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MC. K[ILU (Kanys)  I t’ormit m e  t o  take t h i s  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  e x t e n d  t o  y o u ,

Sir, m y  delegaLlon’s  conyratulations  on your e l e c t i o n  a s  C h a i r m a n  o f  t h i s  lmgoctant

Committoo. W e  a r e  happy  to !IUU y o u ,  t h e  reyreoentntive  o f  Z a i r e ,  a  c o u n t r y  w i t h

w h i c h  K e n y a  hcartr  m a i n t a i n e d  dntl enjoy14  lony-utandiny  t i e s  of f r a t e r n i t y ,  f r i e n d s h i p

a n d  c o - o p e r a t i o n ,  presidinq  WOK  o u r  delibarutions. I  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  a s s u r e  y o u  o f

m y  d e l e g a t i o n ’ s  full  c o - o p e r a t i o n  i n  the d i s c h a r g e  o f  y o u r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s .

1 ahI tiXtentl  o u r  ClmJ~dtll~~t  i.mti  ix, t h e  other  OLticerS  cf t h e  COmmittoe.

One ot‘ the  p a r a d o x i c a l  tluvelopmuntu  ot’ o~,r t i m e  h a s  b e e n  t h o  r e p l a c e m e n t  o f

c o l o n i a l i s m  und foraiyn d o m i n a t i o n  by s u p e r - P o w e r  r i v a l r y  a n d  c o m p e t i t i o n  f o r

s p h e r e s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  a n d  e c o n o m i c  i n f l u e n c e . A s  a  c o n s e q u e n c e ,  t h e  w o r l d  has b e e n

f a c e d  w i t h  w o r s e n i n g  intorna?.ional  r e l a t i o n s  c o u p l e d  w i t h  a  fierce a n d  o p e n  i.~rtnn

r a c e . T h e  b u i l d - u p  of armdments h a s  s u r p a s s e d  l e g i t i m a t e  d e f e n c e  n e e d s  a n d ,

instoad o f  providiny  deLerrencu, t h e  extcntiiion  oli t h i s  c o m p e t i t i o n  t o  n u c l e a r  a r m s

h a s  p o s e d  t h e  threatenillq  uyuctre  of: t h e  c o m p l e t e  arnlihilatlon  ot t h e  w h o l e  h u m a n

race. It i s  irqainst thi:;  backdrop>  t h a t  t h e  c:ommittee  i s  convtlned  every  year  to

explore  and dellhurate o n  t h o  c a r d i n a l  prohems  o f  o u r  t i m e ,  n a m e l y ,  t h o  elimir:  tion

of thu nuc:lear  danqer, rititllnq  mankinc!  ot t h e  b u r d e n  01 nucletir  and other

armaments, s t r e n g t h e n i n g  interndtioncll  s e c u r i t y ,  and devulupiny  i n t e r n a t i o n a l

co-o}reKic  t ion. Nu  one ~drl dc~ubt:  tht  this h,l:;  IJI:~II  rl 11LLLicuLt process,  a n d  the

h o p e  th.lt one day t h e  it,ternat.ionaL ~:utmnunity  w i l l  harmcnire  i t s  security

dif  Eorences  L’QIM  i n s  ch: c,ijly  ~~wL~vc(t.inq  I..rCtor.



WQ A/C.1/42/PV.27
3

(Mr. Kiilu, Kenya)

In this context, we cannot looe eight of the reassuring optimism that emanatea

from the ongoing hilateral negotiation0 between tho United states and the Soviet

Union. Both have aqreed  in prinoiple to eliminate land-based intermediate-range

and short-range nuclear weapona  in Europe and elsewhere. The whole world welcomes

this  as  the  f i rst  rea l  attempt C.0 dismantle two categories of nuclear arma. AW

success i n  t h i s  wi l l ,  i t  ie h o p e d , lead to further agreements on the more complex

iasuea of apace and strategic nuclear arms, My delegation, like many ethers, Calls

upon the two euper-Power8  to spare no effort in seekinq  the attainment of all their

agreed objectives in their negotiations, in accordance with the security interests

of the whole world and the universal desire for complete  disarmament.

of the many issues  on the Committee’s agenda for this session the prevention

of nuclear wae is the most prominent. Numorou8  proponalr  have been submitted  on

this subject, notably on non-first-use and a convention on the total prohibition of

the use of nuclear woapone. Immediate measures have heen proposed as a firat  step

towards the prevention of nuclear wer, such ae a nuclear-arm8  freeze which embraces

a comprehensive ban on the testinq of nuclear weapons and their delivery ayetema.

This emphasis is as it should be, because the prevention of nuclear war remains  our

most urgent and immediate task, yet possibly the most difficult. With increased

reliance on and advancement of technology, accidental nuclear war is no lCr.ger  Q

hypothetical prohahility and thus every effort muet  he deployed towards the

avoidance of nuclear  war,

The first step towards preventinq nuclear war and halting the arms race would

be the early conclusion of a comprehensive treaty on the cowllete prohibition of

the testing of all typos of nuclear weapons in all environments by all States.

Whi le  reccqniziny that  there exist  at  proeent  rea l  and potent ia l  d i f f icu lt ies  in
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( M r .  Kiilu, %nnya)

the way of tha concbuoion  of a vorifiahle treaty hanning all nuclear CefStB,  1

should like to reaffirm the importance that my country attaches to the Group of

Seismic Experts in ita efforts to overcome various technical verification

prohleme. similarly, we are etiually  convinced that whatever the differences on the

issue of verification there ace no insurmountable obstacles necessitating a delay

in the conclusion of a ccmprehenaive nualear-teat hen with the existing

seismological techniaues, which could guarantee the first stages of compliance with

the t reaty  pending  other  ef fect ive  ver i f icat ion techniaues.  In  th ia  context ,  my

delegation will continue to support tho estahliehment of an ad hoc committee on a

nuclear-test ban as a suhoidiary  body  of the Conference on Disarmament,  with a view

to taking into account  a l l  exist ing prcpoeals  and  future  in i t ia t ives.

My delegation attaches great importance to the question of effective

international arrangements to proteat non-nuclear-weapon States aqainet the use or

threat of use of nuclear weapons. As I have just said, nuclear weepono constitute

the gravoet threat to humanity and, as in the case of a nuclear-test han, negative

security assurances should he viewed as a positive step towards the elimination of

these weapons, pendinq other effective meaures of nuclear disarmament.

Kenya shares the conviction that there is a need for urgent  multilateral.

negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race through mutually neqotiated

meesurQs. Multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament arr long overdue and,

in  any event ,  b i la tera l  nagotiationo, hecause of  their  l imited scope,  con nQvQr

i replace or nullify the genuine multilataral eoerch  for concrete dinarmament

f

measures that in envisaged if an ad hoc committee of the Conference  on Disarmament

i6 ontahlished with un appropr iate  mand-rte. My delegation  subscribes fully to the

/

view that the Conference on Disarmament shocld atart serious consideration of all
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(Mr. Kiilu, Kenya).a-

issues related to the cessation of a nuclear-acme race and nuclear disarmament, as

proecrihed in paragraphs 50 and 51 of the Final Document of the first special

soesion of the General Aseemhly dovotod to disarmament.

My Governeent  conoiders  that the tims ia ripe for early negotiation of a

convention on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. Outer space, which is

dooignatod in the 1967 outer space Treaty e common heritage of mankind, is being

contemplate * an a new front!sr  for the extension of the nuclear-acme race8 This

may prove to be the most extraordinary development in military hietory since the

advent of the nulear era and thus warrant8 universal concern. In  recogni t ion of

the importance and urgency of preventinq theoo ominous developments, discussions

should be intensified, both at the bclateral  level and in the Conference on

Disarmament, on how best to attain a more comprehensive  legal r6qime with

sufficient guarantees to provent the allitarisation  of cuter space. such a regime

should enhance effectiveness and establish the importance of strict compliance with

existing agreements.
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We share the opinion that a comprohoneive  chemical weapons convention is in

s i g h t . My delegation is oncouragod by the recent convergence of viewa  registered

in the elaboration of draft articles  governing challenge inspections  and control to

QnYUee  non-production of chemical weapons by civil industry, However, even taking

into account the political sensitivity of the issues involved, the pace of the

already long-overdue negotiating proceao has been very slow. We believe that on

the basis of the present preliminary  structure of the convention, complemented by

strong political will and trust between the major chemical-weapons Statea, a treaty

could be completed at an early date. We firmly shar?  the view that the Conference

on Disarmament should pursue viyoroualy  its negotiations on this multilateral draft

convention, which will close all loopholes and guarantee forever the complete and

effective prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of

chemical weapons. Pending such a convention, all States should co-operate in

efforts to prevent the use of chemical  weapons,. in accordance with the principles

and objectives of the Geneva  Protocol of 1925.

Yor over two decades African States have continued to demonstrate their

peaceful intentions through their proclaimed commitment to the cause of

denuclearfzation of the continent  as espoused by the 1964 Ci.iirc DecLaration  of the

Orgenization of A f r i c a n  U n i t y  (OAU), Over the years African delegations have

in i t ia ted reso lut ions  ca l l ing  upon a l l States to consider and respect the continent

of Africa as a nuclear-weapon-free zone. Simi lar ly , African delegations have

sought the international community’s condemnat?on  of South Africa’s nuclear

capability and all forms of nuclear collaboration by any State, corporation,

inst i tut ion or  indiv idual  with the racist  South Afr ican rhgima.  Despite  t i re less

support and the recognition that acquisition of nuclear-weapon capability by the

racist regime constitutes a very yrtlve danyar to the continent and to intcenational
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peace  snd eecucity, callabora:ion  in all forme by certain States  ie very evident

and widely reported in conservative international media.

We strongly believe that the attainment cf military nuclear oapability by

South Africa could be designed to hold the whole of Africa hostage and henae delay

Namibia’8  independence and the dismantling of the abhorrent policies of apartheid.

In view of th+s, we reaffirm our support for the African peoplee’  appeal to the

,:ountries concerned to terminate forthwith all forms of aollaboration  with the

raJiet regime in the military and nuclear fields. We aleo  request the Security

Council tL> aanclude expeditiously consideration of the xeuommendatione of the

Committee established by its resolution 421 (1977) concerning the question  of South

Africa, with a viaw to blocking the exieting  loopholes in the arms embargo 80 a8 to

render it more effective and prohibitive,

Kenya continue6 to attach particular importance to the estabishment  of zone

of peace in various parts of the world. Such zonea  could etrengthen  the fabric of

regional peace and stability and prevent extraregional interference, thereby

creating conditionn  conducive to regional co-operation in the field of economic and

social development. In the light of this fact, the concept of the Indian Ocean a8

a zone of peace reflects the hopes and aspirations of littoral and hinterland

States to enhance the prospects of peace , stability, security and the promotion of

economic well-being of the respective States. We feel that the first etep towards

the oetablishment of a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean region ie the convening of

the long overaLe  International Conference, The Conference would harmonize  the

interests and viewpoints of the countries in the region and the major naval Powers

and maritime usore. We deeply regret that the Ad Hoc Committee entrusted with the

attainment of thin objective has not yet been able to achieve any meaningful

proqrese  in  e i ther  the subetantive  or  the organizationel  f ie ld .  The volatile
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political and security climate in the region ha8 increased the urgency of convening

the Conference at an early date.

The recently concluded Conferenae  on the Relationship between Diaarmbment  and

Development adopted a Final Document in which it was reaognized  that, considering

the present reeource  constraints on both developed and developing countries,

reduaed  world military epending  could contribute significantly to development. But

the meet  eignifiaant outcome of the Conference was the recommendations in the

aation  programme to foster the interrelated perspective on disarmament, development

and r3eCuCity  and to strengthen  the central role of the united Nations in this

regard. Kenya views the aahievements  of this Conference a8 most significant and

Calls  for implementation of its recommendations.

Finally, a8 the preparatory work Par the third special session of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament ie at an advanced stage, we feel very strongly

that it is necessary to determine specific dates during 1998 at which the special

session should take place. We hope that the third special session will be able to

improve on the outaome of the two previous special aessiona,  of 1970 and 1989,  in

order to arrive at a realistic conseneue  document that will be unassailable for the

next decade. we view this session as a very important one at which a definitive

approach to the current etatus of disarmament initiatives and their future course

wil l  be eva luated.

Mr .  LINGAMA-TOLEQUE  (Centra l  Afr ican Republ ic )  ( interpretat ion f rom

Prenah)r  Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the delegation of the Central African

Republic, I  should  like to expreee  our pride at seeing you leading the work of this

Committee. I  am particularly pleased in that our two countriee - the Central

African Republic and the Republic of Zaire - maintain excellent brotherly

re lat iona. Thus I am convinced that, thank8  to your proved diplomatic skills and
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Afr ican Republia)

the enlightened aesistanae  of the other officers of tke Committee, to whom I also

extend my delegation’s congratulatione , the work of our Committee will have the

des i red  resulto.

The United Nations Charter envisaged disarmament a8 an element of the

aolleative eetablishment  of an international eecurity  eyetern,  but the manufaature

and uee of sophisticated weapons, in particular nuclear weapons, run8 counter to

thir  v is ion,  making the poss ib i l i ty  o f  a  wor ld  of  peace very  doubtfu l .  Thus, the

inteenat.ional  community has made disarmament one of ite major concerne.
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Forty years have elapsed and the result8  attained in this area have not always

lived up to one’s hopes. In the mean timu,  in the name of finding a balanced

force, rhe major Powers have become engaged in an unbridled arma race and new

arsenals with maseive  destruction capabilitiee have accumulated, driving mankind to

the br ink of  d isaster .

Numerous approaches have Leon conceived without Buccesa  to eetablish  a

dialogue, both in order to avoid hrvlrlg  recourse to war, ostensibly ds an

instrument of internetlone  po!itice,  and in order to attain the ultimate

objective, of general and complete disarmameat.

The Central African Republic, a peace-loving country, la particularly ilwure of

the complexity of the problems related to disarmament - which aa we all know affect

the v ita l  interests  of _ State8  - since we appreciate the various efforts

undertaken within the framework of the United Nations as well as the  new attitudes

and policies, whatever their origin, designed to resolve these probiems and thcroby

etrenythen  international peirce  and security.

The work of our Committee is taking place at a time when there s’eems  to be a

certai$.  degree  o f  dgtente  in the  inteenationni  c l imate . This  is due f i rst  of a l l

to the United States of Ameriua  and the Soviet Union, which have once again

demonstrated genuine political will commensurate with their world responsibilities

and have become convinced that, beyond their  ideo log ica l  d i f ferences .  d ia logue

remains the only mean8 of reaching agreement on nuclear disarmament measures.

The agreement in principle reached in September between the two super-Powers

for the elimination of a whole range  of nuclear weapons is a historic event. It

marks a turring-point in &at-West  relations , thereby providiny favourable

conditions for disarmament.
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It ie eleo encouraging to 880 that the way is ogen for further AiscuesiOno

that could lead to an agreement with regard to a 50 per cent reduction in offeneive

etrategic arm8 and perhaps with regard to the deployment of wespons  in space.

The great hope proWted throughout the work3 hy thie agreement in principle

took form in a coneenaua  decision  of tho General aesemhly  of 21 0 cober  1987 in

which the international community reaueeted the two euper-Powers  to epare no effort

to conclude a treaty on tho elimination  of their medium- and shorter-range miBSilee

and to do everything possibly  to conclude a treaty on the reduction of their

oEfeneiv0  etrntegic  arme.

The Central African Republic joined in that consensue. Indeed, my delegation

ie grat i f ied  that  the spir i t  o f  Reykjavik cont inues ant!  augurs  wel l  for  the

eustained dialogua  between the United Staten and the Soviet Union,  a8 ie evidenced

by the frequency of the meetings botwtran them. MY  delegation aieo hones that this

dialogue will lead to a new summit  meeting.

While the present situation offer8 excellent prospects for the two

super-Powers to become involved in bilateral negot9atione  with a view to nuclear

disarmament, it is no less neceseary or urgent to undertake multilateral

negotiations within the frame&ark  of the Conference on Disarmament with a view to

the drafting c:r f:Uncret(P disarmament meaaurea,  together with Ver if iCatiOn

pr&ieione  that w~~uld  take into account the aepirationo of the parti concerned.

This would have the advantage of eetahlishing an atmosphere of trust between them

and would thue contribute to international peace and secu.  ity.

It is none the less regrettable that the Conference on Disarmament, the only

multilateral negotiating body, is not yet ahle to play a dominant role in the

disarmament pr’ocess.
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The adoption by the General  Aeeembly  of roeolution 41/46 A on the ceeeation Of

sll nuclear-teet ewploeione  hae not been able to prevent theee enploaione,  My

delegation ie deeply concerned because thie trend can only etrengthen the

equilibrium of terror, whiuh would on the one hand qive States that have nuclear

weapon0 the false impreeeion that they were eafo from any nuolear threat, and,  on

the other hand, would hang over the whole world the threat of permanent

ineecur ity. My delegation therefore eupporte  the diearmament meaeuree  advocated bY

the Conference on Diearmament in ite report in reepeut  of the nuclear-teat ban.

That document represent8  a significant contribution to the objective of putting en

end to the perfecting - the qualitative perfooting - of nuclear arms, the

development of new typee  of woapona,  and the proliferation of nuclear weapons,

Moreover, my delegation notoe  with satiefaction  the prcgreee achieved in the

Conference on Diearmament on negotiations leading to a convention on the

prohihibition of the manufacture an8  uee of chemical weapone.  Coneequently, it

endorees  the re-eetabliehment by the Conference on Diearmament of the ,Ad  HM

Committee on Chemical Weapons,  which received a mandate to continue negotiation8

and the drafting of this convention, which hae become all the moro neoeseary than

OVQC.

The great intoreet in questions  of nuclear disarmament and of the prevention

of the arm8  race in outer apace  ehould not make UQ loee eight of the importanC0 of

conventional disarmament, notably in Europe. The great con,antration  of

conventional forces in that area of the world, with the coneecuent Climate of

dietruet  which it engenders in the two bloco,  roquiree more constructive

negotiation8 with a view to their re9uaticn.
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In his raport on tho activitiaa  of the Organisation, the Secretary-Qonoral

notoe  the nefarious  tiSSeot  of the aouuieition  by the dovoloping countries OS vaet

reeourooo  oi’ pec%*,utnd  armamonte, which are a Sinancial  burden on thoir economioe

a n d  increaee  thuir indabtodneee.

My dolegatron  ondorsow  the dooiaion  to oroate regional centree for tho

promotion OS poaco and Aiearmamont  which, i n  thie roegoat,  ropresente a  prolni6ing

init iat ive in our  dovclloping  countr ies . Wo hotbe that thoee centres will contribute

to promoting awaronoae  in the third world of the idea of diearm,!mont  and OS the

need to devote resourcea  to Sevelopmant, for their benefit.

During his etatamunt to tho Gonoral Aeeomhly on 6 October 1987, the  Minieter

for Foreign Affairs end International Co-operation of tho Central African ~opublic

commentea  on the conolueions  of tho work of the International ConSoroncO  on tho

Relationship botweon  Dieermamont and Dovelopment and stated:

“The  at-me  race ie thue a  real throat  to  internat ional  poaco and  eecurity

and la certainly an obetaclo to dovolopmont, becaueo major roecurco6  are

devoted to it when they could havo buon u.:od for dovolopmant.”  (A,‘QZ/PV.Jl,

e61)

My dolegation commands  the adoptton  by coneoneua of tho Final  Document of tho

Conference,  doepito  i ts  l imitat ions. We hc$o that the moaourea  advocated in that

Final Document will not just Provo to be pious wishes.

A6 for the third spocial  eossion  OS tho Genorol Assembly dovotod  to

dieormamei~t,  my doloyotion  hopea, as tho head OS tho Central African delegation

indicated during the genoral debate , that it will provide on opportunity for the

international community to identify the major strategies to he followod in #noking

disarmament effective.
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The Central Afrioon  l\oyublio,  SaithSul  to the Ueulerotion  on the

Donuuleariaetion  OS Afrioa  adopted  by  tho  lloade  OS tltoto  and Govornmont  i n  UQ

Organisation OS ASriaun Unity in 19G4, and to ceeolutione  41/55 A and II 011 tllo

inlplemontation  QS tho Ueolecotion on t-110 Oonuolooriaation  OS APr:ua, lo uo~iouoly

aoncerncd over the nualaer  capability of ttouth Afciaa, which not only could booomo

an inetrument  of 8 poliay  cd throat  aguinot  neighbour ing Ytatoo, bol; wi l l  iIi~COQf3~

the threat  to  internat ional  yo~aa  oird secur ity . Wo urgontly appool  t3 the nuolouP

Bower6 to keep our aontinont  fro0 of nualtmc  weapons. Thio would be iin J lnportullt

etep on the way to the qenoral  ond comyloto  disormamont  to whiah  the intornationill

community aepiroe.

Sister KYPNAN (Uoly Yoo): UoSoro  making thio bciof Rtatamont,  the lloly

8eo delegation would like to thank the Choiraon Sor the  privilogo of orldroooiny  the

Firet  Committee and,  at the  ualrla tim0,  congratulate  Iiie and the other ~w~nboco  of

the Bureau.

Neroly  h a s  t h o  Sundnnlontul  sulrd~rity  and interdoyondonco  OL’  stcrtxo  boon cost

into sharper relief thun during thiu past  yoar which hao UOOII  notclblo  yryrooo in

bi latera l ,  mult~loterol  and ragiotd  d~uur~naa~unt noyot int iono.
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lu the  bilateral  Ci0l.d  the intounotional  oo\lmU~ity  iu rilbad  WLClI  a rp tiu,

if eeutiouu, hop0  t h a t  t:ho Cicot true ~iearmamant moauuco  oineo t h o  boyiimi,., op

tt15 nuo105r  a y e  w i l l  be aolloludod. ‘I’ho oigniPioano0  oi: thie w e n t  yoos boyend  i t 0

p o l i t i c a l  or m i l i t a r y  importanoo. St  ropcenonto  a  dooinion  to bolt, to  atop,  to

oliminoto. Thie  tltop, L)IKO  tokan, O~OIW the  way f o r  o v o n  moco i m p o r t a n t  coduotiono

i l l  iW2loar  W C ,  tending towurdo  tho~r  tetal e l iminat ion. The lloly 800 hao

oonoistontly  called f o r  ouuh moaauruo. who comovel ot the overr id ing threat  of  the

U50 of ouch woapono of me5 doocruutioil , provided that the loyitiinate  8ecuXity  of

States and henao  OP poop105 wore aoourod , would copcooont  a highly poaitivo

aontributicn  to tho building of P p5aeoJ!ul  world. Than,  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l

uo~runu~lity  could addraoo  with ovoc gcoator urgency  thooo iooueo whioh  dicoctly touah

the liven oL pooplo,  such ao conventional  and chomioal-woogons  dioacmamont, the

integral development  of poop100 ,  tho d ignity  and libocty oe oath poroon.

Nuoloar dioarmament  cannot stand  alone. I t  s u e t  bc auconiyaniod b y

uonvontiunal  diearmamorrt  nioaoucoo,  not only in the50 ceyiono  moot dicootly  affcctud

by ~iuulau~ wu5yo115  but  aloo in  t h o o o  acuae w h o c o  confliute  ace  caueiny uo many

death5  and loadiny to  0 tragic 1000 of  hope  in the future on the pact  of  oufforiny

populQtiUn5. The alXuct5 on y o u t h  at32 yarticula~ly  prooucupying.

Diodmoinout  io t h e  xooyoriuibility  0C a l l .  It conuecne  a l l .  It affocto 511.

An intoyrotod  v i s i o n  o f  dioarmamolrt,  ombcocu~g 511 tyyeo  o f  waapon8,  05 wall uu t h e

uonoidorution  of variouo meanu  of aonflict avoidance and ce6olutiot*,  nuot  gradually

move  Utateo,  a l l  Statol;l, towordu a  m o r e  pouueful,  moco  secure wor1d. ‘l’hitl  10 r3

fu11dama~~L11  oxiyonuy  oL’  that intornetional community which the United Nationo  lo

Booking to  bui ld  and which oxiseo  u lroudy , nut only In the shurod humanity of 80

iauny pooylos  but 5100 in the  binding t’orou of an inoceasiny  number of! treatiue and

Clgroomullto. Zn Chic uonotantly  devolopiny  community of nation8  no Stat05  id too

amall  or too b i g  to bo s&e L’~UIII war  u11d eonL:lict  whorovor  i t  muy  exiet.



w’l A/C. 1/42/W. 2’1
19

There ace et111 many well-known obatauloo  facing dieacmament, and even Co the

establiohment  of  d ia logue in  t ruth  anu libocty. Novec, howevoc, uan thoce be an

obslaale  80 great that 8tatoa and poop106  oan eoueyo  tho roeponeibility  of doing

all poeeible  to prepare  for and pursue dialogue and negotiation& All pathe  muet

be patzently  swplocrd  and ceeted. Thie ayplieo  pact ioulac ly  to  cegione wheco the

l e v e l  o f  acmamente  P a r  eucpassos  t h o  requicomontn o f  leyitimato  eelf-defenoe.

In aonaluding, the Holy 800 would like onto again to exycees  ite hopes  in the

poeeibilities  Hoc peace  and dinacmamont  that the pcoiient  moment offers. It would

pactiaulacly  like to enooucage the disarmament effort8 of tho United Nations, which

both oomplement  and aomgleto  othoc negot iat ions , thus g i v i n g  f u l l  expceeoion  t o  t h e

deoicee  4 the international community.

MC. MANDA-LUUNUWl’ (Congo) (interpretation from French) I I ehould like

to bogin, MC. Chairman, by exgceseing  the satisfaction  of tho Congolese delegation

that the work of the Picet  Committee conducted at this forty-eeaond  oeeoion of the

Qeneral Aesembly ie being conducted  by you , a man rhose  knowlodgo of tho problems

with whioh we deal here and whooe talents as an expecienoed  diplomat have already

been eloquently  evoked by previous epeakers. my delegation 10 all tho more pleaeed

in that you belong to (I country of Control Afcicu, Spire,  to which my country,

Congo, ie bound by tioe Of blood ,  t radit ion,  language and 80 on. The delegation of

Congo ie oonvinoed that you will ateoc  thiu ohiy oafely  to port.

I ehould aloo like to expcees  to your ycedeaessoc , Ambassador Zauhmann,  the

Congoleee  delsgation’e  ogpcociation off tho comyotonao  and offootivonoss  with which

h e  f u l f i l l e r 3  h i s  funutione.

TO MC. Akaahi,  tho Under-Boccet~ - G e n e r a l  f o r  LIioarmomenL  A f f a i r s ,  whose

vieit to tho Congo when he wee still ULkx-Seerotary-Genocel  in uhargo  oQ the

Depactmont  o f  Bublio  Infocn~otion, we st i l l  comombor with pleaeure, we should  a lso
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like to oxprnn!i our qratituda  and our onooureqemont in hie pursuit of hie dynCd.0

promotion 01 d ioar mumont  ,

Lastly, wn ~UXIIIL'Q  011 tho other officere of the Committee and membece of the

Soocetariut  that they may rely upon the Cull oo-operation of the COngOleaa

deleqat ion.

Many doloqntiono  which hova prooedea  me have agreed in aayiny that the work of

the Yirot Committee thin yoar hogan under the signs of hope and fear.
I

There  was hopo ,  hocaune,  oftut Reykjavik, which marked some progress along the

road towardn  the reduction by 50 per  cent of the strategic offens?ve weapons Of

both aidaa, the agroament in principle reached on 18 September 1987 by Mr. Rhultz,

t%e United Staten  Socrotary of State, and hr. Shevardnedze,  the Soviet Ministclr  for

Foreign Affniro,  on the climinatisn  of intermediate  nuclear Porcee  was immediately

felt by the world public  to he the heginning of an irreversible process towards

qenorol  and complete disarmament. That aqreemont meuta  the concerns expreeeed  by

tho Goneral  Asnenhly  in roaolutione  41/59 A to 0, adopted on 3, December 1906,  to

which tho Peo~~lo's  IIapublic  of the Congo gave its full support,

There was fear, hecauee the history ot! Soviet-American relations CenuIins

fraught with uncertainty. There was iear that tho delicate agreement in principle

might bo peralynotl  hy preconceived id;as ond thus stillborn, shattering all the

hopon  of the t>rillin~t future that we all desjre. For example, a8 a forewarning,

is it not already hninq snid that the preoonce  of medium-range nuclear weapons

of fered  public:  opinion reooourance, and that it was pointless to disturb it?

Man is today cnuqht  in a trap oli his own making and is trying desperately to

Qacfipe. Wi l l  he  manage  to  do so? The future  - his  future  - wi l l  te l l .

Never has our planet hoen  AO over-armed, both uuantitativeiy and

aualitatively. Never  ERR mankind hoen so closa  to  the br ink. Indeed, today there

are more than 50,uuo nuclonr  warheads, which, if detonated simultaneously, could,
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accordinq  to Mr, Frvoela Davinic, special Aeeistant to the Under-Secretary-General

Of the Department of Diearmament  Affairs, suffice to destroy the world lo times

over. Arcordinq to that same expert , a alnqle  nuclear submarine could have

f i re -power  euual  to  that  of  a l l  the munition6  explcded  Sn a l l  the  wars  throughout

history.

Notw!.thstanding  that  terrifyinq prospect , the unbridled nuclear-arms race, as

well as the conventional, chemical and other arma  races, is continuing inexorably,

threatening the very survival of mankind. Every day new technologies are being

develrrped  for the manufacture of new weapons and other systems of space weaPonsr

giving an ever broader dimension to the arms race.
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Europe, where the two great opposing military alliances face one another like

wreetlere beforo a fight, contains the world’e  greateet concentration of weapons

and armed forces. The threat stems aleo  from man’8 deeire to arm himself

everywhere1 on land, in the ocean8 and in outer apace. In the view of my

delegation, the dootrine  that world peace can he maintained only through nuclear

deterrence ie dangerouo and euicidal.

That is why Congo supports the idea of creating nuclear-weapon-free zones in

the Middle East,  in South Asia, in Latin ibnerioa, in Africa and 80 forth and calls

on all nuclear-weapon States to accede to the non-proliferation Treaty.

Unfortunately, we muet note that, aa regards Africa, the situation remains

complex and deplorable8 despite  General Aeeembly resolution 41/55 A of

3 December 1986,  entitled “Implementation of the Declaration on the

Denuclear isat ion of  Afr ica” , the apartheid regime  of Pretoria, hiding behind its

so-called basic security requirements , refuses to abide by that Treaty and

continues with impunity to build up its nuclear capability and military might.

Without a doubt, thie poeee  a grave threat to international and regional peaoe  and

security . Confident of ite weapons and its alliances , South Africa ehameleealy

continues its attacks against the front-line Stateo  in order to deetabilize  their

CBgimee.

In that disturbing general context, we are inevitably reminded of this

observation, in the Final Document of the first special eeeeion  of the General

Aeeembly devoted to disarmament8

“Mankind is confronted with a choicer we must halt the arms race and proceed

to disarmament or face annihilation”. (resolution S-10/2, para.  18)

Likewiee,  Heads of State or Govermont  of non-aligned countries, meeting in

September  1906 at Harare,  Zimbabwe, judged the situation to be alarming and
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facing the world is tho threat

to the survival of humanity posed by the existence of nuclear weapons. Since

annihilation needs to happen only once , removing t!re threat of nuclear

oataetrophe ie not one issue among many, hut the moat acute and urgent task of

the present day”. A/41/697, pp. 23-24)

We hope that thought and that appeal will huve definite effects in all

Btatee. Ae to the two super-Powers ,  I  would  re fer  to  their  jo int  dec larat ion

issued at Qeneva  in November 1995 relating to the acceleration of their bilateral

arms- l imitat ion negot iat ions.

In any event, other States should he kept regularly informed on progress in

the negotiations, and the United Nations should function as the moat appropriate

forum in which to find solutions to the problems that concern us all. Bilateral

disarmament measures supplemented by multilateral agreements could help strengthen

international peaoe  and eecurity.

My delegation  ehoree  the view that a worried or resigned world faces the

threat of nuclear conflict and the unbridled race in military expenditure, while

the third world, overwhelmed by ite debt burden, is ever engaged in the struggle to

make ends meet in an ever deteriorating climate.

World military expenditures have taken on frightening dimensions; in one of

its reparts, the Disarmament Commission has noted that the world trend continues to

be one of aaaeleration and annual increases in these expenditures. In 1966 they

were estimated at 8950,000 million, or 6 per cent of the world gross national

Productl  today they have reached the staggering fiqure of $1. trillion.

The link between disarmament and development can no longer be ignored. There

is an opportunity to reallocate resources released by disarmament to development.

That link was stressed in the Final Document adopted by coneensue at the
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International Conference on the Relationohip  between DisarmamenL  and Development,

finally held, after many delays, in New York from 24 Augusl  tn 11 September 1987.

We pay a tribute to France for having propoeed the conveninq  of that Conference.

Diearmament ie evecyone’e  bueineee. we hope that all States, large or amall,

powerful OP weak, will aontribute to the World Diearmament Campaign. We hope too

that the next world diearmament conference, to be held in 1988, will give

particular impetus to the quest for eolutions to diearmament problems.

Mr. AL-NASSER (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic)r My delegation speaks

today on one of the most crucial items before this Committee, namely Israeli

nuclear armament. In the general debate, my delegation made clear its concern at

Israel~e  development of ita nuclear capability and it8 acquioition  of highly

destructive nuclear weapons. Qatar’s permanent representative said in his

statement that:

*Although the number of States acceding to the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) is increasing - there were over 135

at the time of the 1985 Review Conference - I s r a e l  etill pereists  i n  ite

refusal to accede to that Treaty and to open its nuclear inetallatione to

international inspection, unlike the States of the area that acceded to the

Treaty and accepted international control over Borne of their nuclear

inetallations.N

Last year, the General Assembly adopted resolution 41/93 of 4 December 1986,

in which it requested the Secretary-Generalr

“to  fo l low c lose ly  Israe l i  nuclear  act iv i t ies  in  the  l ight  o f  the  latest

available information, to update tho Study on Israeli Nuclear Armament and

submit  it to the General Assembly at ite forty-eecond eeesion”.  (resolution

41/93,  para.  7 )
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In compliance with that reeolution, the Secretary-Geraral has auhmittad  a

report (A/42/581) in which he refer@ to an expose  in the London Sunday Times.

Thoee who read  the expose  will recall the numerous details concerning Israel’s

nuclear capability and the fact that, at the time of the Sunday Timon report, it

posseesed more than 100 nuclear weapons. The Secretary-General auoted from the

expos6,  with special emphasis, details showing ehat the Dimona complex has a

plutonium  extraction plant and that that was the material which Israel probably

used in the production of its nuclear weapons.

The Secretary-Genecel  also indicated in his reprt that from the nuclear

experts whose opinions the Britieh  weekly puhliAhed  it i8 possible to assume that

Israel has been able to manufacture between luu and 200 nuclear weapono of varying

deatructlve p o t e n t i a l , I do not wish to recount in detail things we can read for

ourselves in the Secretary-General’s report or in the Sunday Times exposh. ThQ

Sunday ‘Fimes piece is old news now and the Secretary-General’s report is in our

hands, What I want to do is poee  a aueetion which has been naqqing the minds of

many: Who are the targets for whom Israel is preparing those weaponu in such great

auantit ies ,  in  d irect  contradict ion to  i ts  a f f i rmation that  i t  wi l l  not  be the

first to introduce nuclear weapons into the Middle East and the fact that it voted

in favour of establishing a denuclearized  zone in tne Middle East? For what

purpose has it developed the Jericho-71 missile , a formidable delivery vehicle

indeed for nuclear and non-nuclear devices , of great accuracy and a range of

hundreds of miles?

There are many answers, which I shall not deal with. The most important iosuc

I sLal1 dwell on ie that of nuclear deterrence which can he summed up in tk!

conclusions of Sy Feldman, the author of the manual on Israel’s nuclear straceqy

for the 1980.9. He writes that nuclear deterrence  promotes peace through a
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heiqhtanod  leve l  o f  secur i ty  in  the internat ional  order as i t  Bnhauuea  the secur i ty

of  State8  and  aasuras their  survival .

This means thrrt Xsr:ael  pureuee  a dangerous policy running counter to

everything the inturnatlonal  community, tlrc General Aeaombly and the Security

Counci l  ca l l  for . Whereas efforts are bsing  depS>yed  intern&ionally  to eliminate

nuclear weapons, Israel pursues a poliay  that is fraught with dangers for peace end

security in the region, runs counter to international norms and international law

and defies the international will expressed in Security Council  resolution

487 (1981),  whkl ca l l  upon I s rae l  to  p lace  a l l  i ts  nuclear fac i l i t ies  under  tho

safeguards system of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).

This  a lso  explains many of  Israe l ’ s  act iv i t ies  in  the region,  i ts  intransigent

reEusa1  to withdraw from the territories which it occupies by force and the fact

that it continues to disdain any attempt to bring peace and Justice to the region.

All this strengthens our conviction that when Ierael bombed the l’raai nuclear

f a c i l i t y  i t  d i d  s o  hocauee,  i n  ita v i e w ,  t h e  1reu.i f a c i l i t y  ropraeantod  a n  o b s t a c l e

to its designs end intentions even though the Iraai  plant was for peaceful

purposes, as borne  out and corroborated by all those involved in its devolopmont

and regardless of the tact that Iraa is signatory to the Treaty  on the

Won-P.roliEeratton  of Nuclear Weapons (NPY)  . Israel’0 act of aggression was,

therefore, a direct blow to the NPB safeguards system.

It is not superfluous to debate the wisdom  of developing and acauiring nuclear

weapons. All the Statos of the world agree that security cannot stem from euch a

destructive weapon. Xsrael’s policy is hased on delusions of grandeur which are

mortally dangerous to all, It is the only fundamental cause of instability and

tension in the reqion  and ia a serious disservice to the cause of non-proliferation

which Israel claims  to sqqx>rt.



(M C .  Al-N&oouc, Qut.ur)-

In  conclusion, 1 cannot  but  point  out  that  Inraal’o  progccoa in  nuohurlzation

wae mado pcueiblo through ito direct collaboration with South Africa. ‘I’hiO

collabcration  givoo cauf30 for grave concurn  on tho part of the  international

uommunity, ae etatad i n  the rooolutiono  on eubjcct adoptad oath yoar by the

Oonoral  Assembly.

Mice l+AUXIAH  (Malayeia)  I M y  delogation  ho0 joinad i n  eyoneoriny  ~:our

d r a f t  rooolution  o n  o~ocific diearmament  iceuee: thoea on tha rcvicw OF’ the role

of  the Uni ted Nat ions in  the f ie ld  of  disurmirmunt,  the  urgent necd for a

comprchonoivo  teat -ban treaty,  ver i f icat ion in  all it:0 aogooto,  and  rogional

diearmament.

Internat ional  rcolitico  have hitherto  aubordinctcd  the United Notions  role in

disormamont, constraining the world body to play a poriphoral  and oupportive  rol0,

r a t h o r  than taking the lead  o n  thic vital iceuc, progroou  on which  hcc been

eubutantivoly  dotermined by major-Powor  rolurionohiyu,  copcuially in the Yast-Wcot

context.

My de legat ion  balicves that  euch an order  rnuct otoyp  i t  muot  give way to  mcrc

shering of the  burden among all mombars  of theI international  community. The IJnitcd

Nation0 ha8 B hiutorioal  clnd fundamontirl  role t o  yromotc  g l o b a l  pcecc end ueourlty

as def ined in  the ChartOr. It must now adopt .a highcr profile  in tha Yield of

disarmcmont  130  that that multilctcrul diociplinc  C~II . . J inf~tituticncli~cd. rho

United Notion&!  ohould  provide  tho foundation and framework to facilitate  and

oncouragc  disarmumcnt  b y  cl1 nctione,  lcrgc cnrl  cmcll. We look t o  t h e  Uiuarmumcnt

Ccmmisoion  t o  accclcrata  itc e f f o r t0  i n  t h i n  dlrcction.

A n  immediate p r i o r i t y  i n  the ore4 OL undinq  t h e  nuclccr-crmu  rauc,  rcdI;clng

a n d  eliminatiny nuclear waago:re i e  the achievement  o f  a cumprehcnslvc  nualcar-tcut-

ban treaty. Molaysic  ia ancouraycd  b y  rcccnt offorts of the Unit& Stiltof  a n d  the
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US811 t o  conclude  nogotiutiono  o n  onding  nuclear  t a s t i n g ,  b u t  w e  are of the  view

t h a t  the global  c o m m u n i t y  c a n  a n d  muet  eleo  p l o y  ito co10 b y  w o r k i n g  f o r  the early

conclusion  o f  5 vocifi5blQ,  oompcohQn5ivQ  nUdQQC-tOOt-ban  tcoaty. The Canforance

o n  Uiaacmamont  uhould  Qccocd  a  h i g h  p r i o r i t y  t o  this t o o k , and WQ Cal.1 UpCn  nllClQQC

StatCC t o  co-opocato w i t h  the  Confoconco  a n d  t a k o  the nocoesacy  first  stogo  t o w a r d s

ol~ding  nucloac  t o o t i n g .

ItI CQcOllt  yoaro t h o  Gonoral  haoombly  ha0 focused  graator  RttQntiOn  o n

vorificution  i n  rocoynition  ol: i t 5  boiny  a  k u y  f a c t o r  i n  the  dioscm5mQnt  pCOCQQf3,

QQpocially  w i t h  c o g a c d  t o  ccmylianco  i n  t h o  implomcntaticn  o f  disacmamQnt

a g c o o m o n t s . Wo oarnoutly  hop0  t h a t  a l l  MQlhOr  St(ltO5,  Q5yQCially  thO5Q W i t h  the

rQquinitC axpoctioo,  w i l l  make  t h o i c  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h i s  issua  and t h a t  t h o

Uioarinainont  Colmnio5ion, i n  rocqnition  o f  thQ p r i m o r d i a l  rOlQ  Of vori~ication,  will

g i v o  t h o  oubjoct  th0  ucgoncy  i t  dcoorvoo  i n  its dQlibQcutions.

Article 5 2 ,  pac5ycaph  1 ,  o f  the  United  Notion8 ChaCtQC  8tatQur

“bthilly  i n  thu ~XCflQnt Chartor  ~cCC1UdQ5  thQ QXiQtOnCQ  cf rQgicna1

ilrrilngQmcnt13  O r  agQnCiOQ  f o r  douliny  w i t h  o u c h  mattors  colating t o  thQ

lNlilltQn&3llCQ  C L ’  int’dClliltiOllirl  L)L’LICC  irlld UCCUKity  Utl UC0  U~~cC~riCitC  fCK

royionnl  a c t i o n ,  yrovidcd  t h a t  ouch accrlnyomunto  or ayoncioo  a n d  t h o i r

uctiVikiQU  rlrQ CCllGiEtCl~t  With LhO  i’UV~JOlJQQ  u n d  &‘KinCiy105  O f  thQ UnitQd

Nationo.”

While  uupor-1UwCr  diirloyuo  inoluduo  consldorotion  o f  r e g i o n a l  a n d  b i l a t e r a l

dind~mam~nt  inuuoo ,  at, ovidenccd  b y  lAc noyotiaticnu  o n  interincdioto,-coiryu  n u c l e a r

forcco  (INk’), IIIWO attontioo  nooda  t o  bo yivon  t o  the p r o m o t i o n  of rogicnel

disarinainui~t  b y  the intQrnationa1  c o m m u n i t y  as a  m o a n s  o k ’  reinforcing  t>3eitiva

tcclltlu  iti the  reduction  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  tenaiono.
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'UhQ  Validity  O f  CQgiOllPl  PO~UtiOllQ  C5nllOt bQ  UndQCQUtilTlPted. Pt h a 5  bOQn

maniiiQ5tad  i n  tha contodora  paan i n  Contra1  America. I n  South-Eaut  Aoia  tha

mombore  o f  the Aeewiution  OL' Bouth--Yoot  Aoian  N a t i o n 5  (ASYRN~  hava  b o o n  firm

proponontn  o f  regional co-opocation  a u  a  mQ5nn  o f  achieving  regional otubility  a n d

'3QCUCity.

AWAN’ f o u n d a t i o n  iteolti woo promload  o n  this ooncaytl  tha pri~iylo  wda

Eurthor  RnunCiatQd  i n  t h e  Kuall  Lumyur  Ueolaration  O f  1971,  i n  w h i c h  t h o  AGwN

CQUntciQEI  nIPdO  t h o  commitmQnt t o  the  oetobliehment  o f  a  zone  oe ~OPCQ, f r o o d o m  and

neutrality  i n  S o u t h - l a s t  Ada.

ThQ BOnQ  concayt  o n v i a a y o o  a  bluaprint  f o r  regional  poaco  a n d  provioion  f o r

c o n f l i c t  management  a n d  a  C~do o f  c o n d u c t  i n  t h o  intocrolationship  ol! regional  a n d

non-royional  StutC5,  oapooiully  t h o  mayor Yowors, to OXClUdQ thQ ~JOOOibi!,ity  Of thu

rogionBa  b e c o m i n g  QmbrOilQd  i n  e x t r a r e g i o n a l  c o n f l i c t s . Fundamantal  t o  t h a  c0ncoyt

iS th0  CCQatiOll O f  NlUtULi~ C0nfidenCf.i  a m o n g  cOgiOna1  State5 thcOugh  reyional

disarmamQnt a n d  thQ Qxcluoion  o f  foreign  pOlitioPl-military  intoresto.  'l'ho

m e c h a n i s m  w o u l d  r u l e  out,military  Qolutiono  i n  Ci\vour oi nogotiatad  QQttlemOnte  oE

r e g i o n 8 1  iseuoe. The CrQation  OF:  a  nuclear-weapon-free z o n e  nloo  la Qn oEWQntia1

COmpOnQnt  of  the C o n c e p t .

M a l a y s i a  i s  n o t  advoc5ting  r e g i o n a l  dionrmamont  au a  oubetitute  f o r  gloeul

QffOCt. R a t h e r ,  w e  bolleve  t h a t  Q v o r y  endaavour  f o r  poaco,  whothor  uniiilturol,

b i l a t e r a l ,  CQyionel  o r  multilatorul , uorvf35  the pros8iny  Common Ciiuoe. Taken

Coyothor  t h e y  repreeent  a  m o m e n t u m  t h a t  w i l l  b r i n y  poeitivo  roaulte ovantually.

E’or  t h e  sake o f  t h e  f u t u r e  oE huununkind,  n o  i n d i v i d u a l  n a t i o n  o r  royion  Can

. ignore  t h o  obligP&ion  t o  dieermf  n o r  C a n  t h e  g l o b a l  c o m m u n i t y  ittlolf. W e  bo~ieve

i t h a t  yroyress  o n  t h o  issues  i n  t h e  aEorementioned  rcoclutiono  w i l l  BUrVe ilo UW~ul

2 buildinq  b l o c k s  i n  t h e  o v e r a l l  e d i f i c e  that wc all 80 d e a r l y  wish t o  COnUtcUCt.

Thu metrtiny  ro5Q a t  4 . 3 5  p.m.


