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The meating was called to order at 10.10 a.m.

AGENDA |ITEMS 51 to 69, 139, 141 snd 145 (continued)
GENERALDEBATEONALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: Before we hear the first speaker for thie morning, 1 want

to wish all my colleagues a happy United Nation8 Day. Today, 24 October, i8 the

anniversary of thia great institution of which all of us here are members.

Mr. MLIOJA (Albania) ¢+ The problome relating to the militarisation Of
outer apace, rightfully, are’ drawing the increasing attention of international
opinion. The prevention of that process has already become a permanent agenda i tem
for deliberation by this Committee and other international forums. The fact of the
matter is that this concern is neither new nor previsuely unknown. But against the
baokground of the escalation of the process and the fact that our planet is truly

being threatened with deetruotion frem a new direation, the concern of peace-loving

peoples and countries is increasing.

It is a well known fact that the 1980s have been marked by a renewed dynamic
in the militarization of outer space. It has become an intensive part ot the
global arm8 race. \We are witnessing the initiation of various space projects,
which are being developed in the framework of long-term programmes. In the light
of the evolution of this process, it is evident that the current situation has been

brought about by Soviet-United ctates competition to exploit space and the relevant

technology in order to achieve military supericrity. The process is taking the
same course as that established in the spheres of nuclear, chemical and
conventional Weapons.

We ehare the legitimate aspiration of the majority of the international
community: that outer space, as the common heritage of mankind , should be used
exclusively for peaceful purposes in order to promote development, well-being and

peace in the world. That is the just and rational course to which peoples have
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alwaya aapired. However, one cannot fail to notice that outer apace is used only
minimally for peaceful purpoaea, while in its military aspects it is being turned
inoreaaingly into a potential threat to the very exiatenoe of our planet Earth. It
la a faot that military aotivitiea in that environment, along with the introduction
of advanced military systems, have oontinued to increase. Available da ta show that
70 per cent of apace aativitiea are military in nature. Moreover, many Ccivilian
projects are exploited for military purpoaea. Today the distinction between
military and civilian aativitiea la tending to become leas clear cut, and many
projects introduced as civilian can indeed be used for military purposea.

When speaking about the role of the international community in the prevention
of an arms race in outer apace, it must be admitted that efforts have never been
lacking, the efforts of this Committee included. Since the earliest days, when the
very first steps were taken to explore outer apace, world opinion has expressed the
wish that this new frontier opened up by science should be used for peaceful
purpoaes. Likewise, it has shown natural concern that new scientific developmenta
should not be used to turn outer apace - as land, sea and air have been turned -
into another area for the deployment of weapons of maaa destruction.

Regrettably, the worst has happened. The military aspect has prevailed, and
priority has been given to using outer space as an arms platform, to gain military
superiority . Now, a critical stage has been reached, when the military presence
and technology have become real elements in outer space and when new military
strategies in progress pose the potential danger of escalation. In that centext,
the militarization Of space IS a concrete expression of the imperialist strategy
and policy of turning the security of one country ~ as it ie being turned - into
insecurity for others, and that this security can be uned as a threat to others.

In the light of the ongoing military process and especially the so-called Star Wars

programmes, it is those ambitions by which the super-powers abide.
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Indeed, the question of the outer-space arms race already oOaaupies a prominent
place in the our rent Soviet-United states dialogue, and it has become a central
topic in their negotiations. That very faat is a olear indication of the bitter
teality and shows how far they have gone with their programmes to turn outer space
into a new arena for their rivalry. Their dialogue on this subject follows the

same pattern as that in other fields of armaments, and is being oonduated In

accordance With their political and military interests.
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The Albanian delegation considers the military use of outer apace to be part

and parcel of the global arms race, and a basic orientation of the efforts of the

Super-Powers towards gaining an advantage in the achievement of their goal8 for

world domination and hegemony. Reiterating our position with regard to the dangers
that the extension of such &n arms race poses for mankind, we join the majority of
the international community, in demanding its prevention. This demand is addressed
first and foremost to the United States and the soviet Union, which aro the main
poaaeaaora of apace weaponry and which ave preparing new and dangerous programmes.
We maintain that only through identifying the real causes and goals of such a
process - and those responsible for the existing situation = can the peoples

aspiration to use outamr apace for peaceful purposes and as the common heritage of
mankind be realized.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela): AS you pointed out, Mr. Chairman, we are now

celebrating United Nations Day. Before beginnirg its statement, my delegation
would like to pay a tribute to the Organization, particularly for its efforts on
behalf of peace in recent months. This tribute goes especially, of course, to the
Secretary=-General, Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar, and to all the officials of our
Organisation , without whose assistance it wculd not have been possible for the
United Nations to achieve such success.

As all previous speakers have said, the work of the ®*irst Committee is going
on this year at a time when there is a particularly propitious international
climate. Clearly, winds of change are blowing throughout the world that suggest we
are about to enter a new era of international relations. This wind of change is
not only causing a fundamental change in the sphere of irternational relations, but

is also promoting favourable developments within States. The solution of certain

regional conflicts that have been disturbing the geostrategic situation in various
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par ta of the world for many years, and the prospects that other areas of tension
and of confrontation may be resolved and come to a fruitful conclusion, are all
palpable evidence that we are witnessing an important change.

Furthermore, the tolerant response being given to the various expressions of
the fulfilment of the desires on the part of various peoples for democracy in
recent months are also tangible signs that humanity is now on the threshold of an
era of international stability and reason unprecedented in recent history.

The distrust which prevailed between the leaders of the two super-Powers has
been eased as a result of the direct personal contacts that have occurred over the
last three years. The profound differences that marked their approaches to
reciprocal relations and to the international situation in general = which at one
time reached a dangerous level of verbal confrontation - have given way to'the
atmosphere of constructive co-operation that is now evident in the ralations
between these coun tr ies. The effects of the change extend to the general sphere of
East-west relations and are beneficial to humanity in that’they are contributing to
the easing of the pressure and tension that characterize the conflicts in various
parts of the world.

Within the framework of disarmament, this constructive co-operation has
already produced concrete results, which we all welcome. As has been universally
recognised, the entry into force of the Treaty between the United States of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles represents the first step on the path
towards real disarmament.

On 28 August last, we had occasion to witness the destruction of three SS-20
missiles within the framework of the implementation of the Washington Treaty. The

demonstration, carried out in Kapustin Yar before more than 150 international
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observers, has strengthened our conviction that disarmament - even nuclear
disarmament - is not Utopian. What is needed for its implementation is true
political will.

We welcome the fact that negotiations on the reduction of strategic armaments
have shown important progress, and that the United States and the Soviet Union have
reached agreements on certain essential elements of the Treaty which will bring
about a 50 per cent reduction of the offensive and strategic weapons of these
countries. We are sure these negotiations will continue to develop favourably, and
that very soon we shall withness a second historic step in the efforts to free the
world from nuclear terror.

Within the same context, something else of great significance is the series of
experiments on the detection of underground nuclear explosions carried Out jointly
by the Soviet Union and the United States. Here again, there has been a change in
the attitudes prevailing in the relations between the two countries, which has led
them to permit the presence of the other side’s observers in strategically
sensitive zones of their respective territories.

In our view, the experiments being carried out within the framework af the
joint detection tests being carried by the United States and the Soviet Union have
served to demonstrate the validity of an assertion that has been repeated for some
time now in international forums, namely, that with the technical resources
available today it is possible to detect and identify any nuclear test of any
significant size for military purposes. <tThere fore, it should be possible
immediately to conclude a treaty that would impose a global bar. on nuclear tests.

The winds of change which we are observing in the international arena have not
yet begun to make themselves fully felt in the multilateral efforts towards

disarmament, and this accounts for the failure of the third special session of the
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General Assembly devoted to disarmament held recently. wWe are aware that many
countr lee consider that it was not a failure. They insist on finding positive
elements resulting from that meeting. Wwe prefer to be realistic and to call things
by their proper names.

It has heen said that the third special session devoted to disarmament was not

a fallure because it made it possible to have a broad convergence of views on many

important questions and there was some cryetallization of conseneuo.
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It is also arid that there waa a quasi-cansensus with regard to the questions
con8 ldared. For us, consensus is something absolute) there is either consensus or
there is not. We cannot tak about a partid oonaenaue. A8 we have said
repeatedly, that is particularly true of disarmament, where a decision or measure

that does not enjoy the support of all the countries concerned has little Or no

value.

In our view, the only positive outcome of the third special session is that
the Pinul Document of the first special session has remained intact. Not only has
its validity as our fundamental guide on interrational action for disarmament not
been diminished, but, rather, it has been consolidated, in spite of the efforts to
weaken i t. We can also state that as a result of the failure of the third special
session there has been a strengthening of the international community's confidence
in the Conferenca on Disarmament as the sole multilateral negotiating forum on
disarmament.

For us, the cause of the failure of the third special session should be sought
in two diametrically oppcaed approaches that are to be observed in multilatecal
disarmament efforts. |

On the one hand, there is the universalist approach adopted by most countries,
baaed on the premise that disermament iS a matter of universal concern in whiah the
organized international community should play a decisive role through the adoptionm,
by means of the multilateral organs it has set up, of specific, effective measures
to halt and reverse the arms race. That approach has as its point of departure
recognition of the central obligation of the United Nations, without detracting
from the importance Of other more limited forums or disregarding the essential role
played by bilateral negotiations between the two super-Powers. That approach was
faithfully reflected in paragraph 5 of the Final Document of the first special

sessiaon, Which says:
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*the Members of the United Nations are fully aware of the conviction of

their peoples that the question of general and complete disarmament is of

utmost importanoe and that peaae, seaurity and economic and social development

are indivisible, and they have therefore recognized that the corresponding

obligations and responsibilities are universal.” (resolution §-10/2, para. 5)

In accordance with that approach - here | borrow a sentence from the
Secretary-General’s annual report this year -

“Disarmament is not the exclusive responsibility of the two most powerful

States, but a joint undertaking of all States”. (A/43/1, p. 13)

The other approach is the marginalist approach, the attitude of those very few,
countries which, although they recognised that disarmewent is a matter of general
interest, do not concede ihat the United Nations should play a significant role in
efforts to halt the arms race. Those who adopt that approach believe that the work
of the United Nations and its competent bodies should be limited to marginal tasks,
reserving negotiation on fundamental issues for the more restricted forums. That
approach rejects evan the possibility of the United Nations playing any role in
verification. It is hoped, however, that the international .community will always
be ready to associate itself with the initiatives and agreements reached in
bilateral negotiations or in the more restricted forums.

The contrast between those two approaches to the role of multilateral
disarmament efforts was evident throughout the special session. While it was
possible during the negotiations to establish consensus language with regard to
some of the i terns contemplated in the draft final document, that was only at the
expense oOf the position of those who championed the universalist approach. That
there was no agreement on the whole draft final document was because too many

concessions had already been ma& to the marginalist school. To have gone further
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would have meant restricting to inadmissibly low levels the function of the
organised international community in the disarmament field.

Those of us who champion the universalist approach are aware that the
super-Powers possess the principal nuclear arsenals and the most advanced space and
military technology. We also recognise that their security concerns and interests
raise Jelicate problems requiring par ticular attention. Precisely for that reason,

we not only recognize that they have a special responsibility in all disarmament

matters but demand that they shoulder that responsibility. That is the reason for
our insistence that there is close link and complementarity between efforts made at
the various levels and various forums on disarmament, whether bilateral,
regional-multilateral or universal-multilateral.

No one claims that the multilateral approaches should impose any concrete
disarmament measure on the super-Power s, but it is legitimate to insist that they
should recognise that the organised international community has a role to play in

negotiating these measures, particularly when they have international effects and

gcope.

One of the l1essens we must learn from the failure of the third special session
is, therefore, that it is imperative to lay down clearly the relationship that
should exist between the var ious bodies whare disarmament problems are aired and
make clear the role of each in order to ensure the achievement of our common goal.

In our view, that relationship should be developed within the framework of
permanent interaction; although each forum must follow the path that best suits it
in the search for its objectives there should at the same time be close reciprocal
co-operation making it possible for them to support and complement each other in
order to facilitate the achievement of concrete results in the shortest possible

time, The best illustration that such a relationship is possible is offered by the
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negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons, now being carried out at both
the bilateral and multilateral levels. The latter have benelited considerably from
the former . Some delicate problems likely to affect the seourity of the two
super-Powers have been ventilated in bilateral negotiations and then Zound
satisfactory solutions in multilateral negotiations, wi th the result that this year
the work Of the Confersnoe on Disarmament on a draft chemical weapons convention
has been marked by further progress.

| now turn to a brief. review of the situation regarding the main items
discussed at multilateral disarmament forums = particularly in the Conference on
Disarmament. The fact that | am not referring to all the items on the global
disarmament agenda should not be interpreted as a laak of interest on our part in
those subjects.

For Venezuela, and the vast majority of the countries represented here,
nualear disarmament continues to be the objective of highest priority and all Our
efforts are directed to that end. Although the danger of nuclear war has
considerably diminished since the two leaders of the super-Powers enunciated the
principle that a nuclear war could rot be won and therefor;should never be fought,
the risk that humanity will be annihilated by a nuclear holocaust will remain as

long as the nuclear weapon continues to exist anywhere in the world.
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The Powers that possess these weapons continue to best primary responsibility
with regard to nuclear disarmament, But the rest of the international community =
all the other countries in the world - has a vital interest in contributing to the
ach ievapent Of positive results in the negotiations on disarmament, because what IS
a t siake here IS our own survival and the future of mank ind .

There is a profound aontradiation implicit in military doatrines that are
founded On the possession of nuclear weapons. It is claimed that the possession Of
these weapons is indispensable as a means of guaranteeing the security of the
countries that possess them. But possession of nuclear weapons, far from
strengthening the security of the countries that possess them, heightens the
ingecurity of al mank ind, is constantly exposing everyone to the risk of a nuclear
holocaue t. At bottom, the reason for the possession of nuclear weapons is to
prevent their use, but to achieve that, there is the constant threat that they will
be used, even though that would mean self-destruction, the annihilation of life on
our planet.

It is tne firm hope of Venezuela that the Conference on Disarmament, on which

all states that possess nuclear weapons are represented as well as a representative

group of countries from all parts of the world, will begin to play its proper role

in this field by negotiating nuclear-disarmament measures that will help to reduce

the threat of a nuclear war and will reverse the nuclear-arms race.

Intimately related to efforts to acileve nuclear disarmament is the imperative
need to work for a broad treaty an the total rrohibition of nuclear tests. Such a
measure, as we all know, would constitute the most effective means of halting
nuclear pr ol ifer ation, hor izental and vertical, and would be the beat way Of
preventing the redeployment of nuclear weapon8 which have been eliminated as a

result of disarmament agreements, whether concluded or about to be concluded.
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Venesuela rejects the idea that the prohibition of nualear tests s
oconceivable Only as a long-term ob jective, S something that can be achieved only
after agreement has been reached on large-saale reductions in existing nuolear
arsenals. \We welcome the fact that bilateral negotiations between the United
States and the Soviet Union on the limitation of nuclear tests are progressing
satisfaator ily. what does concern us, however, is the fact that the purpose of
these negotiations is only to limit nualear tests and to create conditions for the
entry into force of the Treaty On Underground Nuclear Explosions for Peaceful
Purposes and the treaty limiting the yield of suoh tests. In my country's view,
the prohibition of nuolear tests should be totsl, in the sense that an end should
be put to all tests of any yield, in any environment, and for all time,

In keeping with this position, Vsnesuela, together with Indonesia, Mexico,
Peru, Sri Lanka and Yugoslsv la, took the initiativ: of putting forward a proposal
for transforming the partial nuclear test ban Treaty into a comprehensive one.
This initiative is not, as some have claimed, a sign of frustration in the face of
the stagnation in which thie question finds itself in the Conference on
Disarmament. The purpose of the six countries is simply to ‘close the gap that was
deliberately left by the authors of the Moscow Treaty of 1963, when they agreed to
put an end to testing in the atmosphere, in outer space and under water , but
reserved the right to continue underground nuclear tests.

Nor is the amendment of the Moscow Treaty designed, as has been claimed, to
raise any obs+acles to the work of the Conference on Disarmament in this area.
Quite the contrarys its purpose is to promote the early resumption of multilateral
negotiations on a compr ehens ive nuclear tee t ban treaty. The proposed amendment is

simply an oxpression of a commitment on the part of the international community -
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a aommitment that is largely unsatisfied = and reoognition of the urgenoy and high

priority that this question should enjoy.

There is serious and quite legitimate aonaern on the part of the international
community at the prospeot that outer space msy be allowed to become the theatre for
oontinuation of the arms race that we are now wicnessing on Earth. This concern is

all the more serious because the progress in spaae science and technology is

bringing oloser the time when man will be capable of developing and producing spaae
weapons. It is for that reason that the vast majority of aountries are so

insistent that the few countries that possess this capacity should renounce the
possibility of deploying weapons in space.

The international community, in different instruments, has expressed its
unequivocal determination to preserve outer spsce Tfrom the military rivary
prevailing on Earth, It has stated its objective as being to reserve this
environment exclusively for peaceful uses. Venezuela fully shares these
aspirations. Therefore my country attaches particular importance to the work of
the Conference on Disarmsment as it relates to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space. The interest of Venezuela in this matter has been demonstrated by its
aative participation in the examination of the item. In 1988 | had the honour of

being Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee of the Conference on Disarmament that dealt
with {t.

It is interesting to note that the treatment of this item has recently been

characterized by the fact that the debate has been between two dominant trends. On

one hand, the vast majority of countr lea want to see specific measures adopted to

prevent the spread of the arms race to outer space. On the other hand, the item is

particularly delicate and sensitive for some countries, and this leads them to

assume an extremely cautious posi tion. In so doing they prevent the Conference
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from playing a significant role in this field, subordinating multilateral action to
the development of efforts that are being conducted at the bilateral level.
However, as the relsvant chapter ok the report of the Conference on
Disarmament indicates, the subjeot has received increasing attentlon this year.
This is a refleation of the heightening priority being given to it on the global
disarmament agenda, As the report of the Conference on Disarmament indicates there
has been a qualitative change this year in the consideration of the item, attention
being foaused on the many proposals, put forward by a number Of delega tioms,
relating to oconcrete measures to prevent the arms race from eprsading to space. It
oan be said that the activities of the Conference have now taken a turn towards the
achievement of concrete ob jectives. This should |Isad to an intensification oOf its
work. We can claim also that, with the possible exception of one country, States
members of the Conferenoe have recoanized that the legal régime governing space s

not adequate tO prevent arms from being deployed there.



RM/6 A/C.1/43/PV.12
21

(Mr. Taylhsrda t, Venesuela)

The spaae Treaty provides for a partial prohibition on the deployment of
weapons IiNn spaae restrioted t0 nuolear weapons and weapons of MassS destruction.
The Treaty oontains ..o provisions prohibiting the stationing of other types of
weapons in Spaae, not to mention new weapons based on new technologies that are nNow
the object of very intensive researoh and development in order that they may become
elements of a planned strategic defence system. By their very nature space weapons
know no frontiers or limits of any kind and they therefore pose a threat to all
mankind, since no country is safe from the effects of a possible military
confrontation in spaae.

Chemical weapons are the most cowardly and abominable arms ever conceived by
the human mind, The terrible havo: wreaked by the use Of such weapons during the
Pirst World war brought the international community to agree upon the 1925 Geneva
Protocol that has, for over half a century, served to prevent renewed use of such
weapons.  Venezuela feels bound to express its deep concern at the fact that there
has now been a recurrence oOf the use of chemical weapons in an armed conflict.
Venezuela supports all countries that have energetically and firmly demanded total
conformity with the obligations set forth in the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

The most effective way to halt the resurgence of chemical weapons and their
possible proliferation is the prompt conclusion of an international comprehensive
instrument prohibiting the development, production, possession and use of chemical
weapons and providing for the destruction of existing arsenals and of the
facilities for their pioduction,

We are pleased to note that the work of the Conference on Disarmament on a
draft convention designed to contain such a comprehensive prohibition has continued
to be positive, This year the negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament have

resulted in further substantive progress. However, we should recognize that those

negotiations are not progressing at the pace required by the urgent need to
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produoe suech an instrument. Imptrtant and delicate issues are still outstanding,
but, given the neoessary political will, none of them should pose an insuperable
obstaale. Wwe believe that one obstaole, whieh arises out of the notion of
"seour ity staok 8", has been eliminated following the announcement by the President
of Franae in his address to the General Assembly that his country was prepared to
renounce al|l facilities for prociucing chemical weapons with the entry into force of
a future convention. That statsment is obviously of the utmost importance. At the
same time, however, it does raise the question of what France’s policy would be
with regard to chemical weapons prior to the entry into force of such a convention.

Venesuela views as very important the initiatives taken by the Presidents of
the United States and France to convene an international conference devoted to the
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons. We have conveyed to our authorities
the invitation extended by the representative of Franae in the Conferenae on
Disarmament, Ambassador Pierre Morel, to all States parties to the 1925 Geneva

Protoool to participate in such an international conference, to be held at Paris

£ tom 7 to 11 January 1989,

We have taken note of the fact that that meeting has been conceived as a
political act designed to strengthen compliance with the Geneva Protocol and not as
an attempt to introduce any juridical modifications to ~“hat document. We aso note

that the conference would in no way impede or hinder the work of the Conference on

Disarmament on producing a comprehensive convention and that its purpose is,

rather, to give those negotiations the final political impetus they need to resolve

outstanding difficulties and complete work as soon as possible on the drafting of
the final text of the new instrument.

As it has been presented to us, the proposed conference would have as its
final objective that of solemnly reaffirming the unreserved adhesion of all States

parties to the obligations entered into under the Protocol and would also serve as
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a means of interesting all Governments that have not so far done so in becoming
parties to it. In our view, if there is a real wish to strengthen the Geneva
Protocol and compliance with its provisions, the Paris conference should lead to
the withdrawal of the reservations so many States formulated when becoming parties
to it. As is well known, the Geneval Protocol, which was conceived as an
international treaty designed to prohibit the use of chemical weapons, has become a
treaty on the non-first-use of euoh weapons owing to the effect of the many
reservations that have been entered in its regard.

The withdrawal of reservations to the Geneva Protocol would have the dual
effect of atrengthening that instrument, and allowing it to play the role for which
it was originally conceived, and of eliminating the concern many of us have that

the so-called rights that have been unilaterally claimed in regard to the Protocol,

may be invoked with respeot to the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons

contained in a future convention.

Another measure that could emerge from the Paris conference and that would
also have the dual effect of strengthening the Geneva Protocol and giving impetus
to the negotiations of the Conference on Disarmament would consist in the immediate
imposition of a univeral moratorium on the production of chemical weapons of any
kind pending tne entry into force of a new convention that would contain an
obligation to destroy arsenals and production facilities. Thet morator iumwould
help to establish a limit on the stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
horizontal and vertical proliferation.

As we all know, a considerable portion of the resources used to produce

armaments is devoted to the qualitative improvement of existing weapons and to the

design and development of new weapons and sSys terns. Ever-more deadly and effective

weapons are daily being manufactured and more sophisticated weapons being planned,
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and, gradually, the distinction between conventional weapons and weapons of mass
destruation is becoming more and more difficult to make.
It has been estimated that some 25 per cent of over-all military expenditures

IS devoted to research and developnent for weapons production. Although it is true
that it is impossible to halt progress or t0 create obstacles to the advance of
science and techno) ogy , it is becoming increasingly clear that there is an urgent
need to begin to aomply with the provisions of paragraph 39 of the Final Document
of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which
stresses the need for negotiations on the limitation and cessation of the
qualitative improvement of armaments, especially weapons of mass destruction, and
for seeing that scientific and technological achievements are used solely for
peaceful purpoees.

Many delegations have referred to that question at the third special session
devoted to disarmament and at this session of the First Committee, and we can state
that there is a broad consensus for the inclusion of an item on the qualitative
arms race in the international disarmament agenda. Interesting proposals have been
made in this connection, including one by India at the tﬁird special session that
could serve as a basis for entering into the substantive consideration of this new
aspect of the disarmament problem. Perhaps, again to facilitate the understanding
of the scope and dimension of the problem, the United Nations might prepare a
special study containing an evaluation of the technological, political and legal
implications of the problem, as well as an analysis of its implications from the
standpoint of security and its ramifications for economics and trade. Such a study

could serve as a basis for determining how international treatment of this

important question might proceed.
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In recent days we have heard it stated forcefully that disarmament is serious
business, that it must be approached with realism, and that comprehensive
approaches based on all-or-nothing demands will not contribute to problem solving.

I do not believe any Government thinks disarmament is not serious business,
Nor do | believe that when a country advocates a comprehensive approach it is
aiming at an all-or-nothing solution or that it is disregarding the delicate and
complex implications of the negotiation of any disarmament measure.

But the facts cannot be viewed solely from the viewpoint dictated by the
security perceptions of the great military Powers. Realism means not forgetting
that billions of human beings with their own serious security concerns live on this
planet. The notion of security harboured by the great majority of countries is
based on a broad, multidimensional concept. A country's security should embrace,
apart from the military aspects, regquirements relating to the economic, social and
environmental stability a population needs to live in harmony with itS neighbours.

The encouraging picture prevailing on the international political scene is in
profound contrast with the glcoomy economic situation that is harming the developing
countries. At a time when the arms race continues to swallow incredible quantities
of the world’'s limited human, financial and technological resources for what some
countries view as their own military security needs, a great part of mankind is
struggling for survival amidst threats to social and economic security and
political stability posed by underdevelopment, poverty and the intolerable
sacr ifices imposed by the ~rushing burden of external debt.

In this connection | would recall the Final Document of the International

Conference on the Relationship Between Disarmament and Development, which states

that
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*the world oan either continue to pursue the arms race with

character istic vigour or move consciously and with deliberate speed towards a

more stabla and balanced social and economic development within a more

sustainable international economic and political order 4 it cannot do both ,»

(A/CONF,.130/39; section 1I, para. 4)

In that connection | wish t0O conclude by quoting a passage from the address by
*he President of my country, Mr. Jaime Lusinchi, to the General Assembly at its
present sessions
o Oé e ity'isusualy defined in terms of custody, preservation and
promtion Of a country's basic interests. FOr venezuela, together with what
is inherent in our national being , its secur ity also means democracy. . .. |t
means the freedom of its citizens to dissent, under the rule of law, to pe
able {0 prosper and satisfy their mater ial and spiritual needs. Nevertheless,
in a cartemporary world such as ours, our security and the security of our
ocountries are threatened from outside. 8o it is high time to make this
charge, and there is no more appropriate forum in which to do so than this, at
this rostrum open to all the peoples of the world. '
*Today the legitimacy Of our fundamental rights as nations and peoplea
. is being challenged. There is no other way to explain the lack of
definitive solutions to problems such as the problem of external debt . which

drains our countries' economies and deprive8 them of the right to a stable

future.” (A/43/PV.5, p. 3)

That is the harsh reality faced by mankind.
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Mr. AL-ZADGALY (Oman) (interpretation from Arabic)s In compliance with

rule 110 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, about the enforcement
of which the Chairman is enthusiastie, | shall plunge directly into the eubetantive
part of my statement.

At the outset, | wish to reiterate the wish of Oman that through participation
in the work of this Committee, and through the adoption of resolutions and
recommendation8 reflecting the genuine deeires oOf many delegations, many issues and
items of great importance to the international aommunity will be resolved by
consensus.

This Year , the General Assembly is taking place at a momentous time of hope
for positive change and tranguility. The United States of America and the Soviet
Union have agreed on the elimination of intermediate-range and shorter=-renge
missiles in Europe. The political significance of that agreement lies in the
acknowledgement by the twoO nuclear Powers that the theory of nuclear deterrence is
no longer enough to ensure peace and tramqu ility, irrespective of capacity for
military destruction, and that dialogue, negotiations and respect for the interests
of others are the foundation for common international security.

We are optimistic about the progress made in the relationship between the two
eupet-Power8 as regard8 reductions in strategic nuclear weapon8 and as regards a
ger ious ntart to effort8 to curb the arms race and halt the proliferation of
nuclear weapons along with the elimination, as a first step, of two types Of
destructive weapons. We welcome this initiative. We look forward to the two
super-Powe.s entering soon into negotiations on other disarmament and
arms-imitation measures, for the sake of the well-being of mankind. This detente
and dialogue between the twoO super-Powers has yielded concrete positive results in
eas ing tens ions. This in turn makes for a more stable and tranquil world, and

augur8 well for a broadened dialogue and agreement on an increasing ‘umber Of

international issues.
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In that aonneotion, | wish to address several issues that Oman corsiders oOf

great importance tO the ir.ernationa) community.

The Final Doaument of the first special session Of the General Assembly

devoted to disarmament painted a grim, if realistic, picture. It is still

realistio, in that it expresses the feelings prevalent among the statee of the
wor 1ds

“Mankind is oonfronted with a choices we muot halt the arms race and proceed

to diearmament or face annihilation”. (resolution 8-10/2, para, 18)

In paragraph 45 of the Final Document, the General Assembly placed nuolear

weapon8 at the head of the list of priorities for diearmament negotiations.
Since my oountry ha8 always pursued a peaoeful foreign poliey with respect to °
all regional and international issues, believing in the triumph of peace based on
justice and love amung :11 nation8 and peoples, we had looked forward to the third
special seeeion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. We saw much in the
meeting8 at that seeeion that was consonant with the basic principle8 of Oman's

policy.



Js/8 A/C. 1/43/PV. 12
31

(Mr., Al-Zadgaly, Oman)

It was also of prime importance not to allow the international climate which
has been generated by the recent initiatives to be dissipated. It behoved us to
give further .omentum to the process, so that the third special session of the
General ALsembly devoted tO disarmament should live up to expectations. It is our
belief that sueh momentum would lead to *he etrengthening of links between
multilateral and bilateral effort8 to halt and reverse the arms race, | f there is
any slackening of United Nation8 efforts in the field of diearmament, this must be
due to the lack of political will in implementing the reeolutione and programmes
formulated in this regard, In the formulation of such programmes, national
interests took precedence over the international. Hence, the special session
should have been seen as an opportunity to promote and co-ordinate United Nations
multilateral efforte, so as to be consonant with the bilateral efforte.

Last week one of the delegations attributed the failure of the last special
session to the laak of agreement on two paragraph8 on the Middle East and South
Africa.

Regrettably, this could not be farther from the truth, firstly because the

number of issues on which agreement was rexched defies counting and, secondly *

because the real reason is that mutual truet was not strong enough to lead the

concerned parties t0 a convergence of points of view. These point8 Of view

comprise the different ideologies vie-b-via regional initiative8 on nuclear

diearmament, naval armament, the link between disarmament and development and the

peaceful use of outer space.
The issue of disarmament is not the sole concern of any one State or wp of

States. It is a world issue that concern8 all peoples, because no one would escape

the nuclear catastrophe that would wipe man and civilization from the face of the

earth. Hence, collective work is necessary if we are to prevent such a catastrophe.
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Such a collective endeavour will be possible only if each and every State shoulder8
it responsibilities and makes the neceeeary sacrifices to pave the way towards a
new oonaerted world effort to formulate a comprehensive programme of disarmament.

The report of the Secretary-General on the study of the effects of nuclear war
on the planet, prepared by a number of experts and contained in document A/43/351,
lead8 us ser iously to consider the effects of certaia regional conflict8 on the
rest of the world. The report urges the conalueion of a trety that bane all
nuclear testing underground, in outer space, and in the seas and oceans. The work
of the ad hoo committee of the Conference on Disarmament on the multilateral
negotiation8 on a treaty prohibiting all nuclear tests and explosions should be
facili ta ted.

In this wntext, we welcome the proposal of France and the United States -
repeatedly advoaated by the Conference on Ditaarmament in Geneva to convene an
international conference to prevent the spread, production, stoakpiling and use of
chemical, toxic and bacteriological weapon8, SO long as this will lead to the
promotion of the Geneva Protowl of 1925, whioh is rightly .considered a
multilateral agreement which l1imits chemical weapons, and 80 long a8 the Conferenoe
does not single out certain parties for blame for tendentious political reasons,

Perhaps the real challenge to the international community lies in launching
the preparatory work for the fourth review wnferenae of the Treaty on the
Non-Proli fera tion of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) . The fact that the Sultanate of Oman
ha8 not acceded to this Treaty at present does not prevent it from opposing the

futile and dangerous nuclear arm8 race. We have to take concrete measures in order

to stop the proliferation of nuclear weapons, both vertically and horizontally.
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We hope that the review oonferenoe will remove the suspicion that the Treaty

will impose an international fait accompli that would perpetuate the situation of

both the States that posseas nuclear weapon8 and those that renounae or do not

possess them, We, like all other Arab and Islamio wuntr ies, re_ act the idea of

the proliferation of nuclear weapons and wish to warn against such weapons falling

into the hand8 of States that have hostile intentions and which may use them to
intimidate countries which do not possess them. Such a situa t ion will only lead to
increased suspicions and instability and exacerbate regional and international
tension While legi timizing an arms race and the channelling of natural and economic
resources to military defencea.

We, like other peace-loving states of the world, feel the increaaing need to
create a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East. However, while we support
making the Middle East an area of peace, free of nuclear weapons, we wish to draw
the attention of the international community to the fact that Israel’s increasing
nuclear capability and its refueal to place its nuclear inetallationa under the
control of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) pose a real threat to the
security of the Middle East and impede the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

The Sultanate, being aware of the destruction and instability such a posture
may bring to the region, call8 for increased effort8 by the United Nations. The
international community is called upon today seriously to consider the creation of
a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Mediterranean and the Middle East, taking into
consideration the circumstances and the nature of the region. This will constitute
a great boost to international peace and security.

Since { ta accession t0 the ad hoc committee on the preparation of the Uni ted
Nations Conference concerning the implementation of the General Assembly

declaration on turning the Indian Ocean into a zone of peace, Oman has8 spared no
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effort to promote the preparatory work of that Committee. we hope that the First
Committee will adopt the report of the Preparatory Committee and take the necessary
action to promote the Committee's work, with a view to holding the Indian Ocean
wnferenae before the end of 1990, as scheduled.

We also welcome the declaration issued by the State8 Of southern Asia
concerning their desire not to acquire nuclear weapons. We hop8 that this
deolaration will lead to a legal, mandatory agreement .

The Sultanate supports all proposal8 calling for the curbing of the practices
of certain transnationala which dump their nuclear, toxic and radioactive wastes in
the territories of developing countries, especially in Africa, the Middle East, and
the southern Pacific, The countries of these regions should not be saddled with
such waste8 which Other8 produce. This is a matter of paramount importance and
should be regarded with the gravity it deserves. It involves certain unethlcal
practice8 that pose serious threat8 to people and the environment in which they
live. It is also vitally important to contain the process of spreading and burying
suah toxic wastes in any environment. Certain mandatory, legally compelling and
comprehensive agreements should be concluded in this respect .

The concept of collective security lead8 us tO consider outer apace a8 a
common her i tage of humanity. It should be used for peaceful purposes. It is thus
imperative for the international wmmunity to make an appeal to the states that
have the scientific, technological and economic know-how to ensure that the
reasonable, legal reetrictione on outer apace are not violated and that outer apace
be used only for purpoeee that serve peace and humanity. We follow with concern
the attempt8 to extend the arms race to outer apace and develop new weapons Systems
that contravene the concepts Of in terna tional security and the view that ou ter

apace is a common her i tage, and use outer apace for military and espionage

purposea.
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The news that Israel has launched a satellite to spy on the military and
defence activities of the Arab and African countr ies is cause for great concern to
us, It is a new aot Of aggression which undermine8 security and stability in the
Middle East and the Mediterranean. It alse impels the countries of the region into
a new arm8 race spiral, this time in outer space .

The issue of naval armaments is a thorny and complex one which deserves
special attention. In this respect, the Sultanate find8 it necessary to take
confidence-building measures to enhance security and reduce the dangers of
incidents and confrontation on the seas, especially between ships armed with
nuclear weapons, It is also important that such international effort8 should
complement those made on the bilateral level , and that negotiations on such efforts
should take place within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament. The
matter8 considered should include security guarantees for non-military activities
On the seas and safeguards for the coastal States and the ships of neutral
countries caught up in conflicts.

It would be remiss of me when dealing with disarmament not to refer to
conventional disarmament. Since the end of the Second World War the world ha8
witnessed 36 military conflict8 in which conventional weapons have been used. wMore
than 5 million people have died in those conflicto. In addition, tremendous
amoun ts Of money have been epent on the acquisition of such weapons. Special
priority should be given to this aspect cf disarmament. All countries should
adhere to the principle8 of the Charter and refrain from the threat or the use of
force and from interference in the internal affairs of any other State. That will
add the necessary ingredient of security which is the prerequisite of any serious
diearmament effort. We also call for the implementation of all the General

Assembly resolutions that have been adopted on the matter year after year.
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We also welcome the efforts to reduce conventional weapons in Europe, within
the framework of the Stoakholm Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe.

Here | wish to refer to the Secretary-General‘s report on the economic and
social consequences Of the arms race and military expenditure8 (A/43/368).

We have two options:s either to go on arming ourselves, or to turn swiftly and
with determination to balanced and steady economic and social development in the
context of a more stable political and economic system. The inter nat ional
wmmunity ha8 demonstrated its belief in the validity ~¢ the latter option by
stressing the link between disarmament and development and adopting by consensus
the Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament. and Development, which made it clear that diearmament and development
Were the most urgent challenges facing the world today.

More than $35 billion is spent on military research and development annually,
while many peoples of the wor 14 face the problem8 of hunger, drought and
desertification. There is an urgent need to encourage the reduction Of military
budge to. International peace and security will be ensured if States in all region8
of the world take concrete steps to reduce military arsenal8 to the minimum
reasonable requirement8 of defence and secur i ty.

INn conclusion, because we believe that the effectiveness of the United Nation8

role in diearmament should be enhanced, we find it is high time to re-evaluate the
activities of the specialized agencies of the United Nations concerned with this
area, foremost among which, of course, is the Confarence on Disarmament in Geneva.
We maintain that the conferance has achieved a great deal in the area of
disarmament. We have the opportunity to consolidate its work in order to achieve
better resul ta. The implementation of the 1983 resolution to widen the

Conferance's member ship may augur well for it8 work. Also the evaluation and
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rationalization of the work of the First Committee and the Disarmament Commission
would have the same beneficial effect.

Mr. RAZALI (Malaysia): My delegation is greatly encouraged by the widely
shared sense of confidence and optimism about the present state of international
relations as we begin our deliberations at this session. It is our hope that the
prevailing positive political climate, largely generated by the improved
relationship between the United States and the Soviet Union arising out of the
super-Power summits and the signing of the Treaty between the United States Of
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles (INF Treaty), will serve us Well in
our present deliberations. It is also our hope that the happy conjuncture of
favourable international trends and the renewed interest and confidence in the
United Nations and its enhanced prestige will yield positive results at the end of
the current session.

You will recall, Mr. Chairman, that a similar mood of optimism prevailed
during the deliberations of the General Assembly at its third special session
devoted to disarmament (8SOD 111) earlier this year, but, much to our dismay, we
were unable to utilize the propitious climate to bring the deliberations of
SSOD Il to a fruitful conclusion. We failed to reach a consensus on a final
document. While my delegation shares the positive assessment of many delegations
of the ysefulness of SSOD IIl, we must be candid enough to recognize the success
that it was not.

At this forty-third session of the General Assembly we are again meeting in a
climate of continued relaxation in the international political arena, almost
unprecedented in the history of the post-world-war period. Here we are once again

given the rare opportunity of making good what we lost earlier this year.
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In a nuclear age the threat of annihilation hangs over all nations, big and
small. For this reason many nations, big and small, have expressed their concerns,
fears and hopes in the Assembly. To this universal clamour gfor a safer and more
stable world - free from the threats of nuclear holocaust or other forms of mass
annihilation - Malaysia adds its voice. We voice the legitimate’concerna of small
countries that possees no nuclear weapons to act as so-called deterrents or
anti-nuclear shields for protection. oOur only arsenal is our plea for rationality
and reason .  With others, and in unison, we all may yet be heard.

Herein lies the continued relevance and importance of the United Nations,
particularly to the smaller nations of the world, for the forum it provides for the
expression of their views and expectations. Herein also lies the continued
relevance and importance of the multilateral disarmament process, for inasmuch as
we commend the two super-Powers for the recent breakthroughs in their bilateral
negotiations, the very nature of the nuclear threat demands the continued
involvement and active participation of all members of the international
community. For , simply put, the nuclear predicanent Of the super-Powers iS nO
longer a private or bilateral matter between them, but is a common problem
affecting all humanity. As the fates of small nations hang in the balance in much
the same way as those of the great Powers, they have every right to be seized of
the problem and to oontr ibute to its solution in appropriate ways.

My government, like others, is gratified to hear the joint declaration of the
two super-Power s that

"A nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought”. (A/43/58, p. 3)

If so, would it be too much to hope that such wars should never be contemplated?

The logic of the joint pronouncement demands the complete eradication of such
weapons, and the sooner this is done the safer will our planet be. The ir continued

presence - in their thousands - in the arsenals of the nuclear Powers does not
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guarancee the continued safety of mankind, as we are persuaded to believe, but
threatens its very survival as a species.

While we recognize the difficulties and even risks of a quiok reduotion of
such weapons, Malaysia would strongly appeal to the nuclear Powers to heed the ary
for a safer and more secure world, baeed not on the doctrine of nuclear deterrenoe,
which brings only a precarious peace, at best, but on one of dialogue and
co-operation between nations. Any move by the super-Powers in that direction,
however tentative, would go a long way in generating inareased confidence and

security around the globe, so essential in the resolution of regional conflicts, as

recent events have shown.
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]
In our common effurts to rid the world of nuolear weapons, my Government

attaches great importance to the cessation of all nuolear tests and strongly
supports and encouragea mul tilateral negotiations Oon a comprehens ive teat-ban
treaty. We believe that the key to the cessation nf the nuclear~nrms race lies in
the banning of all auch tests and would therefore urge that the matter be given the
highest priority at the Conference on Disarmament in the coming years. Among the
proposals that have been advanoed in this regard, my Government finds itself in
sympathy with the call for amending and updating the partial-test-ban Treaty (PTBT).

As we grapple with the problem of a nuciear-test ban in the long term, we
should also address ourselvee to the more immediate question Of the reduction and
eventual elimination of exieting nuclear weapons, We commend the United sta tes and
the Soviet Union for their historic first step in eliminating intermediate-range
and shorter-range nuclear missiles from their arsenals, and would strongly urge and
encourage them to press ahead with their bilateral negotiations to effect a
s5v-per-cent reduction of their strategic nuclear arsenals in the near future,
tak ing advantage of the momentum and positive political climate generated by the
signing of the INF Treaty.

of equal importance is the issue of the prevention of an arms race in outer
spa- - that last frontier of mankind, whose we for peaceful purposes we should
Preserve as humanity 's common her itage. Malaysia gives strong encouragement to the
del ibera tiOns in the Conference an Disarmament ONn th is quee tion and would s trongly
endorse the initia tion of ser ioue negotia tions *:3t would lead to the concluding of
an international agreement en the banning of weapons in outer space.

My Government follows closely the negotiations in the conference On
Disarmament on the aueas tion of chemica weapons, and is encouraged by the progreee
made within the ias t year. We abhor the use of such weapon8 and would therefore

urge the Conference on Disarmament to accelerate its consideration of the
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subject so as to make possible the early conclusion of a canprehensive
chemical-weapons convention. As a parallel and complementary measure, we would

also support the proposal for an international conference to reaffirm the validity

Of the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

Another subject on the international disarmament agenda to which Malaysia
attaches great importance relates to the question of verification measures and
compliance with international agreements. In this regard we believe that the
Unit 1 Nations has a central role to play and, therefore, would like to express Our
support for the Six-Nation initiative towards the setting up of a multilateral
verification system within the Organization, even if this can only be realised in
the long term.

We also attach importance to strict compliance, by all parties concerned, with
the Nom-Proliferation Treaty in our efforts to curb the proliferation of nuclear
weapons, and, in preparation for the next Non-Proliferation-Treaty review
conference in 1990, we support the proposal for a new, comprehensive study of

nuclear weapons by the United Nations, as this would facilitate the success of that

conference.
Malaysia follows with keen interest developments towards the creation of a

zone of peace in the Indian Ocean and looks forward to the early convening Of the
projected Colombo conference for the implementation of the United Nations
declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace. We follow with similar
intetest the developments pertaining to the promotion of a zone of peace and

co-operation in the South Atlantic, as well as the proposals for the creation of
nuclear-weapon-free zones in various parts of the world, particularly in Africa and
the Middle East. In this regard Malaysia strongly condemns the efforts of South

Africa to introduce nuclear weapons to Africa, as well as Israel's nuclear

activities and capabilities in one of the world's most unstable and wvol. tile areas.
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Malaysia's keen interest in the establishment of zones of peace gn(d
nuclear-weapon-free gones in other parts of the world atema from its own commitment
and efforts, in partnership with the other members of the Associlation of South East
Asian Nations (ASEAM , t0o eetablieh a sone Of peace, freedom and neutrality in
South=Rast Asia, encompassing the entire South-Bast Asian region, of which a
nuclear-weapon-free zane Will be an integral ocomponent. |t is the view of my
Government that the realisation of euoh a zone in South-Eaat Asia would be a
concrete contribution to regional peace and etability and would complement an
reinforce the already fruitful economic co-operation between the MEAN countries.
Such g zone, once realized, will not be directed at any power external to the
region but aimed at providing a structure of peace, eeaurity and co-operation and
Of harmonious relationships between ocountries within the region, as vell as with
those outside. S8uch a framework would conatitute a concrete disarmament- and
confidence-building measure in a strategic area of the globe.

In nur preoccupation with the most awesome threat to our survival, namely the
nuclear threat, we ahould not loee eight of the real and ever-present threat of
conventional weapons. My Government shares the sense of alarm felt by the
international community at the massive accumulation Of these conventional weapons
by many oountries, in response to their security needs, and oalle on all members of
this Nrganization to contr ibute in every poeeible way towards the lessening of this
threat.

Malaysia is equally concerned at the growing threat and des*abilizing
potential of the naval arms race in many regions of the world, incliding ouyr own
region Of South-Bast Azia. \We would like, once again, to draw the attention of the
Pirst Committee and Of the General Assembly tO this equally important issue on the

disarmament agenda, and we call on all countr ies to play their appropr iate roles
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And to contribute to aurbing this growing threat at sea, without prejudice to the
legitimate national intereats of all the countries concerned.

Malaysia is cognizant of the danger A Andr i eke of the dumping of nuclear And
toxic industrial wastes to human life and {O the ecosystem. We are appalled at the
news of the dumping of toxic industrial wastes in Africa. The dumping of these
highly hazardous waetee represents the negative aide of scientifie And
teohnologioa " progress, wnich must be kept under A strict régime of international
safeguards And control. Towards this end, Malaysia joins in the call for
international efforts towards the establishment of A oanpreheneive international
instrument to prevent the tr ansfer of these nuclear And toxic industrial wastes tO
developing ooun tr ies.

As A developing country with total commitment to, And precccupation with, the
business of na tionrl development, Malaysia is fully oonvinoed of the undeniable
linkage between disarmament And development, based on the eimple equation thst more
money for armaments means less maney for goods And services. Malaysia is
encouraged by the growing recognition of the close relationship between these two
important aspects of national security - in the broadest sense of the term = And
would urge the implementa tion of the programme of action contained in the Final

Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament
And Development.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, | would like t0O express my delegation's strong
eupport for your efforts to make speedy progreee in the work of this Committee,
which, hopefully, will yield more coneeneue-building resolutions than were possible
in the past. My delegation is of the view that, after repea ting ourselves year
after year for so long, the time has come for us to effect some forward movement in
the pursuit of our common goals, in the larger interests of humanity to which we

are all committud. The stakes are high and the challengee formidable, but if at
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this orucial juncture we are all inspired by ths Age-old vision of peace on earth,

a8 we all must be, N0 obstrcles will be too big for us to overcome. To this end |
pledge my delegation's fullest co-operation in the work of this Committee.

Mrs., TOURE (Mali) (interpretation from French): | should like to expr ess
the great satisfaction Of my delegation At the skill And effectiveness with which
you, Mr, Chairman, have been guiding our work. The delegation of MA 14 would like
also tO express 1 ts gratitude to the twc Vioe-Chairmen, the Rapporteur And the
members Of the Secretariat. [t would be remiss of me not to thank, too, your
outstanding predecessur, Mr. Naengeya Of Zaire, who oontinuee to make a positive
oontr ibution to our work.

Most Of those who have spoken in th is debate have expressed appreoi ation of

the feeling of hope that prevails at the present time in international relations.
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Indeed, the glimmer of hope that had Appeared on the horizon following Geneva
has brightened With the signature On 8 December 1987 At Washington of the Treaty
between the Union of Soviet Ssocialist Republiecs And the United States of America on
the Bl imination of Their Intermediate-Range And S8hor ter-Range Missiles, My
delega tion also weloomee the Agreement in pr inoiple on A Su per cen t reduction in
atrategic offensive weapone.

Moreover, the last session Of the Conference on Disarmament And the third
special session of the General Asgembly devoted to disarmament allowed for An
exchange of views on the beet approach, within the framework of the United Nations
system, likely to lead to general And complete dicarmament Under effeative
international oontrol,

Notwithstanding that welcome progress, however, the First Committee Atlll has
before it questions on security And disarmament, questions that continue {0 pose a
serious threat to international peace And security . In other words, the hopet that
have been aroused throughout the world risk being disappointed by the negative

attitudes of some or by laok of political will on the part of others. peace is

truly An indivisible whole, And all possible situations muat be taken into account.
The third special session Of the General Assembly devoted tO disarmament gave
r ise tO considerable hopea, It provided A gyood oOppor tunity for working on And
Adopting A disarmament program within a multilateral framework. That Atep wae a
logical one within the framework of the objectives Of the United Nations Charter,
namely, the safeguarding And maintenance or international peace And security. My
delegation notes With great dieappointment the lack of consensus regarding

questions dealing with southern Aft ica and the Miadle East,



RM/11 A/C.1/43/PV,.12
47

(Mrs. Touré, Mali)

In adopting ite 1964 declaration on the denuclearization or Africa the
Organization of African Unity (OAU) rounded the alarm with regard to the danger
posed t0 the African continent by the presence of nuclear weapons. Twenty-five
years after the adoption of that important declaration, we are yearly witnessing
the growth of South Africa's nuclear capability. The possession Of nuclear weapons
by A régime that has institutionalized racial discr imination and is making
aggression against 1ts neighbours a permament element of its foreign polioy is A
serious danger for Africa And A threat to international peace And secur ity. This
is the appropriate forum for launching an urgent appeal to the international
comnunity {0 react rapidly to that danger.

Ierael's nuclear capability poses A serious threat t 0 all the States of the
region. The quest for peace in that part of the globe requires the convening of an
international conference ON peace iN the Middle Bast with the participation of all
pacties involved, including the palestine Liberation Organisation (PLO), the sole
legitimate representative of the Paestinian people.

My delegation would like, however, to point out that-despite the lack of
oonseneus in the adoption of a final document, the third special session devoted to
disarmament did, as is clear from the Secretary-General's report, make possible
agreement on A certain number or points. The report statess

"Disarmament is not the exclusive responsibility of the two most powerful

states, but a joint undertaking of all States)

"hile nuclear disarmament must continue to be the primary concern,

conventional disarmament has acauired a new importance And urgencys

*The qualitative aspect of the arm race needs to be Addreseed along with ite

quantita tive aspect;
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"National security needs to be viewed in the broader context of global issues

and inter national concer na)

"The goals of disarmament And arms limitation need to be pursued in

conjunction with efforts to resolve confliota, build oonfidenoe and promote

economic and social developments

*The existing machinery for disarmament can And should be utilized better.”

(A/43/1; p. 13)

The role of the United Nations in the search for And maintenance of
international peace And eecuri ty is becoming ever more important. That trend must
be oontinued in the interest of the international community. The Awarding of th,
Nobel Peace Prize to the United Nations peace-keeping forces has a particular
significance in this regard. That award should serve as a stimulus to our efforts
to seek international peace and security.

The philosophy of deterrence is certainly understandable, but the boundary
between national security and the threat of world catastrophe should also be
observed. The eurvival of mankind will be at stake so long as the nuclear-arms
race con tinues. By transcending passions we can together build a world of hope for
future generations. All other nuclear Powers should follow the example set by the
two super-Powers and embark upon the process of nuclear disarmament.

In his report on the work of the Organisation for 1988 the Secretary-General
notes that there is a need to conclude a convention on the prohibition of the
development, production, stockpiling, acquisition, transfer And use Of chemicals
weapons And their destruction. My delega tion encourages the Conference on
Disarmament in its efforts to produce such a convention and ncpes that the General

Assembly will adopt such a document in the near future.
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My delegation would like to share another concern with the Committee, namely,
the danger to Afr ica of the dumping of nuolear and industr ial wastes.. Everyone iS
well aware that such practices are likely te violate the geophysical And ecological
make-up of the environment, not to mention their negative effects on man. My
delegation would like to welcome the decision of the Interns tional Atomic Energy
Agency (IAER) = which, At its thir ty-second SesSion, condemned all dumping of
nuolear was tes. The international community should take up this question As A
matter of urgeney, for, in addition to their illegal and immoral aspects, euoh
practices violate the national security of Africa States And both regional and
inter national peace and Security .

My delegation has always supported the idea th At the strengthening of
solidarity in the field of disarmament would serve the cause of international peace
and security and that the resources freed through the reduction of expenditures on
armaments Wwould contribute to the growth And stability of the woeld economy, in
particular the economies of thae developing count: ies.

Thrt fundamental idea, which iS At the heart of the disarmament-development
relationship, is still relevant, And in that oonnection | should like to recall the
statement made A few weeks ago by the President of the Republic of Mali and Acting
President Of the Organisation of Afr ican Unity (OAU), General Moussa Traord, in his
address to the General Assembly & He saids

*Hence, ONnly by tr ansla ting our sense of common destiny into action will
we be Able to resolve the paradox of spending 81,000 billion each year in the
production of lethal weapons, while only a fraction of that sum would make our

planet a land of prosperity for millions of people who today suffer from

illness, hunger, thirst and ignorance.” (a/43/PV.16, p. 12)
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My delegation hopes that the pisarmament Commission, whioh is working On the
guestion of the reduction of military budgets, will reach consensus on the use of
the reporting system for military expenditures of States, and on principles
governing the future action of States to freeze And reduce military expenditures.

With respect to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, my delegation
believes it important that existing agreements be serupulously respected, And that
there be an in-depth study of the role the United Nations can play in verifying
those disarmament And Arms-control Agreements. My delegation believes also that
since space is the common heri tage of mankind i ts exploration And use should be
carried out solely for peaceful purposes. We call on major space Strtes to
contribute to achieving that goal.

Once the United Nations Charter was signed, mankind had the right to believe
that the nightmare of the scourge of war had vanished forever. That dream s far
from coming true, given the items still on the agenda of this Committee. But there
is still room for hope, because mankind IS growing increaa ingly aware of the threat
nuclear conflict poses to our planet. That awareness should make all States
scrupulously respect the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter.

Mr. DJOUDI (Algeria) (interpretation from French) 3 The chairmanship of
the First Committee requires outstanding professional experience, including wide
knowledge of disarmament issues, and acknowledged personal qualities such AS
readiness and openness to the concerns of others and therefore to dialogue. Since
those qualities, Sir, are among those which have won you the admiration And respect
of your colleagues, it was only natural that you should have been elected to guide
our work this year. The delegation of Alger la welcomes your election and assures

you of i1 ta complete readiness to co-cpera te with you.
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In the year since the last session of the General Assembly the trend towards
dialogue and negotiation in auper-Power relations has been intensified. In fact,
in 1988 negotiations bore their first fruit, including the ratification and initial
implementation of the Treaty on Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Nuclear Forces,

That alone is g historic event: it cannot be t00 heavily stressed that it is
the first-ever agreement on actual nuclear disarmament dealing with an entire
category of nuclear weapons. Moreover, the strategic-arme reduction talks (START)
are continuing) and it is hoped the two states parties to the talks will scon reach
an Agreement on the agreed goal Of a 5v per cent reduction Of the strategic nuclear
at senals. The parties should be encouraged in this task by the entire
international community, which iS eager to make a constructive contribution to the
inauguration and pursuit of an authentic process of nuclear disarmaments the only
alternative for wald pesos and security = indeed, for survival.

That dialogue appear 8 to have its own ir resistable dynamic in many respects,
opening many possibilities for the two major Powers, even in areas un t il naw closed
to discuseion irrespective of the state of their relations)’ these often involve
areas Of the world where the general lines of regional peace have been drawn even
though permanent tension And bloody confrontation had earlier prevailed.

The United Nations itself - unjustly called into question and deprived of the
means to fulfil its mission = has drawn new vigour from this state of afffaire,
reaffirming, perhaps as never before, that it is irreplaceable as a framework for
the resolution of the most bitter conflicts and for achieving solutions most in

keeping with the rights of states and of peoples.
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Those results oan only be welcomed when we consider the spreading circle of
dialogue that can give riase t0 a wave oOf peace flowing over all aspects oOf
international relations. But however aatiefaotory 1968 may have been for certain
spheres of disarmament and for the settlement of regional conflicts, we wonder
whether even a summary balance sheet can be drawn up reflecting only those positive
aspects, however important they may be - and they certainly are important. We
think we must also face the reality of the immense taok facing all States, first
and foremost the most heavily armed among them. That reality brings some thoughts
to the mind «f the Algerian delegation.

The years of cold war that followed the Ssecond World War, and the decade of
confrontation that began on the eve of the 1980s left a lasting mark on
inter national relationss more of a mark than transient dialogue and passing
détente. The first lessen of political realism is to see the worly as it is. Yet
for the non-aligned countries - whose Movement was founded during the dangerous
rise of the cold war - their difficulty in affirming independence and assuring
development has showed them that the world remains divided by a double gap;
East-West and North-South. Since they became an autonomous foroe for initiative
and action in a framework of solidarity = since the establishment of the Movement -
the non-aligned countries have chosen in-depth dialogue, expanded co-operation and
the establishment of appropriate forums as the sole ways and means to transcend
this global Calvary and to ensure universal collective security and development.

Now that dialogue is taking place where it ought to have begun - between the
two super-powers, and on the need to halt the arm race threatening the survival Of
mankind - Algeria, as a member of a responsible Movement, acknowledges the

regenerative potential of multilateral co-operation, so long as it lives up
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to its promise through the spread of itas positive aspects to all spheres of
international relations and throv,a the partiocipation of all states with a ohared
interest in giving international relations the needed stability and harmcnioue
development., The ™ tifaceted threat of disaster remains present and acute, and
requires concerted, well-organized multilateral actlon to avert it. The challenge8
are numerous and varied in the military, political, economic, ecological, energy,

f inancial and other sgheres.
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Therefore, while the renewal of negotiations in the area of disarmament is a reason
for optimism, we should also remember the urgency of eliminating all the other
threats from which the arms race cannot be isolated. The disarmament process must
be carried out in a framework that guarantees that it will be irreversibly pursued
while it continues to be associated with the settlement of other problems that are
growing worse because there is no attempt to resolve them.

We hope that the dialogue under way will rapidly create this inevitable logic,
which will lead States, first and foremost those that are the most heavily armed,
to this point of no return, at which the negotiation of significant disarmament
agreements will become an irreversible process aimed at ensuring ever increasing
common security through ever lower levels of weapons. This will bring the world
significantly closer to the day when it will be freed once and for all of the
threat of a nuclear holocaust, because of the total disappearance of nuclear
weapons, and will attain the goal of general and complete disarmament.

We must adhere consistently to a strict interpretation of agreements
concluded. The process of nuclear disarmament in particular must be resolutely
pursued and nothing should be undertaken that might jeopardize the strengthening of
that process. We must insist that it was no accident that it was an agreement on
nuclear disarmament, the first of its kind, that crowned the meetings of the two
super-Powers at the negotiation table. Nor was it a coincidence that the agreement

was accompanied by other such measures,” as the establishment of centres for the

reduction of the nuclear threat. It is, indeed, the nuclear weapon that threatens

our planet with total, irreversible destruction, and it is the danger of its
voluntary or accidental use that makes each period of confrontation more
dangerous. No other weapon, no matter what its terrifying capacity for mass
destruction, can be compared to it, even if its prohibition is urgently necessary,

therefore measures must be envisaged, in the form of a binding commitment
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undertaken by the nuolear-weapon States, prohibiting the use of nualear weapons in
any circumstance. I8 not the agreement that a nuolear war o0an never be won and

must never be fought already the political formulation of a ocommitment that must be

legally enshrined within the framework of a binding international instrument?

NO one oan deny that the comprehensive nuulear-weapon-test ban is the decis’ve

measure, the eritical threehold that will allow the disarmament process to become
effrotive and make challenges and steps baokwarde impossible. Any approach that
does not have this short-term objeotive will run the risk of having no real effect
on the arms race, because halting the arme race would no longer be the real
objeotive, There is reason for apprehension that the so-called step-by-step

approaoh might take us further from that objeotive, which muet remain the total

prohibition, not the gradual reduction of thresholds. The stages of that approach

are so vague and the final object ive so unoer tain that it is leg ! tima te to doubt
that it oan be seriously envieaged. This ie all the more true in that we note with
oonoern that the oonolueion of an agresment on the reductior of strategic nuclear

areenale might make the continuance of nuolear testa even more necessary ta ensure

the reliability of tho remaining nuolear arsenal. That would be a distortion of

the effect of interaction expected of nuclear disarmament a¢reements, since instead

of atimulating the process of nuclear disarmament the negotiations under way would

thus give riee t» a new series Of nucleur tests,
The delegation of Algeria at girst voted with reservations in favour of the

draft resolution on the notification of nuolear tests, wondering whether euoh an

initiative would not, in the final anciysis, legitimize those tests. But following

the publication of the notification of some tests cavried out by certain

nuclear-weapon Powers, wWe have been etruck by the magnitude of another fact. If

all tests were made public and listed in a single document, their number, frequency

and power would undoubtedly contribute to communicating to the world public the
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reality of that totally destructive power whioh nuolear explosions would unleash f

they took place beyond the comforting bounds Of so-called tests.

It 48 high time for the reeumption of effective negotiations with an objective
whose urgenoy hae been talked about for three decades now. The Confrrenae on
Disarmament is the perfeot forum for the negotiation of a treaty on the complete
prohibition of nualear tests, within the framework of an ad hoc committee entrusted
with a mandate to negotiate not t0o explore euoh specific aspects of such a treaty
a8 the field of application or verification. Moreover, verification can no longer
serve as a eerioue pretext for opposition when it 48 now clear that seismic
observation installations Oan detect even exploeiona carried out at the lowest
threshold& Three nuolear Powers have oommitted themselves to achieving the
oonolueion of such a treaty within the framework of more than one international
agreement, Their specific responsibility in working out the timetable - work that
is already under way = must be emphasized.

If the will of nuolear-weapon states, in particular that of the two most
important ones, is necessary to PUt an end to the arms race, it is thoee two also
that muet prevent an arms race in outer space. The common heritage of mankind,
outer space must be used solely for peaceful purpcses. |f oute. Space is to be the
new frontier of mankind for exploitation, it is important that that frontier be
demilitarized.

In recent years the Conference on Disarmament has considered this queetion in
sufficient depth to be able to begin at its next session a specific study of
rroposed measures aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space. In this
context, numerous suggestions have been made which represent a basis of euff icient
agreement to allow us to commit ourselves to that path.

It is right that the negotiation of a convention on the prohibition of the

devclopment, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
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deetruotion is given extremely high priority. That question enjoys rare unanimity,
and indeed is the only one on whioh progress is made year after year Wwithin the
framework of negotiation8 at the Conference on Diearmament, It is our realistic
hope to see a oonvention adopted before the end of this decade.

The third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament ended
in failure. Suoh a gloomy etatement is necessary not in order to repeat vain
recriminations but to affirm some of the healthy lessons to be learned, lessons
that are extremely informative regarding the nature, scope and magnitude of
development8 under way and, above all, what remains to be done in order to deal
with changes that have yet to prove their ability to safeguard the security
interests Of all States.

It is nevessary to reaffirm the imperative need for the rehabilitation of the
role of the United Nations in the diaarmament sphere. We oannot on the one hand
celebrate the role of the organization in various processes connected with the
settlement of existing oonfliate, and on the other work to make that role marginal
in the negotiation of agreements vital to the entire international community, while

both disarmament and the settlement of oonfliots are part and paroel of the United

Nations mission of maintaining international peace aud security.
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On the other hand, the discussion of the impact of teohnalogioal developments
on the arms race will demonstrate the limits of any disarmament measure that is not
accompanied by the greatest restraint in researoh and development on new
technologies for military purposes, Lack of control over that would considerably

reduoe the importance and oredibility of results obtained in the field of

disarmament.

Wwe might have doubts about the statement that technology is noutral when the
domi. 'nt approach in matters of co-opera tion with developing eountries in the
nuclear, chemical or missiles sphere is that of non-proliferation conceived as an
obstacle to the transfer of teohnology for civilian purposes.

Ve welcome the faat that it is increasingly recognized that disarmament is not
an end in itself, but is linked, for example, to the problem of human rights. But
what about the rights of peoples? Can the right to self-determination of peoples
be invoked only when it is convenient for manipulation in the framework of
East-West confliots? The same holds true for the problem of arms twnsfers, a
guestion which can be raised validly only if we take into aaoount all the elemente
involved In regional conflicts and which can be dealt with by the States concerned
only in the framework »f settling existing crises.

whilst it is repeatedly said that the most Powerful States arm themselves
because of mutual distrust, and not vice versa, which means that it is not the arms
race that creates the distrust, i ould we not: logioally add that it is not the arms
race that provokes regional conflicts, but that the existence of those conflicts
makes certain States acquire arms to defend themselves? That is par ticularly true
of southern Africa and the Middle East, where the permanent aggression of Israel
and South Africa make the other countries of the two regions seek military means to
resist that permanent desire for aggression and regional domination. In those two

situations we clearly cannot speak of the problem of the transfer of ai s without
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raising the problem of the nuolear weapons of Israel and south Africa, which,
morecever , thanks to the military technology assistance they receive, hare acguired
an incomparable potential at the regional level to produce and deploy a large range
of weapons.

The wreuit of dialogue and continued eoncer ted aotion, such as is taking

pPlace today with in the Committee, give an exoellent opportunity to express

legitimate concarns and openness to the secur ity interests of the greatee t number
of countries. By their constructive contribution, the non-alignad countries ! we
always worked for the exercise of the collective will to promote multilateral
action to deal with the numerous challenges faeing the international community.
Faithful to its original message and that mission, their Movement recently called
in Nicosia for increased dialogue and a search for common approaches. We hope that
we can put behind us the missed oppor tunity and be able to agree on joint
approaches. My delegation is firmly resolved to make itS contribution to that goal.
Mr. AZAMBUJA (Brazil)y Allow me, Sir, to begin by congratulating you on
your election. Your very well-known qualities of wisdom, common sense and
flexibility are additional guarantees that our work iS boImd to be successful.

The year 1980 has aready earned its place in the history of poet-war
international relations. It began just after the signature in Washington in
December 1987 of the Treaty between the United States of America and the union of
Soviet Ssocialist Republice On the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and
sho+ ter-Range Missiles ~INF Trea ty - the f irst nuclear disarmament agreement ever.
It saw the ratification of the INF Treaty at the Moscow Summi: in June and the
continuation of the Geneva nualear and space talks between the two Super-Powers,

from which springs the hope of another treaty leading to a 5v per cent reduction in
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their s trategio of fens ive arms, The improvement in the dialogue between the two
super-Powers was also undeniably a relevant factor in the accompl ishments of the

United Nations with regard to seme regional conflicts, seemingly insoluble Until

only a few months ago.

These most welcome developments and prospects, however, have not yet been
accompanied by similar progress in multilateral disarmament negotiations Or even
deliberations. The third special session of the Generad Assembly devoted to
disarmament was unable to produce a corsensus concluding document. The Disarmament
Commission at its 1988 substantive session reached consensus on its agenda items
relating to verification, confidence-building measures and naval disarmament , but
at the expense of continuing sluggishness on the item dedicated to nuclear
disarmament , which deserves the highest priority.

The Conference on Disarmament again faced an awkward stalemate in relation to
i ta nuclear items -~ not by sheer coincidence the first three on its agenda - a
non-negotiating mandate in the Ad, Hoe Committee on Outer Space, and still too many
obstacles and postponements on the road to a universal and non-dieoriainatory bar
on chemical weapons development, production and stockpiling.

If an atmosphere of mutual recrimination was known to be adverse to progrees
in disarmament negotiations at the multilateral level, it has come as a surprise
that the bettor climate between the two super-Powers has not brought visible
results in advancing multilateral negotiations. Some seem to have taken the
isolated example of the INF Treaty as final proof that bilateralism is a panacea,
and that multilateralism is either a minor disturbance hindering the dialogue going
on between the bloc leaders, a8 mechanism adequate in very narrowly defined areas,
such as chemica weapons, or useful merely as a deliberative arena mainly to treat
collateral measures - the so-called horizontal themes - such as verification or

confidence-building measures, warming over concepts that arose in specific
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geographical contexts and that are presented to the rest of the world as

un iver sally appl icable, r eady-made for mulas.

Neverthelesa, e refuse tO acoept that we are entering an era of renewed

bilateralism or releotive multilateralism. we prefer to think that the process of

change now going on in the bilateval relations between the United Btatee of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and affeoting the international climate
as a whole Wwill gradually produce further results and will at last reinforce true
multilateralism, including disarmament negotiations.

As President José Barney stated when he addressed the General Assembly at the
third special session last June,

*the task of salvation belongs to all of us, with no exclusions. The

weakening of maltila teralism darages the cause of peace. Disarmament, however
powerful the at senals of the super-Power a, cannot be a discussion between the

two. o (A/8-15/PV.1v; p. 6)

Bilateralism can be nothing more than a process of accommodation Of interests,
of give and take, so that at the end each party keeps roughly what the other will

also keep. 1Its goal is an acceptable balance of forces, not the gradual extinction

of form itself.
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Multilateralism works as a law-making process, where the collective will of
the whole finally inoludes the interests of all, big or small, and the new rules
apply to everyone, without discrimination.

Some 19 years ago, an eminent Srazilian diplomat and statesman, Ambassador
Jodo Augusto de Aradjo Castro, addressing the First Committee, said, with his
oustomary foresight:

*The prevalent trend among the major Powers is to demand that all medium-siaed

and small nations repose unlimited confidence in their supposedly common

Purposes, while each of those self-eame major Powers will not deposit any

confidence at all in the purposes and intentions of the other major Powers, car

in the small Powers either”. (A/C.1/8R.1692, para. 80)

It would be difficult to change a word in that text, even if we tried to update it
and apply it to cur ient reality.

Coming back to the events of this fertile year, | would like to stress that,
while the ratification of the Treaty between the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range
and Shorter-Range Missiles ~ the INF Treaty - deserves praise from the
international community, the fact is that the arms race has not been halted, let
alone rever sed. New nuclear weapons are still being constructed and tee ted , and »
first and foremost, the logic that pervades the nuclear arms race - the logic of
deterrence - continues to reign unassailable. This doctrine is at the origin of
the continuing escalation of the quantitative and qualitative development of
nuclear srmaments. Some States continue to think and speak about nuclear weaponry,
in its frightening historical novelty and specificity, as if it were just another

mean8 of warfare. In the report of the Conference on pisarmament we can read that

some delegations consider that
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“states had acquired nuclear weapor ' for the same reason that rade them decide

to acquire conventional ones = to enhance security." (A/43/27, para, 61)

In another part of the above-mentioned report we read that some hold that
deterrenae is “a fact of life" - of death, we should say = and that it made a
significant oontributfon to East-West stability. If all this is true, it would be
reasonable to ask for the world-wide distribution of nuclear weapons, for we would
then, first, enhance the security of each and every state; secondly, we would,
without doubt, stabilise every bilateral or regional conflict, for we cannot accept
Or support Ithe premise that some States are more reasonable than others. The
sophistry of the "normalization" and "stabilization® theories about nuclear arms is
clearly shown by its reductio ad absurdum.

In brief, simply to add or subtract nuclear weapons to or from nuclear
weapons, in a gloomy exercise of accounting, is to indulge in an absurd ari thme tic
of infinities - so far-reaahing are the effects of their eventual use - absolutely
incommensurate with the effects of any of its predecessors. Nuclear weapons do not
allow for quantitative lcgics of balance or equilibrium - one weapon is aready one
weapon t0O0 many.

This state of affairs was obviously reflected in the work of the Conference on
Disarmament. For the items “Nuclear-test ban’,, *Cessation of the nuclear-arms race
and nuclear disarmament” and “Prevention of nuclear war, including all related
matters” - all of them matters of the highest priority for the international
community = the Conference on Disarmament could not agree on the establishment of
the respective subsidiary bodies, The general negotiating mandate of the
Conference was thus once more ignored, and the rule of consensus used to prevent
the establishment of crucial machinery.

The Brazilian delegation, aong with the other members of the Group of 21,

continued to work for the urgent conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear-weapon
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Met-ban treaty, irreplaceabla as a means of ending the qualitative improvement Of
nuclear weapons and the development of new types of such weapons, and of preventing
their vertioal proliferation. Together with other members of the Group of 21, and
under the assumption that the proposal aontained in document ¢p/520/Rev.2 remained

valid, Brazil supported a oornpromiee draft mandate through which the Conference on

Disarmament would deoide

“to eetablien an_Ad Hoe Committee on item 1 of its agenda with the objective

of ocarrying out the multilaterzl negotiation of a comprehensive

nuclear-test-ban treaty’.
This proposal was considered generally acceptable by all groups, except one, which
prevented the expected consensus. Thus the Conf erence On Disarmament, the single
multilateral negotiating body, was barred from beginning work on this most relevant
matter, recognizably the first logical step in any process for the oeeaation of the
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament.

Those who opposed the mandate of the Group of 21 maintained that the
stage-by-stage approach of nuclear testing offered the best chance for early
progress, through the ongoing bilateral talks between the two super-Power@. We,
for our part, think that the existing bilateral thresholds do not preclude the
modernization Of nuclear weapons and their qualitative development,

The same scenarios, roughly, occurred again an items 2 and 3 of the agenda of
the Conf er ence on Disarmament. The Group of 21 proposed draft mandates, but it was
not possible to reach consensus, except in the case of one group of States. As
regards the prevention of nuclear war, we heard, with not a little surprise, that
this question could not be isolated from the problem of preventing war in general.
This misleading fallacy seeks to equate the risk of extinguishing life on earth and
annihilating human civilisation with the results ~ terrible as they may be - of any

conventional conflict. .-
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On outer space, the Ad Hoc Committee established by the Conference on
Disarmament, under the able and energetic chairmanship of Ambassador
Adolfo Taylhardat of Venezuela, advanced and developed further the examination and
identification of various issues relevant to the p' vention of an arme race in
outer space. There was general recognition that the legal régime applicable to
outer space did not guarantee the prevention of an arms race in that environment.
specif ically, it was clear that the existing legal ins truments left open the
possibility of the introduction of weapons in space, other than nuclear weapons or
otnJr weapons of mass destruction, and, consequently, were not sufficient to
prevent the spread of the arms race in that med.um. There is an urgent need to
consolidate, reinforce and develop that régime and to enhance its effectiveness,
with a view to preventing science and technology from once more out-pacing
disarmament efforts. The concrete actions required are hindered by the
non-negotiating mandate some parties still favour, in contrast with paragraph 80 of
the Final Document of the first special session, which specif icaly asked that

“further measures should be taken and appropriate international negotiations

held in accordance with the spirit of the { 19671 Treaty on Pr inci plea

Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space,

including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies", (S-10/2)
We hope the_Ad Hoc Committee will be rc-established ne«t year with a negotiating
mandate . Here, as elsewhere, we believe that multilateralism is not a hindrance to
bilateral negotiations, but that, on the contrary, multilateral and bilateral
processes can and ehould reinforce each other.

I will not address today the subject of chemical weapons - one that we can
say, for sure, has been at the forefront of international attention, and one that
we at the Conference on Disarmament have treated with the utmost attention - for |

will speak N0 thia apecific matter on another occasion in the near future.
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It 48 an undeniable fact that disarmament and development are two of the main
roads to a better world. More than that, they should not be seen as parallel and
separate ways. The arms race absorbs an important proportion of the huisan,

financial, natural and technological resources - scarce resources - of the world.

It weighs heavily in the economies of all countries, developed and developiny, and

disturbs the international flew of trade, capital and technological knowledge.
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what the world spends in the military sector is in tragic contrast to the misery
and poverty that affects more thar two thirds of mankind. This should be a warning

for the international community and a stimilus to immediate action to disarm and

use the resources so freed to hrlp in the urgent tasks Of development.

The Pinal pocument Of the International Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development,held here in New York from 24 August to
11 september 19387, stated that the global arms race and development compete for the
same finite resources at both the national and the international level. Developing
countries, fa their part, are doubly affected by the expendl ture they incur
themselves and by the d‘sturbing effect of military expenditures On the world
economy. It would be rather cynical, however, to equate the national and
international levels, since the effects of the spending pattern Of the two

super-Powers a of the major military Powers have a much wider repercussion upon
everyone than the military expenditures even of all the developing countr lee taken
together.

Development Will diminish ncn-military threats to secur ity and so enhance the
possibilities of a faster pace in disarmament. pisarmament will free scarce
resources and so increase those available fOor development. It is as simple as
that, but its sheer simplicity makes some doubtful. I still hops to see an
evolution in their position.

The year 1988 is coming to an end. It will be remambered for the ratification
of the Treaty between the Union of 8oviet Socialist Republies and the United States
of America on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and Shor ter-Range

Missiles - INF Treaty - and for the general improvement in the international

climate, obvious in the treatment of several regional crises. 1t will also be

remenmbered by most of us in this roan as the year of the third special session of
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the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, a gathering that began wrapped in the
moat extraordinary atmosphere of hope - based on the same welcome facts and trends

on the bilateral and regional levels as | have mentioned - only to end in a Climate

of such half-hear ted r ationaliaatione as, "It was an occasion for high-level
participation®, Oor again, "a forum for diecussing new trends’, or “a brainstorm.®
We all know it was not meant to ve only that. It was not meant to be an academic

meeting = and | duly appreciate academic mee tinga. The third special session
devoted to disarmament was primarily a meeting of statesmen and diplomats, people
whose words are relevant not only because of the ideas and information they carry
but because they engage and commit the States they represent. In that capacity our
June meeting fell short of our reasonable expectations, and we should be ready to
acknowledge that. It was a warning that there is a growing distance between
improvement in the dialogue between the two super-Powers and the broader
conversations among all of us. International society is much more complex and
diverse now than it was some years ago. Bilateralism cannot guide us all in a
field such as disarmament, which relates to the security of each of our nations,
large or small. If multilateralism is under a moratorium because it no longer
responds to the signals of the more powerful States, bilateralism by itself will

not be able to impose a legi timate world order democratically arrived at and

accepted by all parties conc -rned.
| should like to conclude by again quoting Preside..t Sarnay's words as he
defined some principles we cherish in the field of disarmament. He stated:
“First, no State should demand from any other disarmament measures that it

itself is not prepared to take, and no one shoulé require of another that
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which he himself will not des secondly, concerns regarding the security of one
State are just as valid, just as important and just as relevant as those of

any other State = that is the principle of equality,” (A/8-15/PV.10, p. 15)

If our multilateral efforte in the field of disarmament are built upon

foundations like these, we will be designing a future international society capable
of Justice and peace and, for that reason aone, assured of permanence.

STATEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN: Before adjourning this morning’s meeting, | should like to

draw the attention of delegations to an issue on which the First Committee should,

in my view, pronounce itself not later than 4 November 1988.

On 12 October the President of the General Assembly, in a letter addressed to
me, transmitted the text of a communique from the Chairman of the Fifth Committee,
wvaich has been distributed in document A/c.1/43/4. It concerns the request to the
Main Committeas, including the First Committee, to communicate their views to the
Fifth Committee on the relevant chapters of the provisions to the medium-term plan
for the period 1984 to 1989, which is now extended to 1991 and on the

Secretary-General’s note containing the draft introduction to the medium-term plan
for the period 1992-1997.

This matter has been brought to the attention of the officers of the Committee
at their meeting. At this stage | would like to rejuest members of the Committee
to give consideration to this matter so that the Committee may be in a position to

submit its views on the subject in an appropriate manner and within the time-frame

that | stipulated earlier.

The meeting rose at 12,49 p.m.




