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In_the abaence of the Chairman, Mr. Alpmen (Turkey)., Vice-Chairman. taok
Lthe Chalr.

Iba meeting was called to ordex at 3,30 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 47 TO 65 (gontinued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DI SARMAMENT ITEMS
Mx., HERNANDEZ (Dominican Republic) (interpretation from Spanish):

On behalf of my del egation allow ne first ofall to join other delegations in
congratulating M. Mroziewicz on his el ection as Chairman of the First
Committee. Qur congratul ations also go to the other members of t he Bureau.

Moreover, Wwe should like to congratul ate and thank the
Under - Secretary- General, M. Yasuohi Akashi, for his very enlightening
statement on the work of the Department for Disarmanment Affairs. In
particular, we should [ike to €XPress our thanks and appreciation for the
schol arshi p progrannne which, under the auspices ofthe Departnment that he
directs, has nade such valuable contributions to the dissemnination of
i nformation on di sarnmanent matters. The Domi ni can Republic is participating
for the second timein this programme, and we can testify to the value of the
work bei ng carried out.

| could not begin without paying a tribute to a great Latin Anerican:
Al fonso Garcia Robles. HBis unrelenting struggle for a more peaceful and safer
world is enshrined in the Treaty of Tlatel ol co and stands as an exanple for
many generation8 to CONe,

We should also like to expressthe pain of our delegation at the loss of
another ¢2lleague in the First Committee - Jack Gerardi Sfebert. W shall

always niss his collaboration and friendship.
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(Mc., Hornandes. Dominican
Republig)

The CGeneral Assembly and the Pirst Committee began their work this year
in an increusingly interdepenmdent world. (QUI'S is an era frequently beret by
false val uer and subversive ideas. While it isaparticularly dynanic pericd,
t he most sophisticated msans of comaunication cannot keep pace with such rapid
changes. Moreover, there is such uncertaimty abroadthat the boldest analysts
woul d not dare tryto @ J¢XOS4[] where we arc headed and whereit will all end.

In responseto this sonstantly changing world, the United Hatioms har an
opportunityta @ #JCHYL 4201 € the Just 1dealst hat presided overits creation so
as t0 ensure au Organisation where al | Members am truly equal, where nome is
“more equal"” than others.

In an increasingly Xnterdependeat world, it is impossible to deny that
war and peace, destructiozn end development and fear and imsecurity are
interrelated. FOr this reason, we comsider that i nternational security,
disarmament aud development are al | closely rel at ed.

While t he industrial and agricultural sectors continue { O be productive,
the terms Of trade bet ween the industrialised and t he devel opi ng countries are
unbalanced and unjust. While credit tramsactions arecarried out in such
groat cities as New York, London and Tokyo, their effect8 arefelt im every
corner of the worl d.

The throat of a nucl ear coaflict,thoughit renmin8 theoretical,
continues to be a e ourm of worl dwi de imsecurity. The danger of aam
international ® couonic depression continues t0 be a real possibility that
m ght depend On the next decision takea by a Govermment OI an international
financi al instituvtioan.

This state Of affeirs has kept the worl d order i N a precariously delicate

balance.
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(
Bepublic)

The third world countries have beem the hardest hit by the preseat worl d
order. The Latin American amd Cari bbean countries, i n particular, are facing
challeucas simultansously oa di fferent froamts: 4imsecurity which poses the
threat of a world wart the menacing tremds in the international econonmic
orders the growi ng gap betweem the multhy and the poor countries; the
vul nerability of the nati onal economic systemsjyand the obstacle8 to the
consolidation of democracy, raci al justice and freedom. Al this is a source
of insecurity and heance of comflict la the world, which is one Of t he reasons
why peoples foal such insecurity.

Few cun feel safe and tranquil in a world where an increasingly wi der
line d4ivides mankind i nto two clearly different groupss ome that is
satisfied ~ troubled perhaps by some of t he problenB to which wealth and high
.V.18 of consumption give rise; and the other, the vast npjority, that camnot
satisfy e veca it3 most hasic needs i n terms Of f ood, shelter and cl ot hing, not

t o mention health, ® duaati on and culture.
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(Mx. Hernandes, Dominican
Republic)

Weal |l feel increasingly insecure i n this fragmented world because itis
impossible in such circumatances for natural solidarity between members of t he
sam® species 0 flourish. The insecurity, arising from this and other
sources - such a8 racial, political, ideological or religious intolerance and
the reluctance to coexist of countries and people6 holding different c¢reeds,
philosophies or political and economic systems - is one cause Of the arms race.

A8 regard6 security and confidence- and security-building measures,
especially in Latin America and the Caribbean, I should |i ke to emphasize -
wi t hout disregarding questions of war or diminishing their inportance - that
we cannot fail to identify as one O the main sources O distrust the economic
and social circumstances in which the peoples Of Latin Americe have been
kept. Therm has been referemce to a Nnew international econoni c order brought
about by curreamt circumstances - and not by any decision of an international
body - but we forget t hat when, in May 1974, the General Assembly at its sixth
special session issued the Decl aration and the Programrwe Of Acti on on the
Establishment Of a New International Econonmic Oder, all of us citizeas of the
third world, although optimistic, had a presentiment Of powerlessness
regarding the likelihood that these docunent8 would be inplenented by the
industrialised worl d.

The response Of the industrialized countries to our legitimate
aspirations was t 00 costly. Through a temuous "economic assistance" that was
offered wo help us deal with our external indebtedness, transaational
financial capital imposed the heaviest nortgage upon us, and the so-called new
i nternational ecomomic orderrenmain8 unfulfilled and €ven sometimes fl outed by
the industrialised countrieas. Hence, our longstanding éistrast can only

increase.
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(Mr.. Bernandes, Dominican
Republic)

The role rational solution lies in attacking the causes Of insecurity by
devoting to development and fife a fractiom of the resources now all ocated to
war and death. \We have often heard, with a certain amounat of pride, that ours
is a peace-loving and harmoaslous region. However, the arnB race | a Latin
America and the Caribbean has also defied all logic.

That fawhy ny del egati on would 1ike to thank t he Sescretary-Gemeral and
the governmental experts \ho collaborated ON the study befors usfortheir
valuable treatment of t he subject of the internatiomnal transfer of
conventional weapons. Thistraffic in weapoms, hi ghly profitable for the
mercenaries of war and death merchantas,must be conpletely elininated. It is
outrageour that neighbourimg countries with the samecultural roots, squal ly
poor and lacking in resources should consider cach other as virtual potential
ensmies. How often, sgged on by interests forelgm to the region, have these
brother countries® YoIoYbll| 2 in war8 ginanced by the centre8 of world pover.
Instead Of devoting themselves t0 cooperati on and mutually beneficial
sxchanges, t hey view ome another suspicioualy as the cause and justification
for allocating nillion8 of dollars t 0 the purchase Of, t ank8 amd pl ane8 rat her
than investing that money on infrastructure projectsin t& area8 of health,
schools and industry. In most cases, this benefits the military Chief8 Of t&e
moment, i n whose minds al one these rivalries exist Or are i nvented.

What is worse, in the case Of Goveraments arising from military coups, as
happened recemtly in the sisterly Republic Of Hsiti, arms and munition8 are
directed against the peovple themselves,proving that so-called reasons of
defence against external attacks are moro pretext than justification. We
cannot forget that overt, shameless intervontionism, or threat8 of

intervention, in many cases have afflicted developing countries, which for
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(Mr. Hernandes, Pominican
Republic)

t hat reason must Of t €N spend money in t he defence Of their sovereignty rather
than devote themselves exclusively to investing in their own development.

The del egation of the Dominicam Republic wel comed with particul ar
satisfaction the results of the unil ateral decisions andbil ateral
negotiations between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republic8 and the United
Statea Of Anerica. These result6 certainly contributed to a relaxation of
worl d temsion. We hope that this will continue, notomly bilaterally but also
nul tilaterally, particularly wthin the framework Oof the United Natioms.

W\ listened attentively to the statenent of the President of the
Conference om Disarmanent, Anbassador Horacio Arteaga, concerning the current
status Of negotiations i n Geneva on chemical weapons. We noted with
satisfaction the progress om the existing consensus oa the scope of the ban -
in particular om article I, in which the parties pledge, regardless of
circumstances, not to devel op, produce, acquire in amy way, stockpile or keep
cheni cal weapoms, nor to use or transfer such weapon8 directly orindirectly.
The agreenent reached al so cover8 the destruction of these weapons, whet her
they be the property or under the jurisdiction or control of State8 parties.

As regard8 the convention itself, | et us hope that the optin sm expressed
by Anbassador Arteaga and other representatives will become a reality and that
our doubt8 regarding its dimemsion and budget will be clarified satisfactorily
in the course of those Qegotiationr. W& see no reason why countries |ike
mine, with no intention of manufacturing these weapons, nuch less the
opportunity to do 80, and haviny suffered the comstant fear of their use, nust

contribute econonically to the absolution of sims that they had me thought of

commi - ~ing.
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We are confident that the progress in the negotiations on biol ogical and
radiological weapons and ot her weapons Of ma88 destruction will free us from
t hat terror, rom which only a handful of death mexrchants have profitedto tb
detriment of the entire wld population.

As regards bacteriol ogi cal weapon8, our CGovernnment was pleased to note
the success Of the Third Revi ew Conferemce of the Convention ea the subject,
in particular the reiteration of it8 rejection of the existence of this type
of weapon of ma88 destruction.

A8 teo the nucl ear nom-proliferation regime, my country ha6 always been
concerned about the discrinminatory nature Of the Treaty on the
#on-Proliferation Of Huclear Wapons, Qespite the fact that we ratified it.
The Treaty imposesthe banning Of nucl ear weapon8 on those who do not posses:
them and allows the five nuclear Power8 to possess and develop such weapons.
To put it differently, it8 primcipal purpose, in practice,isto |init the
nunber Of nuclesr-weapon State8 to the current £ive. A more just and
non~discriminatory treaty is essential in orderto put adefinitive halt not
only tothe wtical and horisontal proliferati on of nuclear weapons, but al
to their possession by any State.

The challenge ahead is forus to join force8t 0 reduce our wespons to a
m ni mum t hrough the inplenentation Of true democraey, not just democracy
without unconstitutional and repressive Governments, Nnor simply denocracy wi
a nultiparty system and change8 of Goveraments, whi ch are soneti mes sterile.
Demoeracy nust be a political nodel whereby peopl e8 ecan free t hemsel ves from
all the injustices inflicted on them |t must be a source Of true confidenc

and security, free from the awful fear Of weapons and wars.
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(Mr, Herpandez, Dominican
Republic)

The changes that keep coming nore quickly than we can grasp them are a
chal | enge we cannot conceive in terms ofnations or continents. Today we are
all in the vecy mdst of the conflict between peace and destruction,
devel opment and poverty. Andto find stable, just solutions we nust
understand the causes ofthat conflict; we nust face up to themwth
responsibility and couraget

Mz, AFONSO (Mozambique): |t gives me great pleasure to convey ny
del egation's warm coagratul ationa to M. Robert Mosiew cx of Poland oa his
unani nous el ection as Chairman ofthe First Committee at the forty-sixth
sessi on of the General Assenbly. W are confident that under the able
gui dance ofse di stinguished & diplomat our work will be crowned with
success. M congratulations go also to the other nenbers of the Bureau.
Allow ne to express, on behalf of mydelegation, our deepest appreciation to
the past Chairman, M. Jai Pratap Rama of Nepal, for the inpeccable manner in
which he presided over |ast year's deliberations.

M/ delegation would also like to express well-deserved words of
congratul ation and appreciation to M. akashi, the Under-Secretary-Ceneral for
Disarmanent Affairs, and his staff in the Departnment for Di sarmanent Affairs
for the excellent manner ia which that Departnent has been performng its
conplex duties. W nighly val ue the seninars and workshops organi sed by the
Department Oa vari ous issues of disarmament and coafidence-buil di ng,
especially those held in our region. Mosambigue has had the privil ege of
attending two such seminars. andthey wereenornously beneficial.

W are living inen age of unprecedented, historic events. Among the

most impressive and dranmatic occurrences is the graphic change in the major
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(Mr. _Afonao, Mogambique)
Powers' perception Of the importance O disarmament. Manki nd ha8 come to
understand at lastthe inperative needto halt the an88 race and eliminate it8
i nherent risk of extinction.

The cold war, it appears, destructively fed itself on the rearmament and
militarisation of societies, t hrough the arms race. Wthin the context of the
new post-cold-war climate in international relatioms, however, policies
favouring the continued devel opnent and stockpiliang of weapons, especially
nucl ear weapons, have gradual |y lost their main justification.

Very recently, dramatic eveats have taken place in the field Of
nucl ear-arns reduction. These events, which include bilateral and unilatera
nuclear-disarmament measures, arc indicative OO the fact that the positive
spirit and the enthusiasm whi ch began wit*.the Treaty on the Elimination of
I nt er medi at e- Range and Shorter-Range Missiles (INF Treaty) are still very nuch
alive.

Last July, the President Of thu United State8 and the Presidemt of the
USSR signed the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty. The final journeyt O that
event was the culmination oflong and sometimes \ery tedious negotiations
between the parties involved., We commend t hem for their perseverance and
their achievenent. Wwe se® the conpletion of that agreement as being in the
interest Of the entire international community.

|Q addition, we note that on 27 September President Cecorge Bush announced
proposal 6 for the substantive reducti on of United State8 nuclear weapons. The
Sovi et Union immediately reciprocated with it8 own proposals for reducti on8 in
Quci ear weapons. My delegation would like to join Other8 in expressing

satisfaction at those bol d undertakings by the tw nucl ear super-Powers.
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(Mc. Afonso, Mozambique)

We are hopeful that the same npirit Of flexibility and realism
demonstrated at the bilateral level will be shown by the United Nation8 end
the Coaference on Disarmament.

The goal of a conprehensive baa on all nuclear tests continues to be
el usive. W enconrage M. Ali Alatas, Foreign M nister of I ndonesia and
President Of the Amendment Conference of the Stat 88 part188 to the tort-ban
Treaty, to intensify hi 8 effort6 and comsultatioms with a view to finding
commor ground for the raconveaing of the Conference On convertingt he
1963 partial test ban into a comprehensive teat ban. Wefurther urge 811
parties to display a sense OF good wi || by working comstructively toward8 the
success Of. the effort8 of M, Alatas.

The Conferonce on Disarmament is reputed to be the role nultilateral
di sarmanent Qegotiating forum. Yet it8 Ad HoC Committee dealing with the
nucl ear-test ban lacks a negotiati ng mandate. The |ack of a negoti ating
mandat e degrade8 t he importance of the tort-ban issue and *snies credibility
to the Conference on Disarmament ag8 w | .

NHuclear disarmament wi|l| cone into it8 own whem all nucl ear Powers engage
in concerted and dscisive effort8 to rid t he world of those terrible weapons.
A comprehengive ban ON nuclear-weapom tests would be one Of the most practical
first steps towards collective nuclear-arms control and disarmament.

The success of a comprehensive nuclear-test bam wil| require the
strengt heni ng of t he non-proliferation regimeto makeit more effective and
mcre universal i n charactor. The discriminatory character of t he provisions
of the Treaty on the Nom-Proliferatiom Of Nuclear \\éapons need8 to be changed

in order to make membershipin the regime more attractive to all States.
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We NOte with satisfaction the announcements by France end by China to the
effect that they intend to adhere to the nom-proliferation Treaty. Their
status a8 nuclear State8 and also a8 permanent nenbers of the Security Council
| end8 sigaificent importance to their announced decisions. Similarly, ny
del egation would like to commend and welcome t he decisiomns oOf t he sister
countries of Tansania, Zanbi a and Zimbabwe to adhere to the non-proliferation
Treaty. As | announcedin this Committee last year, Mosambique ha8 al ready
acceded to that Treaty. Thus, wa NnOw have almost the entire region of

southern Africa committed to the ideal 8 of non-proliferation.
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(Mc._Afonso, Mosambique)

South Africa‘'s decision last July to accede tO the non-proliferation
Treaty s indeed a matter (f some satisfaction to ny delegation. In doing so,
South Africa ha8 takem a step whichis |ikely tO build confidence in the
region end on the contimeat a8 a whole.

This year's resol ution GC(XXXV)/1982 of the Ceneral Conference of the
I nternati onal Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) requests

"the Director General to verify the completemess of the inventory of

South Africa's nucl ear installations and naterial. aand to report to the

Board of Govermors and to the General Conference atit8 thirty-sizxth

regular session.”

In this context, strict observance Of the commitnent undertaken by South
Afriaa under the non-proliferation regime, i ncluding the submission of all its
nuclear facilities to IAEA safeguards,wil| help dissipate the coatinuing
sense Of mistrust and suspicion over South Africa's nuclear-weapon programme.
In dodng 80, South Afriaa will alro hel p remove one of t he most importaat
obstacles to the implementation Of the Declaration 0Q t he Denuclearisation of
Africa. Receat eventshave eatablished that participation im the
non-proliferation Treaty doe8 not by itself guarantee full compliance by the
parties to it. W must therefore continue to be vigilant in the quest for a
nuclear-weapon-free Africa.

The ¢ VOnt 8 in the gulf reglion have helped to bring the issue of the
dangerous proliferati on of weapon8 of mass destruction, particularly chenical
weapons, (0O the forefront of internmational conceru. M/ delegation wishes toO
® Spr.88 it8 satisfaction over the significant progress on the issue of t he
comprehensive prohi biti on of chemical weapoms achi eved at the Confereace on

Disarmament. \\¢ are gratified by the flexibility displayed by certain
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delegations ON the conteatious matter of retaliation. weare equally pleased
that the issue of the reteamtion Of 2 per cent Of chemical weapon stocks for
ton years after t he convention entered imto force ha8 been resolved.

The Ad Boc Conmittee on chemical weapon8 expectsto conclude it8 work by
next year. Therefore We call upon all Member States t O continua to work
constructively io overcome the renmni ni ng obstacles - in particular, the issue
of verification.

The Third Revi ew Conference of Parties to the Convention oa biol ogi aal
and toxic weapon8 comcluded it8 worklast Septenber with significant progress
towards the streagthening orthe treaty' 8 regine. In this context, we wel cone
the ® 8tabli8mnt of t he Ad Hoe Group of Experts to study practical and
aaoept abl e proposals on verificati on measures at present lackingin the
Convention.

The issue Of coaveational arm8 ha8 lately gathered momentum because Of
t he growi ng awareness of - i n the word8 ofthe Secretary-General -

“the nounting toll of death, destruction and human suffering inflicted by

the use of conveational weapon8 around the world."

It is recognisedthat since the Second Wrld War this category of weapons
has been used in more than 150 conflict8 and has claimed more than 20 million
lives. |t 1is against this background that the issue of international arnB
transfers and regional approaches to disarmament is increasingly becoming one
of the nost inportant issues on our agenda.

My del egation wishes to express it8 support for the proposal to establish
a United Nations register of conventional arms transfers. \We believe itis
| nportant that the comcerns and proposels of non-aligned countries on the

subject should be taken into account. The issue of transparency Of
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internati onal arms transfers deserves meticulous study and comsideration.
This is a complex issue, and it 3 ramifications arc a challenge to developing
countries, ® rpeoially, within thecontext of indigenous defeace production
capabilities, security ncedS and regional imbalances.

We are of the vi ew t hat confidence-building measurescanbe an ® ffootive
way Of reducing suspicions which ® naourago armscompetition and confict,
especlally at the regional level.

| woul d borrow the followi ng statemeat £rom the Uni t ed Nations
Secretary-General, Mr. Peres dec Cuellar. He said in hi8 report on tha work Of
the Organisation:

“Over the years, however, the cold \war overshadowed the whole field
ofarnB linmtation and disarmament. The perspectives t hat have now been
opened should emable us tO weave collective approaches in this field more
tightly into the tabric Of peace-making amd aonfliet coatreld. The
opportunities now presemted tO us arc mot likely to remain open
indefinitely.” (A/Z46/1,. p. 11)

Tho Goverament of Mosambique hal spared no efforts in it8 pursyit of
peace within the country 88 well a8 in the region. My Govermment, 38 is wel |
known, 18 engaged now in negotiation8 to bring about lasting peace within it8
territories. The peace efforts are taking place alongside the creation of aa
appropriate political climate, i n which every Mosambican car freely exercise
hi 8 political rights.

The relentless pursuit Of peace by my Goverament ha8 begua to bear some
fruit. Last Friday thc Govermment and t he RENAMO rebels came t0 au agreenent

oNn a prot oaol on fundamental principles. Under tkis protocol, both parties
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have agreed to commit themselves to work ® spnditiourly towards the early
conclusion Of a cease-fire agreement -~ under intermationmal control, if need be.

Thus, wi t h respect t0 regional peace and ® oaurity i N southern Africa, the
Foreign Minister Of Mosambique, Mr. Pascoal Manuel Mocumbi, echoed ny
Goverament's views whean he raid:

“Measures of confidence-bulilding and collective security mechanisms aust

be deployed in order to prevent resurgence of new conflicts in the

region."”

We are encouraged by recent successes inthe regi onal efforts for
di sarmanent. W remai n convinced, howsver, that disarmament i n some regions
should Not lead to arms transfers to ot her regions. This would be at variance
with the curzent trend i N arms aontrol and aisarmament.

The importance Of t he regi onal approach {0 disarmament |[ie8 not only in
the field of conventional disarmament but, perhaps nore inportantly, in its
potenti al abilityto enhance international peace and aecurity t hr ough
agreements for the establishmeant of nuclear-weapon-free sones and sones of
peace.

In this coatext, ny del egati on commends the Ad Hoc Committee on the
| ndi an Ocean 0N the completion Of t he preparatery workfor the convening of

the United Mations Conference on the implementation of the Declaratiom Of the
I ndian Ocean as a Zome of Peace,t0 be held in Colombo in 1992. Mosambigue,
as Vice-Chairman Of that Conmittee, urger all its members to work

constructively for the fulfilnent Of the objectives of the Declaration.
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We urge the First Committtee t o explore innovative initiatives to inprove
itswork in order tO guarantee a NDr e successful outcome of itsdeliberations.
The Committee should translate the favourable climatein the international
arena into meaningful discussions and agreements onthe issues on its ageada.

Let nme conclude by noting that one of the major expectati on8 from the
easi ng of tensions and t he consequent progress in di sarnanent is the
real l ocati on of resources and energies to address Other major chal | enges faced
by hunmanity. Underdevelopment and the degradati on of the environment arc some
of the most pressing problems whose practical @ ol ution8 e oun to defy our
collective wisdom. Im this context and pursuant to the decisions and
under st andi ng8 reached at the 1967 Intermational Conference on the
Relationship between Disarmament and Devel opment, we eall for the reallocation
t 0 devel opment purposes, especially for the benefit of developing countries,
of a portion of the resources released through disarmament measures. This is
another area, we believe, in which the United Natioms could play a nmjor
coordinating role.

M. _NYAENI ©Uniu edl Reglbl i cl of Tansania)s , a t t ) h e
outset, to add ny voice and that of ny delegation tO the congratul at’i on8
extended to Mr. Mrosiewics, aS well as t 0 other members Of the Bureau, on his
election 1O preside over the deliberations of our Committee. |n disc arging
his duties, he can count on the full support and cooperation Of the Tensania
del egati on.

| rhould also like to join in the warmtribute8 paid to the memory of the
late Amoassador Alfonso Garcia Robles who is best remembered for hi 3 immense
contribution t O the cause of disarmament and wor| d peace. But for his passing

away he would have beem anpong us today contributing vigorously to our

discussion. There is, therefore, DO better occasion fOr friemds to honour his
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menory than the preseat debate on disarmamemt. | did not know him as well as
many of hi 8 frleuds in this Committee, but | had the good fortune to be
associated with him in the six-nation initiutive throughout the five years of
it8 existence. | hava met few people SO deeply committed toa good cause.
Even when ho disagreed with you he woul d nmot give less than full attention to
your views, and his unfailing courtesy made a deep inpression oa all who met
him It isnot just Mexico which will miss his service amd counmsel. \\¢ are
al | the poorer for hi s passing away.

We are once again meeting against t he background of unprecedented
devel opnent8 in the international arena. In the past few weeks al one we have
witnessed two initiative8 whichhave marked a sigmificant turning-point in the
disarmament field. The proposal 8 for deep nuclear arms auts announced by
Presi dent Bush on 27 September 1991 and the reciprocal response by
Presi dent Gorbachev of 5 October have spurred optimism for a possi ble major
breakthrough i n nuclear disarmament. As maany have acknow edged, the proposals
and measures out | i ned by both | eaders for the elimnation oftactical nuclear
weapons, coupled with the two previous agreements - the Treaty ON the
Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range M ssiles (INF) and the
strategic arnms linitation talk8 (START) = represent the most far-reaching
nucl ear disarmament agreement8 since the advent of the nuclear age. This is
indeed a most wel cone development.

But wel cone as these developments nay be, the worl d community canuot
afford to slacken its call for the total eliminatiom oOf al| nuclear weapons;
for while it is true that the two super-Powers now appear to be willing to
assume their responsibility to rid the world of the menace created by the

nucl ear-arns race, it is equally true that the agreements between them and the
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nucl ear eutr announced subsequeatly |cave them still with a nucl ear overkill
capacity = enough to destroy the world nany times over. =06 0 zamlo,

followi ng the signing of the START agreement, analysts pointed out that the
levels Of strategic weapons the United State8 of America and the Soviet Union
finally agreed to retaim in their arsenals are numerically at thc same level
as when they began negotiatiryg nine yearsago and about £ive ti ner their
nunber when the non-proliferation Treaty was signed | n 1966. Above all, the
process does not i nvol ve other nucl ear-weapon States whose stocks equally
threaten the existence of humanity.

Ve point this out, NOtto mninise the significance Of the unilateral
American and Sovi et initiatives, but to rhow how far we still have to go to
elimnate the threat of a nuclear war. But the imitiatives renain bold and
unprecedent ed, and Presidents Bush and Gor bachev deserve to ke congrat ul at ed
on the foreright and courage thsy have shown.

These unil ateral imitiatives haveonce agai n demonstrated t{ hat, givea t he
nxcessary political will, nothing is insurmountable. | N this connection, we
hope that the twoleadexrs will follow upthe indications t hey have.mow given
that they are prepared to go further than their announcements. There are now
good prospects f Or further reductions in strategic nuclear weapons, both land-
and sea-based. Atthe very least we hope that the WO super-Powers wil| Dow
feel able t 0 raise the reductioms from the 30 per cent agreed i N the START
Agresment t 0 the origi nal target of SO per cant. We hope too t hat the United
States Of America wil|l now be able tn reciprocate the Sovict Union's offer of
a one-year moratorium on nuclear testinmg. In putting fonrd the initiative

last month, President Bush predicted that, if the Soviet Union responded with
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equally bol d measures, further cooperation war inevitable. President Gorbache
has net amd exceeded the chslleange im so far as regards nucl ear tusting. We
urge the United States of Anerica to respond positively.

It {8 agai n a matter of regret thatthe progress made unilaterally or at
the bilateral |evel has not been matched by progress at the nultilateral |evel
where we are all involved. The statemeat by the Presideat of t he Conference
oa Disarmanent and the Conference omanibus report (A 46/27) DOw before the
Committee, | eaves NO doubt thatthe work done in that body leaves nuch to be
desired. The widely acclainmed “positive internat.ion=) atmoaphere® do0ss not
seem ({0 have perneated the work ofthe only nultilateral body entrusted with
negoti ati ng and concluding nultil ateral disermament agreements. My delegatior
is, however, not unaware of the progress made in the negotiations om a
chemical-weapons-ban convention, W are eacouraged by the optimism shown by
the major participant8 imthe negotiatioamsregardi ng the prospecta for the
conclusion of a draft convention by the spring Oof next year - to be specific,
by May 1992. Wiile this is indeed welcome, we camnot however fail to express
our disappointment with the rl ow pace of negotiations concerning other iasues
listed @as priority item8 on the sgemda Of the Conference on Disarmament. |t
is sad to note that, after nearly three decades now, serious neg :iations
covering three area6 which counstitute the cormerstone Of nuclear disarmament .
a nuclear-test ban, cessation 0f the nuclear-arms race and prevention of
nuclesar war - have yet t 0 start. Year after yecar, daiscussions on these items
have not advanced beyond the prelimnary exchange of views. For the process
of disarmament t 0 be considered irreversible, it has to be reflected at all
levels, al | stages conpl enenting one anotherin order to achieve the ultinate

goal of total and conpl ete disarmameat.
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It 4s therefore our fervent hope that the expressed commitment Ly al |
States to total disarmament wil| be denonstrated in all multilateral forums.
This Committee provide8 the wuwaiversal forum for charting the best course and
pat h toward8 our goals and objectives a8 ® ctforthin the Final Document of
the f£irst special sessionm of the general Assembly devotedto disarmament. [Let
us therefore all work together t o advance t he goal 8 to whiah we colleotivelp
subscribe in the search for international peace, security and development.

| should now like to ray a word about the Treaty on the Mon-Proliferation
of Nucl ear Weapoms, whi ch ha8 recently received a tremendous boost t hrough the
accessionof a nunber of States,including my own. On behalf of my
del egation, | should like to thank all those who have commended Tansania's
recent accession to the Treaty. A8 many will recall, Tansania's position with
regard to the non-proliferation Treaty ha8 beem largely oritioal. \We opposed
the Treaty Dot because we have any nuclear ambitions - we have neither the
ability nor the wish to go nuclear - but because of its discriminatory nature
and because ofthe failure Of the nuelear-weapon Power8 to live up to their
obligations under the Treaty. )

Qur accession t 0 the Treaty hasDot changed our |ong-standing position
with regard to the mpjor flawB inherent init. We still regard the ® ffoot of
the Treaty = if notits objective - as disarming the unarmed and arming the
armed. Nevertheless, a8 a demonatration of our abiding commitmeant 10 nuclear
di sarmanent, Tanssania decided 10O review it3 positionm on the Treaty 80 a8 to
deny its orities anyfurther ¢ PUU O NOt to shoulder their responsibility with
regard to the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. Tansania's refusal {0
sign the non-proliferation Treaty war ® osentially aprotest position.

Al though not wholly allaying our fears, the progress made by the super-Powers
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in auclear disarmament has encouraged ws to hope that this gesture on OUr part
will stimulate novenent in the remaining areas.

Ve should 1ike t 0O repeat what we have always stated, narely, that we
consider the most reliable means Of checking the ® raal ation of the
nuclear-arms race, sustaiaing Don-proliferati on and averting the risk of a
nucl ear war to be the conolurion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty that woul d
halt al| forms O nuclear testing. The conclusion of #::ch a treaty would go a
| ong way towards proving the commitment Of the nuclear Powersto the
non-proliferation Of nauclear weapon8 and genmuine disarmament negotiations.

The future of t he noan-proliferation Treaty will |argely depemd OD the
willingness of the nucl ear-weapon State8t1 0 stop all nuclear tOrts and
concl ude a comptohon'uvo test-ban treaty thet will baa such tests at all times
and in all eaviromments. Short.of that, no meaningful disarmament measures
coul d stand the test of time in halting and ® vntually reversingt he
nuclear-arms  aw. AS analystshave!i ght|y observed,i f the nuclear Powers
continw t O test, devel op, produce and depl oy new Or modernised auclear
weapons, and even if the aumbers and the most destabilising weapons are
reduced, there will still be no cessation Of the nuclear-srms race and NOt
much hope for a final eliminatiom Of nuclear weapouns.

The Amendmeat Conference Of t he States parties t 0 the partial teat-ban
Treaty, held ea-1ly i n January this year was yet another effort tO bring to
the fore the urgent need to conclude a comprehensive t Ort ban. The
international communityhad expected appropri at e cooperation on the part of
t he muclear-weapon Powers t hat are parties to the Treaty. Regrettably, t hm
attitude of twodepositary Powers led many to question their professed

commitment t 0 non-proliferatioa.
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My delegation strongly commends the efforts oOf t he President Of the
Conference, Ms. All Alatas, who, through hi 8 consultations, has eought, under
rather difficult eircumstances, to carry out the nandate eatrustad to him W
hope his efforts wil|l result in the reconvening of another stage of t he
Amendment Conference in 1992 ina bid t0 achieve a conprehensive test-ban
treaty. My del egation wil|l continue tO lemd himall itssupport and full
cooperation in this endeavour.

The establishment of nucl ear-weapon-free sones and somes Of peace has
acquired increasing significence in t he overall context of regional
disarmament initiatives. Tansania's ® upport fOr such sones has been gui ded by
it8 comvictiom that much stepswi || streagthem regional peace and security and
contribute towards comprehensive efforts tO achieve general amd conplete
disarmament.

ID this regard w have consistently called fOr the denuclearisation Of
Africa through the implementation Of the 1964 Declaration by the O ganisation
of African Unity (OAU) on the ® 8tnbll8hnment of a nuclear-free-some in Africa.
At its last session the General Assembly took a further stepin this direction
by adopting resolution 45/56 A which inter alia, cequested the
Secretary-General t 0 provide al | necessary sssistance that the OAU ni ght seek
regarding t he convening a meeting Of experts t0 ® %ani no the modalities and
elements f Or t he preparatiom of a formal conventiom or treaty omthe
denuclecrisation oY Africa. Accordingly. the Group Of Experts met it Addis
Ababa, and Tansania was fortunate to be Dbl. to send an an expert to that
meeting. The Group's report is beforeusin document A/C.1/46/9, and I ® houl d

like t0 commend it to the Committee.
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The commitment Of African countries to the Declaration is
unquestionable. In the past our effort8 to achieve t he objectives of the
Decl aration have beea frustrated by the policlies of the apartheid regime of
South Afrieca and its nuclear-weapom anbitions.

An atmosphere of al arni ng credulity has greeted the recent signing of the
non-proliferation Treatyoythe South Africen regi NB. Wile that is indeed a
welcome development, ny delegation wil| need to see more thanthe regime’s
signature on the Treaty and on the safeguard agreements with the |nternational
Atomic Eunergy Agency (IAEA) to accept the assurances of a sincere desire tO
contribute t 0O emsuring the security oOf countriesin the region and to a
nuclear-free Africa. South Africa's nuclear-weapom aapability 3¢ a reality
that ha8 Dot been diminished by it8 accession t O the Don-proliferation
Treaty. Despite receat positive developments in South Africa, the apartheid
regime remains in power and it policles and practices remnin deeply
entrenched in the country. |n aiganing the Treaty, South Africa has neither
renounced it 8 aggressive policlea, forgone its nuclear anbition8 nor Cestroyed
it8 nuclear weapons. We believe those countries t hat have power amd influence
on the regi ne shoul d guarantee that South Africa lives up tothe letter and
spirit of the noa-proliferatiom Treaty and of the agreementsa reached with the
IABA. We know ® Dough Of thet regime to kmowthat this is ome area where blind
trust woul d be dangerous. The methods and techniques developed recently wll

need to be applied to ensure compliance.
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As a littoral State of the Indian Ocean, Tansania haS consisteatly
expressed it 3 atrong desire and ham worked tirelessly in 811 forums to see the
realisation of the Indian Ocean as a sone Of peace become a reality. As
members of the Ad Hoc Committee ON the Indian Ocean, we have participatedin
all it8 sessions for almost two decades DOW. Itis a matter of deep regret
that there are still obstacles to the coavening in Col onbo Of the United
Nations Conference ONN the Indian Ocean, which wi|l| pave the way for the
i npl enent ati on of the Declazration.

Regrettably, the prevalling positive international atmosphere has not
facilitated the preparatory work undertaken by the Ad Hoc Committee f Or more
than a decade. Itis the hope Of my delagation that t he optimism generated hy
recent disarmament initiatives \i|| havea positive @ ffOCtON thecontinuing
efforts, thus enabl i ng us to achieve t he objectives Of the Declaration in the
near future. My delegation wil| continue to lemd it8 full supportto the work
of the Ad Hoc Committee. We have come a long way in the preparatory process
and it woul d be a disservice to the objectives of the Declaration if we were
to slacken OuUI efforts to reach our final goal, that is, the realisation Of
peace and security in the Indian Ocear and its surrounding areas.

The® @ J)er[d954 ofinternationsle rutransfershasattractedincreased
attention receatly amd following the issuance of the report of the Group of
Experts (A/46/301) of O September 1991, the Committee rwt DOw attempt to
forge a comsensus on how to promote tramsparency on a uaiversal and
non-discriminatory basis, taking into account the legitimate interests of all
nations. Several initiatives have been, and continue { 0O be, undertaken by
several group of States ai ned at launching measures tO regulate i nt er nati onal

arms transfers. The report Of the Group Of Bxperts @ stabli8had to ® tudy the
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issue Of such transfers and transparency is before the Committee. My
del egati on understamds and supports the legitinate measures genuinely intended
to regul ate suech transfers Wi t hout prejudicing the legiti mte transfers
necesasary for t he security oOf nations. weunderstand and synpathise with the
desire to gut an emdto the illicit armstrade and@ we trust that all nations
wi || cooperate t 0 deny the nerchants of death the huge profits they reap from
thi s sordid business.

The major industrial Power8 maintain a monopoly over the wurld's
armaments, ® rpecaially over their development and production. Unfortunately,
by focusing om the needs of t he small nations, most of whi ah naintain
relatively low level 8 of armaments for their |egitimate defence needs, some of
t he proposals before t he Committee appear to have ignored this reality. The
proporal s now bei ng advanced by the group of European ccantries should be
exanined with this in nind. My delegatiom Wi || find itdaigficult to | oad
support t O proposals whi ch placethe burden of sacrifice onsnall nations
which are only importers of modest armaments for legitimate reasons. It
cannot be right to pursue a poliey that ensures undi ni ni shed security for the
maj or Powers, while resulting in diminished security forsmaller and weaker
nations.

in comclusion, et me state that all the disarmament irsues before our
Committee have a directbearing ON OUI future existence on this planet. The
future existence Of mankind is a matter Of common interest to all of us and we
all have a role to Play in ensuring it. The quest for gl obal security
underscores our commonly shared goals, which transcend the different
geogr aphi cal and political systems whi ch we represeant. Tansania ha8 always

bel i eved that by working for peace, di sarmanent aad universal security, we
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shall be working for a better future for ourselves VA coming generatiors. By
our adherence to the Charter Of the United Nations, we committed ourselves to
the duty of bringing peace to the worl d throughthe preveation of war,
particularly nuclear war. We reaffirm our continued commitment { O this goal.

Finally, | wish, onbehalf Of ny delegation, to extend our sincere
appreciation and gratitude to the Under-Seoretary-General for Disarmament
Affairs, W. Yasushi Akashi, and his dedicated staff,for the valuable support
and assistance they have givea toCQur work and the various disarmament
activities, particularly in our region. We commend their efforts and pl edge
our comtinued support,

Mc. AL-SARKAL (United Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic):

It 48 a source Of pl easure for me t0 extend on behalf Oof the United Arab
Emirates my congratulations to the Chairman and to all the members Of the
Bureau. | hope that our deliberation8 in this Committee wil|l be in the best
i nterest Of Member St at es and of mankind at large.

our Committee meets i n special circumstances aftar the end O the cold
war and the rapprochenent between the United States amd the Soviet Union on
the question Of Aisarmament, particulerly following the initiative of
President Bush on 27 September 1991 to eliminate al | short-range nuclear
weapons as well as the initiative of W. Gorbachev, Presideat Of the Sovi et
Union, on S Cctober 1991. There are new international developments which
affect t he people8 ofthe world and reflect UPON the question Of disarmament.

The peopl e8 of the world have begun t O |earn that demoeraey is the road
to progress and freedom and that, as nuch, it @ trengthens trade rel ati ons,

conmuni cation between Peoples, enhancesinternati onal cooperatiom, |eads to
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ending centralized domination and thereby ntkes it possible {0 achiove
security and prosperity. However, we must notrej oi ce and declare that a new
international order has emerged. Por a now world order cammot energe from aay
one particular® ymt. \\¢ still face many difficult challenges. The most
important challenges in this era are those we face i n the areas of education,
culture, the protection of children. These are t he challeages which confront
the new international order am& whiah that order will have to face up to if 4t
isto restore security,® tability, prosperity and democracy to the world. The
basic norms that govern international relatioms are mutual respect for
sovereignty, commitment (O non-aggression non-interfarence in the internal
affairs of States, coequality and peaceful coexistence. These arct he
fundamentale { hat should characterise a new typo of international relations.
|t is Dow grownthat conflicts can be resolved t hr ough national
conciliation, bal ance Of interests, negotiati on betweem all| the parties
concernedand the X' ® Ipreorionof will. The main eveatthat led to the
proposal by the Buropean Community fOor S register or weapons transfers was ihe
Gulf crisis and the Iragi invasiom of t he Btate of Kuwait. The linitation and
reduction Of military expenditures ON a gl obal scale woul d be a major
eontributi om towards disarmamemt asit wil| resultin the rechannelling oOf
resources to ® aotiu and roaial development. The relationship between
disarmament and development is 3 competitive one, as they compete not only for
the resources Of the world but 8180 for the attitudeS and comcepts which
govern people‘s decisions. The world has { O make a choice between persisting
in the arms race or proceeding ® o3sdi |y towards a nore stable andstore
balanced economic and social development,in the context Ofanew @ CODO Bic and

social order that i s much more viable.
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The relatiomship bet ween disarmament and devel opnent should be viewed in
the context of the ending arms race whi ch swallows up more than it should Of
the worl d' 8 human, financial, natural and technolcgical resources, and thus
places a heavy burden om the econom es of all countries. Given the faat t hat
as far as t he daveloped and devel oping countries are concerned, the world's
resources, Whi ch are finite, are under heavy strains, a reduction Of the
wor| d' 8 military spending canresult in a significant coatribution to the
process Of development. Disarmament coul d contribute effectively to that
process. The reduction of military budgets, iNn amd by itself, would be the
means Of reallocating addi ti onal resources to the econonic and social
devel oprent, especially of devel opi ng countries, over and above the fact that
such reduction would | ead eventually t 0 disarmament.

Development shoul d NOt comtinue t0 be exposedto the danger of falling
victim tothe arms race, while disarmament can make a significant contribution
to development.

Disarmament and development have a close and multidimensional
relationship. Bach Of them OM have am impact at the national, regional, and
global level, im suchaway a8 tocreate an ® nvironDeDt of peace, prosperity
and ® 3ononic and soci al development., W thout this relationship, mankimd woul d
live i N an environment of murder, hatred, eavy and various forms of war. \\¢
must work together so that we live in a world of uaderstanding in which it8
resources arenot directed to militarisation butto econonic amd social
development - a world in which we do not thimk of war but of peace.

Hence, the entire world looks forward to the United Nation8 Conferemce OM
Baviroament and Development (URCED) that willbe heldin R o de Janedro in

1992 snd t o the effortsto be ® xertodto fight desertficatiom and to protect
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the resources Of the great forests and the biol ogical diversity of the world
and its oceans and seas.

The map Of the world is compored Of all States. Mlitarily, thereare
those countries whi ch produce comveamtionmal, biol ogical, nuclear and other
weapons of mass destruction, and then there are those countries whi ch produce
and export those weapouns t o the hi ghest bidder.

IT we | 00k at the arms-importing countries, some of them do so im order
to protect their stability, security and their people. These are countries
that wiash to |ive in peace and defend themselves from external aggression. On
the Of her hand, there are other countriss which stockpile arm8 of all types
for aggressive purposes while their peoples arc in desperate nced of economic
and ® (oial developmeat. Unfortunately, their psoples are powerless. An
example of this is what happened receatly in Iraq, whiah is known to all.

There L8 another State, such a8 Israel, which is not one ofthe
signatories to the Non-Proliferatiom Treaty amd therefore, there is no
mechanism that can inspect its nuclear oOr other weapons. It is in the
interest of the world for Israel not to develop nucl ear weapoms. But who is
going ta compel Israel not to manufactsxe such weapons? It is not a signatory
to WPJ and | { 8 facilities are not subject to inspection. We must not forget
also the close nilitary and nuclear cooperation bet ween Israsl and
Sout h Africa.

Security and stability are the objsctives of al | peoples. Sscurity is
fundamental for both disarmament and davelopment. However, security consists
of met only military, but also politicsl, ® comic, social, humanitariam and
human ri ght 8 and ecological aspects. Erhancemeat of security can, on the one

hand, create conditions conducive tO disarmament, and at the other, provide
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the ® aviro8mont and confidence required for the successful pursuit of
development. The development process, by overcoming the non-nilitary threats
to security and contributing to a more stable and sustainable ianternational
system, can enhance security and thereby pr onot e arms reducti on and
disarmament. Disarmameat would ® nehanoo security directly amd indirectly. A
process o r diarmament ¢::5¢ e NSUr. e undiminished security at incrsasingly
diminished 1levels or armament Wwould nake possible the allocation Of additional
resources tO t he task of addressing non-military chall enges to security and
thus result i n eahanced overall security.

The use or throat Of use offorce im international relationr, external
intervention, armed aggression, foreign occupation, col oni al dom nation, and
all forms Of raai al Aaiscrimination,Vi Ol ation ofterritorial integrity, of
national sovereigmty, of the right to self-determination, and the encroachment
on the right ofall nation8t O pursuetheir ® coaosaic and social development
free f I OM outside interference comstitute threat8 tointernational peace amd
security. Internationalsecurityvil/| be guaranteed in turn to the extent
t hat peaceful and negotiated solutions { O regiomal conflict8 arepromoted.

The current level of global nilitary spendimg in pursuit Of security
interests reflects approximately 6 per ceamt of t he world's gross national
produat amd ha8 boon estimated to be more than 20tine8 a8 |large a8 all
official development ® 33i 3t aCO to developing countries. During the 1980s
global mlitary ® xpoaditure has grownon an @ +0%%[ at a taster rate than
during the second half of the 19708.

It hes been estimatedthat gl obal spemding on nilitary research and
development represents approximately one quarter of t he world's expenditure ON

al | types of research and development.
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The opportunity cost of military expenditures over the past 40 years haa
been and continues to be borme both by developed and devel opi ng countries, as
there is apressing need for addi ti onal resources for development | N bot h
groups of countries. |n dsveloping countries, it has been estimated that
close t0 1 billion people are below the poverty line, 780 nillion people are
undernourished, 850 million ar m illiterate, 1.5 billion have no access to
medical facilities, an equally large number are unemployed, and 1 billion
people are inadquately housed. Al| this 48 due to the inpact of military
spending on the WOI | d economy.

The disarmament dividend may de obtained in a variety of forms. Thease
could include trade expansion, technolcgical transfers, NDI € efficient
utilisation Of global resources, more @ ffootiva and dynamic international
division Of [abour, reductiom of public debt and budgetary deficits, and
increased flows (O resources through development asaistance, commercial and
other private flows or transfers Of resources to the developing countries.

We are ® aaaouraged by tha receat initiatives Of the two major nuclear
Powers, both Of which have a great responsibility. The tWO powers have
publicly and officlally announced that they are trying to reach the final
stagesOT bilateral negotiationsaimed at the totaler adi cati on Of nuclear
weapous. | n addition, our hopes are raised by the public's grow ng awareunes
of the destructive capscity of weapons arsemals and the waste that growing
military expenditures constitute. Moreover, this awareness lcad8 to the
general perception that mational security camnot be achieved i N i sol ation,
since the dangers which threaten mankind threaten al | nations, large and

small, rich and poor, weak and strong.
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Qur world 4s threatened a8 a result of these arnB arseaals whi ah can bl ow
itup, and by the heavy burdem of nmilitary expemditures in which we could
drown, and a8 a result of this, the basic needsof two third8 ofthe world 8
popul ati on are aot met, and they live at the poverty lime, using less than one
third of the world‘'s resources.

We are Of those Wwho believe that this world is onloan tous £rom our
children, just a6 we inherited it from our forefathers. The resources of the
worl d are not infinite, and t he need for national security is legitimte, but
we should not stand by 68 impotent witnesses while the world veer8 towards8 a

situation O less-security-at-greater-cost.

The meeting rose at 4.50 p.m.



