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The  me t inq  wan called to  order  a t  3.33 p ,m,

AQZNDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued-)

CONSIDERATION OF AM ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTION3  ON DISARMAMENT ITPMS

Mr .  HYLTENIUS  (Sweden) I I have nuked to  speak today to  in t roduce draf t

decinion  A/C.1/44/L.6  a n d  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/44/L.?S*

For a number of years Sweden haa introduced a draft resolution in the Firat

Committee an the 1980 Convention on Prohihi  tionu  or Reetrictiona  UI the Uae of

Carta in Convent ional  Weapona  Which May Be Deemed to Be Exceeaively  In jut ious or to

Have  Indircriminate Effectn. Them textrr have en joyrd the  aponeorrhip  of  a  large

g r o u p  of n o n - a l i q n a d ,  WeBtern and  ficcialht  Staten and  have ,  l i ke  lant year�s

r e s o l u t i o n  43/67,  heen  adop ted  by  conmmuo.

This  year  my delegat ion ig introducinq only a draft  decision  - conta ined  in

document A/C.l/44/L.  6 - in  order  to maintain thie i tem cn the  aqenda of  the  Ckmeral

A.ssemhly. We do RO because  we are  not  prepared a t  this neclaion of  the  Assefrbly  to

propoffe  a n y  auhqtAntive chanqe i n  t h e  t e x t  af laflt yeartR r e s o l u t i o n . I t  wan aleo

considered  thfit repetitton  o f  t he  renolutian  would n o t  add  t o  t h e  s t r e n g t h  and

iluthortty  of the .statemtnt adopted  unaninnualy  hy the  bneral Assembly year  after

year  on  the  1980 Convent ion  when i t  urged  811 Staterr tha t  had not  ye t  done 80 to

e x e r t  t h e i r  heRt encieav0ur.s  t o  hecorn!  p a r  tim tn t h e  Convan  tion a n d  ita PrOtocOlR  1

90 a:1 ul.timately  t o  obtain  u n i v e r s a l i t y  o f  a d h e r e n c e . T h e  Assembly  haA alto

con.sin  tently  nntnd  the  po.ssih  ill t ies , u n d e r  a r t i c l e  8 of  t h e  C o n v e n t i o n ,  of

crlnsidsc  inq ,1mc!nfimentr, o r  addi tlonal  protoco1.s  t . o  i t . Nex t  yea r  i t  w i l l  he

1 0  yearns s i n c e  thrr Convention  waR c o n c l u d e d .

It i5 t h e  v i e w  o f .  S w e d e n  t h a t  i t  1% t i m e  tc mnsi.der  hethcr or not f u r t h e r

cataqories  o f  weapons s h o u l d  h e  mde t h e  o b j e c t  o f  epecif  ic r e s t r i c t i o n s . I n  t h i s

cnntext  my delega  tic>n has repea tadly mentioned incendiary weapons and specific

a n t i - p e r s o n n e l  laser weap0n.s. My deleqa tion has algo mqqested  a new protocol on
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the uao of naval minen, though not nacrradri1.y  within the framework of the prwmt

cl3wantinn. It ia thun the viaw of &&eden  that there in room for new initiative8

fo r  fu r the r  deve lopmnt  o f  intern8 t i ona l  human i t a r i an  l aw  in  thir f i e ld .

In  the  mean t ime we expect  the  decision to  ino lude  the  ibm in  the provir ional

agenda of the forty-Pi fth ~088  ion of the Osnoral  Aanembly to ho taken without a

vote.

My rrecond  reoponaihility  is  to introduce draft  rerolution  A/C.l/44/L.  35, on

�Naval  armaments and diaarmnmnt". I do no on behalf of Aoatrslir, Austria,

Bulgaria, China, Finland, the Gatman Democratic Republic, Icolrrnd, Indoneria,

Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Sri Lanka, Yugoslavia and Sweden.

The General Anrenbly laat year recal led  ite rwurrt in  1985  to the Dirarmamrnt

Comminmion  to conaider  t h e  ieeuer  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h e  U n i t r d  Nation8  ntudy ar t h e

nava l  a rms  race  (A /40 /535 )  w i t h  a  v iew to  f ac i l i t a t i ng  the  i den t i f i c a t i on  o f

paaRible  measures  in  the  f i e ld  of  nava l  armn r e d u c t i o n a  and disartmm6nt,  p u r s u e d

wi th in  the framework of  progreea toward8 general  and complete  di r r rmament ,  aa well

au conf idence-bui ld ing  mearuree  in th is  f  irld. In 80 doing the Dirarmamsnt

Comniaeion  wa6 aleo asked to take other ralevant  measures  into account.

During i ta 1989 seesion  the Dinarmament Commian  ion continued its conridera tion

o f  t h e  iesue. The meeting8  held resulted in a number of aubetontlve  findings and

recomnmnda  t ion8 on the auh je ct. Therre  are  conta ined in  a  working paper of thb

Chairman (A/CN.10/134),  which  met  wi th  the approval  of al l  de legat ions

per  ticipating in  the  Ruhstantive  conuul ta t ionu and which,  in  the i r  v iew,  could  form

the basis of further de1 iheratione on the 8uhject.

This working paper was richer in Ruhatan t ive content than the correeponding

document  of  the  previouu  year. Several new euhetantiva working paper6 were
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aubmi  toad in the course of the conaulta tiona. The working paprr ata ted that there

WSI

nwideapruad concurconcr  o f  view that, a t  this s t a g e ,  c o n f i d r n c r - b u i l d i n g

meaauroa  of VIC ioua kinda,  both in the global  and the region81 contexts  could

be more amenable to Curthor conr idrra t ion and poaaibls negot ia t ion  in  the

appropr ia ts foruma�.

A nu*er of poanihla  meanurea  woto ruggrated. Specifioally,  mention could be

made here of

�negot ia t ing a  mul t i la tera l  agrooment concorning the prevent ion  of  inc idente

a t  nea h e y o n d  t h e  territor 181 aoa i n  addi tim e0 exir t i n g  8greenmntn�.

Such an 8greement is not intended to replace or l upera*ns exirting  hilateral

agceet!mnta but ahould  be  an  impor tant  complonrnt  tc thorn. A mu1 tila teral agreement

would  go b e y o n d  t h e  ao-callrd  ruloa o f  the rosd. It would, furthermore, promote

homgeneity  in  the  norm tivo eya tom and ho an  impor tant  conf idence-bui ld ing meaaUre*

Another example of concrete meaaurea  propoaed aa a modrrnlaation  of the lawa

of Bea warfare wae the updating of The Hague  Convention VIII of 1907 on Laying of

4utoma tic Submarine Contact Miner.



lMS/5 A/C. 1/44/W. 20
6

( M r .  Hylteniua,  !3weden)

It was a l so  recognized i n  t h e  r e p o r t  hy t h e  Chairmm

�that  the harmful of fectn  that conflict at sea could have on freedom of

navigs t ion and other uses of the sea, in accordance with current in terna tional

law,  for  States  neutra l  to  or  othrrwine  not involved in  an ongoing conf l ic t

hrvo been amply demonstrated in recent yearn.  The maintenance of freedom of

navigation and other uses of the sea is an important objective for all Sta tea

neutra l  to  or otherwise  not  involved in  such conf l ic ts . �

The item �Naval armamonta  and diaarmamentn  haa been on the agenda of the

Diaarmambnt  Commiaaion for four year8 now. The del ibera t iona  have  led  to a

deepened understanding of the subject, Concrete measures on which neqotia tiona

could be conduchd  have hren defined. Other  important  iaauea would  need fur ther

e l abo ra t i on  hy  t he  Diarrmament Commiaeion. I t  i s  t o  b e  h o p e d  tha t  a l l  Sta tes

concerned will  take an active part in developing a common apprasch to those IaSue~~

Draft  resolution A/C.1/44/t.35  la of a procedural  nature. I n  i t  t h e

Disarmamnt Commiaa  icn is requested ti continue the aubatan tive considers tion Of

the question at its forthcoming aeaaion  in 1990 under the agenda i tem entit led

�Naval armam6nta and dir drnument “, and t o  r e p o r t  ar ita d e l i b e r a t i o n s  a n d

recomnendationa t o  t h e  Osneral  AaaenS,ly  a t  i t s  f o r t y - f i f t h  s e s s i o n .

On behalf  of  the  sponsors , I  w i s h  t6 comnmnd  t h e  d r a f t  te8olutiar  t o  t h e  Firat

Comni tter and recommend  that the Conittee give if full awport.

Mr. GROMAL  ( I ce l and)  t A c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  (A/C.l/44/L.  35)

introduced by the representative of Sweden, the Disarmament Commission would he

reques ted  to cont inue  coneideration  of the  ryueaticn  of the  naval  arms race and

diearmament and to report on ita de1  iherationa and recommendations to the Csneral

Aaaembly  a t  it8 fo r ty - f i f th  seaaion.
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The General Assembly adopted the first  resolution on this matter as long ago

as 1383. At that t ime the  naval  arma race was at  i t s  height ,  and re la t ions  between

the uuper-Powers  were so tense that talk of naval disarmament was hardly more than

wishful  th inkinq.

Now, however, there  has  been a t ransformat ion in  super-Power  re la t ions ,  and a

spi r i t  of peace and conci l ia t ion has  spread across  continents. Psrhapa the summit

maakinq in  Reykjavik  thrae  years  ago was the  tu tninq-point ,  the  beginning of  the

mult i la tera l  d isarmament  process  in  which we happi ly  f ind ourselves .

The super-Powers began with important steps in the field of nuclear arms and

are  proceedinq  to  g r ea t e r  ag reemen t s  i n  t ha t  f i e ld . I t  was  s e l f - ev iden t  t ha t  t he

procsas of reducinq  armaments should he started by concentrating on the most

dangeroua weapons of all. I t  was equally  logical  to  proceed f rom there  to

convent ional  arms and fur ther  conf idence-bui ld ing measures ,  and th is  i s  be ing done

in Europe in a spirit of optimism.

The Government of Iceland has expressed its view that,  once the current

negot ia t ions ,  in  Europe have yie lded sat isfactory resul ts ,  conf idence-bui ld ing and

arms control should be extended to the seas. The oceans have not received much

at tent ion in  disarmament  negot ia t ions  so  far , a l t hough  seve ra l  t r e a t i e s  app ly  t o

the maritime domain,

Some delegat ions  deal t  wi th  th is  subjec t  in  their  statements in the  general

debate in this Committee. My deleqation is in complete aqreement with what the

Ambassador of Denmark said:

�Naval armaments and disarmament have gained attention. The ro le  of

naval  forces  must be examined in  an overal l  mi l i tary  and pol i t ica l  context  and

i t  should  he no ted  that  the pr inciple  of  undiminished secur i ty  has  a  specia l

importance with reqard to naval disarmament in consequence of well-known
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geographical  asaymett ies .  Openneaa, transparency and objective information

are important for naval as well as for other disarmament areae. A deepened

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  diacuesion  i n  a p p r o p r i a t e  mul t i la te ra l  fo rums ,  w i th  a  v i ew t0

eatabl iahinq the  neceuaary precondi t ions  for  fur ther  development  of

confidence- and eecurity-building  measure8 and diearmament ,  ia cal led  for  in

the area of  mari t ime forcee as well.�  (A/C.1/44/PV.16,  p.  SO)

The Foreign Minister of Iceland said in his statement to the General Assembly

last month:

�There is alma a qrowinq understanding that confidence-building at sea must be

compat ib le  wi th  the  pr inciple  of  f reedom of  navigat ion and must  take into

account  the  aeymmetrical  dependence of  d i f ferent  Sta te8  upon the  sea8 and

secure ocean l ine8 of  communication8.~t  (A/44/PV.  19 ,  p. 33)

Diaatmament at sea is, of course, c l o s e l y  c o n n e c t e d  w i t h  t h e  s t r a t e g i c  arm&i

talks, because a large number of strategic nuclear weapons are placed in

submarines. Rut  on the  other  hand naval  armaments  are  ent i re ly  different  f rom

cont inenta l  ones  in  tha t  navies  have the mohil i ty  to  go a l l  over the  wor ld .

Capi ta l  sh ips  seen in  the  Nor th  At lant ic  may well  be  on thei r  way to  the  Indian

Ocean or the Far East. That problem ha8 a world-wide dimension.

Securi ty  and the environment are becominq  increasingly  in terre la ted. A large

number of naval vessels are propelled by nuclear plants and may carry nuclear

weapons. They are  f loat ing or  submerqed nuclear plants  tha t  a re  subjec t  to  the

same danger  of  accidents  a8 s imi lar  p lants  on land.

AS  the  Foreign Minis ter  of  Ice land and the  Foreign Minis ter  of  I re land both

pointed out in their statements to the Assembly, these submarines pose a constant

threat  of  a  very s ignif icant  increase in the  danqers  already exis t ing f rom

radioact ive  waste  in the 8ea. Recent accidents  to  nuclear  euhmarines  in  nor thern

watera are ample proof  of  that  danger .
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It ie no c o i n c i d e n c e  tha t  two  island States in  the crowded  North At lan t i c

should  he  ca l l ing  a t ten t ion  to  this danger . A nuclear  accident  near the  r ich

f ishlng-grounds  would scare consumers from buying the fiah, and that would be an

economic catastrophe for my country.

The Fore ign Minis tera  of  a l l  the  Nordic  countr ies  diSCUSSed  that  danger  a t

thei r  recent  meet ing in  Ice land. They agreed to  appeal  to  a l l  nuclear  Powers  to

exercise  the  greates t  pO88ible  caut ion in  order  to  reduce  the  danger  of  nuclear

a c c i d e n t s . Th i s  i s  a  ma t t e r  o f  t r a i n ing  and  d i s c ip l i ne , b u t  i t  i s  a l s o  poaaible  t o

qet  in ternat ional  guidel ines  for  the safety of  sea-borne reactors  worked out by the

International Atomic Energy Agency.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): I  wish t o  advise

members that  my Aaleqat ion has  c i rcula ted the  text  of  the  nta tement  I  made a t  the

informal meeting of the First Committee held on 25 October, informing delegations

about progreua in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in Geneva.

I communicated that information as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee during its 1989

s e s s i o n . As delegat ion8 wi l l  see , the document summarizea the points I addressed

dur ing  t he  mee t ing ;  I  f e l t  it w o u l d  b e  u s e f u l  t o  r e t a i n  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  t o  t h e  t e x t

of  the  r epo r t  a s  c i r cu l a t ed  to  d e l e q a t i o n s  a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  s e s s i o n .
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Lastly, I would like to say that the informal stateskant  I made in my personal

capacity is binding only upon myself.

Having said that, I should now like to turn to agenda item 63 (d),

"Conventional disarnvament". on which I am speaking on behalf of the State aWnbetS

of the European Community.

Nuclear disarmament is one of the most important priorities for the countries

on behalf of whom I am speaking. Thus the Twelve have regularly emphasized that

conventional disarmament is essential and must be pursued as a matter of urgency as

an integral part of the process of general and complete disarmament, in which all

States of the world must take an active part. The process of arms control and

disarmanmnt must address both conventional and nuclear weapons, since a balanced

reduction in both types of armaments will contribute to strengthening security.

One of the highest priorities for the international community must be the search

for Progress to achieve balanced and verifiable cuts in conventional weapons. The

conventional-disarmarrent  process is intended to achieve verifiable arms-control

agreements ensuring security at the lowest possible level of forces and weapons

alike in order to eliminate threats of surprise attack and correct the imbalance in

conventional forces that can act against security and stability.

Conventional weapons have been responsible for the deaths of millions of human

beings in conflicts throughout the world. Increasingly powerful weapons continue

to be developed world-wide. mpenditure  on conventional weapons and forces absorbs

a considerable part of budgets all over the world, putting an increasingly heavy

burden on the economies of many countries.

Growing recognition of the over-all importance of conventional arms-control

and disarmament is to be welcomed. All States, and not only the most heavily

armed, should be involved in the conventional-disarmament process, paticularly
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through the conclurion of regional agraenmta. T h e  taq ional  apprarch ia l.ikelY ta

Prove  t he  most PraotiCal  i n  a ch i ev ing  progrena  i n  t h e  toroaaeahls fu ture .

Conventional-armr oontrol in a matter of particular concern for Europeg  where

the concentration of troops and wrapona ia high. In the view of tho Wel.ve, every

et fort  mutat  be made to  correc t  the  imbalance  in  convent ional  forces  in Europe and

t0 CraatO  a rtahle balance of conventional forcon at e lower level. We are

convinced that the movement under way in Europe with regard tn conventional-arma

control and recur i ty- and confidence-hu ilding  meaaurea  repreaentn  a ma Jor

c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  the  prooern o f  comprehennive  diearmament*

In  a d d i t i o n ,  t h a  �Pwelve  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  to  Rtrengthen Recurity  in  Europe  a

s t ab l e  and  secure  b a l a n c e  i n  c o n v e n t i o n a l  forcea a t  a  lowar l e v e l  rmch h e  r e a c h e d

through the introduction of a new nerien  of confidence- and aecuri ty-building

meaaurea  designed to strengthen and build  upon meaauree  already aqreed upon in the

Stockholm Document,

That is why we welcomed the initiation laet March of the two rounds of

negotiation6  in Vienna within the framework of the Conference on Security and

Co-operation in Europe (CSCE), Negotiations on conventional forcas in Europe arti

designed  to  a t rengthen s tabi l i ty  and Recur1 ty on the continent throuqh a more

atabls and  s ecu re  ba l ance  o f  conven t i ona l  forma a t  l ower  levels, t he reby  makinq

impoeaible  t h e  l a u n c h i n g  o f  Rurpriue a t t a c k s  o r  t h e  unleanhinq  o f  larqe-Rcale

offensive act ions. The purpose  of the negotiation4  on Recur  ity- and

confidence-building ia to enhance tr anaparency and openness  throuqh a fuller

knowledge  of  mi l i t a ry  ac t i v i t i e s , thank8 to new stepe to increase conf idencc?  and

security. The  f iret sess ions  were  characterised by the const ruct ive  apprcach taken

by a l l  p a r t i c i p a n t s , which augur6 well for auhaequent negotia tiona.
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The quention  of conven t ionrl  dirarmamnt munt  therefore remain one of the

p r i o r i t y  innuea i n  t h e  multilnteral  dimarmament  dshata,  F o r  t h a t  reamon t h e  Welve

welcomed  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  Dirarmambnt Commiaraion  wap undartakinq  a  comprehenrive

study o f  t h e  prohlema  r e l a t e d  t o  oonventional  dinarmament, We note with regret

that at i ts  1989 aearion the Diflarmamnt  Commirnion  was unable to reach aqreemrnt

o n  # a t  question. However, prngrerr was merda  on a number of enaential oomponontn

of  a  draf t  report  on conventional report  tha t  wi l l , we hope, he completed in 1990.

In  tha t  connect ion  the  Twelve  support  draft  resolution  A/C.1/44/L.20,  nuhmitted by

Denmark and deniqned to further consideration of that impartmt matter by the

Disarmament Corunirnion.

The development of confidence-huildinq meaeuren  and a qreater opennenr and

tcsnrparency in  the mili tary nphore, inc luding defence  hudqets ,  ia an essential

component i n  l i m i t i n g  armamentls, hoth world-wide and on the reqional level ,  In

tha t  connect ion  the  e tandardized  repor t inq  ayetem of the United  Nn tionn ir an

imprjctant f ac to r  i n  t he  a t t a inmen t  o f  g r ea t e r  transparency wi th  r ega rd  t o  wor ld

military expenditure8 and the comparison of nuch  data. It would therefore he

daRirable  f o r  t h e  l a r g e s t  poaaihle  n u m b e r  o f  StateA t o  furnish Ruth  Rtandardized

reports to the Secretary-General l

In that connection the Twelve are convinced that the quefttion  of firm8

tr anafer B requires coneidera tion hy the in terna tional community. They welcor~  the

fac t  tha t  in  Genera l  Aeeemhly  renolution  43/75  I  t he  Sec re t a ry -Genera l  wafl

requested t o  u n d e r t a k e  a  s tudy  o f  t he  Rubject  w i t h  t h e  a8siRtance  o f  a  q roup  o f

governmental exper te.

The �Delve St8 teB metiers of the Community are convinced , a~ they have made

c l ea r  i n  t he i r  r ep l i e s  t o  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  on  t he  questionnaire  i n  Gene ra l

AaseIrbly ceeolu t ion  43/75 G, document  A/44/396 of 18 July  1989,  tha t  be t ter

informat ion on mil i tary  caprhili  t ies  would  he lp  t:, all.eviato in ternat ional
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terlrian  and to l atrblirh aonfidenoe artwq  Bta tea at the world, regional. and

aubrrgional  laveln. The avoilablility  of l uoh data ir an important prrrequi~its  of

the oonolurion of vrrif iahle armr-oontrol md dinarnulWrt  aqrremrrnta. The need for

a  frWr fbW O f  objeotive informrtion QI milibry aapabilitiaa haa heen rtresoed  i n

Qoneral Clrwmbly  rerolu t ionr , inoluding  several  rponrored b y  t h s  Twelve. I might

add that ths lkelvo  regular ly provide data iled, objec t ive  and readi ly  aocesaihle

data on thW0 qurr t ionus

Mr. van STuLPNA(3EL  (Federal Republic of Germany)  I During the qeneral

debate a lot of empharir har been placed on the irr\le of chemical weapons,  and

r i g h t l y  no. In rbviewinq  the pnet year one oannot help but note that the glohrl

ban an chemical. weapons,  the elimination of l rtlrtiny ohemioal-weaponn  stocka and

prcrdUCtion faailitierr  and the  prohib i t ion  of  any Further manufacture ,  acquimltion,

n toragr,,  trannter  or use of chemical weapon6 have def in{ tely hecoIR)  a common C&We

of the whole international community.
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Thr  Parisl Conference held in January thin yrar tortif iem to  that\ 149 str ter

have expr44rrd their abhorrence of there qhrntly weapona and have comnittod

themnelvrr  to proven ting any rocourae to chemical wrrponr by completely l liminrting

them,

Follnwing  t h e  c a l l  o f  t h e  Pat ia Conferonce, t h e  n e g o t i a t o r 8  i n  Qenevr have

intensified  t h e i r  affortr to c o n c l u d e  a t  t h e  earliert d a t e  4  t r u l y  globalt

comprehensive and effectiveby  VIC ifiahlih  convention, Aa 4 result  of the 1989

aenaionr the  new no-cal led  ro l l ing  text  of  the  canven tion, 44 prrnented  in the

repor t  Of  the  Conference on Dinarmamrnt  to  the  Genera l  Aarenbly, in recording

f u r t h e r  oolid  prdgramn  i n  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n s , Although we were not able to achieve

the break through we had hoped for after the Par in Conference, we conaider the

r o l l i n g  t e x t  naw t o  offer a  g o o d  hasis fo r  a r r iv ing  a t  speedy  and  p rac t i ca l

aolutionfi  t o  t h e  rem ining problemfi,

Ftrrthcr suhrrkrntial  headway on thn outstanding key iaruea should  now he

pomihle. �Sheta  ia a growing denbe  of urgency, and the in tsrna tional  community h48

hsCOm f!u�.l  ly aware tha t  a t ru ly  glohsl , comprehensive  a n d  e f f e c t i v e l y  v e r i f i a b l e

ban on chsmical weapons is cl.errly  the only way to free mankind once and for 411 Of

the flcourgr  of chemical weapons,  and also, as Foreign MiniRteta Baker and

Shevardnadze put it at the conclulr  ion of their Wyoming mae ting, �the  heat means to

address t h e  t h r e a t  pored by  t he  spread o f  chemica l  weapon8 o n  4  d u r a b l e  l o n q - t e r m

h4SiB”r

The venue of urgency ,  which seem8  to  he  shared world-wide,  was aleo fel t

during the Government-Industry Conference againAt chemical weapon8 convened by

Australia in Canberra from 18 to 22 September 1989, An t he  Aus t r a l i an  Fo re ign

Minister, Sena tor Ev ane, oh4erved in  his nummary  s ta tement ,  � I n  b r ing ing  t he
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convention to conclusion, 1990 is seen by most delegations as a critical year". MY

country clearly shares that assessment.

Mu Government sees recent developments as supporting and reaffirming its

policy on chemical weapons. We have all along advocated a stepping-up of the work

on the elaboration of a global convention and argued for its speediest conclusion.

The conditions for achieving our goal in 1990 are favourable indeed. First,

the Paris Conference has brought us the commitment of the entire international

community to a global ban on chemical weapons. Secondly, the intensified efforts

in the negOtiatiOlX3  in Geneva and the solid progress achieved this year have

brought us closer to the finalization of the text of the convention. Thirdly, the

results of the bilateral Unit&d States-Soviet discussions and both sides’ agreement

on an early exchange of data, questions of verification and the order of

destruction of chemical weapons are conducive to transparency and confidence

building and should accelerate the solution of soms crucial problems in the Geneva

negotiations. Fourthly, the successful Canberra Conference, which resulted in the

unqualified support of the chemical industry for the Geneva negotiations, will have

a favourable impact on the progress of work undertaken there and on preparations

for the implementation of the convention. Fifthly, the significant proposals and

commitments presented by President Bush to the General Assembly a few weeks ago are

aimed at expediting the final destruction of chemical weapons and will give fresh

impetus to the Geneva negotiations.

Those facts speak for themselves. However, our common cause also requires

comnrrn action. Wet only those States that are members of the Conference on

Disarmament are called upon to live up to their responsibilities. The whole

international community must do SO. As the States participating in the Paris

Conference solenmly declared8
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�All Staten are requested to make, in an appropriate way, a significant

cont r ibut ion  to  the  neqotiationr  in  Geneva by under taking effor ts  in  the

relevarrt f i e l d s . The par  ticipa tinq States  therefore  hslievr  that  any State

wishing to  contribute  to  those neqotis  tiona  should  he  able  to  do 00�.

All States without exception can and shall contribute to our common caun and

to the objectives set out in the two draft resolutions on the subject of chemical

weapons, which WB qive our full support  and hope will  he adopted by consenau8  again

th is  year .

Mr . KIBIDI NGOVUKA  (Zaire)  ( in terpreta t ion f rom French)  8 On behalf  of my

deleqa tion, I  s h o u l d  l i ke  t o  comrmnt on  ce r t a in  spec i f i c  agenda  items,

I  Rhould l i k e  f i r s t  t o  r e i t e r a t e , Si r ,  my cong ra tu l a t i ons  cn y o u r  e l e c t i o n  t o

the port of Chairman of the First Committee , a distinction that ie matched by your

skill. ,  your breadth of diplomatic experience, and your rerrarkahle  knowledge of

diaarmamrnt  a f f a i r s .

I  wiRh ale0 t o  eay  t h a t  the  d e l e g a t i o n  o f  Z a i r e  h o l d s  i n  high e s t e e m  ,111 t h e

other memhere of the Bureau and the Secretariat whose dedics tion to the cause of

disarmament is well known ana highly  valued. I alno wish to emphaeize  the qroa t

merits of Mt. Akashi, Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs.

At this stage in our work ,  my delegation wishes to speak first on agenda item

51, entitled �Amend ment  of the Treaty Bann inq Nuclear Weapon Tee t8 in the

Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Wa tet�.

There ie no doubt that the testing of nuclear weapons in the atmosphere, in

outer space and under water involves grave hazards to the environment, to the life

of human beings  and al l  l i fe  in  general . Such nuclear  teats also  sus ta in  a warl ike

s p i r i t  hecause  t hey  ca r ry  the  qe rms  o f  nuc lea r  war : i f  c e r t a in  nuc l ea r  Power s
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frequent ly  ter  t  ruch wrapona, it  in in order to verify throuqh new technology their

deathdealing  e f f ic iency  and  t he i r  t e r r i b l e  capac i ty  fo r  mana  d e s t r u c t i o n  - aa i f

the aad rrtperioncr  of Hirorhirmr and Nnqamak  i  were not enouqh tc convince all Of UR

of the danger of nuclmr woaponr  to the human rpecier  and ita environment.

Zaire ir among the 41 States  that have called upon the nuclear Powers and ~11

rignatory  Stator Of the  1963 par t ia l  tes t -ban Treaty  to  amend that  Treaty . It i s

r e q r e t t a h l e  tha t , notwithetanding  the existence of the Treaty, which ia an

eXCPllent legal framework that rrhould have deterred certain riqnatory Statea from

re ro r t i ng  on ouch 8 l a rge  rcale ta nuc l ea r -weapon  tea t a  i n  t h e  atmospheres  i n  O u t e r

space and under water, those Staten have often dieregarded itr relevant clauses,

That ia why we welcome the new awarenere of the interns tional community, which has

urgently Called  for an amendment of the Treaty to make i t  a oompreheneive  nuclear

teat-ban treaty.

Zaire aseociated i t se l f  wi th  the  non-al igned countrise at the ninth Conference

of Head8 af State and Government of the Non-Aligned Movenrent, held in Belgrade from

4 to 7 September 1989, cal l ing for  the convening of  an in ternat ional  conference  in

1990 to  conver t  the present  Treaty  in to  a  comprehensive  t reaty  an the ptohihi t ion

0C n u c l e a r  tests. Zaire  wi l l  a t tend that  conference with a f i rm determination to

work, in harmony with other Countries, towards  the 8ucceacI  of  the  conference.



A/C. 1/44/PV.  28
21

( M r .  Kibidi  Ngovuko,  Zaire)

Notwithstanding  t h e  p a l p a b l e  improvement i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a  tionr  and  the

easinq of Eaatqeet relationn,  psrticulsrly  between the  Uni ted  Staten and the

Soviet Union, since the  s ignature  and entry  in to  force of the Treaty cm the

Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Miseilea  - the TNF Treaty - the

road to  genera l  and complete  dissrmamnt  la at111 long,  n t rewn with  obataclea  and

characterized  b y  mistrust, That 11% why we feel that the anticipated 1990

conference ehould confront the conscience of mankind with the imperative need for

change8 in  the concept  of in ternat ional  peace  and security. Thoae changes mat

involve new approachee,  indeed a new political philosophy  committing the

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  conarunity  t o  a  wor ld  of  greater  solidarity.

The eurvivsl  of mankind can be achieved only in that way. Ei ther  we ehall

proceed bl i the ly  towards  wor ld  se l f -deet ruct ion wi th  the  nuclear  and convent ional

rrrme r a c e , or we shall build during  the coming century a new world of peace,

progress  a n d  p r o s p e r i t y  f o r  a l l .

Addressing the General AseenYIly  during the general debate on 4 October,

Marehal  Mobutu Seae Seko, Chairmcln  and founder of the Popular Movement Of the

Revolut ion and Pres ident  of  the  Republ ic  of  Zai re , apoke in te r  a l l a  about  matter8

pertaininq  to  the  environmnt  and the  radioact ive  waate  dumped in  Afr ica . He raid,

� I  recal l  wi th  enr>tion my own youth c losely  in ter twined with  the  majes ty  of

our  r ivers  and the puri ty  of  our  s t reams. I  a l so  r eca l l  our  virqin  and

lwturiant  foreets  f rom which every morninq one heard the  cal l  of  b i rds . It if!!

wi th  deep sadness  that  we wi tness  today the  accelera ted  deter  iora  t ion of  Our

natura l  environment  under  the  impact  of  mul t ip le  and repeated  aqqreesion.�

(A/44/PV.19, p* 16)
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the  oppor tuni ty  to  refer  to  the westion of

radioact ive  waste ,  which la the  ruhjec t  of agenda i tem 63 (k ) ,  ent i t led

�Prohibition of the dumping of radioactive  waster for hostile  puCPo8e8�. Memher 9

w i l l  r e ca l l  t ha t  last year  Afr ican  State8 i n t r o d u c e d  a  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  on  t ha t

subject, which waa adopted WI th aorm ahaten tione. We are  in t roducing a  similar

draf t  r e so lu t i on  t h i s  yea r .

We reaffirm that dumping such wastea  in Africa or eleewhere is abominable from

every point of view. We would like to hope that this year the hesitation  of

certsin countr lea, who were unwill inq to condem  thoue practices, will have

dieappeared and tha t  the  draf t  resolut ion wi l l  be adopted  hy cOnSenflus*

Africa euffers from a considerable lag in the sphere of economic development

f or  b o t h  i n t e r n a l  and  ex t e rna l  reaaone, and i t  would he cr iminal  for  certain

induatrialized  countries to exacerbate the situation  by dumping radioactive waateR

b r i n g i n g  d i s e a s e ,  d e a t h  a n d  t h e  impoveriehrrrent  o f  t he  so i l ,  and  t he r e fo re

large-scale  famine and the  accelerated deter iorat ion of  an a l ready worr isome

economic and social situation.

With  respect  to  agenda i tem 62 on chemical  and bacter io logica l  weawns, my

coun t ry  ha s  been  fo l l owing  a t t en t i ve ly  t he  va r ious  s t ages  towards t h e  a d o p t i o n  hY

State8  Of a universa l  convent ion prohibi t ing the  manufacture  and stockpiling  of

chemical eand ba cter ioloqical  weapons.

The delegation of Zaire welcomes as encouraqinq recent developments with

respect I;0 chemical weapons, in par titular  the Paris Conference on the 192 5 Geneva

P r o t o c o l  h e l d  i n  Par i s  i n  January , the recent Canberra Conference, and the

Soviet-United States undertaking of 23 September 1989 on the prohibition and

elimination  o f  chemica l  weapons, follcwinq  the  p r e sen t a t i on  o f  t he i r  p roposa l s  f o r

Aeatroying  exia ting  etbckpiles  and the concluftion  in Wyoming of an agreement on the

exchange  o f  i n fo rma t ion  i n  t he  sphe re  o f  b i l a t e r a l  negotiationa.
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The Republic of Zaire ia convinced that 1990 will  he marked by the adoption cf

such a  universa l  convent ion, which will  supplement anti remedy the inadeauaciaa  of

the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretstion  from Spanigh)  # T call upon the Secretary Of

the Ccmmi  ttee I

Mr. WERADI (Sec re ta ry  o f  t he  Commi  ttoe)  1 I  fihauld l i k e  t o  i n f o r m  t h e

Commit tee  tha t  the  fo l lowinq countr ies  have  become  sponsors  of  the  fol lowinq draf t

renolutiona, A/C,1/44/L.10,  Argentina, Myanmar and Romania1  A/C,1/44/L.l1,

Myanmar # A/C. 1/44/L. 12, Luxembourqr A/C.1/44/L.15,  Iuxembourq a n d  t h e  Philippines1

A/C.1/44/L.  21, Democratic Yemen, Lebanon and Yemen) A/C. 1/44/L. 22, Cameroon!

A/C. 1/44/L,  24, the German Demcra  tic republic  t A/C. 1/44/L. 25, ThA iland, ?bqo and

Uruguay1  A/C. 1/44/L. 27, Malta, New Zealand and Rcmania)  A/C.l/44/L.  29, the German

Demxra tic Republic 1 A/C.l/44/L,  34, Cotta  Rica 1 A/C.l/44/L.  36, Anqcla  and the

Philippines1  A/C.l/44/L.  37, Singapore!  A/C.1/44/L.41,  the German Democratic

Republic  t A/C.l/44/L.  43, Greece and Roman iat A/C. 1/44/L. 44, Idxemhourq  and Niwr ia t

A/C. 1/44/L. 47, Argentina1  A&1/44/L.  56, Bol ivio  and the Phil.ippinesr

A/C.l/44/L,59/Rev.l, the Philippines1 and A/C.l/44/L,63,  Myanmar and SinqaPore.

The meeting rose at 4.20 p.m.


