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AGENDAI TEMS 47 TO 65 (gontinued)

GENESRAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
Ms. HASSAN (Somalia)s At the outset, Mr.Chairman, permt neto

offer you ny delegation's warm and sincere felicitations on your well-deserved
election to preside over the deliberations of this very inportant Committee.
Your el eation, Sir, is a tribute to your vast experience and skilful handling
of the intricacies of international diplomacy. W also offer our
congratul ations to thaotherofficers of the Comrittee.

whenwe metint he Committee a year ago, to discuss and deliberate onthe
inportant agenda item of disarmament, we did so against the backdrop of an
extremely favourable international climate, For the first tine, the world
witnessed the cold war and confrontation of the past between the two
super - Power s givingway to a new era of cooperation and conprom se. This
significant transformation in the East-West ideol ogical conflict and mlitary
confrontation was aptly symbolized by the fall of the Berlin Wall.

As We gather here today there are further encouraging trends towards the
easing of the global atnosphere, especially in the direction of the
elimnation of weapons of massdestruction. These positive developmerts have
natural Iy heightened the expectations of the international comunity for a
peaceful and safer worl d,

In his report onthe work of the organization the Secretary-Cenera
stat ed:

“at the global level, the priorities include A search for new
stabilising reductions in nuclear weapons, maintaining the regained

monent um of support for the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
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Weapons, arresting the uncontrolled proliferation of advanced weapon8 of

mass destruction andthe relevant technology, a swift conclusion of a

conventi on for tne conprehensi ve prohibition of chem cal weapons and

strengthening the basic obligations of the Biological Wapons

Convention." (A/46/1, p. 11)

In this connection, | join many previous speakers in welcomng the
signing of the Strategi ¢ AmaReduction Treaty in Mscow on 31 July this year
by the United States of America and the Soviet Union. This Treaty is intended
toreducetheir strategic arsenals by3oper cent. Another positive
devel opnent in this direction, which we believe w |l contribute to the
achi evenment ofourultimate goal ofconpl ete disarmament, i S the recent
announcement by President Bush ofthe United States intention to undertake a
unilateral reduction of United States tactical mssiles and the reciprocal
action by President Gorbachev todolikew se for the Soviet Union.

Wi | e, therefore,the international community has a | ong way to go to
achieve this laudable objective, mydel egati on welcomes t he decisions
announced by the two |eaders as positive steps in the right direction.
Conprehensi ve nucl ear disarmanent is, however, inextricably tied to the
conprehensive test-ban treaty. M delegation shares the view expressed in the
Commttee that the continued retention and sophistication of nuclear weapons
will only encourage proliferation and therefore nullify the efforts of the
international community for the eventual elimnation ofall kinds of weapons
of mass destruction.

1a the context ofthe global efforts for nuclear disarmanent through the
establ i shnent of nucl ear-weapon-free zones in the different regionsof the

worl d, the question of the denuclearisation of South Africa assumesspeci al
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importance. One of the decisioms taken att he summit of t he Organization of
African Undty atAbuja, Nigeria, inJune thisyear,dealtwith the realisation
ofthe 1964 Cairo Declaration On t he Dernuclearigation of Africa. My
del egati on continues to hold the view t hat the accomplishment of this goal
w |l be inpossible unless anduntil South Africa's reported nucl ear
capability, Whi ch has serious implications especially forthe security ofthe
African St at es, isreversed.

Ther e are, however, hopeful signs that the conclusion andsignature by
Sout h Africaof the safeguards agreement with the International Atomic Energy
Agency ar.d its accession earliertot he Treaty om the Non-Proliferation of
Nucl ear Wweapons have diminished the threat posed by that country's nucl ear
capability. M delegation would, however, like to reiterate that any
conpl acency om our part in this vital matter will be dangerous amd detrinental
to t he peace and security, not Only ofthe countriesof Africa, but al so of

the entire world.
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Vi therefore' continue to believe that, notw thstanding the steps which
South Africa has taken in this direction - and towhich | have just referred -
it is inperative for the international cemmunity t0 keepa cl ose and constant
wat ch on that country*s reported devel opnent of its nucl ear programe.

My del egation has read the report of the Conference on Disarmanent with
the attention and consideration which it deserves. W were also encouraged to
hear from t he President of the Conference, the representative of Venezuela,
thatt he main achi evement of its discussions waa the work acconplished on a
preliminary Structure ofa multilateral convention on the conplete and
effective prohibition ofthe devel opment, production, stockpiling anduse of
chem cal weapons and their destruction. W share his hope and optim sm that
by next year a definitive agreement on the convention will he reached.

W areal so encouraged to note from hi s statementthat On the issue of
t he preventionof an arns race in outer space the deliberatioms in the Ad Hoc
Commi ttee are moving t owar ds a more orderly and systenatic di al ogue. Somalia
has repeatedly stated that it continues to support the peaceful uses of outer
space. W therefore j 0oi n other del egations in opposing, in conformityw th
Uni ted Nationsresol utions on the subject, the extension of any mlitary
conpetition or activity toouter space.

It is hardly necessary formy del egation to over-enphasi se the inportant
role played by the United Nations inthe field ofdi sarmanent. we would |ike
to takethis opportunity to pay a special tribute to the
Under - Secretary- General forDisarmament Affairs, M. Akashi, and his dedicated
staff f or theirpart in continuing to play and strengthen this role.

In conclusion, it is mydelegation's considered view that in spite of the

favourable climate which prevails today on the international political plane -
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aclimate which i S enabling us to arrive at far-reaching decisions in a spirit
of understanding and accommodation - We Nnust not igmore the non-mlitary
threat whieh exists im our mdst iam the formof serious socfo-econonic
imbalances. There cannot be lasting peacein the world unless and until we
make serious effortst 0 narrow, i f not close, the yawning gap between the
haves and have-nots ofthe world. |f we do not,. all the |imted gains we haw
achi eved thus far,especially in the field ofdi sarmanent, are bound to come
to naught.

Mr. CAMILLERI (Malta) ¢+ As this is the first timethstTam
addressing the Conmttee | should like to congratulate you, Sir, and the othe:
of ficers of the Coomttee on your election.

The impact of the far-reaching changes in East-West relations has
increasingly beconme the starting-point of discussions about the current state
and prospects oft he international order.

Central to the recent devel opments has been the new spirit of trust that
has energed between the two States which possess by far the two mghtiest
arsenals. The roots ofthis trust are various and conpl ex.

Some See the long period of détente and the tentative process of
confidence-building which accompanied it as a significant factor i N the new
developments. (thers attach greater significance t0 the i nternal development:
in the Soviet uatom and the inpact these devel opnents have had on that
country's foreign pol i ci es anmd their consequent effect on outside
perceptions. Mamy are convinced thatthe primary cause of thenew
devel opnents has been the bankruptcy of the ideol ogy of communism, and the
consequent COl | apse oft he state of confromtatom Which it fostered.

No doubt all ofthese elenents have played apart. Divergent views abou

their relevant importance, as wel |l as aboutthe rel evance of other factors,



FMB/4 A/C.1/46/PV.16
8

(M. Camilleri. Malta)
will for along tinme continue to colour the analysis of the scope and nature
of t he new world order that i S ener gi ng.

There is also the inevitable recognition of the fact, highlighted by the
recent experience in the Qulf, and the current tragic events in Yugoslavia,
that the disappearaace of old confrontations is not, by itself, a panacea for
all global ailnents.

Most are therefore agreed that, whatever may be the nature of the new
worl d order thatis emerging, it brings with it both unexpected opportunities
and new chal l enges, especially on matters relating todisarnmanent. One
essential taskfora commttee such as oursis to identify as precisely as
possi bl e wherethe new opportunities andthe new chal |l enges lie.

One area inwhich very visible and dramatic changes have taken place is
that of nucl ear diearmament. A gauge of how fundanental these changes have
been is the extent to which decisions and actions inconceivable only a few
years ago are now al nost taken for grant ed.

Wthin an inpressively short timethe world has seen agreenment on a
significant dismantling of intermediate-range and strategi c nucl ear weapons.
It has |earned of unilateral decisions for extensive reductions in tactical
nucl ear weapons. It is seeing the progressive wthdrawal of nuclear armanents
from third countries. |t is witnessing the first stages ofthe dismantling oOf
nucl ear weapons on the high seas. There 4s even the alluring prospect of
future cooperation on defence systemsagai nst ballistic missiles.

Those voi ces which only a few years ago were S0 persuasive in urging
caution - to the point of inaction - over nuclear disarmament have eithsr
fallen completely silent or, where they attenpt to oppose the course of

events, are qui ckly overwhel med, as was the case in the Soviet Union |ast
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August. Surprisingly, equally nuted sometimes is the voi ce of some of those
who were erstwhile nost forceful in condeming an old world order based on the
precarious balance of mstrust and escalating nuclear deterrence.

Mal t a whol eheart edl y wel comes thesepositi ve developments.

We are particularlysatisfied W t h thedecision of both theUnited States
and the Soviet Union to renove all tactical suclear weapons from surface ships
and attack submarines. We consider that this deci Si on will maed positive
contribution tosecurity andstability &m such emclosed sea areas as the
Mediterranean, where, in addition to other considerations, the presence of
nuclear armaments carries an exceptional |evel of riskforthe littoral
popul ati ons.

V¢ respect the W sdom and courage of the United States and Sovi et
leaders, Who have taken the initial and nost crucial decisonsto|aunch the
process ofnucl ear disarmameant. W& urge and encourage them to continue on the
path that they have chosen. They no doubt recogmized as much as anybody el se
how nmuch workis still necessary to ensure genuine and lasting stability in
internationalrel ations,

Many haverightly pointed out that global security cannot however be
saf equarded exclusively through unilateral orbilateral action. There cones :
poi nt where the whol e internati onal commuaity needsto be involved in the
process which is unfolding. It is in this context that the search nust begin
for the newopportunitiest hat are being created and the chal | enges that arise
intheir wake.

In the field of auclear disarmament,it i S Malta's hope that the new

international environment wll give freshinpetus to |ong-standing endeavours
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in threerel ated areas - a conprehensive teat-ban, non-proliferation, and the
creation of nucl ear-weapon-free sones.

The case forputting an end to all nuclear testing is pressing on both
security and envi ronnent al grounds. The Sovi et Union has takea a wel cone
first stepindeclaring a unilateral one-year moratorium. The | evel and
sophi stication of the existing nuclear arsenals of themaor Powers shoul d
permt am early horioontal enlargement of the idea of a nmoratorium This wll
constitute as inportant step towardseventual agreement onconverting the
existing partial Treatyinto a conprehensive test-ban treaty.

In its turn, a conprehensive nuclear-test ban woul d strengthen and |end
credibility to theprocessOf nuclearnon-proliferation. In this context we
join other speakersinthe Commttee inwelcoming t he recent accessions t0 the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (wpT). as well as the
decision, in principle, by China, France and other States to join.

Non-proliferation is one area where the needis self-evident for
col lective action beyond the unilateral or bilateral action by the mgjor
Powers. It is also an area where the benefits ofthe new atnosphere of trust
between the two super-Powers is clearly not automatically transferable to the
rest of the international community.

Two obstacles, anong many, | oom | arge in the path of aa effective and
credible non-proliferation regime. On the one hand, there are the
uncertainties created by parties to the NPT seeking to exploit the limtations
of the existing safeguards regimeand, onthe other, there are the equally
destabilising concerns which arise fromthe fact that sone States, with a
clear potential for producing nuclear armanents, are still not ready to become

parties to theNPT.



BHS/gt A/C.1/46/PV.16
11

(Mx, Camilleri. Malta)

Thel nternati onal community has shown that it can teday nuster the
political will to expose and reversebl at snt instances of non-conpliance. |t
shoul d adopt am equal |y energetic attitude in respect of couatries that seek
t 0 obscure their nucl ear-weapon production activities behind the decision not
to participate in the wpr. The ultimate objective can best be securedt hrough
a combination of measures which give enhanced credibility to the role of the
maj or nucl ear Powers, including assurances of non-use against States not
possessing such weapons, Wwhile ¢ .iminating or greatly reducing the risks
arising from non-conpliance or non-participation.

Wth the disappearance of the East-Wst confrontation, many of the
factors that permitted, per haps even eacouraged, non-conpli ance or
non-participation have today disappeared. Freefrom many Of the constraints
i mposed by strategic considerations of a gl obal nature, countries in different
regions may now morefreely pursue the objective of seeking agreementon the
creation of nucl ear-weapon-free sones. The creation ofsuch sones is an
i nportant, and per haps indispensable, accompanimentt O t he wider process
towards nuclear non-proliferaiton. W have much to |earn from the positive
experiences of the Latin Anerican region in this connection.

In the mnds of sone, nuclear weapons have gai ned a -soxrt of macabre
legitimacy inthe phil osophy of deterrence - though this line ofthinking is
particul arly questionable at the regional |evel. Nosuch considerationscan
be adduced in respect of chem cal or biological weapons.

The process of reaching agreement on a gl obal , affectively verifiable and
comprehensive ban on chem cal weapons isfaradvanced inthe Conference on
Disarmament - sadly the only area where this Conference seemsto be naki ng

Sone progress. Malta welcomes the progress which has already been registered
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inthis area and urges all parties concemedto spare no effort in reaching
agreenent onthe remaining outstanding problens, in particular the question of
verification.

Equal fy inportant, in our view, 4is the process ofstrengthening the
existing verification and control regime under what remains the main
arns-reduction .reaty open to universal participation - the biological wsapons
Convent i on.

Inconsi dering these subjects one sadly reflects that mankind cannot ever
unl earn any of the destructive secrets whichit unravels. |t ean, however,
learn to take collective action to removethe threats which this unravelling
brings to its own survival.

The probl ems connectedWw th conventional weapoms cannot be considered in
such cataclysmc ternms. The objective ofreducing the |evel ofconventional
armanents remains, nevertheless, emajorone in the contort ofthe need to
enhance international peace and security.

Many speakers i n this Committee have refl ect ed upo. the fact that on8
unfortuuate result of the end ofthe cold war appears to have been the
unl eashing ofethnic, political and territorialdi sputes that had been
suppressed over the last half century. It is perhaps premature to conclude
that the spate ofnew probl ens which have arisen, especially inEurope, are an
integral part of the new internatiomal order, rather thana natural, though
temporary, process of adjustnent to the newrealities.

What ever their long-tezm i nport, however, the emergence of these new
probl ens, in conjunctionw th the more | ong- standi ng and unresol ved problems
i n manyregioms of the world, underline the needfor urgent measures to

enhance security and stability. These neasures include action at the



PHS/gt A/C.1/46/PV.16
13

(Mr. Camillexi, Malta)
international | evel , especially t hr ough a moreeffective preveativeand
peace-keepingroleby t he United Nati ons, through both the Security Counai l
and t he General Assenbly. They include action at the regional |evel where the
rol e of confidence and security building and of disarmanent on the nodel so
suoaessful 'y being pursued in the Conference on Security and Cooperation in
Europe (CSCE) is by now weil established. They al so include action to reduce
the | evel ofconventional armameats world w de.

The subjectof | evel s of conventi onal armaments is attracting particular
attention in our Conmttee this year in thelight of the proposal we havs
before us forthe setting up ofa register of arns transfers. There is
general agreement that measures to enhance the transparency of conventional
armsnents levels constitutes a useful confidence- amd security-building
measure in itself. It also promotes the process ofreduci ng conventi onal
armaments. \iews are divided, however, on whether the immediatesetting up of
an arms-transfer register is the most effective first step i N this direction.

Mal ta wel cones t he Secretary-General®sstudy on ways and meansof
promoting transparency in international arns transfers (A/46/301). The report
makeo mention ofthe fact that as far back as 1968 Malta co-sponsored a draft
resolution in which the Secretary-Ceneral was requested to ascertain the
position of Member States on a United Nations register ofarms trunsfors.
Addressing theAsrenbly in 1965, justone yearafter Malta joined this
Organiszation, ourthen Prime Mnister, Mr.CGeorge Borg-0livier, speaki ng about
di sarmanent said s

»Onesuch nmeasure woul d be to publicise, andthusindirectly control, the

transfer ofarmsnents between States.” (A/PV.1359, para. 14)



BHS/gt A/C.1/7406/PV.16
14

(Mr. Camillexi, Malta)

Today we support the proposal forthe setting up of amarms-transfer
register. wedo so im full awareness that armstransfers formonly one aspect
of the whol e question of armamertslevels. There arethe equally important
aspects of produation and stockpiling, as wel|l as the rel at ed matter of
transfer of techmology. Whi ch mustal so be tackl ed.

We do notsee, however, that all these aspects musteither be tackled
togetherornot at all. Evenless do we see that the question of conventional
armanents |evels should be considered only in conjunction with the question of
weapons of mass destruction, including nuclear armanments.

There are many sensitivities involved in the question ofthe setting up
of am arns transfers register, somerel ating to concerns about nati onal
sovereignty amd the right of self-defence, others to aspects of regional
security, and at 111 others to thelong-terminplications of thei ssue of
transfer of technology amdaits relevance to devel opnent.

I n the | i ght of theseconsideratioms, it is essential that the decision
to sot upthe register, amd particularly its timng, takesinto account the
legitimate concernsofal | parties. Guven that, at least at this stage, the
register wll be a voluntary one, 4tcwmbe effectiveonly if the decision on
Its establishment i S reached through a genuine consensus. \\ urgeal | partiss
concernedt 0 work constructively t owards thi s consensus.

Many speakersin this Committee and el sewhere have refl ected upon the
| i nkages whi ah asti11 exi st between questions ofdi sarmament amddevel opnent,
as well as the relevance of environmental considerations in this connection.
There isagrowing sense that the new spirit of trust and cooperation which
has repl aced suspicion and confrontation in manyi nportant aspects of

international life cwmakeasignificant contribution towards agreement for a
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better and morerational utilisation ofglobal resources in the promation of
the long-term security and well-being ofall peoples,

There is, however, also a painful awareness that the international
community has not yet managed fully to grasp the newopportunities - that we
arestill someway fromfinding the proper noans to exploit successfully the
I mrense potential which [ies before us. M delegation hopes that our
Comm ttee can make a perhaps small butsignificant contribution in this
direction by agreeing onmethods of workwhi ch woul d gi ve morerelevance tO
its deliberations and moreeffectiveness toits decisions. We standready to
cooperate in all endeavours in this direction,

Mc. AIT CHAALAL (Al geria) (interpretation fromFrench):
M. Chairman, | should like at the outset to convey to you and tothe ot her
officersof the Comm ttee the mostcordial congratulations ofthe Algerian
delegation. | n our view,your election to yourpost is a pledgeoft he
successful outcome Of our work. You can count on the fullest cooperation from
our delegation in the perfornmance of your m ssion.

The del egation ofthe Ki ngdom of Morocco has aslready addressedt he
Comm ttee on behal f of the member8ofthe ArabMaghreb Uni on. He expressed
t he overall views of the Union On di sarmanment issues. For mypart, | wsh to
touch on certain specific i ssues on which we need toworki n orderto make my
country’s policies quite clear.

If thereis one field in international relations in which historical
evol ution hasyiel ded positive results and opened the way to major
initiatives, it 4s surely the field ofdisarmanent. There hasbeen a steady
successi on of agreenents, amd Wi th each passing daywe hear new proposal s nade
in order to reduce the current nuclear capacity, thereby seekingto avert the

ri sk of a conflagration of disastrous consequences for mankind.,
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Thus, ainee the signing ofthe girst nucl ear di sarmanent agreement, in
December 1987, two more treaties have been concluded: the first dealt with
conventional weapons in Europe and the second was signed between the Sovi at
Union and the United States and deal t wi th strategi ¢ nucl ear weapoms. Even
nmore recently, propoaale ainmed at reducing tactical nuclear capability have
been put forward by the United States and were favourably received by the
Sovi et Uni on, which, foritspart, has put forth constructive proposal 8 adding
inpetus to the disarmanent process, W hope tha% an agreenent on these
weapons will be promptly concluded between these twocountriesand that ot her
initiatives will follow.

Al geria in moat gratified at thias positive t rend i n nucl ear di sarmanent,
al though we areaware that much renmains to bedone, especially in the
nultilateral sphere, inorderto achieve total and definitive elimnation of
the nuclear threat.

wewel cone these things, first of all, because the agreenments and
proposais deal with nuclear aisarmament, Which 4s andwi || continue to be a
matter of t he highest priority, as observed in the Final Docunent ofthe Tenth
Speci al session ofthe CGeneral Assenbly devoted to disarmament. Secondly,

t hese disarmament measures arc an exceedi ngly concrete expression of the
progress madet owards the inprovenent ofinternational rel ations through the
pronotion ofdi al ogue and cooperati on az means of settling disputes.last!|y,
we Wel CONe these trends because t her e aisarmameat measures, parti al though
they maybe in the context ofthe task to bs accompiished, will serve {0
sustain the nmomentuminefforts in other areas ofdi sarmanent so that the

process can be extended to all countries.
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As moritorious as t hey ney be, the acconplishnents realisedin
di sarmanent thurfarfall farshort of ourhopes. There are several reasons
for this and hero are some of them.

The tirst is thatwhat has been achi eved has, essentially, been done
within artriatly bilateral context, and we keenly regret that the
mul tilateral framework for negotiati ons has been, at the very |east,
marginalised.

The second reasom is that the agreements concluded deal solely with
measures forthe reduction, eventhe downgrading, ofnuclear arsenals but not
with radi cal measures for the conplete elimnation ofnuclear weapons.

The third reason is that so far noprogress haebeen nade towards
negotiations on extremely inportant aspects of disarmament, such as the total
banni ng of nucl ear tests, the arms race in outer space, and naval disarmanent.

The fourth andlast reason | wi sh tobring up here is that at the same
timeas the multilateral negotiating frameworkis being relegated to a
mar gi nal status, certain initiative8 involving the United Nations have been
| aunched in the absence on a consemsusoftheir priority orurgent status.

| n addressing the General Assenbly on?27 Septenber, Foreign
Minister Lakhdar Brahimi announced that Algeria wasinitially adhering to four
mul til ateral di sar mament instruments. Al|low ne to referto them here. They
are as followss the Geneva Protocol for the Prohibition of the Usein \War of
Asphyxi ating, Poisonous orQ her Gasms and of Bacteri ol ogi cal Methods of
Warfare; t he Treaty on the Prohibition ofthe Emplacement of Nucl ear \\eapons
and Other \Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ccean Fl oor and
in the Subsoil Thereof;the Convention on the Prohibition of Mlitary or Any

O her Hostile use of Environmental Mdification Techniques; and the Treaty on
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the Principles Governing the Activities ofStates in the Bxploration and Use
of Outer Space, including the Moonand Other Cel estial Bodies.

In adhering to these agreenents, ny country has sought to contribute to
the universal task of di sarmament and at the seme tine acknow edge the merits
of what has already been achieved and the need t o achieve the broadest
possi bl e consensus with respect to this undertaking in ordertoguarantee the
strictest possible inplementation.

Wi le the quest foruniversality and disarmament is a praiseworthy
objective in itself, this concern nust notofitself overshadow the other
el ement s involvedint he definition ofthe policies ofStates ondi sar manent
instruments. \Wile one map legitimately hopethat all countries will join in
the disarmanent effort, italso seems essential to us that the proper
conditions should first be created for theuniversalisation of exi sting
agreenents, in particular equal and non-discrimnatory inplenmentation of all
their provisions and a bal ance between the obligations of States parties.

I= the light ofits basic options, Al geria has chosento daevelop the
search for the peaceful uses of nuclear energyin various social and economc
spheres.  This resear ch programme, which has been conducted openly, has been
unilateral ly placed under the safeguards regimeof the International Atomc
Energy Agency, with which ny country has for yearshad fruitful cooperation.
This i s why anyreservations wemayhave with regardt 0 a multilateral
instrunent of whatever sort should not automatically give rise to erroneous
andsometimes tendentious i Nt erpretations whi ch cast suspicion on any
legitimate attenpt to acquire and achieve mastery of scientific and

t echnol ogi cal progress strictly for developmuat needs.



JUM/6 A/C.1/46/FV.16
19-20

(Mc. At Chaalal, Algeria)

As a menber of the Conference on Disarmament, Algeria is cl osel y i nvol ved
in the negotiations under way wWith a wview to finaliziny an international
convention on the conplete prohibition ofthe devel opnment, manufacture,
stockpiling and use of chem cal weapons and on their destruction.

Progressmade i n negotiati ons on thix convention - thanksia particul ar
to the majorinitiative announced |ast May by President B8ush,which has made
itpossible to removecertai n majorobstacles, a8 well a8 ths agreenent now
t aki ng shape on various aspects tratare still open to dispute - shoul d

facilitate the conclusion of this vital instrunment in 1992.
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My country will spare no effortto ensure that this objective is achieved next
year.

We cannot but -relcome the thought that the draft global convention on
chem cal weapons may be succarsfully concluded by the deadline that was set.
This gives us hope that the Conference on Disarmameat Wi || at |ast haveits
original mandate restored and that iew || therefore be able to nmake simlar
progress in the negotiations on other questions onits agenda. However, as we
see it, the conclusion ofan international convention should not inpede
devel opnent oraccess to technology in the chemcal industries. The
verification systemtokesetup shoul d not beturnedi nt o an i nsurnount abl e
barrier to the gvowth of chem cal industries in the developing countries, or
into a means of supervising them. Only if this prime condition is net can
there be universal adherence to the future convention.

In the field of disarmanent, Algeria’ s global approach is based on a
consi stent policy, which has been corroborated by recentdevelopment.; On the
international scene. Wefeel that confidence-building and di sarnanent
measures are the successful outcome ofa fruitful dialogue aimedat calmng
and inproving relations between States andat settling the conflicts and
di sputes that give riseto tensions, In this regard, Europe and Bast-West
rel ations arean edifying example. The clearly expressedwi || tomitigate
past political divergences and |ong-standing antagoni sms has nade possible
great progress in the disarmament ficld.

Any disarmament initiative, regardless of its intrinsic nerits or the
motivation of those pronoting it, nust be based primarily om the reality of
the political environnent, its needs and constraints. Qur firsttask is

therefore t o settle, within a global context that takes account ofall the
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di mensi ons ofthe question - the political problens that inpede a genuine
peace and lasting security in various regl oss.

Inthis respect, the initiative taker several months ago by the great
Powers - an initiative that seeks to establish rulesforarmscontrol in the
Middle Bast - does not, by itself, appeart 0 be an i deal response to the
probl enB ofthe region. Veryinportant questions havesinply been overl ooked
altogether. | refer, for exanpl e, to Israel’s nuclear capacity, which poses
real threat to peace, and which the Israeli reginme stubbornly refuses to plac
under the asopexviasiom of the I nternational Atom c Energy Agency. Moreover,
these initiatives were taken W t hout any prior agreement with the States
concerned, as if these States had no ri ght to express a view on the intended
measures that have a di rect effecton their security needs and, therefore, on
t hei r future.

Simlarly, the proposal forthe establishment of a register of
conventional -arms transfers is worthy of consideration. Here again we nust,
firstand forenost, address the causes of tbe accunul ati on of weapons,
particularly in the developing countries. Moreover, ifarns transfers are to
be transparent, so nust all the other aspectsofthis questieas weapons
production, existing Stockpiles and transfers ofmilitary technol ogy. Wenus
slso take into accountthe defence needs of Statee, in terns ofthe security
threats they face and the political realities of each region. Transparency i
t he trensfer of weaponsof mass destruction nust al so be an objective.

Por t hese reasonms mydel egati on feelsthatfurther consideration nust be

given to these natters within an appropriate frameworkand in cooperation wit:
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all States. They nust be exam ned thoroughly, taking into aceount, in
particular, the priorities of general amd conplete disarmanent, the defence
needs of States - indeed, the whole range of related questions, This is an
absol ute necessity if we really want to achieve the broadest possible
consensus on theprobl em- a aine gua nog for the effective inplementation of
the neasures envisaged. |n ourview, one means ofachieving such a consensus
on disarmament questions is involvement by the Waited Nations during all
phases of the negotiations on the whol e range of these issues.

In conclusion, | wish tosay that we | ook forward very nuch to an
equitabl e distribution of the peace dividends andt0 a peace thatis sustained
primarily by the quest fora just amalasting settlenent ofthe conflicts
affecting many peoples throughout the world, by the promotion of genuine
devel opment in the third world, by a de-escalation of thearns race and by a
transition to a system of international relations governed by the virtues of
di al ogue, mutual understanding and cooperation.

Mx. BILOA TANG (Cameroon) (i nterpretation fromFrench): The
del egation of Caneroon joins with pleasure in the warm congratul ations that
have been addressed to you, M. Chairman, and t he other officers of the
Conmttee on your election. There i s no doubt that under your guidance, Si t ,
the Committee will beable toworkthe moreeffeatively towards strengthening
international peace and security. You may rest assured of our entire
cooperation in this field.

Even nore so thaa | ast year, the work ofthe Cormittee is going onat an
historically favourable time - a time when the inprovenent in Bast-\est

relations amd in the international climte in general is |eading tonew
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initiatives in the field of disarmament: the conclusion of the
strategic-arms-reduction Treaty - START - between \Washi ngt oa and Mscow, the
decision ofthe United States toelimnate all |and-based andsea-baaed
tactical nucl ear weapons in Europe andAsia and t o negoti ate a substantial
reduction iathe mvmber ofinternediate-range ballistic mssiles, and the
reci procal Soviet proposal, denonstrating the will of the twogreat Powers to
make significant progress in the field of disarmanent.

Cameroon welcomes t hese measures aas being |ikely topromotei nt ernati onal
peace Mmdsecurity, amawould |ike to encourage the search for othe. such
initiatives with a view to achieving greater reductiona in the nunbers of
conventional weapons end weapons of massdestruction - reductions to a mni mum

defence | evel .
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We bel i eve that the international community mustworkrel entlessly to
take advantaee of t he present propitious climate ofdéteate, whi ch augurs wel |
for t he achi evenent of the common objectives i n t he field of i ~armament t hat
for too | ong have been hanpered by the cold war.

Thia 4s why Caneroon believes that unilateral and bilateral initiatives
inthe field of disarmament, praiseworthy as they may be, ahoul d beconpl et ed
by way of a conprehensive multilateral approach based on consensus. In this
connection, the United Nations seemsto us to be the nost appropriate
framework Wi t hi n whi ch t o consider the question of disarmameat whi ch is the
business ofus all.

FacedwWi th the disquieting factor that many countries pesaess huge
arsenal 8 of nucl ear weapon8 amdot her weapons of massdestruction, itseenms
necessary and desirablefor us t 0 tackle the di sarmament problem by taking an
i ntegrated approach, if wew sh to slow downthe arms race and speed up the
process ofarns reducti on and disarmament. \We SUPPOrt the effort8 nade at the
nultilateral [evel.

It is inthisspiritt hat Cemeroomsupports the recommendation rel ating
to the re-establishment in 1992 of the Ad Hoe Conmittee of the Conferenceon
Di sar manent ona comprehemsive nucl ear-test ban. We hopethat the workof
that CommitteeWwi || makeit possible to drawup a treatyea the total
prohibition of nucl ear tests,

We also welcome tbe fact that aeveral countries have nade it posaible to
advance the universality of the nuclear aon-proliferation Treaty; in thia
connection, we are pleased to note that Prance, Chino, South Africa, Tansania,
Zambia and Zi nbabwe have deci ded to accede to the Treaty. Wehope that the
states Whi ch have not yet done ao will join the teat ofthe international

communityin building a world free of nuclear wsapona.
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Furthermore, Cameroon i S i N favour ofexpanding t he non-proliferation
Treaty sad of conveaiag the 1995 Conference rel ative thereto, preparations for
which shoul d startin 1993.

Weapons of TASS destruction, suah as chem cal andbi ol ogi cal weapons,
also desexve the attention of t he i nternati onal comunity. Cameroon, which
supports the ongoi ng efforts at worki ng out a chemi cal - weapons conventi on,
hopes t hst the obstacles tot he verification system, Whi Ch i S hampering
progr ess towards final agreement, will be removed by way of aonpronise, hence
making it possible toreachconsensus atthe 1992 conference.

Consequently, \\e hope that the f ut ure chem cal - weapons convention wl |
achieveuniversaladherence, Wi t hout prejudi ce to the possibility of
third-~orld countries devel opi ng a chem cal industry forpeaceful purposes.

Cameroon al so supports the conclusions of theThird review Conference of
the States Pattiestot he Conventi on on biological weapoms, Whose Decl aration
reaf firms that sueh universal adherence t0 the Convention woul d strengthen
international peace andsecurity.

In viewof the greet interest i n disarmament matters, Camerocm CONai dera
that the participstioa of all States atall sagesof negotiation onthese
matters atvarioua levels ofthe nultilateral structures ret up forthis
purpose is highly desirable, Thatis why we reiterate our appeal forthe
® spsnsi on oft he composition oft he Disarmament Commission.

Moreover, we \\e|l coned the decision taken at the June 1991 session in
Ceneva on improving t he functioningof the Conference on Disarmament. By rhat
deci si on, non-member State.3 invited to the Conferencecan now take part in

pl enary meetingsas wel | as the meetings of auxiliary bodies.
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One ofthe lessons ofthe Qulf waris that nmonitoring arms transfersis
desirable if we wish to prevent a headl ong proliferation of armaments. Hence,
Cameroon approves the prineiple of wor ki ng out , under United Nations auspices,
of a universal, non-diaarimnatory register on the transfer ofconventiona
weapons. Buttheinpl ementati on ofsuch a register raises problens. W
believe thatall proposals nade 4a thi s context should be examined in a
realistic mdopen-mnded spirit ao as t 0 reach a satisfactory Conprom se.

In his important statement in this Committee Mr. Yasushi Akashi,

Under - Secret ary- General forDi sar manent Affairs,declared that the
international community has to espouae a multidimensional approach to peace
and security in which the military aspeet will not dominate but wi I | be
considered in relation to other priorities suchasdevelopment, el fare, the
environment and the protectiom of human rights.

For its part, Caner oon has always had this concera in mind, ® spsaially
when it suggested the NOW accepted andestablished relationship between
disarmament and development. Indeed, the streagthemimg of security at a
m ni mum def ence | evel woul d make it possible toachievesubstanti al savings
whi ch coul d betransferredt 0 socio-economic devel opnent andthe protection of
the environment.

Furthermore, digsarmament can Yicld t he anticipated results only if it
leads {0 the establishnment of truat emongStates. Thati s why, while pursuing
the final objeative ofgl obal aisarmement, Cameroomencourages all initiatives
| eading to the pronotion ofregi onal disarmament, which is an essential factor
ofi nternational pesos and security.

It is fromthis perspective thatny eountry hostod from17 to 21 Juno

| ast in Yeoundéa sem nar/workshop ea the solution ofconflicts, the
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prevention and nanagenent of crises and the strengthening of t r ust bet ween
States menber s oft he Beomomie Conmunity of Central African States. This
activity was organised by the Department for Disarmament Affairs, together
witht he Goverament of Caneroon, and involved 10 countries of the subregion.

2 should like heret 0 thamkt he United Nations, especially M. Akashi, and
assure him of Cameroon's r eadi ness t o comtinue cooperating with the United
Nations in the field of di sarmament,

Participants att hese neetings i n Yaoundé expressed the wish that the
i nternational community continue tO supportthe large-scale initiative ofthe
Central africam States which should | ead to the eonclusion ofanon-sggreasi on
pact, the adoptlom of | egal instruments dealing with a system of mutual
aasistance and col | ective defence at t he subregi onal andregi onal levels; the
creation, throughexisting universities ormlitary schools in the subregion,
ofa centre of strategic studies andthe establishment of Subregi onal
cooperation in the field ofmlitary training;, the organtzation of | 0i nt
mlitary exercises and patrols; the creation, under United Nations auspices,
of a permanent consul tative committee deal i ng Wi th security matters;t he
intensification ofthe diplomatic presence of each State in the other States
of the subregion - which is already being done as much as possible; t he
reduction ofmlitary amadsecurity budgets and the diverting ofthe rssources
thus freed to aoci o-econoni ¢ devel opnment, particularly regional and national
devel opnent projectat the establishment of"red lines" tel ephone
communications bet ween Neads ofState or Governnment 8 Ml t he strengthening of
econom ¢ cooperation, as provided for in the Treaty setting up the Econonic

Community ofCentral Africam States.
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The conclusions oft he Yaoundé Semi nar - Wor kshop, whi ch have al ready been
transnmitted to the Secretary-General , will, at an appropriate time,be the
subject ofa resol ution onbehalf ofall the countries ofthe subregion. \\&
trust that itwill be unani mously endorsedby the Conmittee and, subsequently,
by the General Assenbly,

Lastly, the current international situation gives rise to numerous hopes
t hat areal SO challenges tot he United Natioms inthe field of disarmament.

Cameroon, a small country, is of the viewthat the United Nations must
continue to be the ideal framework for negotiations on all issues of common
concern to t he assenbly of nations. W should thus endeavour unstintingly to
strengthen the role of the United Nations. Cameroon, for its part, will spare
no effort to make its modest contribution to this end.

Mr. GARCIA MORITAN (Argeantina) (i nterpretati on fromSpanish); |
should | i ke to say how gratified mydel egation istoseethe representative of
Pol and, whose political record is well knownto all members,incharge ofthe
First Committec. And, ofcourse, it is the First Committee Of the General
Assenbly for good reason.

Moreover, | should | i ke to thank t he Secretary of the Committee,
M. Kheradi, who has been, as it were, a continuing driving forcein our
efforts here over the years.

T wish toexpressimy Governnent’s gratitude to the pepartmeat for
Di sarmanent Affairs ae a whol e and, inparticul ar, to the
Under - Secretary- CGeneral for pisarmament Affairs, Mr. Yasushi Akashi, for t he
hard work he hae carried outand the dedication and efficiencyt hat he has

denonstrated in the causeof di sar mament inrecent years. The increasingly
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active presence ofthe United Nations in this field is essential, | would eve:
sayaruaial, in the formation ofa renewed international framework and the

initiation ofa reinvigorated disarmament process.

Recently, | was privilegedt 0 presideover the Third Review Conference of
the Parties tothe bacteriological weapons Convention, and | must say that in
my persomal Opi ni on t he States parties are greatly indebted to the United
Nat i ons forits success. The admrable workofthe Secretary of the
Conf erence, Mr. Sammy Xum Buo, hi S entire t eam and the Geneva Branch of t he
Depart nent for, Disarmament Affairs,| ed so efficiently by
Ambassador Berasategul, deserve Our partiaular gratitude.

The presence on the podium of the Secretary-General of the Conf erence on
Disarmament, Ambassador Komatina, has a significance that needs to be
emphasized. The workoft he Conference secretariat i S of unique val ue and
immenge significance i N t he negotiation processes. In thiscontext, the work
carried out by Ambassador Komatina i n his dual rolecas Personal Representativ
of the Secretary-general of the United Nations and as Secretary-General of tt
Conf er ence has been immensely valusble in the complex negotiation phases and
alro at the preseantti ne whenprogressis bei ng madat owar d6 a cheni cal
weapons convention. His nanme is already witten in the annals of diplonacy
a man of major achievement.

The recurremce of our annual meeting in the First Committee, besides
responding tot he | 0gi C ofthe calendar Of conferences, all ows us to step ba
from part events and assess t hem ia the contort ofout work. A couple of
years ago, the leitmotif in all statmeats made before the Committee was no
doubt the process of change i N Eastern Burope, whiah, by directly influencir

the evol ution ofthe strategic confrontation between Bast and West,even to




RC/9 A/46/C.1/PV.16
33

(Mc. Garcla Moritan., Argentina)
the point of rendering it neaningleaa, nmade us think of the need toreconsider
in their entirety the features and scope ofthe nultilateral security agenda.

In 1990 we came to this forumhol ding our breath,in view of the
poaai bility, which later became a reality, ofan armedconflict in the Qulf.
Moreover, We wondered what would bethe inpact of that crisis onwhat, unti
then, had seemea a prom sing outlook in the field of di sarmanent and security.

Today, although that crisis, at least in itsnoat serious aapecta. has
been overcome, new chal | enges are energing, challenges thatwe m ght aay arise
from the i ndom table wi |l ofthe peoples of the worldto achi eve £reedom and
denocracy end togrow intonore just societies, where privation is not the
rule.

The question we shoul d answer in this specific context is to what extent,
and how, the existing framework, t he present disarmament andsecurity agenda,
is adequate to the current world situation.

Ouransweris t hat we shoul d act in an effective and det erm ned way,
bringi ng about the necessarychanges so that the multilateral analysis of
security 4s not reduced toa mere passive echoing offacts and events that
take pl ace beyond the scope of the First Coomttee or evenof the Conference
on Di sarmanment itself,which, perhaps a |ittle ponpously, we continue, to | abe
as the "single nultilateral disarmanent negotiating forum". Andin saying
this, I wonder whetherour alnost autonmatic reiteration ofthia definition |a
not directly proportional tothe loss of real influence that nultilateral
mechani sms have suffered in recent years in the field of security.

Fortunately, today the prestige oftheUnited Nations has been
strengthened. Thua a New opportunity is emerging - not the Only one, or the
| aat one, but perhaps the right one - to inagine the new nultilateral

di sarmanent agenda for the closing year8 ofthe century.
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The task may sound presumptuous, and perhaps it would be presumptuous if
it were merely seen as a whimsical response, ex nihilo, as it were, to the
devising of an agenda and institutional machinery bearing no relation to any
specific need.
All we mean is that, plainly and modestly, we, the multilateral
negotiators on disarmament, should also turn the page in history that reality

and the world around us boldly turned some time ago.
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We nust begin thinking about the fourth special session of the United
Nations General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent. More than three years ago,
the third special session cane to a close, |eaving the bitteraftertaste of
failure toadopt afinaldocunent by comsemsus. | donot intend today to
examine the reasons behind something t hat happened in the pasts sonet hing,
besi des, for whieh there areas many expl anations asthere are delegations in
this hall. | will sinply say that that failure was thefirst overtsiga of
t he obvious divergence between our wordsand reality. Afterthree and a hal f
years and hundreds of meetings in vari ous forum - whose influence in the
field of disarmanent could be described, | dare say, as marginal - that first
sign has becone an obvious reality that perhaps we shoul d not continue to
I gnore.

In only a fewnonths, in accordance wth its tinmetable, the Conference On
Di sarmament will submitto the General Assenbly the definitive text of the
convention ea the prohibition of chemcal weapons. Once that has been done,
there will remainnoquestion ea which we can all agreeas a substantive
subject of negotiation at the multilateral |evel

Does this nean that there areno issues that are responsivet 0
multilateral treatment? Absolutely not.

W nust thereforereflect on the security agenda and try to identify the
areas that require a newapprosch. In a way, this practice has already begun
inforums such as the United Nations D sarnmanent Conm sSion. |n pursuance Of
its legitimte task of preparing subj eots for negoti ation, the Conm ssion, by
focusing on nore practical matters, has substantially reduced an agenda that

was overl oaded and was thus dooned to failure.




JRE/LO A/C.1/746/PV.16
37

{Mr. Gargia Moritan, Argentina)

This task, which the Commissior has initiated with scme success, should
be carried on by tiiis Committee, In particular, it might be useful to
envisage a special zession of the General Assembly to tackle this aroup of
issues as a whole in an effort to provide appropriate sclutions to the
problems of the closing years of the ceatury.

It is not, in our visw, a question of setting new priorities or of
fighting rhetorical battles to force into the text of a document commitments
that States are not willing to make at the level of real political
deciaion-makiné. We are familiar with this practice; we have suffered through
it before and we should be able to avoid repeating it.

The task that we have in mind would be to prepare a brief text,
practically an agenda or a list of subjects that might be defined as
oparative, as oppcsed to the comprehensive pelitical agenda that includes
priorities and issues that apparently do not, for the time being. lend
themsslves to multilateral negotiation. The coatents of this operative
dizarmament agenda would be varied and thare would be no reason to discard
priorities that were not under discussion. If we follow this plan, we can see
that there are certaln clear issues.

For oxample, the pravention of an arms race in outer space raises
questions that len” themselves very clearly to multilateral consideration. A
superficial reading of the last report of <he relavant Ad Hoc Committee of the
Conference on Dizarmament shows that the development of measures to protect
satellites for non-militacy use is in the interests not only of the space
Powers but also of those who wish to Join in the exploration and exploitation

of space.
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The inpl enentation ofaonfi dence-buil di ng measures i n space was first
sanctioned by the Ceneral Assembly a |ittle over a yearago when itadopted

-resolution 45/55 B (1990). Thus there arose an entire range of new

possi bilities that shoul d be encouraged in a field wherehuman activity wil |
develop greatly in the very near future. This is an example of a subj ect that
merits further exploration.

Once the pressing issue of chem cal warfare has been solved wth the
forthaom ng adoption of the convention, there will still be pending issues on
our list such as that ofbacteriological warfare.

Soon, as a result ofthe Third Review Conference held in Geneva, a group
of experts will meettoanalyse froma scientific and technical point of view
the feasibility ofpotential verificatiom neasurea. The Review Conference, in
its final declaration, indicated t hat theexperts report mght be analysed at
a later date by the States Parties if they so desired. The question arises,
then, of whet her itm ght be advisable togive a nmandate tothe D sarmanent
Conference, Wi th its long experience of negotiation on chemcal warfare, to
consi der additional measures in thefield of bio-scientific activities that
reinforce in oneway oranother the regine that today is based solely onthe
convention and national measures

Ther e areot her lesser-known issues, but perhapsthey Wi || be given
greaterpriority in the years to come. | nean, forexanple, the question of
nul tilateral consideration ofa series of standards that regulate and channe
the transterof dual technologies in various fields. In 1991 Argentina and
Brazil started to emphasize the need fora broad, unbiased debate ona subject
that upto nowhas not receivedeithera sufficient or perhaps entirely

appropriate focus. | refer to the need to reconcile the legitimte use of,
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and access by all States to the technologies of progreas and wel | -being w th
the requirements of a safe, stabie world,

Here we have another subject thati s ripe forrenewed nultil ateral
consideration. The enormous scope of the conventional daisarmament question,
even taking into account 4ts regi onal configurations and peculiarities, does
have certain teatures that may be dealt with globally. The recent repoct oOf
the group Of exper~s on internationalarms transfers is noat illumnating in
this regard.

Another azea that has not yet received the attention it deserves is the
| i nk between disarmament and security and the other high priority of the
19908 - environment81 protection. Almost 15 years ago the Disarmament
Conference produced the Convention onthe Prohibition of Mlitary or any O her
Hostile Use of Envi ronnent al Modification Techniques (ENMOD).The Cul f War
proved that the subjectematter of the Convention was in fact not nearly so

hypot heti cal or uarec!istic as many hastened t 0 declare.



JB/11 A/C.1/46/PV.16
41

(Mr. Garcia-Moritan. Argentina)

Ist he ENMop Convention as conprehensive as it shoul d be? Are its terms
clear enough to prevent covert violations, which, after all, are clear
exanmpl es ofthe hostile use oOf ecosystems This is another issue that calls
for multilateral attention.

of course, this list does not exhaust the various possibilities and
i ssues that are ready for practical and effective consideration at a
nmultilateral level. In this respect, it would be useful for other
del egations, in the |ight oftheirglobal and regional perceptions and
individual realities, to state their opinions so that we maydevel op together
a new agenda setting specific objectives.

I n our opinion, the options are clear. oOnthe onehand, we coul d ins st
on our differences in a process that can only lead to an increasingly
pronounced narginaliaation ofthe nultilateral mechanisms for disarnanment,

Wi th unpredictabl e results; on the other hand, we prefer and would like to
encourage the joint devel opnent of a new operative agenda within the framework

of the fourth special session ofthe General Assenbly devoted to disarnanment.

Ihe meeting rose at 4,45 p.m.



