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The meetinq was called to order at 3.10 p.m,

AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

GENERAL DEBATEON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): 1 call on the

Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Yasushi Akashi.

Mr. AKASHI (Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs) : | very
much appreciate the opportunity of addressing the First Committee in its
consideration of the disarmament items on its aaenda.

The Committee has before it a number of reports submitted by the Secretary-

General in implementation of the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at
prwious sessions. Without attempting to deal with every one of them, | hope | may

be permitted to draw the attention of representatives to some of these reports,
especially those which directly impinae on the responsibilities of the Department
for Disarmament Af La irs .

As representatives are well aware, the Department is rssponsible for a wide
range of activities. The provision of substantive services to the First Committee
and other bodies established by the General Assembly, and to the Conference on
Disarmament and its subsidiary bodies, continues to be a main responsibility of the
Department. Especially in the case of the Conference on Disarmarnsnt, this has
meant an extremely heavy task for the Department, primarily because of the

accelerating pace of negotiations on the draft convention on chemical weapons.

Furthermore, my Department serviced the Third Review Conference on the sea-bed

Treaty and will provide the necessary assistance and services for the Fourth Review
Conference of the non-proliferation Treaty, to be held next year.

Another important function of the Department has been the gathering,
presentation and publication of information about United Nations activities in the

field of disarmament. Representatives will observe that continuing efforts are




(Mr._Akash i)
being made to improve our publications, ineludinq the Disarmament Yearbook, the
periodical, Disarmament, fact sheets and newsletters so as to make them as
informative and readable as possible, We are also looking for etfective new
audio-visual and educational programmes in disarmament in co-operation with the
Department for Disarmament Affairs and some outside orqanizations.
The recommendation of the Group of 18 and the request by the Ganeral Assembly

for five expert studies to be carried out by the Secretary-General have made it

necessary for the Department to atrengthen its monitor ing, analysie and studies
function. In this connection, | am happy to inform members that two qroups of
qovernmental experts, one on nuclear weapons and the other on the role of the
United Nations in the field of verification, have been working hard and are
expected to complete their work in time for submiss ions by the Secretary-General at
the forty-fifth session, next year.

In addition, two studies are beingq carried out by the Secretary-General with
the assistance Of a small number of consultants in the areas ot (a) science and
technology and their implications for international security and (b) the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East. It is hoped that
the respective reports based on these exercises will also become available before
summer next year.

In compliance with resolution 43/75 |, another gqroup of governmentsl experts
is being es tablished on tr aneparenoy of information on conventional arms
transfera. The qroup is expected to hold its first meeting in January next year,
The report of the group will be submitted to the General Assembly in 1991.

Another qroup Of experts has recently completed its consideration of the role
of the Secretary-General in the investigation of the alleqed use of chemical

weapons and has developed further quidelines and procedures to uphold the authority
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of the 1925 Geneva Protocol. The report (A/44/561) constitutes g serious attempt
to synthesize different ideas on atrenqthening the role ot the Secretary-General in

this vital domain, where easier access to relevant technoloqy has made it a subject

of arowing oonoern.

(spoke in French)

In his annual report on the work of the Organiaation the Seoretary-General has
noted that

*in areas where oontrontation has been the norm for ao many years, major

chanqes in attitudes and perceptions are taking pboe and long-standing

differences are beingq reconciled.” (A/44/1, p. 13)

He has also pointed out the

"stresses and stains that exist in so many parts of the world.” (ibid. )
It is against this baokdrop and in the context of the mandates given by the General
Assenbly that the three regional centres for peace and disarmament, in Africa,
Latin America and Asia, have been utilized to the extent that their resources
permit. Intensive dialoaues are being orqanized at these centres. | par ticipa ted
personally in the meetinga held in Lomé, Toqo, in Lima, Peru, and in Kathmandu,
Nepal, all of which served to clar ify the priority areas of work to be aaaigned to
the centres. The notential contribution the centres cm make towards the
relaxation of tension, confidence-building and disarmament is now widely
recoanized. However, if they are to realize their potential to the full they need
adequate resources, both human and financial, particularly for the effective and
efficient organization and expansion of regional and subregional dialoques.

In the year 1989 the Department for Disarmament Affairs has been active in
promptina diacuaaiona, sometimea at expert level, sometimes at the level of

non-governmental organiaationa. At times we have aought to br idge these two levels
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in order to demonstrate the oomplexitiea of ongoing negotb tions and provide

Opportunities for interchange between negotiators, representatives of the military,
researchers and members of non-governmental organiea tions. On other oocaaiona we
have organised meetings apeoifioally designed to provide training to young

diplomats and reach out to mass media leaders.
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Ad_hogc conferences have been held in Kvoto, Japan; in Daqomys, USSR; in Kiev,
Ukrainian 88R3 in Cairo, Eqypts and in Lagoa, Nigeria. In all cases, We received

uns tinted cc-operation and support from the host Goveruments concerned, and I wiah

to record my sincere (ratitude to them.

It is heartening that a number Of Governments have indicated their interest in
hosting further meetinsa. Next year, for example, @ meeting on arm3 transfers Will
be held with the co-operation of the Government of Italy. on naval issues, two
seminars are planned, with the support of the Nordic Government8 and the Government
of Bulgar ia, respectively. |t is also planned to have an international meeting of
scientista to discuss the challenge of scientific and teohnological developments in
relation to international peace and secur ity.

| cannot fail to mention in this connection a conference on conversion of
military to civilian induatr ies to be held in Moscow next June, with the
co-operation of the Government of the Soviet Union. Efforts towards converting
military industries to civilian production are actually taking place in some
countries, sometimes as a manifeatation of govemment policy, and sometimes as an
outcome of economic requirements felt by private industry. The deatr uction of
existing arms and the conversion of military industries to civilian purposes are
extremely complex oper ationa. |t seems to be moat appropriate for the United
Natioms to lend its hand in this process by mobilizing academic and other expertise
available in the world in order to facilitate consideration of this complex issue
as a contribution to makina conversion a durable wide-spread process.

(spoke in English)

while the prospects for major proaress in disarmament are encouraging,
particularly in Europe where the largest ~oncentration of armed forces is located,
it certainly does not permit complacency in many other reqions of the world. In

these areas, the process of poa t ive didogue and agreemen ta has to be nurtured so
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that ditticulties of a political and technical nature can be overcome to the
satisfaction of all| parties concerned. In this prooeaa, informed public opinion
has a major part to play. Therefore, the objectives of the World Disarmament

Campaian, launched in 1982 at the time of the aeoond special session devoted to

disarmament, continue to be of great relevance. It i8 with that in mind that the

S8ecretariat will continue to seek new ways to widen the distribution of ita

publicationa and promote discussions amona non-govemmental orqanizations and

between non-governmental organizationa, experts and academics. In the interest of
wider public information, the Department, using its extrabudaetary resources, has
made small amounts of aubaidiea available t0 a number Of United Nations information

centres in order to aid them in organizina specific disarmament information

+ctivity. |t also intends to organiae ad_hoc brietinas for members of the mass

media to keep them informed of important onqoing neqotiationa, particularly at the

Conference on Disarmament,
Many members of the First Committee will be aware of the ah ift of emphas iS in

the work of the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies, which the Secretary-General

renamed the Advisory Board on Disarmam:nt Matters with effect from 1 January 1989.

The mandate qiven to the Board by the General Assembly remains unchanged, but the
Secretary-General has souqght to prwide a better opportunity once a year for the
Board to have a frank and in-depth diacuaaion of disarmament issues. The new

format was applied successfully to the seas ion of the Board in July this year,

following which the Chairman’'s report was received by the Secretary-General. The

objectives of these changes were to permit the Secretary-General to draw on the

accumulated experience and wiadan of the Board for advice en matters within the

arez Of disarmament and arms limitation.

| recall with immense gratitude the decision of the First Committee last yea:

which was embodied in the letter of the Chairman of the First Committee addressed
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to the Chairman of the Fifth Committee. Similar conoerna regarding the resources
available to the Department to aervioe adequately the Conference on Disarmament
were conveyed to the Secretary-General in a letter dated 17 April 1989 from the
President Of the Conference On Disarmament. Despite the outstanding quality and
exemplary dedication ot its statt, of which | am very proud, the Department has, in
my view, already reached the point at which the numerous mandates given to it
cannot be aatisfaotorily carried out with the limited resources at its disposal. |
would be less than candid if | did not express my concern about the Department's
future capacity to fulfil 1tsa manifold responsibilities on the basis of the highest
professional a tandarda which Member States have received in the pae t and have every
right t0 expect in the future. | hope that In deciding on any nes tasks which the
Committee may wiah to aaaiqn to the Department, inoluding the three regional
centres, members will fully take into account their implicationa for our scarce
r esour O€a.

Having said that, I wish to emphasise that the Department for Disarmament
Af ta ire feels pr ivileaed to participate in the evolving positive process towards a
qlobal and co-operative approach to queationa of peace and secur ity, a pragmatic
trend in deliberatioms and the willingneaa to adopt innovative measures by
consensus. As the Secretary-General said in h la annual repor t this year :

"... the number of resolutions and a reiteration of old positions does not

meet the demands of new ecircumstances”. (A/44/1, p. 15)

Furthermore:

“The magnitude and complexity of the issues involved in the multilateral

disarmament process demand that we explore all avenues to atrengthen the role

of the United Nations in this field and make more effective use of its

deliberative machinery.” (supra)

Giant steps towards theae objectives seem to be within our reach for the first
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time in many decades. The Secretariat will alvaya be at the dispcsal of the
Governments Of Member States with a view to aaaiatfng them in the attainment of the
lofty ob jectives Of arme limitation and disarmament.

Mrs. URIBE de LO2ANO (Colomb ia) (interpretation f rom Spanish) + T should

like first to express our gratitude and admiration to Aubaaaador Douglas Roche Of
Canada for the admirable work accomplished with underatanding and incomparable

skill. He presided over one of the most fruitful sessions of the First Committee

laat year. Mr. Chairman, we w ish you similar success in your work.
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For Colombians who only a few years ago suffered the rigours of nature so
harshly, the disaster which occurred yesterday in San Francisco is deeply felt. We
t heref ore wish to convey to the United States Mission our sentiments of solidarity.

Mr. Chairman, as we begin our work in the First Committee - over which you
have so rightly been selected to preside = it is impossible for us not to mention
the name and the philosophy of that great Venezuelan, Elolivar, who inspired and
promoted the aspirations that unite our peoples. Through his struggle, Bolivar
sought not only the political independence of peoples but also their freedom. When
he uttered that word “freedom”, it was ts jive it a universal significance going
far beyond its usual meaning for mankind. Freedom, yes; but freedom to break away
from the shackles of the oppressed, to improve the lot of mill ions of human beings
who are subjected to a life of deprivati on, humiliation and disappointment% in
sum, freedom to enhance the dignity of man.

His concept of freedom embraces both the personal condition of every citizen
and the supreme benefits of equality whereby human beings are judged not by
accidents of fate, such as race or colour, but by the exercise of virtue founded on
common morality.

From his calls to action and messages, from his letters and decrees, one can
clearly see Bolivar 's concern over tne fate of the individual. He seeks the
weakest to extol their virtuess he bows in respect for the rights of those who are
subject to the hateful yoke of slavery in all its manifestations. Thus Bol ivar
opposes the great dictators of all times, those who would impose their will on
peoples, those who have always wielded the irom grip of tyranny to suppress rights,
to enslave mankind and to establish a policy of total mastery over the minds of

men.
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The Liberator wished the best possible future for his Americas, the highest
measure of happiness, social security and political stability. The society Bolivar
foresaw was one in which every person would be guided by concepts of strict
morality, respect for the rights of others and complete coexistence that should
form the bases of any republic.

When Bolivar spoke, it was to address directly the great community of men and
women who 1 ived in the lands he freed. His thinking lives in our democratic
institutions and in the most treasured principles of the United Wations as well.
We are thus committed to Bolivar’s struggle to achieve the great future he wished
for our Americas and for which all peoples struggle today.

The decade that is fast coming to an end will leave our region a poor legacy
in the social and economic fields. Individual and collect.ive efforts at
development have been thwarted and the result has been more poverty , more
backwardness and less well-being for many thousands of people in Latin America and
the Caribbean whose security is thus threatened. The root of Oour problems is

therefore not one of a military nature, nor will solutions be achieved through

weapons .

Latin America has had a deeply rooted tradition to co-operate in the
maintenance of peace, and this has been amply demonstrated with regard to the
Central American conflict. If in the case of Colombia we have been forced to

resort to arms, it has baen solely to defend our constitutional order against the

powerful weapons which drug traffickers, terrr - ists  mercenaries and others of that

ilk acquire in the gruesome arms fair of tho.e who would make this lucrative trade

legitinate.
For many years the world has been living in a climate of confrontation; no

nation has been spared and no person has been free from the anxiety of the threat



MLT/PLJ A/C.1/44/PV.6
13

(Mrs. Ur ibe de Lozano,
Colombia)

posed by nuclear weaponr. The new rela tionship that is developing between the
United States and the Soviet Union has promoted initial disarmament agreements and
a turn towards ma tua tcuet. We hope that this relationship will be further
etrengthened along 1 ines that can lead also t0 a new ol imate of international
trust, free from the spectre of nuclear weapons.

While the world has been able to survive in spite Of the presence of nuclear
weapons at a given momen t in 1 tO his tory , we need only consider the possibility of
oontinuing to do 4» in an uncertain future to under stand that the nuclear era is
like an endless minefield In whieh the proliferation of nuclear weapons will of fset
the ability of the deterrence system to maintain its precarious stability.

It seems that the nuclear Powers are assuming that doing away with the policy
Of debrrence can be postponed for a few more yearss but the vertical proliferation
of nuclear weapons that is part and parcel of that policy, in addition to
horizontal proliferation, hae given the deterrence system an evermore dangerous
dimens iON - and this must be corrected wi thou t delay.

Events of recent years do not lead one to hope for the reversal of the trend
towards nuclear-weapons proliferation. So far none of the states that remain
outside the non-proliferation régime and carry out nuclear activities has
guaranteed to the in terna tional community that its nuclear programmes ace strictly
for peaceful purposes. Fur thermore, the States that have ao far not adhered to
non-proliferation Trea ties seem t0 believe that the continued production of nuclear
weapons by a few States and the qualitative development and the retention and
deployment of considerable stockpiles of suech weapons means that those weapons can
be considered as politically useful. Similarly, many Sta tee parties to these
Treaties have made known their impatience over the fact that their renouncing the

nuclear option has not yet contributed to the adoption of more effective nuclear
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disarmament measuraes, as envisaged in artiole VI of the Non-Proliferation Treaty,

whose Pourth Review Conference will once again have to address there issues.

on the other hand, cen tinued nuclear tests -~ subject to a partial ban
excluding underground nuclear tests - has allowed for the qualitative development
of those weapons and their proliferation, in spite of the consensus in the world
ocommunity that a comprehensive nuclear-test ban would be the most effective way to
put an end to the nuclear-arms race. The world would gain little if the talks
between the major Powers,K instead Of leading to agreement Oon a comprehensive
nuclear-test ban whtah would entail amending the 1963 Moscow Treaty, were to revive
the Treaty on the limitation of underground nuclear tests, Which was concluded
bila ter ally in 1974. 1et us not fool ourselvess that Treaty would permit
underground explosions of Up t0 150 kilotons - the equivalent to 150,000 tons of
TNT - a force 10 times qrea ter tha that of the bomb that rased Hiroshima and

greater than almost any test undertaken by the United States and the Soviet Union.
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Nor would it benefit the world if at the same time as the negotiators Of the
major Powers met tO agree on a 50-per-cent reduction in their strategic weapons
those producing them were to continue to develop inocreasingly sophisticated
weaponry. At a stage in histor y when there seems to be movement towards aé bnte
and co-opera tion, what purpose could be rewed by the continued development of
weapons for use in what the experts call limited nuclear war or, for example, by
ma intain ing O mega ton nuclear warheads - the so-called B- 538 = whioh are many times
more lethal than the Hiroshima bomb? Three are question8 of grave concern, and the
interna tional community is en titled to adeqiate answers.

The inability to resolve these basic problems has ret baok all attempts to
counteract progress in the nuclear field, The interna tional community will have to
address them with greater resolve, each State shouldering its responsibilities, if
we are to free mankind from the horrible prospect of a nuclear holocaust.

We have followed with great interest news about the deliberations between the
Warsaw Treaty countries and the countries members Of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization on the reduction of nuclear and conventional weapons in Europe. We
hope that, within the new dynamics of these events, initia tives {0 achieve a stable
balance of conventional forces at lower levels in the region will bring about a
climate conducive to the elimination, once and for all, of the threat that hae for
many years existed as an arqument to justify the maintenance of nuclear weapons and
the nuclear-& terrent aye tern. We have no doubt that this is the intention of
European countr ies , and it is the hope Of countr ies which, 1 ike Colombia, feel
bound up wi th the fate of that continent.

My country has repeatedly stated the need to start procedures that wi11 lead
to conventional disarmament in all regions. Th us, we have alwaye aponeored or

supported draft resolutions adopted on this item. Resolution 43/75 |, entitled
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“International arms transfers”, which was sponsored by 20 countries and was adopted
by the general Assembly last year  calls on Member States to adopt all necessary

measures to control the procurement of weapons that exceed the legi timate needs Of

national de fence. The Secretary-General, in his report on the work of the
Organisation, says:

“one of the essential requirements is that means be found to regulate the

transfers of arms. The need for action both within and outside this

Organization towards this end becomes ever more pressing. Many developing

countries are draining their economies to purchase highly sophisticated

weapons. On their side, arms-producing countries are vigorously pursuing
weapon sales and transfers to bolster their trade balances. Efforts at the

United Nations, with the help of governmental experts, to introduce greater

transparency into arms transfers would be a necessary first step in arresting

this alarming trend. ™ (A/44/1, p. 14-15)

The Secretary-General refers also to the growing technical complexity of new
weapons and to their proliferation, which compound existing difficulties even if
they contribute to the spreading of technical know-how. Many governments have
expressed similar concer Ns. In their responses to the Secretary-General, as well

as in their statements at plenary meetings of the General Assembly, they have

expressed their firm belief that there is an immediate need to restrict
international arms transfers and to subject them to reliable political control.
furthermore, the Heads of State or Government of non-aligned States recognise the
negative implications for in terna tional peace of the supply of weapons to areas Of
tension. This is especially true of the illegal traf fic in weapons -~ a phenomenon
that compounds tens iens, undermines the in ternal security of some States, as well
as regional security, and strengthens those forces that oppose the disarmament

process.
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The matter of interna tional arms tramsfers should be addressed, together with
the easing of international tensions, the rtrengthening of confidence-building
measuces, reaffirmation of the need to settle disputes by peaacful means, control
of the arms race, and the achievement of disarmament under effeccive international
supervision. Colombia, tor 1ts part, will spare no effort to ensure follow-up to
resolution 43/75 I and achievement as soon as possible Of th. agreements necessary
to achieve the purposes of that resolution. We shall continue t press our views,
as embodied in document A/44/444, convinced, as we are, of the crucial role that
the United Nations can play in identifying measures to oontrol and reduce
international arms transfers and to eliminate illicit transfers of arms.

For Colombia this is a time of anguish. The winds of terror shake the
foundations of Our cities, but the spirit Of Colombians cannot be broken. Our
suffering brings art our best qualities and virtues, enabling us to faoe
difficulties with determination and resolve, despite the fact that we have been the
victims of a eerioue state of social dieintegration instigated outride our border6
and therefore beyond our control.

Mt. virgilio Barco, President of Colombia, in his address t0 the General
Assembly, iaeued an urgent invitation to share the riska of the world's war against
drug trafficking. With vehemence, he urged eradication of the madness of the arms
trade, pointing out that many of the sophisticated arms with which criminals are
intimidating, wounding and murdering Colombian people are obtained freely and
irresponsibly from arms-trading na tione. President Barco said |

"Let us make no mistake about thiss those who sell arms to narco-terrorists

are even more guilty than the addicts whose demand for drugs fuels violence.”

(A/44/PV.13, p. 16)
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The proliferation of weapons is the proliferation of suffering. We are convinced

that weapon transfers are an invitation to the option of war and conspire against
the process of diearmament and the peaceful eettlement of conflicts.

Tranefere of chemical weapons are also inherently aberrant. We wish, before
this Assembly , to denounce and condemn not only those who use these weapons but
also those who provide the raw materials and the technology for their manufacture.

Colombia hae referred to the urgent need for States that have the capacity to

develop, manufacture and use chemical weapons tO start sharing responsibility, to
assume jointly the obligation, for the total prohibition of these abhorrent
weapons. We have also maintained that under the new international oonvantion on
the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling, procurement, transfer
and use of chemical weapons and their destruction the United Nations should be

g iven broad latitude for veri fy inq commi tmen te and for applying eanctione for

viola tions,
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Therefore, the states which have committed themselves tO this reeponeibility
will determine whether or not we reach the threshold of the twenty-first century
with these vestiges of barbarism.

Undoubtedly all societies involved in a high degree of military effort are
using up resources Which could be used to attain productive social goals. The
waste Of the world's resources and the diversion of human ekill and effort that
result from the inability of nations to live in harmony in simply mona trous.
Estimates of the total number of persona directly or indirectly involved in
mili tary activities range from 50 to 100 million divided among armed services,
production of military equipment, ministries of defence and military research
institutions. World industry at present devotes approximately 3150 billion to
military production. Clearly, this immense effort to ensure the destruction of
potential enemies contr ibu tes very little to the world economy, well being or
security. However, it is an integral and permanent part of the economic structure.

The need for plans to convert military indus tr ire to civilian purposes was
considered in its international aspects by the United Nations Group of Qvernmental
Experts that prepared the report on The Rela tionship between Disarmament and
Development. The report contains propoeale for and an examination of concrete
disarmament measures and the resources that would be freed by a comprehensive
nuclear-teet ban, the general prohibition of the possession and production of
chemical weapons, demili tariza tion of the sea-bed and its surrounding areas, the

elimination of all foreign baeee and withdrawal of all foreign troops.

In the hope of disarmament lies the possibility, if we adopt a coherent

approach to the world of the future, of a gradual conver sion of our economy from

the arms race to a stable and sustainable world order. A prerequisi te for this is
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universal acceptance Of the need to equate disarmament with development, not only

in the third world but in the wor 14 as a whole.
Wwe welcome and support the valuable initiative of the Secretary-General in
convenng next year a conference tO address the ques tion Of conversion and i ts

impact on the arms raw.

We are living, as though oondemned to do so, on a razor 's edge, on the edge
that both separates and unites the universal culture that is emerging and specific
cultures that we are seeking to perpetuate. There is, therefore, a vacuum in our
poll tical order. Through the armaments culture man has become "a wolf to man” and
the life of man “solitary, poor, nasty, brutish and short”, to use the sad words of
Hobbes.

We believe that the Costa Rican initiative on education foe disarmament ocould
fill this vacuum. It is certainly our inescapable his torical duty to devote our
best efforts to bringing about a universal awareness that development through peace
and disarmsment is essential today if man is to realize his humm potential.

We therefore need "a new life order® that will offer disarmament in place of
the colossal disaster that threa tens, and development, beginning with the idea that
to develop is to be more, to create more and to share more. We need an educational
undertaking that will educate for creative and productive work, educate for
coexistance and peace among all men, teach the ascendancy of fundamental scientific
concepts and modern technical instruments, and teach respect and love for others,
not just for one's own. Thus we need a new ethic which not only advocates
community morality but also the impersonal morality that esatablishes and regulates
the r ights and duties of Sta tes and nations among themselves, the ¢ ights and duties

of communities with regard to the State and of the latter with regard to the

former, and the rights and duties of all with reyard to nature.
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Mr. TURBANSKI (Poland) « | wish to begin by joining other delegations in

expressing sincere condolences to the Uni ted Sta tes delegation on the tragie human
loeses and suffering caused by last night’s earthquake in California.

Mr. Chairman, | also take this opportunity tO congratulate you, on behalf of
the Polish delegation, and on my own behalf, on your election to preside over the
work of our Committee. Your well-known diplomatic sk 111s and experience augur well
for the successful fulfilment of the tasks entrusted to you.

My congratulations (O also to the other officers of the Committee. At the
same time, | extend my best wishes o the Under-Secretaries-General,

Mr. Yasutahi Akashi and Mr. vasiliy Safronchuk, as well as to Mr. Miljan Komantina,
the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament.

The First Committee begins its aisarmament debate in an auspicious political
cl imate. Dur ing the last few years the inter national situation has been changing
gradually for the better. [Jhe world has entered a new phase marked by the growing
Eagt-West dialogue and a decisive turnabout in Soviet-American relations. The
conclusion of the Washington Treaty on the elimination of medium- and shorter-range
missiles has become a milestone in the history of arms control and disarmament. It
has not only initiated the elimination of an advanced operational nuclear-weapon
system but also emphatically proved the feasibility of disarmament efforts. The
successful experience in the implementation of the Treaty has raised high hopes of
a positive outcome to the crucial talks between the United States and the Soviet
Union on nuclear and space arms. The ir commencement has crea ted expecta tions of
yet another turning-point in, nuclear disarmament leading to 50 per cent reductions

in the strategic offensive arsenals of the two great Powers.
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We are conf ident that the spit it of accommda tion demons tra ted at the meeting
of Secretary of Stats James Baker and Poreign Minister BAduard Shevardnadsze, as Wwell
a% the constructive zesponses to each other ‘s concerns, indicated in the Joint
statement of 23 September, augur well for further progress in this field.

Gradually but steadily the new poltical thinking has become deeply rooted in
international relations. There is common recognition of the total nonsense of
nuclear war. We are also witnesses to the growing recognition of the primacy of
international law in relations between States. Efforts are being made to provide
for the evolution of military doctrines towards assurance of their strictly
defensive character.

Substantive positive changes have taken place in many regional conflicts which
for a long time have been a source of tension and mistrust. The successful
involvement of the United Nations in resolving these conflicts has strengthened the

role of the Organization and increased confidence in it.
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The favourable trends in the international climate have significantly expanded
the possibility for progress in all fields of disarmam.nt. In fact, that view was
distinctly confirmed during the Assembly 's general debate. What is more important,
a number of Member States reiterated in this connection a growing need for the
intensification of multilateral disarmament efforts and their willingness to take
full advantage of existing opportunities in this regard. Such efforts should not
lag behind the bilateral negotiations. They should - and could - more fully and
more effectively supplement and complement bilateral negotiations leading to the
much desired strengthening of the role of the United Nations in “he field of

disarmament.

Speak<ng on the first day of the general debate in the General Assembly, the
Polish Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Skutiszewski, addressing the subject Of
disarmament, stated:

‘In our view, the top priorities are limitation of armaments, progressive

elimination of nuclear weapons, and elabwation of an effective system Of

supervision. The world needs nes and far-reaching disarmament agreements in
which all States would have their fair share. Such agreements should concern

all types of armaments in all areas of the world. "( A/44/PV. 4; page 71)

The single most urgent task, and at tr.> same time the One closest to
Successful finalization, seems to be that of concluding work on a convention on the
complete elimination of chemical weapons. This year the Conference on Disarmament
started its work on this question with a fresh political impetus coming from the
Paris Conference of the States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and other
interested States. Undoubtedly, significant progress has been achieved in Geneva,
yet the outcome of this year’s negotiations has fallen short of the international

community's expectations, as articulated in the universal appeal from Paris for a
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convention on chemical we:pons. It is our duty to identify and oarvfully consider

the main causes Of this situation and subsequently {O elaborate appropriate
recommendations aimed at further etimula tion of the work of the Conf erence. In my
oconsidered view, such recommendations ehould include, among others, unequivocal
provisions for the expansion of the manda te of the ad _hoc Commi ttee on Chemiocal
Weapons, with a View to the final drafting of the convention,

Poland welcomes with satisfaction the joint United States-Soviet statement of
23 September 1989, on chemical weapons and the further far-reaching proposals
concerning chemical weapons PUl forward by President George Bush and Foreign
Minister Eduard Shevardnadze during the Rssembly's general debate. \We regard those
proposals a8 a distinct conf irmation Of the commitment of both Poweus to the cause
of eliminating chemical weapon8 and as an important contribution to multilateral
negotiations on the eub ject taking place in Geneva, which vill provide for their
acceleration and, it is to be hoped, for the early elaboration of the oonvention.

At,the same time, I should like to express Poland’8 high appreciation to the
Government Of Australia for the initiative of convening in Canberra the
Government - Industry Conference against Chemical Weapons. In our view, the
Canberra Conference consti tutes an important step in preparing the ground for the
implementation of a future convention and securing the commitment of the world
chemical industry to it8 aim8 and provisions, The achievements of that Conference
and i ta follow-p will facilitate the work on the convention since in many are88
they Can serve as a practically oriented and industry-related feed-back to the
political process of negotiation8 in the Conference on Disarmament.

The conclusion of the convention would contribute significantly to increasing

the feasibility of multilateral efforte and enhance substantially the credibility
of the Conference on Disarmament, the single multilateral disarmament negotiating

forum of global scope.
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In our opinion, the girst priority in the f 1eld of nuclear disarmament should
be given to halting the quantitative and qualitative develoment of nuclear
weapons. S8ince nuolear explosions are the only way of testing the performance (f

new nuclear charges, a comprehensive ban ON nuoclear-weapon torte would be the most
® ffeotive way of putting an end to their development.

According to the informed opinion of military experts, both from the West and
from the East, the combat capability of exis ting nuolear warheads can pe
successfully tested by means of computer Simulation. Thus , a nuolear -weapon-tar ¢
ban would in no way adversely af feot either the security of the nuclear-weapon
States concerned or the credibility of their nuclear arsenals in the interim period
before the achievement of our ultimate goal, a world without any nuolear weapon8 at
all.

While recognizing the importance of bilateral negotiation8 on a nuclaaz-test
ban and welcoming the progress achieved in the Soviet-American talk8 on this
subject, we are oonvinord that every Stat8 has both the right and the obligation to
contribute to nuclear disarmament et forte. Poland shares the overwhelming view
that it is necessary to initiate without further delay multilateral negotiation8 on
a comprehensive nuclear-teat ban within the framework of the Conference On
Disarmament.

In this context, we also noted with interest the proposal put forward by a
group of non-aligned Sta tee concerning amendment of the 1963 partial tes t ban
treaty, to have it cover underground tests a8 well, This original approach, aimed
at reaching the ultimate goal - a comprehensive nuclear-test ban - deserves careful
consideration.

Nineteen years of operation of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons have distinctly demonstrated it8 effectiveness and resiliency a8 a major

international instrument for limiting and reducing the nuclear threst.
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The Treaty ha8 it8 orities. NO one can however deny it8 role in halting
horigontal proliferation of nuolear weapons. Since its conclusion, NO New
nuolrar-weapon State has emerged among the parties to the Treaty. The Treaty has
oontr ibuted to making the world a sater place. |n all those years, it has also
played an important role, in establishing a basis for international co-operation in
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

Poland is vitally interested in maintaining the effectiveneas and viability
of the Treaty. Universal accession to it would serve this purpose. Thus, the
Pirst Committecs should renew it8 appeal to all Stat.88 that have not yet acceded to
the Treaty to do so without further delay.

The for theoming Fourth Review Conference of the Par ties t0o the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is t0 be the last one before the time comes to
determine the future of the Treaty, For this reason, it is Of paramount importance
that the Confrrenor be very well prepared so that it may be able to reatf irm the
role of the Treaty a8 the basic element of an effective international
non-prolifecation rdgime and contirm the striot compliance of all parties, both
non-nuolrar-weapon States and nuclear-weapon States \ith the provisions of the
Treaty. We note with great satisfaction the substantial results achieved so far by
the Preparatory Committee for the Review Conference. Poland believer, however,
that the First Commi ttee should sesk to stimulate f urther the prepara tory process
and to create a favourable political baokground for a nhon-confrontational course
and the successful outcome of the Review Conference.

Poland attache8 considerable importance to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space. This year in the Conference on Disarmament, we noted increased
activity in this regard., Consideration of the item took place in an atmosphere

that was distinctly better than ever before. In spite of thel- , howev-r , no
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® ub8tantial results were achieved in the work of the Conference on this subject.

We are seriously concerned over the steadly widening gap between the rapid

development of space bahnology and the possibilityof its military applications, on
the one hand, and the slow pace of multilateral negotiation8 on the prevention of

an arms race in outer space on the other.
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It 48 our conviction that the Conferenoe on bDisarmament is well qualified to
prepare new legal instruments relating to disarmament, including this particular
field. Since the Cont erence haS for some time onoounterrd serious di f ficulties in
reaching new agreemants in this field, we have come t0 the conclusion that it is

imperative for it to break the wviclous circle and make an attempt to register some

tangible progress in that area.

In that connection the Polish delegation has submi tted to the Conferenoe on
Disarmament, fur 1 ts further consideration, a set of oonfidenor- and
secur ity-building measures in this regard. They are aimed at strengthening the
existing international legal régime applicable to outer space, as well a8 at
increasing transparency in outer space activities, particularly those having a
mill tary or mill tary-related ohatacte, The measures reek to provide some
politicalqu idance whioh, if followed, would prompt further co-operation in and
facilitate consideration of the question of the prevention of an arms raoce in outer
space. We are greatly encouraged by the first reaction8 to that proposal and
expruas our readiness for further co~operation in this field with all inter88 ted
delega tionr.

For year6 Burope ha8 been an area of grave tensions resulting from the direct
contact of the two politico-military alliances. Today the situa tion ha8 changed.
The Conference on Security and Co-operation in Burope hag initiated a process Of
developing new forma of coexistence to ensure a greater degree of stability and
security for all Sta tee on the continent at lesser cost. It ha8 also created
condi tions for the development of the process of overcomina divis ions established
during the cold-war period.

We believe that peaceful stability in Burope can be established at a

consider ably lower level, that of defence sufficiency. Measures that would lead in

this direction include the elimination of existing asymmetr ies and disproportions
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between North Atlantic Treaty Organisation and warsaw Pact military torces, as ell

as 3 considerable reduction in their respactive military potential rendering them
unequivocally defensive in nature. In addition, we are of the view that an
increased predictability and enhanced openness in military activities, as well as
greater restraint in conducting such activities, should also be conducive to the
achievement of that goal,

The Vienna negotia tions pursued by the Group Of 23 and the Group of 35 are of
a unrque character since they represent, as a combined and interrelated system, g
genuinely new element in the international disarmament process. From the very
beginning we have striven t0 make a cornstructive contribution to them and to
sustain their momentum. Cur priority has been given to the elaboration, in the
f iest place, o specific measures that could reduce the risk Of a surprise attack.
We believe that progress in negotiations On conventional armed forces in Europe can
generate conditions conducive to the disarmament process in other areas, especially
that of tactical nuclear weapone. In our view these highly destabilizing weapons

should become the subject of eepara to disarmament negotia tions as SOON as possivle.

The negotiation8 on conventional armed forces in Burope, pureued in parallel
with negotiations on a new set of confidenca- and sSecurity-building measures, open
up new possibilities to achieve a radical and durable breakthrough in the military
situa tion in Europe. Poland's contribution to those negotiations is » concept of
decreasing armaments and increasing confidence in Central Barope, known as the
Jaruzelski plan. We have noted with gceat satisfaction that its tdeas have found
ample reflection in the common platform of the States Parties to the war saw Treaty

and that they have also met with considerable interest among our Western
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par tners. WE hope that the ideas contained in the plan will be given careful
consideration during the negotiation8 in Vienna and that they will be duly
reflected iN future agreements.

The present changes in the political rituation in Burope make it posaible for
us to reconsider the premises of our national security . Consequently, Poland has

decided unilaterally to reduce its armed forces and tOo cut military @  xmndituger.

Those reductions are accanpanied by the reorganisation of our armed forcer in line

with the modification by the Warsaw Treaty of its defensive doctrine.

I should like to stress that Poland, being one of the proponents of the
vrinviple of defensive sufficiency, is prepared w reduce, togecher With its
partners at the negotiating table, its military potential to suoch a level. There
is no single type of weapon that we would not be willing to make the subject of
negotiation8 or of matually agreed teductionr. We are alse fully prepared to

include our armed forces in the first phace of reduections which may be provided for

in an agreement that will eventually be worked out in the course of the Vienna
negotia tions.

The positive changer in the world are gaining unprecedented momentum. We
trurt that they will be reflected alro in the work of our Committee. In the next

few weeks the First Committee will make ntrenuoua efforts tO (ive new impetus to

the process of disarmament. \We sinnerely hope that this year the Committee will be
able to elaborate even more consensus recommendations On all Kkey issues ON our
agenda.

For its part the Polish delegation is ready to play an active role in the
proceedings Of the Committee and offers its full co-operation to you, Mr. Chairman,

and to all dslegationr.

Mr. de AzMBUJA (Brazil) s+ My congratulation6 go to you, Mr. Chairmen,

and to other members of the bureau on your election. We have been friends for many
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yearta. It gives me great pleasure to ree you in that seat and to know that we are
in good hands.
May | alro join other speakers in conveying our solidarity to the United

Sta tes delegation on account of the californian earthquake. we hope that the
reconstruction Wwill soon be under way, and that much will be learned from this
disaster.

It has becoms commonplace t0 say that we are living in a unique moment in the
history Oof international relations. Dialogue is progressively replacing
confrontation. The United Nations has again been given a etrengthened role in
prom ting peace. Military spending seems to be on the verge of gradually
dear easing, As happens wi th all commonplaces, there assumptions have a certa in
amount of truth and some half -truths in them. The other aide of the coin is that
aspects, Which remain mainly unaccounted for in the tide of optimirm, are now
pervading the media, obviously public opinion at large, academic cizcles and even
the most pragmatic and, by profeeeional bias, sceptical human beings - diplomat8
and the mill tary. There tacts do not entirely change the veracity of the
assumptions that cur rently make headliner and editor ial pager, but they taint them
wi th shades Of doubt and apprehension.

In the area of primary concern of this Comnittee - diearmament questions - the
new atmosphere in international relations and rpeoifically that between the two
super-Powers has already produced a significant achievement, the Treaty on the
Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty.
There are also promising signs both in relation to the START negotiatione and to
the chemical weapons convention being negotiated 1n Geneva, not to mention the
Vienna neqo tia tions on conventional disarmament in Europe. Never theless, some
obeervatione on the neglected aspects | mentiorad before impose themeelvea when

reviewing these developments.
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My f irst remark relates {0 the pace of progress in disarmament negotiations.
| do not think anybody can recommend to negotiators that they be frantic or
recklessy but the international vommunity , being in a way hostage to the success of
itsa ® ndeavourr, has the right to ask for resolve and expedi tiousness. The North

of ten asks the B8outh to alter in the rhort term oul tural, rooial or economic

realities that took centurims to crystallize - mort of the time with the active
partioipa tion of those same developed countries, then colonial Power s = and that
are embedded in deeply rooted local citcumstances. Thin is the case in the
human-righte and ecological Zields. On its part, the North reacts negatively teo
any intimation that change could be faster in disarmament negotiations, an area
where decision-mak ing is central ized and where, conseauently , the role of
Government is undisputed. lxcessive caution in matters in whioh rolutionr are at
hand can be taken for proorastina tion. This impress ion of a certa in unw ill ingness
to renounce the advantagea of material power tends to nudge the rest of the world
towardr a more cynical attitude, one less conducive tO self-restraint.

My second observation is that, while disarming in a slow and step-by-step
fashion, the militarily significant States urge other States to keep away from the
same categories of armaments they deem essential for their self-defence. The
notion of a world where some will keep for an indef'inite time moot of their
overwhelming military power is obvicusly abhorrent and morally unacceptable to the
in terns tional community as a whole. The repeated attempts tO resort to concepts Of
non-proliferation of some technologies while reserving for a few their peaceful and
military uses weaken the credibility of régimes baaed on those arrumptionr and show
them to be largely oligopolistic practices that can give full satisfaction only to

their creators and promoters.

A third observation rrlatee to the scope of disarmament negotiationsy it

applies both to those already eucceoeful and those now under way. Few of them, and
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certainly not those related to the central problem of our time , nuclear weapons,

aim at a ocomplete ban and total destruction of the weapons involved. In met of
the super-Powers ' bila ter al nrgo tia tions, the task is limited to making cuts,
albeit relevant and extensive, in the formidable nuclear arsenals accumulated by
them. The same assessment applier to the negotiations on conventional weapons
recently begun in Vienna Only the negotiations at the Conference on Disarmament
in Geneva on a chemical-weapone ban conform to the idea model or a truly
multilateral process, with potentially universal participation, aiming at a
comprehens ive prohibition not only of the use, but also of the development »
production and s tookpil ing of a whole clasa of weapons

My fourth obrerva tion, closely related to the preceding one, refers to the
format of the current disarmament negotiations outside the Conference on
Disarmament, [imited most of the time to two, three or at the moat some three dozen
participants. This mere fact detracts from their representativity. Some would
hold that after being the main actors in the arme race, it is only natural that the
two super-Powers be the protagonist8 in the disarmament process, which is in a way
the reverse of the other, or its replay backwards, a type of reverse engineering.
|b scme extent this is true. Nevertheless the international community hae an
inherent right to paricipate in something that is essential to survival, the
fa ilure of which ocould endanger us all, Another argument implying that only those
that have the weapons being negotiated have the right and the necessary know-how to
participate has the perverse consequence of etimulating States that could do so to
pursue the acquisition of these arms themeelvee so that they also can have a say in
such crucial decisions. As with any discriminatory political logic, the net result
of a selective prohibition is to make the object of the prohibition more enviable

and desirable.
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My fifth remark on the shortcomings of current efforts in the field Of
disarmament is that we have yet to see how even the somewhat moderate cuts in
military spending will ultimately transla to into more resources for development tor
the South. A massive transfer of resources for development, including resources
liberated through disarmament measures, is One maor way to prevent the ominous
spectre Of a third world bogged down in internal strife and widespread poverty,
leading to massive exodus with the resulting immigration and refugee problems. The
thaw in East<West relations has also cooled down what specialists somewhat
cynically call 1 »w intensity conflicts, and even halted some. The resources thus
saved, plus the savings Coming from the neo-détente proces= ir disarmament should
help those nations that still struggle to overcome hunger and misery .

sixth remark has to do with the crucial implications of armaments,
especially nuclear armaments, vis-A-vis the protection and preservation of the
wor 1d environment. The contemporary arms race has led to an unprecedented
development of weapons of mass destruction capable not only of eliminating all 1ife
on our planet r-ever a times over, but also of making large areas of our planet
uninhabitable or sterile for years or decades to come.

Aswe know, the United Nations has produced a good many studies on the matter,
such as the one called "study on the climatic and other global effects of nuclear
war”, whose conclusions fully corroborate overall concerns about the use of nuclear
weapons and i ts consequence8 for the world environment . | N essence, those
conclusions demonstrate in an eloquent way how fallacious and unacceptable are the
rei. tetated allegations that the fundamental question of disarmament should be
exclusively dealt with by the so-called parties directly concerned.

Moreover, the close interrelationship between disarmament, development ané the
preservation of the world environment is undeniable. In a world of limited

resources in which the basic human needs of mankind ace ever growing, there are not
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too many alternatives for the maximization of those resources. The resources
allocated for armaments are those that are essential for development and for
environmental protection.

| have nentioned the studies already made by the United Nations on the
question of disarmament and environment. | believe that thought should be given to
a new and updated comprehensive study on the matter which could be made on the
basis of existing studies and should reflect world concerns on the different
aspects of the question, taking into account a number of szenarios. | hope that at
this session we could begin to explore this line and that the United Nations
Disarmament Commission might be given a role to play in further exploring this
preliminary suggestion.

In short, the new atmosphere in international relations is most welcome and
encouraging, but it has yet to develop all its promises in the field of
disarmament, not to mention in the economic and social fields, on which I will not
dwell for they do not pertain to the central agenda of this Committee.

Before coming to an assessment of the 1989 session of the Conference on
Disarmament, a word - and a word only, even if the subject would require lengthy
consideration - on the United Nations Disarmament Commission. All the hurdles now
faced by the Conference on Disarmament - a2 multilateral negotiating body in an era
of triumphant bilateralism = are multiplied in the case of the United Nations
Disarmament Commission. Its deliberative character should not be detracting in
itself, but it came to be so. BAs a factory of ideas and a forum for discussion,
the Disarmament Commission has already made some worthy contributions. The impulse
has somewhat worn out. We need to use the present session of the First Committee
to discuss anbng ourselves Ways and means of giving new life to that relevant and

representative body of the United Nations in the field of disarmament.
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The assertion that the auspicious winds blowing through the international
atmsophere take too long a time to translate into the disarmament arena is given
proof in the work of the Conference on Disarmament, the only mul %ilateral
negotiating forum devoted to disarmament negotiations. Progress in the first three
items on its agenda, those relating to the most crucial aspect of disarmament, the
nuclear one, continues to be prevented because the correraonding subsidiary bodies
have not been established. Some nuclear-weapons Powers insist not only on their
exclusive right to have nuclear weapons even threatening to use them in their
defence policy, but also to continue to test and modernize them. A negotiating
mandate has yet to be found acceptable to a group of States, as if the Conference
on Disarmament were an academic body or a non-governmental organization with g
mandate to study disarmament issues but not to commi t Governments in negotiations

or final decisions on those issues.
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Outer-space matters present a situation not far removed from the one I have
desoribed. Here the Conference on Disarmament has been able once again to
® rtablirh a subsidiary body = you, Sir, have been very active in its efforts - only
to seea it stalemated by the confrontation over positions of! prinoiple. One group
Of countries seems reluoctant to move forward in the searoch for new measures to
Prevrnt thr armr race in outer space. Hare again we are confronted with the
argument that only those with the competence to make the weapons are competent ;g
negotiate their future. This line of argument evades the evidence that outer-space
issues  |ike nuclear matters, concern the whole planet and all mankind, without any
exceptions.

My Government is deeply disappointed with the present rtate of affairs. Here
I would ceoall the address of President José Sarney at the third special session Of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and the principle he then enunciated

that
“the non-militarization of outer space constitutes an essential pre-condition

for the adoption of significant measures for regional disarmament®.

(A/8-15/pPV. 10, Q. 14-15)

Some seemed not to grarp fully the linkage between the two questions. It is
evident to us that military activities or oontcol over outer space apove &

particular region deeply and fundamentally affect what happens below and
unfavourably influence regional processes of disarmament.

Consideration of other items in the Conference on Disarmament agenda -
radiological wsapona and negative security assurances - continues to be hampered by
divergent views. Even if successful, the measures reeulting from those discussions
would in any event address only secondary or limited aapecte of disarmament. The

tem on the comprehensive programme of diaarmament, the diecuseion of which is so

& 'y chaired by Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, to whom 1 extend best wishes
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for a rpeedy and complete recovery , oould obviously Nnot be more successful than the

rest, the sheer comprehensiveness of ita concept being just the oppomite of the
piecemeal and s tep-by-step approach in vogue in the centres of power .

| come now to the one and only 4 tom on the agenda of the Conference ON
Disarmament that shows movement and inspires hope: a complete ban on chemical
weapons.

The year 1989 has been marked by, at hart, three very important developments
towards the prohibition of chemical weapone. Figst, in January the Par is
Conference of States Parties to tha 1925 Geneva Protoool and other Interest4d
States reaffirmed the validity of that Protocol, called for the early conclusion of
the convention being negotiated in Geneva and reoogniaed, in the fourth paragraph
of 4 ts Final Declaration, that a comple te ban would be the snswer to the dangers
involved in vet tioal and hor ioontal proliboration.

Secondly , this year 's session Of the M Hog Committee on Chemical Weapon8 of
the Conference on Disarmament, under the dynamic and able guidance of Ambassador
Pierre Morel of Fr ance, produced and enlarged a new version of the aso-called
rolling text of the convention, with significant improvements on previous texts and
new mater ial, albeit perhaps falling short of the very high expecta tions aroused by
the overwhelming support registered in Paris for “the redoubling Of efforts™ at the
Conference on Disarmament. Redoubled the efforts undoubtedly were, but not their
tangible results - at leant, not to the same axtent.

Thirdly , the Canberra in terna tional Government-Indus try Conference against
Chemical weapona, recently concluded, was another rtep in the direction of a
comprchensive, universal and non-discr!minatory convention on the total prohibition
of chemical weapons, confirming beyond doubt that ideas implying a selective and
® xclueionary régime are completely out of the picture. Let us hope that, at tar so

many relevant developments in 1989, 1990 will be the year of the conclueion of the
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comwention on chemical weapons, banning, at last, those abhorrent weapons from the
face o + the Eacth. \We see No reason why that should not be teasible in this
time-frame,

Comi. g from a aountry that never had Or intended to have ohrmioal weapons and
from a region whore, fortunately, the chemical-wacfare throat has never baen a fact
of life, I oan state that my Government is ready to join a chemical-weapons
convention that prohibi ts the we, development , produc tron and stockpil ing of those
terrible weapons, provided that it doom not unduly hamper our eivilian chemical
industry and that no discriminatory provision is inoluded in its text. | know for
e ute that the groat majority of the developing countries, whether or not
participants in tha negotiations in Geneva, share this view.

The conoclusion, signature and entry into force 03 the chemical-weapons
oonvention will be a siqnificant step forward in the direction of disarmament. One
of the most t-crible gnd more easily available weapons of mass destruction will be
eradicated and r uled out as a means of war fare. Nevertheless, even taking into
acoount the elimination of intearmediate nuclear forcer in Burope and, it is to be
hoped, possible major cuts in the stra tegioc nuclear weaponse of the ‘wo
super-Powers, we shall still be living tn a world excessively loaded with arms and
under the lingering threa% of nuclear annihila tion.

The rationale ror that accumulation of means Of deatruction is the so~called
theory of deterrence, which purports t0 lagi timate, with complicated
"pseudological® argument8 , the immorality of the principles on which it is
grounded I the permanent threa t oOf destroying the adversary and, probably) with it
the entire planet. The same perverted logic, breed on retaliacion, is sometimes
transplanted Dy its ruppor ters to other £ ields, the chemical for instance.

Let us only reflect for a moment on what it means to champion a kind of

general theory of deterrence. If country A considers it can deter country B only
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with in-kind retaliation = that is, nvolear with nuolear, chemical wi th chemical -
two ocorollacies follow logically:s first, that oountry B will alro try to deter
oountry A with the same Amount, possibly pluo an extra bit that will persuade
ocountry A not to try anything, and so cm, each partner engaging in a specular and
never-ending arms race 3y secondly, that if country C is trying to deter country D,
it will be tempted to follrw t h e "azuccessful”™ examples of countries A and B, and D
will accordingly react to C, and the rest follows. In brief, de terrence is either
good for all or for none.

This brings us tO a leitmotif of recent initiatives emanating from the
super-Powers in the field of dlcarmament, the notion that before they initiate
disarmament in such and such an area it is necessary to prevent the ® pread or
proliferation of the weapons in question. This kind of reasoning is doubly wrong ,
in our view. PFirst, it frequently mistakes military technologies for science and
technology as suchj thus, in aiming at the prevention of the spread of deadly
teohnolagier , it ends up by preventing the di.ssemination of scientific and
technological knowledge per se, which is a source of life and development for
countr ies striving to overcome poverty, hunger and haokwardners. Secondly , based
a8 it 18 on an inherently unequal ph ilosophy , this eort of old think inq fail8 to
gather supnor t and to be convinoing.,

The only logic that can aspire tO universal acceptance is that baaed on
universalism, whick- would apply to international relation8 the Rantian ethics
expressed | n the phraset

"Act only on that maxim through which you can at the same time will that it

ahould become universal law".

This ethical principle could undoubtedly be applied to the ooncept of

nuclear-weapon-free zones and zonee of peace. Here we have an idea which States
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from certain specific regions have seen fit to bring to life, as a means of
preserving their immediate environment from being threatened by the presence of
nuolear weapons Or by confliots that are al ien to them. But this regional approach
could alao be the embryo of a progressive denuclearization and deorearing of
tensions throughout the .c... .

Brazil has played an active role both in the conception of a
nuolear-weapon-free zone in Latin America and in the Declaration of the South
Atlantic as a Zone of Peace and Co-operation. These twO initiatives place my
country and other neighbouring states in the privileged position of enjoying a
unique peaceful geopolitical situation.

Coming from the same South Amer ican region, Sir, you will share my feelings of
pride and privilege at living in the region with the lowest rates Of military
expenditure and one with a solid tradition of peaceful relations and very good
neighbourl iness. Brazil, for one, has not participated in an international
conflict for the 1ast 120 years, axcept for its answer to the call to combat the
dangerous threat of nazi-fascism. We still look with concern towards other regions
of the world where huge arsenals have accumulated. We are relieved by the signs
that a new era is beg inning , one of dialogue, transparency , détente and
demobilization of military might, Let us hope that this trend proves to be

deep-roo ted and permanent, contradict& our eomewhat ingrained pessimism, natural

after repeated frustrations. |Let us also hope that this new peaceful era of
convergence between the foee of yesterday will not vbe built at the expense of thoee
of us in the developing wor 1d, and that the new order will not forget its
responsibilities towards those that lived through the cold-war years a8 close

spectators or minor actors, or as its victims.
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| began my statement by reaferring to commonplacer. Another idea is at risk of
becomingones the misconception that history has come to an end. The central
argument here is that with the end of the oold war there is no adversary left to a
certain oconception of the world, and that following Hagel's premises, if there is
no dialectia there is no movement and henoe no his tory. Obviously, the adherents
of this new fad acknowledge that, as they may = to quote some of them = "The world

remains mired in hie tory, and will be a terrain of conflict for many years to

coma®,
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What | fear is that this crvival of the Hegelian idea of an "end of history" does

not bring with itaelf other Hegelian assumptions, mainly what the German

philosopher ® aid in hig Philosophy of Right, that |
*"The Nation to whioh is ascr ibed a moment oOf the Idea in the form of a natura

principle is entrusted with giving complete effect t0o it in the advance of the
self-developing self-consciousness of the world-mind. This nation is dominant
ir. world history during this one epoch, and it is only once that it can make
its hour strike. In oontrast with this its absolute right of being the
vehicle of thie present state in the world-mind ‘s development, the minds of
the other nations are without ¢ ightr and they, slong with thoee whose hour has

struck already, count no longer in world him tory."

For somecne who comes from the developing world, the idea that movement would

stop, that history would be only a tedious repeti tion of the ram, is equal to

saying that the South has no r ightr. Change is the answer to the problem8 faced by
developing nations. If confrontation is fading away between East and West ,
dialogue has not even really begun between North and South. This new dialactics
can be the motor for a new era of human his tory. In our specific area,
disarmament, this will happen if and when we all sit at the same table, thoee that

possess weapons Of mass destruction and we that do not, to negotia te a world order

bared on peaceful relatione, mutual confidence and the rule of law,

The meeting rose at 4. 45 pm.




