all of

iW chemical weapofm  and it8 ohemical-weapons  production faoilitiea.
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The United Statm and the Soviet Union reaffirmed at the Foreiqn Minietere’

meetinq in Wyominq, just two day6 before Preeident  Bush addrewod  the United

Nation last m o n t h ,  t h e  cbjeotive of  a  mul t i l a tera l  ban that  would  e l iminate  a l l

chemical wenpone. The memorandum of understandinq  aqreed  to in Wyominq  on a

bilateral verifioatian  experiment invclvi~  the ex&anqe  of data on Unit& Stitee

and Soviet Union chemical-wempona  etockpiles,  and vieits and inepectione of

chemical-weapona  rite8 to verify those data, should  add immediate further impetus

to thoee efforts.

Inorecleinq  international conoern about the proliferation of ohemical weapon6

and the urqent need  fa a qlobal ban resulted in two recent international

meetinqe - the  C o n f e r e n c e  on rextorinq  the  in ternat iona l  norm asainet

&emioal-weapons  use, held in Par ie in January of th irr year e and the

Government-Industry Conference aqainet Chunical  Weapone held in Canberra laat

month. The United Sta tee W(IB instrumental in br inqinq about both of those

oonferenoee  and pattioipated enerqetioally in both.

At the Paris Conferenoe, 149 Btatee reaffirmed their oomnitmemt  to the Geneva

Protoccl of 1925, endoreed neqotiaticne in the Confetenoe on Diearmament for a

qlobal  ohemioal-weapon8  ban, expreeeed  qrave aoncern about the proliferation Of

chemical weapone, and confirmed their eumort  for the Seoretary-General  in oarryinq

out his reepone.ibility for inveetiqatinq alleqed violatione of the Geneva Ptotccol.

Bubficrquently,  the qroup of qualified experta appointad by the

Secretary-General completed ita work on technical quidelinm  and procedure8 for

investiqation  of poeeible use of chemical and bioloqical or toxin w~pona  that may

constitute a violation of the I925 Generva  Protocol or other relevant tulm of

cuetomry international law. The United State8  deleqation welcomes the tepor t of

the qrcup of expert8 and will support its endoreement in an appropriate resolution.
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The Canberra Conferenoe  brouqht toqether for the firet time repreeentativcle  Of

1OUM 70 dovernmntf#, ae well a8 of the world’s ma jar chemical mmuiaoturera. The

world indwtry enbored a qlobul convcation banninq chemical weaporra  and announced

plane for voluntary aelf-requlaticn  to avoid t h e  mieuse of ohmicale.

On behalf of my Qwarnment  I want tc extend a special word of thank8 to both

Franoe and Australia  for the conatruotive role that they have played this past year

in hostinq  these import&M conference  and in prwidinq leadership to rwtore the

international norm aqainet  ohsmioal-wcwrpons  use and to promote a oomJPrdrerrsive  ban.

Far arm control measu;ea  to remain effective they require oontinued care and

attention. In this reqard it ie worth nctinq that the partlee ta the Treaty on the

NorrProliferation of Nuolear Weaporrr  will meet next year, just prior to the

forty-fifth eetwion of the General Aeeetilyr to reviw the operation of tha

Treaty, That will be an important event, beoauae the non-proliferation Trwty iS

an inoortcrnt undertakinq  that has served all metiers of the international oolanunity

well , The United Statm looks forward to a full and fair review of all of the

Ttssty’r  prwieione. We are confident that the partlee will aqain reaffirm the

role of the non-proliferation Treaty in helping to prevent nuclear proliferation,

in aeeietinq  the development  of peaceful urea of nuclear enerqy and in ccntributinq

to the eecurity  of all na tione, eepecially the norrnuolearreapon  States, some cf

which are located in the world~s  most troubled reqione.

I should  alao like to note that the parties tc the I.971 sea-bed Treaty

conducted a review of that Treaty last month and aqain confirmed that it wae

functioninq well and that IY) problems had arieen since the previous revicrw  in

1983. MV Government urges those States that have siqned the Treaty  but not yet

ratified it, and other non-partiee, to study the Final Declaration  of the recent

Review Conference and 9ive serious consideration to joininq the 82 Statee alrclady

particle to the Treaty.
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My Government oontinuee  to hold the vial that the euwesa  of am8 oontrol ia

dependent on oomplianoe with all. obligations. While arms-oontrol tr~tios and

other related measures etxmd on their awn, damape  to one aqreement brouqht on by a

lack of complianoe  oan have a negative effect on othera. That is cne rason  why so

many Stat- todr cn inter-t in restoring  the international  norm a9aimt the use

Of ohemioal  weapons represented by the 1925 Geneva Protocol, Violation of those

norma  hae hiqhliqhted the urqent need for conolusiar  of the neqotiatiom  on a

conOrehensive  chemical-wespons  ban. Carfidence  in the effeotiveneea of existinq

aqramenti  is an important part. of building the foundation for future aqr-mente.

Partiae to arnre-oontrol  treatia shou ld  welooms ver i f i ca t ion  of  the ir  aotivitiea  aft

an opportunity to demonstrate their full canplianoe, w i thout  l eav inq  rccm far anv

doubts. Only under those circumstances - full aonplianoe  demonstrated and

oonf irmed - are al l  partiee able to realise the ful l  benefits  of arms-limitatioh

and diearmament  meaauree.

The United States is partioipatinq in the onqoinq etudy  of the role of the

United Natiorm  in acme-control verifioation. It ia anticipated that the results  of

that 8 tudy will be available next year, pr inr to the forty-fifth seea ion of the

General Aseembly . Last year the United 8tatee delegation did not support the

relevant r esoluF.ion. My Government remains  opposed to the atabliehment  of qeneric

veriflcatian  machinery within the United Nations. The reeponeibilitiee for

verification of an aqteement rwt with the partlee thenmelvcle. Should the parties

call on the Secretary-General for amiatance,  however, ae~ wm the case in recent

inveetiqatione o f  chemical-weapone  use, i t  is  entirely apprmriate  for the United

Nation3 to play a role. However, fo r  its car t ,  the  Uni ted  Rtatee views such

actions aa ad hoc and exceptional, rather than the rule. Experts from the United

Stat- wil l  continue to participate actively and correttuctively  in the verif ication
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study, but they will not support recommendations for new verifiaation  maohineW in

the United Nations that is independent from existinq  or future disarmament treaties.

The Conference on Disarmament has continued its work In the pd Hoc Committee

rssponeible  for the coneideration of outer space arms-control issues of qlobal

interest. That work hats hem carried out on the basis of a non-neqotbtinq

menda te. For it8 part, the United Btates has sonducted  a careful analysis of

potenttl measura3  that miqht be feasible and desirable = the basis for

neqotiatinq  further multilateral arma-control aqreements that apply to outer

rpsce. However, we have neither identif led any appropriate measuree  to propose nor

Seen any proposals from others that we believe are feasible, desirable and

verifiable. The United Statee  deleqation is prepared to work for a realistic

General Aseetily  resolution on outer-space arms control, but it cannot accept  a

call for multilateral  neqotiatiorrs  when there is no agreement on the basis  foe such

neqotiations.

Similarly, my Government believes that qlobal eeourity interests would not be

served by entering in@ comprehensive nuclear-test-ban neqotiatione now, in advance

of other far-reachinq arms-limitation and disarmament meaautes  and while cur

security and that of our allies remain dependent on nuclear weapons. My Government

eharea the hopee of thcae  who yearn for a better world in which it would not be

necessary to maintain such a dependence on nuclear weapons. However, we must

temper our hopes with realiem and r ecoqnize that some demands, such es demands for

an early comprehens ive test-ban, in the absence of the neceaeary  conditions, are

unreslietic, Simply put, it would be irresponsible for the United States to forqo

nuclear testinq m lonq aa our security relies on nuclear weapom to provide

deterrence.

The United States deleqation will, haJever, support resolutions that place the

tee tinq ieeue in its proper context and offer encouraqement  to the bilateral Un! ted
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~Plaeione  for Peaceful Purpose8  and the Treaty on the Limitation of Underqround

Nuclear Weapon  Testtr, whie will permit effective vetificatian  of those  two

Treaties and lead to their ratification and  entry into force. I am pleased to

report that my Government believee that both of those important verification

PCoWole  should be oompleted and available for siqnature  by the time of next

year’s sumnit meeting bebeen President Bush and President Gorbaahw.

The agenda of the First Committee is full. Some might even oall it

werflawinq. It is reasonable for the world community to use the First Committee

to  gain an  overv iew,  on08 a  y e a r , of al l  that is  qoinc on in the f ield of  arw

limitation and disarmament. A t  the same time there is a question &s to how

effectively or wisely this limited amount of time is used. The United States

eupporta the recent efforte to streamline the work of the First Comittea  and make

it more efficient. Hcwever, further efforts are required.  The resolutions that

are adopted each autunm  in the First Committee dc not always convey an aoourate

Picture of what is happening, nor do they reflect the true priorities of the

in terna tional aqenda. Aqain, as I mentioned at the outset, there are  siqM of

qrester realiem. Indeed, there are 819~ of even further qrmt prcqrscre amcnq WI

major nuclear Powers and their allies, Hw many other nation cm deraonmtrate

comparable commitment to, and achievment  of, real reductions in arm and

tens ions?  Nau l a  t h e  time  for emh n a t i o n  to  move  beyond  easy worde about  pmCe

and towards concrete ach ievmnts enhanoinq  peace with both reqional  and slobal

nei9hhouta.

The United states deleqation will move ahead in this spirit, seekinq to make

innovative chanqee that are needed to make the work of the First Committee relevc

and productive and seek inq to enhance the aecut ity of everyone.
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from Russ ian) : The Byelorussia7  deleqation associate!3 itself with the

conqratulations  offered to you, ‘Sir , on your election to the important post of

Chairman of the First Committee. We hope that the work of the Committee will be

constructive and fruitful, and we are ready to make our contribution, in

co-operation with other deleqations.

We would like to express our condolences to the United States deleqation on

the earthquake which struck California.

In its statement today, the Byelorussian  SSR intends to discuss some problems

of nuclear disarrtlament. In characterizinq  the aqe we live in, we quite often call

it the nuclear aqe. And this term, unfortunately , is understood to mean not only

the peaceful, creative potential of nuclear enerqv, but also its traaic  Capacity

for mass destruction, with devastatinq consequences for our civilization.  That is

Why , of all the international security issues , we give special attenticm  to the

probless of nuclear disarmament. We are qratified that major positive chanqes have

occurred and are continuing  to occur in relations amorrq States. Confidence based,

inter alia, on mutual verification is becominq  increasingly crucial; moreover, the

predictability of acticrn is new qrowinq , and the defensive character of military

doctrines is beinq strengthened in practice. In a word, relations between major

political alliances are qrowire  more stable. In qeneral, it can be said that the

risk of a military conflict directly involvinq the qreat Paers has lessined.

However, we cannot fail to see that the process of reducincl the existinq

stockpiles of nuclear weapons is somewhat laqqinq behind the fundamentally new

developments that are taking place. In a sense, this can be explained, but it

still gives rise to leqitimate  concern and urqently calls for proqress  in nuclear

disarmament as the central element in the area of military security.
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Aa members are aware, the Soviet-United  St(rtee Treaty on the Elimination of

Intatmadiatedange  and Shorter-Range Mieeilee  - INF Treaty - ie being euooeeefully

implemented. I would like to point out that mieeiler are aleo being eliminated on

the tertitDry of the Byeloruor~~ian  SSR. It ie olear that the hietorio breakthrough

evidenoed by the conolueion ol! that Treaty mu& be built on. The Soviet-United

State0 blk8 OCI rtrategio offensive arm8 have a key role to play in  this. The

euooeee of there talke and the aohievement of 50 per cent reductions in

oorreapecnding  United States and Soviet nuclear arsenals would not only further the

nuolear disarmament prooeee but would aleo eiqnify, ae it were, the tranefoL!mtion

of thie new  quality of politics into a reduced quantity of arms. The road which

there negotia  tione seem to be taking now ie precisely the road that leads to an

early and balanced eolution of the complex probleme  facing the talk&

The logic of ooneietent nuclear diearmmment  preeuppoeee that it embraces all

nuolemr  States  and all categor ire of nuclear weapon6  without exception at

appropriate etagea. Plane tc, nrodernise taotioal mieeilea,  whioh in fact would put

them in a qualitatively different category, and, broadly epeaking, program8 for

building up and imrrowing other type8 of nuclear weapons that are now being

wnsidered or implemented, are inoompatible  with that logic. At iaeue here are the

modernisation of nuclear artillery, dual-capable aircraft, development of new

air-to-eur face mieeilee, the planned build-up of eea-baaed  nuclear eye teme in

European wa tere and the redeployment aoroaa the Atlantic of nuclear aircraft to

Europe. Should these plane and other programme8 for building up nuclear forces in

Europe be implemented, a thousand new nuclear systems would appear in Europe,

aystema  similar to those now being eliminated under the Soviet-United States INF

Treaty.
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We are oonvinoed that there ie now an urgent need for the early and

unconditional oomnrnoement  of negotiationr on taotioal nuolear ayateme.

cb the Committee la aware, the Swiet mien haa already taken unilateral  etgp0

to reduca  ita weapon6 in thie oategory  and ie prepared tn take further unilateral

ataps once negotlstionr  begin. In full oonformity with the impera tiverr of our

time, the WSR haa alao exaraieed politioal  reetraint by etating  that it ie not

mdernir ing I tr tao tioal nuolear mire ilee.

We hope that expanding the prooere  of nuolear diearmament  and progrear in the

Swiet-Wnibd States START negotiatione will oreate  a political and %tr8begiO
environment in which rmderniaation  of and a build-p in any nuclear  weapons

whatsoever will become eenaeleea. The Soviet-United States eummit  meeting due to

take place next year could play an important part in oreatiug euoh an environmnt.

Another inoreaa ingly important aepaot  of the nuolear problem ie the oeaaa tion

of production of weapone-grade  fieeionable  materials. Nero we mut pay a tribute

to the perspicacity of the General Aeeembly  and its N’iret  Committe@,  whioh for

yearll now has kept that problem within the purview of the world oomunity, with the

Canadian delegation playing a particularly active part. A truly unique and

favourable situation has now developed for the rvoiprooal ceeeation of the

production of f iaeionable mn ter iala. Thir opportunity must not be 1-t. The

Soviet Union has defined its paeitive attitude to that i&a and, in keeping with

the new thinking, hae this year launched unilateral meaaurea  to limit it8 own

production of weapons-grade fieeionable mater iale and la ready to oall a oomplete

halt to this kind of activity on the baeie of teciprcroity  with the United StatOe-

&J members  km8 soma time ago the United Stab8 aleo rhowed willingnea~  to

take euch a step. We believe it to be important for the present Ulited State8

Administration, aa part of ita in-depth foreign policy review, to reinetate that
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ureful element and take it favnurably  into aaoomt when oharting itr aourle for

praot ioa l  a&ion in  tbie f i e ld .

Mutual creation  of weapolre-grade nuolear materialo produotiorr  is another

nmjor etep that is feaeible within the oonbsxt of new agrermsntr outting Wtrd

S t a t e 8  a n d  S o v i e t  nuolmr arme  Qrametioally.  bkareover, i t  ia verifiablr~

oomplianoe with the relevant agreementa oan be verified uming  national toohnioal

means and On-Sib  inqmotiona,  drawing on the experienoe  of the Inbrnational

Atomio Energy Agenoy (IAEA)  l
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The complete  and etriotly verifiable termination of the produotiar Of

~isrianablm  materiala  would, by the way, be amonq the quaranteee  that nuolsar

w-pork0 would not re-rmerqe. Introduoinq a system of suarantws  aqainet  their

rcenwrqenoe in a futur 0 nuolear-f roe wor ld ie a aer ioua ohallrrrc(e,  and in th ie

oonneotion the dsleqath of the Byelorureian  88R reiteratcle  tha pro-al it  Put

forward at the third epeoial eeeeion ot the General Aeeetr&ly  devoted to

diearmement,  namely, that the United Nations Institute For Dirrrrnament  Reeeeroh

(WPDIR)  should oonduot a study of eaCequar&  aqainet the re-emerqenoq  of nuolwr

arm end 0th~ weapon8  ot mace  de8truoticn in a nuolear-tree world.

The dialoque on nuclear problem cannot ahirk the i88ue ot nualear

deterrenoe. IQe continue to believe that thi8 oonoept perpetuate8 nuolear terror

and,  in  the  f ina l  analysie,  deter8 nuolear dioarmnment. None the lee8 , 8 hoe the

oonoapt ie a n  eotive  t&otor i n  today’8  politioal  eituation a n d  loome w e r  t h e

nuolar diearmament  t a l k8  i t  miqht  be advieable  to  dieouae the  parameter8  to t  the

potmtial minimizatiar  of n u c l e a r  d e t e r r e n o e  80 (111 bo Faoilitate  proqraee towards

the qoale of diearmament, This qoul.8 be done at a meeting ot experti  from the

nualear Power8 and other State8 havfnq nuolear  weapon8 on their territory.

4ur Dlanet ie becomino an ever more Aanqerous place in wh ioh to live. Ran$Mnt

druq abuse, the danqeiOU8  pcwer  and aaqreseiveneee of! the druq cartele,  the

ttequent ou tb reak8  o f  i n t e rna t i ona l  terroriem,  a n d  t h e  danqer  o f  nuclear  and

chemical weapon8 prolitera  tion - all require a joint reeponee  trom all Btate8. The

realitiee ot today add a new and danqeroue  dimen ion: the 8prwd Of mi88 ile8 and

mice ile technoloqy . W-bat  i8 needed is a mu1 tfhteral meahani8m that would WI the

one hand rule out the proliteration of mieeilee  and, on the other,  profmte  pOacgfu1

co-operation in  the  explo i ta t ion  ot out* space.
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We rometimos  face a eituation  in whid? multilateral and bihttial  approaaher

to dimarmament  meaaurea  are set aqainet one another or are even mutually

0x0 lue ive. We believe that tirio ie wronq, and we are ~leaasad to Bee eiqnrr of

ohanqe for the better in attitudes to the oapabilitiee of the United Nation8 not

only in the field ot reqional oonfliota  but alao in the field OC dirarnrsment. We

are oonvinoed that bilateral and multilateral approaohea  are oomlarcbntary  and

mtually enriahinq. The banning at nuolearwuqm  teat8  b an area where a

oonC,ination  od thase apprawhea  ie urqently needed. While proqrese  in thr talks

botwsran  the Soviet Union and the United State@ hata hem mde, ths oontinuinq

inaotivity on the rubetanae of the ieaue at the Conferenoe on Dirarmmmnt  fe a

qreet l i a b i l i t y  .in m u l t i l a t e r a l  eftortr, Joint ettortrr  are needed to break the

deadlook and to ooneider in earnest the poelribility  ot tranrtorminq the 1963 ~oeoaw

Treaty banninq nuolear teeta in the three environmenta into an inatrummt totally

berm inq nuolmr-weapon tea &.

We reooqnire  that the United Nati.one  haa a epeoitio  and indiepeneable role to

play in many important diearmment  ieeucre oonoerninq which our oommunftv,  MI a

unique multilateral body, has treat praotioal potential. Thie inoludee the

adoption of meataura  to prevent nuolecre  war. I t  i8 obvio~2 t h a t  a  integrate

Vtem Ot such meaauree  will be needed in the future, and ndw is the time to put in

plaoe the international leqal and ma ter’ial elementa  ot euch a aye tern.

iQe believe it  to be advleable to etart tranelatinq into praotioal  aotion the

propoaale  - partioularly  those at the SeoretaryGeneral  - to ret up a multilateral

n&ear and war risk reduotion oentre, and ultimately a ayetern  ot suoh oentrcrsl,

inoludinq reqional once. Step i n  thin diteotion  a r e  alreadv beinq t a k e n .  I refer

mainly  to the eetabliahment  in the USSR and the United States, pursuant  to the
.

relevant agreement, of nuclear risk reduotion centree whose  tunotlone are likely to

be expanded  in thet tu tur e.
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A nbl and heartenirq aoaompliohment  is the Swiet-Amerioar,  aqrQemmt

Pr-ntinq danseroua military aotiviti8e, whioh was uiqned durinq the vis i t  ot ths

Chairman ot the Joint Chiefe ot Staff ta the US$R  and will mter  inb tome in a

little more than bJo months. During that  vieit, the United 8tatee military ery#rta

aleo visited the Byelorueeian  mil i tary dirtriot.

The chhiled prop-al  Put f o r w a r d  bv the USSR  in  1988 on the eettinq \~p oc a

European reqional war risk prevention oentre was another important 8teP in the

riqht d i re&ion .

At thie eeeeion ot the General Aaeenbly,  the Soviet Union hae prapoafdd that

all nuolear Pauere  conolude  an aqreement on meanwee  to reduoe the riek of nuclear

war, Suah an aqr eement oould prw ide tor , i n t e r  alb, h o t l i n e a ,  linkinq the

0apital.a  ot  a l l  the  nuc lear  Pawere,  fo r  the  trarremieeion  of  urqent meeafiqea,

notifiaatione and requests for the speedy alar itioation of eituatione, and,

accordinqly, ta national nuclear rick reduotion centree  in Qrmt Britain, Frame

and China eimilar to those ot the USSR and the United Statea. Coneulta tions amonq

the permanent member6  of the Seaurity Counoil would, in our vlekl, provide an

apprapriate  torum tor dieoueeion  ot the ieeue ot drattinq an aqreement  on m8aeurea

to reduce the risk of nuolear  war .

Systematic endeavours to prevent nuolear war call tor oonaerted  ettorts  at all

l.evele  o f  interqovernmental  rela tione. B i l a t e r a l  meaeuree  ootiined w’ith national,

reqional and multilateral centree  that are to develop into a nuolear and war rick

reduction eyetern  are epecitic illuetratione  ot the need tor an orqanic ey~rbioeie of

bilateral  and mult i lateral  approaohea, Such a system incorporatinq  electronic

communicatfone could in tuture be used for early warnins  and the Prevention Of

crimes,  for verifyins aouorda  on diearmament, and eettlinq oonfliute.
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The Byelorueeim deleqatlcn moo aqain oalb on the international community to

initiate ~raotical eftorb tor the rettins  up ot auoh centrea,  to be shaped intio a

eyetern  that would represent an important ehift trom orieie diplomacy, which reaote

t0 drOWJtanoe8,  to Pr(Nentiv8 diplomaoy,  whioh shapes them. It la juet that kind

of imaqinativr and inteqrated  diplomacy that a Becure world really need@.

Mr. KFW0N  (United Kinqdom) I At the outBet,  Mr. Chairman, allaw me to

conqra tula to you on your eleotim tro your post,  YOW lonq exper ienoe and deep

knawladqe  Of the eubjeot of at1118 control and diearmarwnt  will be ot qrent

aeeietanoe  in quidim the work in thir Comnittee. my I aleo add  my deleqation~e

expreeeicrn of OOndOlenOO  to the United State8 d8leqRtiOn tot last niqht’e

earthquake in northern California.

.
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In our plenary debate on all the ditaarlwment  ibm an our aqcnda, it ia

LI~W~  to 1-k baok 011 the paet year and to pick out the prior ities tor further

8f fOrti in the year ahead. I n  renriewinq  1989, I  believe we OM 8aY t h a t  those

OPWrtunitiU3  tor proqraae that we identitied in our debate last year have been

viqorowrly  puxeued, the momen turn has beem maintained, and real proqreels hae been

achi8ved in mrrny key bilat8ra1,  reqional and multilateral arew, Measurable

proqret3a  is manitset tOwar&  the adrievement ot all thr 88 of the top-priority arme

C5OntrOl and diaarmsmnt  objeativea get by the British Government and ite alli in

1967. Thoes are the establishment ot stabil i ty  and aeourity at  laker lCYvel8  at

oonvsntional force6  by the elimination of diepar itiee in the whole of Europej  a 50

per omt reduction in the aitrateqio offenaiv8 nualear  weapone  of the Unit8d State8

and the Soviet Union; and the qlobal  elimination of chemical w6mspons.

Our f irrt ob jsctive r ela tm to oonv8n tional toroee in Europe. ‘IloS8theC  with

our partner8 in the Atlantic aliianoe , we are playinq  a tul l  part  in  the

neqotiationa on conventional armed forces (CFE) currently in their third round in

v ienna. The talks have qone remarkably well, better than many of us had thouqht

poeeiblo, and in a eerioue  and workmarrlike atmosphere. Thouqh  the neqotiationa

are 18~1  than eiqht months old, a COneider& m(waure of aqreement  has already

emerq8d. Both eidee are aqree3 on the oateqories of forccre  to be cover8d, and that

th8 conventional iealance  should be addreRa8d  throuqh equal oolleotive  oeilinqe

b8b88.n th8 two Slliancee in th088 weapana Byeterns  r818v8tnt  to SurPKie8  attaok and

larqe-scale  offeneive  action, toqether with limits on the torcee of individual

participants and on those stationecl  OUtaid8 national territory.

The CFE neqotiatione  Provide a renewed opportunity to address the key

qu@a tfOn6 at th8 heart Of EUrop8M  8eCUrity, notably th8 ma0B ive oonven tional

W.WriOritY  Of th8 Ware&d Pact. We ar 8 encour aqed by the r~din8IIUS  ot the SOV iet
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Union and its Warsaw Pact partners unilaterally to reduce their armed forces. We

welcome the cuts announced over the past year as useful first steps towards

redressinq the conventional disparities in Europe, which the proposals submitted by

the alliance in Vienna are desiqned to eliminate. As indicated in the North

Atlantic Treaty Orqanization  (NATO) Sununit  Declaration in May this year, it is Our

hope that a treaty can be concluded in the course of next year and be fully

implemented by 1992 cc 1993. We accept that this is an ambitious timetable, but we

see no reason why it cannot be met, qiven political will on both sides and our

belief that the prospects for proqress on conventional armaments in Europe are

better now than they have been for many years.

I turn next to the bilateral strateqic neqotiations between the United States

and the Soviet Union. We heard yesterday and today reports from both sides on the

negotiations, and we are encouraged by the proqress being made towards an early

strategic arms reduction treaty (START). As outlined, a START aqreement would make

a major contribution to international security and stability. We are qlad that, at

the recent meeting in Wyoming between the United States and Soviet Foreiqn

Ministers, proqress was reqistered  on some of the problem areaS that have been

holdinq up an aqr eement. That applies to the defence and space neqotiations as

well. The avowed United States and Soviet aim of preventinq an arms race in space

is one to wh ich we all subscribe. We hope that what has been aqreed at Wyominq  and

durinq the neqotiations in Geneva will DtOVide a basis for the resolution of the

outs tandinq issues. While we hope for an early aqreement, we do not underestimate

the importance of the issues that have not yet been resolved. Those must bt worked

Out with the care and attention to detail which they deserve; That may take time,

but we are confident that the United States and the Soviet Union will conclude an

aqreement which not only results in a substantial reduction in the size of their

nuclear arsenals, but also provides for greater strateqic stability.
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These security aqr eemen ta, thouqh reqional in coveraqe,  will have a

siqnificant  effect on the security of all States. The multilateral neqotiation  of

arm control and disarmament measures of qlobal application is another vital

aomonent in our security policy. That, of course, is the role of the Conference

on Disarmament, where intensive work is in proqrees on our third objective - a

qldal,  conprehensive  and effectively verifiable ban on chemioal  weapons.

The world-wide concern and the ehared determination to prevent any recourse to

ohemi-1 W@WOM by conplletely  eliminatinq  them was shan by the participation of

149 States in the Conference of States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and

Other Interested States, held in Paris in January. In its Final Declaration,

adopted by consensus, the Conference called on the Conference on Disarmament to

redouble its efforts to conclude a chemical weapons convention, and called on all

State9 to contr ibute to the neqotiatione,  As a neaeeearv corollary,  i t  expressed

the belief that any State wiahinq to contribute to the neqotiations in the

Conference on Disarmament should be able to do so. The United Kinqdom was pleased

that the Conference on Disarmament invited 26 non-merrber  States that had so

requested to participate as observers in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee On

Chemical Weapons at the 1989 eeseion. We hope that the nurrber  will be even qreater

in 1990 and that the spirit at the Paris document will be fully applied. If we are

to achieve a qlobal convention, no State can be excluded from par ticipatinq as an

obeerver  i n  t h e  neqotiationa.

In its I.989 session, the Conference on Disarmament did indeed redouble its

ettorta tcwards a chemical weapons convention, under the able and viqorous

leadership of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Coranittee,  Mr. Pierre Morel of France.

Some useful proqresa  was made on important technical iaauea, but some key issues,

particularly around the subject of vet itication, remain to be resolved. Hmever,

the trend towards practical problem-eolvinq  is weloome a?d has elicited a clearer
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understandinq of the problems and their possible solutions. All parties to the

negotiation should nclw  approach 1990 with the necessary determinatiom to undertake

the hard practical and technical work which resolving the remaininq issue3 and

achieving an effective convention will entail.

One component vital to real proqress is confidence that the other parties  tc

the neqotiations share the same ends and are holding nothing back. In that

context, we welcome the continuinq series of bilateral discussions on chemical

weapons between the United States and the Soviet Union. The latest fruit of thOse

discussions, the aqreement cn data ex&anqe siqned in Wyaminq  1st month, is a rncst

imnortant addition to that process of confidence-buildinq , and should help to cl~r

up my Government’s well-known doubts about the size of the Soviet stockpiles.

Addressing the General Assembly on 27 September, my Secretary of State welcomed the

proposals on chemical weapons mcrde to the Assembly by President Bush and the

positive Soviet response to tSem. These should provide yet further impetus to the

work of the Conference on Disarmament.

In the view of my Government, the key question to be solved renmins  that of an

adequate system of verification. That must be no more and 150 less riqOrO\is  than is

necessary to provide effective assurances of compliance. At the same time, there

should be adequate safeguards to meet leqitimate concerns about security unrelate?’

to chemical weapons. The verification rkime must ensure that legitimate

productim of chemicals, includinq some of particular concern, is rot impeded,

while maintaininq  confidence that they are not misused. And it must be capable of

deterrinq or detectinq clandestine production, or any other failure of compliance.
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This year there has been valuable debate in Geneva on the vital concept Of

challenge inspection, under the quidance  of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee,

in which we have discerned signs of a qreater  converqenae of views. The subject

rema ins an area of central concern on which rmch  of our effort should continue to

be concentrated. We in the United Kingdom beliwe that a useful basis for

developing the desiqn of a challenqe  inspection system is hands-on experience. As

we have described to the Conference on Disarmament, we have started a series of

trial challenge inspections to test the proposed procedures, which have included

inspections of sensitive installations such as military ammunition storaqe depots.

We are continuing the series of trials and will report further to the Conference on

Disarmament. Useful pointers and lessons have already emerqed.  We would encouraqe

other States to carry out similar trials.

A chemical-weapons convention that is soundly constructed and that gives

confidence to its parties is bound to have an impact on the operations of the

chemical industry. The Canberra Conference provided .ln important opportunity for

Governments and senior chemical-industry representatives to assess the situation in

the neqotiations. The joint declaration at Canberra by the world’s chemical

industry brought a new impets  t6 the dialogue between Government and industry that

is SO essential to achievinq a convention.

We cannot allow any slackeninq in the pressure on the neqotiations in Geneva.

Every year that we delay in the completion of the chemical-weapons convention

increases the risk of the proliferation of those terrible weapons.

What of the rest of the arms-control aqenda? We are at present in the midst

of a deriod when some of our attention is beinq turned to checkinq the health of

past achievements, the Conventions already in force. We have just ComPleted  the

Third Review Conference of the Treaty on the Prchibition  of the Emplacement of
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Nuclear weapons and Other weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed, a review that

shawed that that useful Treaty is in qood health.  We were pleased by the

declaration  of the parties that none of us is emplacinq  nuclear weapons or other

weapons of mass destruction on the sea-bed, even outside the Treaty’s zone of

application. And some useful provision has been made for future exchanq-  of

technical information.

In the view of my Government, the most important of the existing arm-control

treaties, and incontestably the one with the widest adherence, is the Treaty on the

NorrProliferation  of Nuclear Weapons. Iiere. we are in the midst of the process of

preparation for the Fourth Review Conference, due to be convened in the middle of

August next year. That review has a particular importance as it is the last before

the parties meet in 1995 to decide on the extension of the Treaty. We have been

heartened by some recent developments in relation to the Treaty, includinq  the

welcome access ion a year aqo of Saudi Arab ia and, more recently, Bahrain and

Qatar. The positive and constructive nature of the first two Preparatory Committee

meetin-  indicated that the prospects for the Fourth Review Conference are good.

But there is no room for complacency. The possibility of a nuclear-arms race

developing  in one of the so-called sc.,itive  reqions continues to be a threat to

the nopproliferattin  r&gime. I can assure the Coranittee  that my Government will

not rest in its efforts to strengthen and reinforce the r&ime and to work PC% an

outaxne to the Fourth Review Conference that will help to further the qoals of the

Treaty.

The Other existinq instruiwnt  to which attention has been turned is the Treaty

Banninq Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Gu ter Space and under

Water - the partial test-ban Treaty - of 1963. Wy Government, as a deposihry,  is

actively prepar inq for the conveninq  of the conference requested by some of the
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par tier. Ha~ever,  in  thie oaee what ie propoed  ie not the revfat OF the operation

Of a UaOful  arnr-oontrol  mea8uro  but a miequided attempt to toroe into beinq a

mwure that haa praved unattainable, at preeent,  throuqh the normal end aooepted

man0 of multilateral negotiation, That attempt oannot euooeed,  but it we are not

oaroful  we risk real damage to the vdriole  the promoters have ahoeen, The partial

te6t-ban Trmty haa brouqht ue to the position where, for years naw,  all nuolear

exploeione,  whether by partim cu non-partiae,  have been underqround. The Treaty

hm, of aoureel had important environmental benefits, but it ie aleo an

arm80oontrol  mraeuro,  pboinq siqnifioant aone trainte on weapons-testinq l

Underqround nuolear-weapon8  tefita were further oonstrained by the 1974 threshold

test-ban Treaty, and we look forward to the early oonolueion  of the bilateral

negatiatione  on the veritioetion  protoool , whioh will enable the ratifioation  of

that Treaty, and ite neoeeeary oompanion, the I.975 Treaty on Underqround Nuolear

Exploeione for Perroetul  Purpoeee.

The aqreement8 reaohed at Wyominq will, we hope, apeed that proaeee. Further

etepll to limit teatinq will then have to be oonaidered. In that context the

Conferenoe on Diearmamsnt ie ooneidering  the matter of a mandate for eetabliehinq

an ad hoc oomnittee to dieouee  nuclear teetinq. The United Kinqdom oontinuee to

eupport and to pertioipate fully in.the work of the Ad Hoa Group of Soientitic

Lperts  to Consider International Co-operative Meaauree  to Detect and Identify

Seismic Evente,  but an immediate move to a oomprehene  ive tee t-ban would be

premature end perhaps evm dwtabilizfnq. For the foreseeable future the United

Kinqdom’e  eecurity will depend on deterrenoe  baeed, in part, on the poeeeseion  of

nuclear wwpone. That will meen  a continuing requirement to conduct underqround

llUClMr  teeth to eneure  that our nuolear  weepone remain effective  end up to date.
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Sinor the 19501 and 19601 the oompr Jlenr ive teat-ban har berr reen by manY

oountrim a8 a rhor t out to nuolusr-arlar  control. But rhort outa do not work. We

support ilrstead the a tap-by-atop  approach a\ wbiah the ouprrPaJerr are embarkal.

That dou work - aa o&n be 6-n from the ram1 proqrar  that hae boon  made over the

part fw year6 toward aotually  reduoinq t h e  t o t a l  number8  o f  nuolear wraponr.  A8

we all km, the 1987 Trwty on the Elimination of Intermediate-Ranqe  and

Shorter-Ranqr Mirlriler  - the INF Treaty - eliminated  a whole olau of theOire

nuolwr weapons in Europe, and in the past 10 years NATO hae roduord  ita rtookpile

unilaterally by 35 per amt.

On the etrategio  aide we all look forward to the rublrtantial outa that will be

made by both the Unitd Btata and the Soviet Union whan an aqreenent ir rendrm¶ in

the rtrateqio  arma limitstion talks, Our vial remaina that thr bwlt way forward in

nuolrar-armer  control is  not  throub a oanprahenaive  t-t-ban  but throuqh rml ~3

verifiable outa in detinq wmpons. The program  of rearnt yearae ehawe that thir

way work@.

Taken over all, 1989 haa probably seen aa qreat a movmsnt  in the direotion of

reduotiom  of tension, improvemenba in reaurity and the oomtruotim of viable

arnm-aontrol  meaieuree  as any year in raoent  timea.  We murt maintain - nay,
4

inoreaee  - the mmen turn in 1990.

Mt. REESE (Aurtralia):  The Aulrtralian  deleqation would like to add itr

expreeeim of oondolenoa  to the United Stata deleqation tot the loeeai!  and

euttrr ins oaueed  by the earthquake yerterday in California.

The theoretioal phyrioiu  t Proteeror Stephen H&whinq  beqine hir now-Canour

book, A Brief History of Time, with the tollawinq andote  about a well-knarn

IlOidln  tiBt. The soiantiet  ww 9ivin9 a publia  leature on astronomy  and dworibed

hem the Earth orbita round the Bun and hcrw the Sun, in turn, orbib round the

oentre of our qalaw At the and of the leature an old lady at the bade Of the
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roam qot up and raid, “What you have told IS ir rubbirh.  The world ir really a

flat plate, rupported on thr baok of a giant turtle,” The eoientirt  claw a

ruputicr rmile b e f o r e  replyinqt “Indeed. And what L the turtle crtandiw Qn?’

‘You@ro  v u y 0 lever, younq man, very olever,”  ehe retorted, “but it’s turtles all

the way down.”
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Bpoakera  before me have already oommendal  the movement we havr ae(n in resent

tima away from what I miqht oall the ‘flat-earth”  oonfrartational  approaoh to

international relation that we have experienoti  up until naw. We have rest a

ahift away trom a divisive and unworkable world, We have seen in a r rm#rkablo  way

a Froeinq-up  in Eatat+-t tenrions,  aharaoter iaad in partioular hu inareaad and

ProdUOtivr  dialogue on a wide ranqe of ieaueo between Eaat and #eat, by qrutor

8uperPwer  w-operation and by profound ohanqal  in the politioal alimmto Of

Eaa torn Europe.

On the arIru=limibtion and diaarmamrnt trot we have witn~~~led  the oonolusion

of the h ie tor io Treaty on the Elimination of Intermedia te-Ratwe  and Bhorter-Ranqe

niaai1aa - the INB Trwty,  the remarkable proqraa in the talk8 at Vienna on

oonventional torocre in Europa  and aubatantial ehifta in the neqotiatinq poeitiona

in the rtrateqio  arnm roduotion  talka,  whioh will expedite thaea very important

negotiati0M.

Nor are those davelopnentP,  limited to Em t-Wert  aonoerna. Impruvrmsnta  in

East-Wat relation6 have had their aooompaniment  in the aohievenrent of, or moWMnt

towarda,  praoe in a nu&er of raqional aanfliota.  The raoent summit  msetinq of

member8 of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries held at Belgrade olearly apellti

Out the deeirr o f  a l l  menbera of the  Movmnt to  cmnhanoe  qlobal  ao-operation  in  the

aoaroh for poaor and aeourity.

But we have a lcmq way to qo. It is 01-r that the atlat-eartha  mentality of

thme who favour oontronhtion and reaiat the 00mm~1 aearoh for praoeful aolutiOn8

to mankind’6  problema rtill haa itr adherenta. Clearly,  one area in whiah qreator

et tort ia need&  ie ou area, the arm of mult i lateral  diaarmnont  and

arum-limitation  neqotiatione. Our neqotiationr  appear co be l tuok, with few

exoeptionr, in the time-warp of the oold war, althouti in some 8itUatiOM

North-8outh dittermoes seem qrmter  t h a n  those ot Eart-West.
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nmt - but not all - of the reoent proqrwa achieved has berr in bihteral

nwotiationa  o r  bekeen allianoee,  a8 in t h e  neqotiationa  on qonventional  toroes i n

EuroPa. Thue L an widont nerd ta a qroatur ettort to l nqaqe oontruotively in

multi lateral  prooeaaea. In nualtir arts it la evident that the question ot

nuolec  woagom  is 10 qarmane to the future at  LPI au that  the  iaau~ oannot be

left to the nuolmr-wwpon  etatea alone, Thie and other questions an be rmolved

l tteotively only through multilateral aqrrrment on, ta example, nuclear

Ma-Proliferation, ball iat io mieail~,  ohemioal  wmpona,  and oonventional wenponr

and arm tranatrra. Similarly, other threata to aeourity need  the InvQlvement  Qf

the international oonmunity. I refer to problem pertaining to drug-tratfiokinq,

to envirarmental  iaeuee and to third-world debt, to name but a fw.

It o0noerna  my Govarnmnt that in troo many multilateral forum States oontinue

to indulqe  in politioal point aoorinq and oontinue to a&we b poeitiolul  that do

not oontribute  to aolutiona. I aoknowledqe that there oontinue to be many problm

that do not lend themeelvar t6 ea8y a r udy aolutiona. It would be na IV0 to

pretend that a simple ahanqe ot attitude will solve all thinqe.

But it ia olear that in internatianal  diearnament  torunm  we oontinue to beat

the air too often. The ourrent  state of the Digarmamnt  Comniseion is an

untor tuna to example. That body la not aervinq the purpoar  fa whi& it wan

eetabliehed,  and it was for that rmeon that Australia oalled for ahanqe in its

etatement  to  the  Conmieeion  in  Mav.

In th0 Conferenoe  on Diearmament,  eimilar ly, there are arena in whioh  we are

not produoinq reaulte. One ray of  liqht this y*x wm the deoieion  to eet wide

for the time beinq  our attempte to develop a aonmr&mmive  proqramma  of

die armament, which alear ly had become  boqqed dmn.

We need to tran t all of thoee issuer more r iqorouely. The laok of proqrrsa  on

a oampr&enu  ive t-t-ban trenty  oon tinua to disappoint ue. Indeti,  m t h e
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Auetralian Minister for Foreiqn Affairs and Trade, 8enator  EVaM, pointrb out in a

statement to the Cmterenoe  on Disarmament on 13 June this year, the proposal for a

partial teat-ban Trmty amendment oonf erenoe  W&B  an indiotment ot the inertia of

the Contermoe on Diearmement on the ieaue ot the oompreheneive  teat-ban treaty.

Auetralia will, howuver, be eupportive of the propomod  amendment oonfermoe,  in

line with our %qoinq ooomritment  to work towarda the abolition of nuolmr  wrapone,

I will oome to the a:lbjeot of ohemioale  WapOM shortly, but in this oonteat 1

should like to say that if we are to aoh ieve a ohemioal-wmpona  oonvention we must

ahaw  more flexibility and imrrqinatian in our approaoh’to the neqotiatins  proOClS8a

We must not be tiod down by our uneatintaotory neqotiating  aohedulo, whiob wee

cettled on for reaaollcl  that have nothim to do with the enpeditioua negotiation of

a ohemioal-wenpone  oonvention,

In the area of mult i lateral  diearmement,  Austral ia bee a number  of

priotities. The nuclear non-proliferation Treaty ie the einqle m#t important

erm-liJnitation aqreement. None of ue doubtu that the world would have been a far

more danqeroua place if that Treaty had not been oonoludsd  and had not reoeived  the

wide nurrber  of adherente  that  i t  ha8 -day, The Tree ty la oominq  up for review in

1990 end for deoieion cl~l to hrnu it ie to be extended in 1995. HCW we handle the

multilateral diearmanmnt queetiona in this period will play an important role in

oontirmins  the oontinuinq validity of the Treaty.

Auetralie oontinuee  to  be l ieve  tha t  a  wmpr&eneive tmt-ban treaty la m

urqent  priority  for the international community, We wish to eee such u ttmtY

neqotiated in the Conference on Diearmament and firmly believe that a oommittee

should be eetabliehed for that purpoue  at the outeet  of the 1990 aeaaion. Now

Zealand and Australia, alonq with a number of other oountriee,  will again sponsor a

draft reaolutia to that effect at thie aeeeion  of the General Aaeembly, Laet
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year ‘a reeulution  43/64 was adopted by the hiqhest  vote ever reaorded fcr my

tWt=bur raolution,  evidence that the international oomaunity  is almost unanimoue

in ita denim to bee a teet-ban in plaoe,

The need to prevent an arm r aoe in outer epaoe ie of inor aaae ins impor tanoe aa

wo mcpand  our knowledqe ot the trohnoloqical applioatiom  that are feasible in aat

dolrain, Mae 1967  mankind has reooqniaed the need for international oo-operation

in outc apaoe and the need for any outer-epsoe aotivitia to be oarried out in the

intereats of maintaininq  international peaor  and aeourity. In Australia’8  view the

emplaoament  of waaporm in outa: apaoe or their use from Earth aqailret objeote in

outrr 8paoe should be prchibited, The Cmferenoe  on Diearmement should oontinue to

purrrue  the neqotiaLicm  ot rmltilateral  mearurm to prevent the arm8 raoe in outer

SpaOO.

AS vhwe ot the qlobal situation change and aa oontliots  are resolved it is

inevitable that Statue should beqin to questiar  more seriously the value of

maintaining hiqh levels of military expenditure. Sovereiqn Btatee of oouree t.sve

the riqht to maintain their military expenditure at levels they see as cmnmensurate

with their self-defenoe neede. But  it i s  beoominq apparent  tha t  euch apendinq  i s

in the long term detrimental to the over-all intrastruoture and sooial and eoonomio

interest% of the population.

CriPPlfnq  debte and larqe deficite, in developed and developinq  countr iea

alike,  increaeinqly call  into question the ltwela of  expenditure ~1 W~SPO~  and

armed foroee, Conventional ware eince the Beccnd World War, and the bolster inq of

those ware throuQl urms sales  or mil i tary aid, have reaul ted in trasio 1088 Of life

and, equally, have been to the detriment of economic development in the developinq

w o r l d .

The transfer and develoment of armB should therefore both be eubjeot to the

ecrutiny of the world. Australia supports the establishment of m international
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United Nations reqietsr of arm tran6iterBl. The United Natiorrs  rtudy tmcn to beqin

wil l  brwido invaluable inaiqhte  into thosle oomlex and vexinq irrruerr. Aurtral ia

will be a partioipant in that etudy.

As the Minister  tor Dislarmamnt ot New Zealand, Me. Fran Wilde, has already

announoed, South Paoit lo oountriee Membere  of the United Nations have deoided at

thix aweion  of the General  Aese&ly to ask for mdoreenmnt of the reqional treatv

that hae bea neqotiatd  amnq them but that no lee8 enhanoea 8etOWiW on a qlobl

basis. I refer, oi oouree, to the South Pacifio Nuolexr Free Zone Trmty or Treaty

of Rarotonqa, the name by whi& it ia commcnly  kncwn. The support of the Stat= of

the United Nations for the aspirationa  of the peoples OC the South Pacific

enoapeulated in that Treaty will play an important role in aieeietinq  MI in our

quemt for unqualified adherence by relevant States.



JB/ 12 A/C.l/b4/PV.5
51

(Mr. Reeae, Aue tralia)

The aohievemient of a ohemioal weapona  conventicn  la one of the Australian

~overnmetnt~e  pr inoipal disermanmnt  objeotivem  . I have alr mdy spoken of the need

to look an61 at the ne9otiatin9 rohedule,  Today, rather than 90 ovee all of the

iesueu relatinq to the convention, I propose to Cocue on developmenta in whioh

Aue tral la ha8 been par tiou lar ly InVOlVed  l

What Australia seeks la a convention that is oomprebsnsive  in scope,

1 etfeotively  veritiable,  non-dieoriminatory in impaot and one that attraOt8

universal eupport. But we also recognise the need for a convention that ie

wor kabla. If we aim for prervieiom that are too preeoriptive and riqid, the

convention simply  will not work and the international chemioal  industry a imply will

not co-operate in it3 implementation.

A particular ohallenqe therefore is to see that a axrect  balance is struok

beWear  securi ty benef ita and oomeroial  realities. Put another WaY, the

convention must marry the strategic perspectives of Governmenta to the more

practical and imnediate oonoerns  at industry. To help orea te the conditions for

such a marriaqe,  the Australian Government convened in Canberra, from 18 to

22 September this year, the Government-Industry Conference aqaimt  Chemical Weapons

involvinq representatives of nearly 70 Governments and the world’@  ohemioal

industry.

I am pleased to report that the Conference achieved its objectives and qave

naJ momentum to a dialoque  that is fundamental tc the suooeseful conolusion  of the

convention. On the more specific outcomes of the Conference, I would draw the

attention of deleqatee to two particular documents that emerqed from Canberra, and

which Australia has asked the Secretary-General ta circulate aa documents under

item 62; the etatement  isaued by industry representative8 at the Conference, and

. he Chairman’s clollinq atatement.
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The etabment by the repressntativea  of the chemioal  indutry  is eiqnifioant

in that, for the first time, the world’s chemical industry has reoorded  itu

uneguivooal akdtorrenoe  of ohemioal warfare and has expressed it8 willinqnem  to

work aotively  with Governments to achieve a qlobal ban on chemioal  weaponr. In

deolarirrr its support tar efforte b conolude and implement a ahemioal  weapons

OOnVwtiOn at  the earliest  date,  the chemioal induetrv  has stated its wil l ingness

to continue dialogue with, and to partioipate  in the neoeseary national measures

With, Governnments  to prepare for the effeotive entry into fkxoe of the convention.

The oloeinq statement of Australia@8  l4ini8ter  tor Foreiqn  Affairs and Trade is

no less an encouraqing indicator for the oomins year. The Canberra Conference was

unique beoause it brouqht toqether for the first time on this scale Oovctrnment

repraeentatives  and those rsprceentativea  of the ohemical industry whose

involvement will be 80 vital tc the proper desiqn  and implementa ticn ot a ahemica  1

weapons oonvention. The meetins  was not side-tracked by divisive point-soorinq or

poll tioiza tion. It conveyed an overwhelming sense of oommitment ti conolude and

implement a convention, ae well m the political and praotioal will to work throuqh

and resolve the remaining outstanding issues in the neqotiatione  in the oomim  year.

Accordingly, 1990 was 8een to be a or itioal year for the ohemioal wapone

negotiatione, and that is one of the uu38t important mereaqw  from the Canberra

Conference. We must not all- the momentum qenerated for the mr liest conolua ion

of a convention to falter, and we must now, all of us, cormnit  the neoessary

political and praotical will to seeing the conclusion ot a oonvention  in 1990,

Even a the focus now return to Geneva, Australia believe that Government8

oan and should take lurther  measuree bo support the Geneva neqotiations. In Auqus t

this year, for example, Australia convened a reqional seminar in Canberra to

discuss with our neiqhbours the smut ity Problem that ohrmical wmpons pose to our
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region. We considered how best that ought to be avoided and in that context ha to

We are for the chemical  wmpons conttention.

We see the seminar as a first step in ensurinq that the countries of our

reqion not directly involved in the Geneva neqotiations can develop a common

understaniafng  of the implications of a chemical w.eapons  convention. We have also

asked the Secretary-General to disribute a selection of the seminar docurntation,

&cause  we think that other non-members of the Conference on Disarmament in

particular should find it of value. Complete sets of the Conference documentation

are available at the Australian Mission for those who would like a more complete

account of the proceedings. we would encouraqe other metiers of the Conference on

Disarmament similarly to consider ways in which countries of their regiorrs might be

drawn into the Geneva process.

There are, of course, other ways to assist the negotiations and to ensure that

when the Convention is ready fcv siqnature, countries are ready to siqn it. For

its Part, Australia has set up a National Chemical Weapons Convention Secretariat

to be responsible for preparing the way for Australia’s implementation Of the

chemica 1 w Bpons convention. The Secretariat will co-ordinate consultations

between federal.Government  departments and between Government and industry; reVi=

existing kW3 and regulations cover inq th.e activities of the chemical industry; and

look at ways of introducinq and adapting  the prospective requirement of the

chemical Weapons convention to our current retpillatory matrix, with a view ~

harm>nizim  industries’ obliqations.

Cur overall objective is to ensure that the aPpropriate  structure is at hand

to enable IB to implemnt the convention once we have siqned and ratif ied it l We

would commend that approach to others. Clearly, if we are to achieve at the

earliest date a chemical weapons convention, we cannot just wait for the Geneva
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process to run its course before we consider what must be done to bring the

convention into force. We must now take whatever measures are necessary and

practical to ensure that siqnature and ratification can also be effected at the

ear lies t date.

In my openinq remarks, I drew attention to the need for perceptions to keep

pace with dw&opinq  realities, just as in our field - the field of disarmament  and

arm3 control - neqotiations sust keep pace with technoloqical  advances. In

particular, I stressed the need for disarmament neqotiations, a linchpin of

international peace and security , to become an acknowledged part of our global

ccroperation  and to be treated accordinqly.

We need to see our way to eradicatinq  the flat-earth mentality, to acceptinq

the universality of our many pliqhts upon the planet and to workino  toqether to

eliminate them. Perhaps we can turn for inspiration some quarter of a century back

dawn the track to the words of President John F. Kennedy of the United States, when

he addressed the General Assembly on the same question of a chanqinq of

perceptions. He said :

“Never before has man had such capacity to control his ~yn environment:
.

to end thirst and hunqer; to conquer poverty and disease; to banish illiteracy

and massive human misery. We have the power to make  this the best qeneration

of mankind in the history of the world - or to make it the last”. (AIPV.1209,

p. 6, para. 58)

The 1990s should provide an opprortunity for us to discover that b-t qeneration.

Mr. ENGO (Cameroon) : Permit us to commence by expressinq our stronq

sense of shock at the tragic earthquake in California last niqht. In expr es8 ing

our sincere condolences ti the United States deleqation, we respectfully ask them
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to uonvey  to the Qovernment  and people of thie great natlun,  with whiuh Cameroon

aharm the warmeet  of friendly relations, the sense of eolidar ity that our

deleqation,  our Government  and our people share  wfth the bereaved in California at
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The doleqation  of the Republio  of Cameroon errten&  to you, Sir, the warm

oonqratulationo  of our Clovernment and maple,  who share many oumon aonoerna  with

you. Paramount amnq thecle b the prrdioament  of the noble idsale, purpoar and

Prinoipl-  of the United Nations Charter, whioh provide the only frontier for the

ruooeerful management of pcaor and development everywhere. Your 0011 a3que,  the

Prrmanmt Reprwentative of Venezuela,  Ambassador Andrea  Aquilar, and I rharad the

privilrqe of reeponeibility  in the me>numental  endeavour8 that oulminated in the

1982 Convention on the Law of the Sea at Monteqo  Bay, At the oommetmorative

twenty-fifth anniversary  of the United Nationa, we were fortunate enouqh  to proaidr

over the First and Birth Commi tteee, r~protively. On these two ouuata ionr, we oam

to reooqnise  the profoundneaa  of the intereat linka that Venezuela and Cameroon had

a8 ao-oalleb third world nations and ae witneeaee to the irmperativss of the

rmltilateral  prooees in a teahnoloqioal aqe.

In the oontemporary world, the dividinq line between war and peaoe  ie 80 thin

that both phenomena have lost their traditional definitionr.  It har beoar@  more

obvious than ever before that the impulse for peaoe, semur ity and development kncmr

no borders: rich or poor, powerful cx weak, all ehare a atake in it. your

Praaenoe in the Chair underlinee  another truth, Mr, Chairman8 that  the quality of

ewperienoe whi& your backqround and knowledqe brinq to the leadership  of thh

Committee does not oonfine ite influenoe to qcoqraphy. What is relevant  ia the

mmqnetiam  of the mulltikteral  prooeas,  which inoreasinqly  attraots universal

partioipation  i n  dieawrse o n  qlobal irsuee. We pledqe to you the fullert

oo-opera tion of the Cameroon im deleqa tion.

Atim6ador  Douqlae Roohe  of Canada made a tremendous  oontr ibution to our

work. We have come to take hL dedioation  for qranted, and we are qratifird that

he lived up to that reputation.
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The First Committee of the General Assembly meets onue a9ain, seemin9lY

responding to an annual ritual. This institution was oreated for a purpose that

has  been the viotim of threata and violat ions.  In the f inal  analysis ,  i t  wil l

always remain minly what we, the human element, make of it. Our attitudes and

reeponsee  to the preoooupatiotw or oonoerna  of others oontinue to Aiotate the

nature Of our oonoouree here, aa well aa the role we aeoribe, uOneaiouely  or

unuonsoiouely,  tu it.

The international public entertained hopee in our endeavours, but was

tormented, tease8 and inoensed  by what some journalists and eeotions of the media

had overplayed, and sometimes rarranqed,  oonoerninq our pronounoements here.

Indeed, eymphoniee  of disoord have been extraoted from our unendinq rendition of

repetitive politioal  lyrioe at the General Assembly.

We approaoh the year 2000 better informed about both the horrors of warfare

and the benefiu of the alternatives. Perhaps *at we should be addressinq  at this

time is not so muoh where the United Nations has failed cz euooeeded  , but what

ahanqe should be introduoed into our attitudes tiwards it. The miraqe of a tide in

the affairs  of  this  generation has not produced a f lood that  lea& to fortune8  the

fortune of rejeotion of armed oonfliot and belliqerenay, of conetruotinq the

sustainins rudiments of peace, of coneolidatinq international strenqth to maintain

qlobal  peace and eecur ity.

What the world needs today are the fruits of euoh chanqe  in attitudes; ohanqe

aleo in the will to pursue our universal visions of  the future,  a future that  will

inOreaein9ly  wok all tendencies towards both individual ieolationiem  and

eectionaliam qeared to defyirrq the collective wil l  of  the peoplere  of these United

Nation6. We need to demonstrate our commitment to the United Nations Charter,

makinq productive use of the periodic meetinqs of the General Assembly and the
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Orqanisation’e  0th er f orume, ensurins  that we are mm to be more than a m@ro

drbatinq  eooiety .

Multilateraliem has prwured for mankind perhapa the only realietio v3riole to

international underetandinq, an undrretandinq  that enhanam aonfidenoe-buildinq

mea0urem  and pavea the way to oonoord devoid of miatruet, an understandinq  that

permits of knowledqe of the nature of our common exposure  to danpore, of natural

fOrOOB,  O f  o u r  dwn fOroe8, a n d  o f  t h e  8oope o f  our interdemndenoe. The

multilateral prooeee provide opportunitim  to hecu: and to bo heard on the

definit ion8 of  national  polioiea, the oonoerna, aspirations and ewpeotatione  of

peoplea everwhere, opportunities  aleo for an exohanqe  or viewe an the human

oondi tion - all thme with a view to harmoniainq the aotione of Statee.

Mart problem  in oontemporary  life derive from oraoke and breakdcmrre  in the

international rye tom. Es& nation was to be tuned to r-pond effrotively  to the

unoertaintiee  and tranefotmations  of the intwna tional eaheme. It would be amiee

to atiinister loos1  medicine to a malaise needinq  qlobal solutions.

We attaoh areat  importanoe to thie phenomenon, beoauoe it tranrht=  the

reality o f  l i f e  in  a  teahnoloqi%l  aqe . Frustration0 with the oonraquenoer of

adoptinq old attitudes in order to reeiet new realitire  may well be at the

foundation of inter-State wars, of the war that modern man oeema  bo be waqinq

asaimt himeelr:, of a orieie in both ooneoienoe  and peroeption.

At the oommemorative  fortieth annivertaary  of thie Orqaniaation, we undertook

some oritioal stock-takinq of the tedious march from the San Franoiroo of thr 19408

to the New York of the 19808. The dialoque qave the impruoion that the United

Natiom wae on trial . Critioisme were made about itr valua and plaoe in nrodern

international r elatione. There were indiotmenter of ita oredibility  and worth. The

deoieicn  wag reacha to  set U P  a  qroup o f  hiqh-level interqwernmental  errpsrb to
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reviss the effioienoy of the adminietrative and finanoial  funotione  of the United

Natione. It was (IS if the Organization was aeparato from ouraelvm, the Metier

8tatae that  oomti tu te  i t . The juridioal personality preeented a oonvenient

roapeqoat  for our mieqivinqe.

Yet from the barraqe of sentiment8 oanm some ideas upon whioh  the fruits of

today were nouriehed. It soon became crystal olear that Statee, no matter how rich

or Powerful, oould no larqer shield thenrselves  with the outdated panoply of exoueeR

dt) to why the Orqaniea tion had been larqely eidelined  or even isnored  in Ber ioue

ieeuefi of international dimene lone.

8er iou8 disarmament effor ta had been considered a matter within the pr iv ileqed

domain of the B tronq. The Organization ~88 too oumbersome  and too plaqueA with

reaotionariee for the sort of in-depth dieouseions on complex teohnioal ieeuee that

diearmament neqotiatiom enta i led . Others had chosen reeiqnation to the faot that

there was no political will for disarmament on the part of the major military

powers.

We approach the beqinninq of the laa t deoade of this oentury with reformed

attitudes  in Washington, Moeoaw and other major capital8  of military strenqth. It

ie raheeurinq  that  the diearmament issue has left  the exclusive universe of

dieaouree  for experte. Pol i t i c ians  and  the  c iv i l  decision-makinq  machinerv o f

States have ndJ eouqht and obtained the neoeaeary knwledqe. They have begun to

join with the populace to reooqnize that a real stake in peace and eeouritv

anywhere ie the well-beinq of the individual, the family, the nuolew of society

everywhere. The nuclear threat does not diecriminater it  oonoerm mankind a s  a

whole. Thie in itself demon.:trates  the need for involvement in diearmament  effort6

by all eeotore of the international community that desire euch involvement.
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These thins8  are important for two praotioal reasons. F i r s t ,  the nW

attitudes in Washinqton and Moroow  may be taken - hopefully - as part of the

raalisation  that primary responsibi l i ty  for ration in the f ield of diearmment,

a3nrtitutionally  ae well dam de faoto, reets with these nuolamr-wmpon Pawwe.

8eqondlv,  t h e  n - f o u n d  friendly rehtiom amonq thorn h a v e  enoourasd t h e  r-t o f

thq world to entertain a sense of ravivaU hope in qrmtqr en&vour8  trmar& better

ctandarda o f  life far all.

Lart January the Frenoh oapital  was haot to a renamed  international effort to

ourb and finally to eliminate ahsmioal wamponr. Even  so-oallsd third world

nations, which often look QI thie oateqory  of wcrrpone ae the poor man’s nuolear

foroe, rmpondml favourably to President MitterandBe echo of the universal oall

made at the Qeneral Assely. The enthusiasm of the disarmamnt world was later to

freesr somckshat  as the Conf erenoe on Disarmament in Qenqva strolled its rooky plrth 0

qonglrtely  out of tune with the spirit of Par is.

President Bush and President Gorbaohw were ta, inspired to permit the dsmise

of a lofty ideal . The unilateral ds4sions  to destroy existinq  wmpons oannot  but

help build oonfidenoe amorq  those 8tata that feared a powa and defense vaouum in

the oall for a mere ban on proliferation. It oan only be hoped that the trend will

visit the non-proliferation Treaty &I well m the elaboration and implementation Of

other aooordo  mared at riddinq  the world of military and non-military instruments

of destruction and war.

Our preparation6 for a nw world order of pIwoe, amour  ity and development in

the year 2000 must new addrem the prooedurr and machinery for implsmentins  the

aspirations of a BenOration  rroontly qraduated from illusions of thr role of pawer

and of the mirage of bene’fits  deriving from oonqueot, oonfliqt and COnfhWati~ in

international  relat ions.
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A happy oonaensuB seine to have emerqed after all oonoerninq the ever-present

potential of the United Nation8 in the maintenanoe of peaoe and eeourity. There

was universal applause for the deserved award of the Nobel peeoe prize t0 the

Seoretary-General  and to the United Nationhl  peace-keepinq foraea. I t  was aa i f  w e

all jointly smiled at the realization that the Orqanization  was our% that we were

proud of our baby.

In order to avoid a relapse into the confusion and misqivinqs  of the paat, it

would appear imperative that we strengthen the Orqaniaation and its capaoity to

play the rolea prescribed by the Ctrarter. This  is more urqsnt ncnv than ever

before. The 1980s  have begun to witness a remarkable chanqe in the brute use of

force involved in r eqional conflicts. The Seoretarv-Qenerel  has demonstrated what

a man of vision and dedication can do. Ceeea tion of open warfare may be expeotd

to extend to ar eaa beyond Namibia% Central Africa, Alcria and other reqione  of the

qlobe may follow.

Peace-makins  must  be followed by peace-keepinq. Peace-keepinq  can assume a

permanent form only if it la accompanied by eettled measures of confidence-buildinq

amonq parties, to replace the elements of discord. Ver ification is a subject to

which the Cameroonian  deleqation and Government attach equal importance because Of

the strenqth and reassurance it provides to parties as part of oonfidenoe-buildinq,

Five years BJO the Cameroonian Minioter  of Foreiqn Affaira,

Mr. William Eteki Mboumua, addr 88~3  inq the thirty-ninth eeaa ion of the General

Aseenbly on b&alf  of our nation, promed a review af the role of the United

Nations in the field of diearmament. We were enoour aqed by subeequent dieouee ione

and decisions on the subject to preeent to the Disarmament Commiesion a formal

document outlininq our views on the subject. Our pr imarv concern conthnuele  to be

the efficiency of the ina titutione eet up by th ia qenera tion for the oon6 truotive

maintenance of international peace, a~ desiqned  by the universal  politiool  edif ice- -  -.~ ----.-. -
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that  we a l l  choose  to  ca l l  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  Char ter . We cannot be above cmninq

t h a t  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  o f  c o n t e m p o r a r y  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  society  exist in apike o f  t h e

C h a r t e r ,  n o t  because o f  i t s  p r e s c r i p t i o n s . Stetee d o  n o t  seem t o  e c h o  i n  t h e i r

po1id.e~ the  determinat ion  of  the  peoples  of  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  represented  in  San

Francisco  to  es tabl ish  product ive  condi t ions  of  pmcct, t o  p r a c t i s e  t o l e r a n c e  a n d  to

promote such harmonious proqress  universally as would make conflict  both repuqnant

and undes irable.

Faced wi th  d isputes  or even suspic ion? about  the  mot ivat ions  of  o thers ,

na t i ons  r e so r t ed  t o  wa r  and  belliqerency  ine tead of  seekinq  understandins  o r

recourse  to  peaceful  se t t lement , T h e  f i r s t  h a l f  o f  t h e  twentieth  c e n t u r y  8aw a

qraduation from Europe’s Middle Aqes in which States were created bv force Oe

arms. Tochnoloqy had chanqed  the scene, a n d  t h e  arrbitions  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  tyrante

had to  be  met  wi th  the  col lec t ive  force  of  new qroupinqe across the  q lobe .  The

f rus t r a t i ons  o f  t he  v i l e  cluest fo r  mi l i t a ry  v i c to ry  and  foreiqn o c c u p a t i o n

persirated  wel l  beyond the  i.mrnedLate  ravaqe8 of war. T h e  c a n c e r  o f  c o n f l i c t  WBg to

find i ts  way into  lonq-term  economic  and socia l  consequences .  The  lesson  beqan to

dawn on those who revelled in the illusions of power, and reatructurinq  responded

ve ry  qu i ck ly  t o  r e t h ink inq  on  t he  hlessinqs  r a the r  t han  t he  cu r se  o f  i t .

We can only  hope that  recent  events  jus t i fy  our  impress ion that  the  chanqinq

t imes  do ,  i n  f ac t ,  he r a ld  a  r ev iva l  o f  f a i t h  i n  t he  un ive r sa l  consc i ence  t ha t

es tabl isher3  the  qrcat  v is ions  of  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  Char ter . Tf this itl so, it

would  be  danqerous  and premature  to  presume th.rrt the  human ins t inc ts  for  conf l ic t

and war  have been e l iminated f rom in  tarnat ional  re la t ions . T h e  cresaur88  t h a t

provoked chanqe descend  from deterioratinq  economic and social  advancement, the

cause of  which retry be  traced to  mismanaqement  and wronq pr ior i  ties se t . His to?y

h a s  sho#n t h a t  o n c e  t h e  presseurm  a n d  o t h e r  r,iqhtmar%  o f  c o n f l i c t  r e c e d e  into  w h a t

i s  neon a s  i r r e l evan t  memory ,  man  take o n  vaqrancy,  l u r e d  b y  i l l u s i o n s  a n d
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I t  i s  o u r  v i e w ,  durins  t h e  h a p p y  moments  o f  r e v i v a l ,  t h a t  s u s t a i n a b l e

i n s t i t u t i o n s  m u s t  b e  s e t  u p  a n d  strenqthened  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i s

always preoccupied with forms, procedures  and other  ac t iv i t ies  which activelv

p r o m o t e  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  b e t t e r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  c o n f l i c t  - t he  a l t e rna t i ve s  o f

co -ope ra t i on ,  o f  understandinq  t h r o u q h  d i a l o q u e ,  o f  t h e  inevitabilitv  o f  j o i n t

ac t i ons . The United Nations can hardly be seen not to be a precedent because it

has  110  precedent : i t  indeed crea tes  one .

We live in danqerous times and need to r ecoqnize that fact. I t  would appear

t o  t h i s  d e l e q a t i o n  t h a t  h i s t o r y  i s  once  aqain yreeentinq  our qeneration  w i t h  t h e

facet  of  a  dbtente  which may be sa id  to  exis t  amonq  some of  the  mil i tary  powers  and

amonq the  economic  qiants of  the  aqe.
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I f  a n y t h i n q  i s  becominq  c l e a r , i t  would  appear  to  be  the  diverqency  Of views

an the  scope and benef ic iar ies  of  the  procla imed dbtente. I t  i s  n o t  e v e n  c l e a r

whether  the  predicament  of  o thcro was  par t icular ly  re levant  as  thu two 8uperPowers

under took a  cr i t ica l  rapprochement  in  the  process  of  easinq  tens ions  be tween them.

The rest of the world took hope and may have presumed too much about its effect On

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s  e l s e w h e r e . The world no lonqer operates merely on the

wishes ,  in teres ts  and dic ta tes  of  the  major  Powers  a lone.  Yet ,  we must  unders tand

that  the i r  predicament  colours  the  p l iqht  of  o thers ;  they share economic  cr ises

and the  epidemic spreads;  yet , they make peace amonq themselves and this does not

neces sa r i l y  q ive  comfo r t  and  r e l i e f  t o  o the r s . The blame is too often placed

ent i re ly  where  i t  does  not  be lonq: there  i s  a tendency to  iqnore  the  ever-present

truths of the human condition. There  are  permanent  in teres ts  which eech State

seem to  seek .in secur i ty ,  peace  and development .

What i s  hearteninq  i s  t ha t  i n  t ime  o f  adve r s i t y ,  man  seeks  h i s  k ind  fo r

survival . T h a t  q u e s t  gave b i r t h  t o  t h i s  O r q a n i z a t i o n . A t  l e a s t  f o r  t h e  t i m e

beinq,  we have wi th  us a  renewal  of  fa i th  in  the  Uni ted Nations. we must

s t r e n q t h e n  t h i s  O r q a n i z a t i o n  i n  o r d e r  t o  c o n s o l i d a t e  recoqnition o f  i t  as t h e  only

true, un ive r sa l  c en t r e  f o r  t he  ha rmon i sa t i on  o f  t he  actions o f  S ta t e s .

Mos t  c r i t i c a l ,  p e rhaps , a t  t h i s  p e r i o d  i n  t i m e  i s  th2 r o l e  i t  m u s t  Play b the

deliate  areas  of  disarmament ,  of  peace-makinq and of peace--keepinq.  The cessation

of open-armed conflict does not always come with assurances of a sustainable

peace. Peace-keepinq is probably the most urqent amonq the important

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  of  t h i s  Orqan i za t i on . I t  i s  upon the  Secretary-General  and the

e f f i c i e n c y  o f  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  s t r u c t u r e s  t h a t  parties  b c o n f l i c t s ,  a s  w e l l  a s

the  in ternat ional  publ ic ,  p lace  thei r  hopes  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and

s e c u r i t y .
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In a fas t -movinq world ,  the  Secretarv-General’s  responsib i l i ty  i s  both  complex

and heavy. The holder  of  the  off  ice  cannot  af ford  to  operate  on an ad hoc bas is ,

permittinq  cr  Isis s i tuat ions  to  dray danqerously  on because of  indolence  or

bu reauc ra t i c  i d io svnc rac i e s . He is called upon to maintain a tremendous reservoir

of knowledqe of the nature of each cast and to respond with dispatch as well  as

expe r t i s e  reqardinq  anv  i s sues  a r  isinq  f rom the  spec i a l  d i c t a t e s  o f  t he  Secu r i t y

Council and the General Assembly in relation to the pronntion  and maintenance of

international peace and s ecur ity.

Considerinq  t h e  m u l t i f a c e t e d  n a t u r e  o f  h i s  o v e r a l l  d u t i e s  a n d  t h e  n e e d  t o

enhance  t he  e f f ec t i venes s  o f  h i s  exe rc i s e  o f  h i s  p r e roqa t i va s ,  i t  i s  t he  op in ion  of

this deleqation  tha t  t he  hand  o f  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  shou ld  be strenqthened. The

tremendous bureaucracy OVFZ which he presides must be so structured as to reinforce

h i s  c a p a c i t y  t o  r e s p o n d  e f f i c i e n t l y  i n  t h e  Performance  of the delicate functions

demanded of him.

We a r e  i n c l i n e d  t o  c o n c l u d e ,  i n  t h e  liqht  o f  eve r - i nc rea s inq  even t s  relatinq

t o  reqional  a n d  o t h e r  c o n f l i c t s , that the time has come to review the role of the

various  orqans  and institutions which deal  with international  peace anA securi ty .

That review must lay prominent emphasis on the efficiencv  of the system, especially

t h e  effectiveness of  c o - o r d i n a t i o n  a n d  t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  d u p l i c a t i o n  o f  e f f o r t ,

The Secretary-General must be seen to he the master of crisis manaqement, not a

technocratic  Pater familias  Preoccupied with  co-ordinat inq a  larqe, diverse

bureacracy o f  e q u a l s , each l a y i n q  c l a i m  t o  u n s e t t l e d  j u r i s d i c t i o n s .

The ProwSS of  evaluat ion for  the Secretary-General- , especia l ly  when he  has  to

consult Member States on delicate oolitical  decisions, must be streamlined. Hi.!3

professional and technical support must come to him with reasoned alternatives, not

cone I us ions and recommendations from diverse sources. Fol lowinq consul ta t ions  with
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many deleqa tions and experts , we have come to the conclusion that a step should be

taken ,  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  d e c i s i o n  o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assetily t o  e s t a b l i s h  a p r i n c i p a l

co -o rd ina to r  f o r  i n t e rna t i ona l  e conomic  deve lopmen t ,  a  h iqh - l eve l  o f f i c i a l  a t  t he

level  of  Director-General , The formal proposal by Cameroon’s Minister of External

Wela tions, Dr, Jacques-Mqer  Booh-Booh ,  a t  the  11th  plenary meetinq  of  the  General

Assembly on 28 September 1989, was inspired by that conclusion. He too endeavoured

to  ref lec t  our  Government% concern for , and commitment to, such reforms in the

United Nations sys tern aa truly make for efficiency both of co8 t and of actions.

In  order  to  address  the  ful l  impl icat ions  of  this proposal ,  we would

reSPectfully  r eques t  t ha t  t he  Sec re t a ry  o f  t he  Commi t t ee  o r  t he  Sec re t a r i a t  o f  t he

Uni ted  Nat ions  should  provide  a  pure ly  technical  analys is  of  the  d is t r ibut ion of

labour amonq the various orqans, s e r v i c e s  a n d  o t h e r  i n s t i t u t i o n s  dealinq  w i t h  a l l

aspects  and  ac t i v i t i e s  o f  i n t e rna t i ona l  peace  a n d  s e c u r i t y  w i t h i n  t h e  syutem.  I

would  s t r e s s  t ha t  we  a r e  requestinq  a  pu re ly  t echn ica l  ana lys i s .

In closinq,  we cannot  he lp  but draw at tent ion to  the  s t ronq case  for  peace

that  has  been made by the  fadinq twent ie th  century , the  end of  an  eventful

millennium postulatinq a cataloque of the evident consequences of human conduct in

conf 1 ict amonq States, in  conf l ic t  both  wi th  na ture  and the  envi ronment . The

c o n f l i c t , a n y  confiict,  i s  d e s t r u c t i v e . War  is  def ini te ly  not  an ins t rument  of

well-heinq, e i t h e r  t o  t h e  v i c t o r  o r  t o  t h e  v a n q u i s h e d . Peace,  to  be at ta ined,  must

be fouqht  for  resolutely  aqainst  condi t ions  of  war  and belliqerency. Once

obtained, peace must be orqanized. It can only be maintained by conscious and

concre te  cons t ruc t ion , n o t  o n l y  o f  t h e  r u d i m e n t s  t h a t  i n h i b i t  w a r  a n d  c o n f l i c t  b u t

also by the entrenchment of procedures and mechanisms which lend efficiency to its

o v e r a l l  manaqement,
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We sincerely hope that the sentiments which we exprese today will further

enhance the recommendations  for rational change made by the Group of High-level

Intergovernmental &per ts to Review the Efficiency of the Administrative and

Financia l  finctioning  of  the  Uni ted  Rat ions .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) t I am certain that .the

Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs has taken note of the request by

Ambassador Enqo, and that he will .  be contacting him about the request in due course

The meeting rose at 12.30 p.m.


