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Tha mooting was called {0 order at 3.20 p.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 51 10 69, 139, 141 AND 145 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. KMMAL (Pak istan): In its statement today my delegation will be
addressing 1 tern 53 of the agenda, concerning the urgent need for a comprehensive
nuclear-test-ban treaty, an issue which has, so far, evaded resolution and which
continues to tax the abilities of the international community.

The queation of the cerration of nuclear tests, independent of agreement oOn
other disarmament measures, was discussed by the Genera Assembly as early as at
lts ninth session, in 1954, and har been on its agenda since 1957. Since its
thirty-fifth session, the Genera Assembly has requested the Committee on
Disarmament, as a matter of the highest priority, to take necessary steps,
including the establishment of a working group, to initiate substantive
negotiations on a comprehensive teat-ban treaty. |t is regrettable that, until
this year, the Conference on Disarmament has not even been able to establish a
subsidiary body on this item.

Ever since the dawn of the nuclear age, the inter nationa community has
grappled with the problem of the acquisi tion by some States of the capability of
mass destruction through the development of nuclear weapons, Though few and far
between, there have been some landmarks in the history of disarmament negotiations
with a view to containing and, if possible, eliminating the threat which the
nuclear genie has unleashed on our planet. one such landmark was the signing of
the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Spaee and under
water (PTBT), the twenty-fifth anniversary of which was celebrated by the
international community this year. By all standards, the conclusion of the prar
was an historic event which fuelled hopes of follow-up steps to end the nuclear

arms race.
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The PMT had aroused the genuine expecta tion that it would be the precursor of

further measures to exorcise the demons of nuclear weapons. The expectation was
that additional steps would be in the offing, aimed at the discontinuation of all
nuclear test explosions for all time in all environments. while welcoming the
signing of the PmT, the Government of Pakistan had expressed the hope that the
Treaty would soon be followed by agreements to cease underground tests also and by
measures to prevent the further spread of nuclear weapons, Pakistan had made clear
at that time that, unless other measures of nuclear disarmament were initiated, the
removal of the threat of nuclear war would continue to elude us.

over the past 15 year a, we have not only seen those expectations remain
unfulfilled, but have also wi tnessed a mushrooming of nuclear arsenals and a
phenomenal inorease in their acouraoy and destructive capacity. Far from being a
factor of restraint, the PTT has been overwhelmed by the headlong rush of the
nuclear arms race. The much-proclaimed goal of a comprehensive test ban remains
today as elusive as ever. The nightmare of massive destruction from miniaturised
weapons inoreaeingly haunts us as these instruments of doom proliferate unabated.

There is no gainsaying the fact that the nuclear arms race today is propelled
by the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons. The cessation of all nuclear
tests is, there fore, an essential ingredient of efforts to arrest the nuclear arms
race. A comprehensive test ban will not only greatly assist this process, it would
also be instrumental, at the same time, in checking the horizontal proli fera tion of
these weapons. A comprehensive test ban would thus make a singular eontr ibution to

the objectives ot nuclear disarmament by addressing the questions of both vertical

and horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons.
In the past, the issue of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty was

compl ica ted by the spectre of technical difficuitiee which was raised by some co
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justify the need for their continuing programmes of nuolrar testing. Recent

technological advanoes have made it abundantly clear that veritication &es not
pose a problrm and that it oannot be used as an exouse for stalling negotiations.

The agreement whioh the United States and the Soviet Union have reached on
full-roale, stage-by-stage negotiations on nualear testing will not, we believe,
lead to the early achievement of a comprehensive test ban. We foresee only a long
delay, whioh would result from the process whereby, after agreement is reaohed on
effective ver ifioation measures for the Treaty on the Limitation of Underground
Nuolear Tests, of 1974, and the Treaty on Underground Nuclear Explosions for
Peaceful Purposes, of 1976, the two sides will proosed to negotiate further,
in termedia to, limi ta tiens on nuclear tea ting , The above-mentioned Treaties, which
acoept the 150 kiloton yield threshold, in etfect permit almost all the tests
requ iced for the qualitative improvement of nuolear weapons. 1heir ratification
will not impose any restr lotion on the nuolear weapons proagrammes Of the par ties
and we would be deoeiving ourselves, as well as the international community, by
creating the illusion of progress while deferring indefinitely the goal of a
comprehensive test ban.

Pakistan has consis tently advocated the oonolusion of a comprehensive
nuclear-test-ban treaty and, therefore, feels leqi timately disappointed at the
absence of any meaningful progr ess towards the conclusion of such a treaty , despi te
the faot that the subjeot has been on the international disarmament agenda since
the 1950s. A nuolear test ban, which occupies a oentral position in Pakistan's
overall approach towardr nuclear disaarmament, should be seen not as a modality for
regulating the arms race betweer the major Powers, hut as a significant step in
halting and reversing it, The ecompr ehens ive nuclear-trst-ban treaty would prevent

Cur ther sophistication of nuolear weapons, render existing ar senals undependable,
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and serve non-proll fera tion concerns. Therefore, aoceptanoe of a test ban is the
litmus test of the irtentions of the nuclear-weamon States. Delay in the
conclusion of a comprehensive test ban does s disservice to the disarmament procesa
and undermines the non-proliferation régime. In view of the United States-Soviet
bilateral talks on nuolear testing, it has become imperative for the Conference on
Disarmament, the sole multilateral negotiating forum in the field of Adisarmament,

to oommenoe urgent substantive negotiations on a ounprehensive nuolear-test-ban

treaty.
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It is a .atter Of deep regret that the dilatory attitude of some delegations

has prevented the Conference on Disarmament from agreeing on an appropriate mandate

for an adhhge o@nmitter an pp nooléar-tRatlbanh a d , | a st y e ar |,

made a oonstruotive proposal in regard to suoh a mandate, The proposal, whioh

refleots a spirit of compromise, remains on the table. All those oountr ies that

regard a test ban as a long-term objeotive rhould carefully consider the effects

that any delay in the oonolurion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty would have on

efforts to prevent the spread of nuolrar weapons.

Archbishop MARTINO (Holy See)% Sinoe this is my first opportunity to

speak in the Fir at Committee during this session, allow me to take a momsnt to
congratu late you, Sir, upon your ® |eotion. My dolegation is pleased that the
Committee oan benefit from your wide diplomatio experienca and profit especialy
from the leader ship you have demonstrated on the issue of verification. |\Moreover,
my delegation is particular ly pleased that a psr son who is most sincer €ly concer ned
with high moral and spiritual values is leading the Committee through its
consideration of the important topie at hand.

It is the foous on moral and spiritual values which | wish to address first in
this statement. My delegation was greatly impressed by the many references ma& in

the General Assembly 's general debate to moral and spiritual values and to the

crucial role which these play in establishing a new foundation on which to rebuild
the peace and securi ty of the planet.

This stress on moral and ethical values was similarly most noticeable in the
oourse of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
dirarmamsnt. It is true that the session did not produce a dooument, but it did

narrow the differences, and it suooeedsd once again in stressing a series of moral

issues osntral to thr disacmament debate.
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In the same way, it did not fail to situate both the rights of individuals and
peoples and the development of third-wor |d societies within the debate on
dirumament , wvh ile mak inge @ mponsible stewardship of the earth an increas ing
focus., The Bible tolls us that "the earth is the lLord's, and the fullness thereof"®
(psalm 2411), yet nuolear arms now threaten that sovereignty and could unravel an
® oortruoturo whioh for millenia has been evolving under the providential hand of
the Creator.

The peoples of the world = many of whom ory out in anguish and anger for the
pure drinking water, decent shelter and basic health oare that have eluded their
tamilies - stand ® ghart bofore a tragio wor 1d record set by the wor 1d's Gover nments
who last year spent one trillion dollars on nuolear and conventional armaments.

Despite this tragio record, the worlé has taken hope from the Treaty between
the United Sta tes of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Re ~ublies on the
Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles (INF Treaty) to
dismantle and destroy a whole class of nuclear armaments. Pope John Paul IT hae
pr aised the agreemrnt, which has changed the atmosphere surrounding disarmament
negotia tions, for opening up enoouraging prospects for the future and for
realistically permitting the mutual verification measures that ensure the Treaty’s
viability.

Never theless, this delegation cannot ignore the reality that the weapons being
diamsntled under the INF Treaty represent less than five per cent of the world’'s
nuclear stock-piles, and experts tell us that new weapons systems will continue to
be activateA over the next three years as military budgets grow.

The hope Of the world is that the NP Treaty is merely a first step on the

journey away from a peroe based on nuolear terror and towards the still tar-oft

goal of a peaoce rooted in dialogue and trust.
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It has been said that nuclear arms have saved the world from all-out war and
are a kind of angel of peace. | would recall in this connection some words of
Pope John Paul IlI, who remarked that more and more sophisticated weaponry
proliferating among more and more nations, will produce an

“unavoidable escalation leading to destruction on a scale which mankind Can

never either contemplate or accept”.

Therefore we ask: How much longer will deterrence be the main guarantee of peace?

Surely the world cannot remain content with deterrence as a stable basis for
security. In his message to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament six Years ago, Pope John Paul Il told the United Nations that

“In current conditions, deterrence based on balance - certainly not as an end

in itself but as a stage on the way to progressive disarmament - may still be

deemed morally acceptable”. (A/5-12/PV.8, p. 57)

In a speech the next year in San Francisco, the Secretary of State of the Holy See,
Agostino Cardinal Casaroli, referred to deterrence as having an “essentially
provisional nature”.

Last January, in a speech to diplomats, the Pontiff reiterated that deterrence
is “fundamentally transitional” and must not be granted a prolonged lease on life.
The doctrine of deterrence, he said, “cannot be a reliable basis for security and
peace in the long term”, adding that the

“Holy See has always affirmed that deterrence based on a balance of terror

cannot be considered an end in itself, but only a stage towards progressive

disarmament”.

These considerations impel us once again to urge that the INF Treaty be only
a first historic step, to be followed by many more substantial cut-backs in

armaments. The hoped-for 50 per cent reduction in strategic weapons unde:
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discussion by the super-Powers is the next great stage towards the much-desired

total elimination of atomic weapons.

Nuclear weapons, of course, are not the sole preoccupation in the complex task
of reaching disarmament agreements which at the same time assure nations’
legi timate security concer ns. Another facet of disarmament involves conventional

weapons. Any agreement on these arms must seek to guarantee security at the lowest

level of weapons and forces compatible with the legitimate requirements for defence
based on a balance of forces.

As the Pope noted in Sollicitudo rei socialis, the arms trade is a trade

without frentiers, capable of bridging even the division between East and West and

"above all the oiie between North and South”.
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The Pope raid ¢
*While ® ccnomio aid and development planr meet with the obrtacler of

insuperable ideological barr iers, and with tariff and trade barriers, arms of

whatever origin circulate with almost total freedom all over the world”.
In fact, arms continue to be importrd in reoord quantitier by countries whose
citizens lack the basic necessities of life,

In some cases capi tal lent by the developed woeld har been ured in the
underdeveloped world to buy weaponr.

Recent repor ta of the use of chemical weapons in regional ccnfl iets have given
greater urgenoy to the finalisation of a global convention on the complete and
® ffoctive prohibition of the drvelopnent, production and rtockpiling of chemical
wraponr and on their destriction. These wraponr, which are available to
non-nucl~- and less-developed coun ir ies , have been oondemned by “he Church as
genocidal and unworthy of humanity. They have no place within our world. The rame
murt be said of biological and bacter iological weapons.

As Pope John Paul raid earlier this year ,

"Disarmament is not all there is to peace".
It is one of the ingredients In the complicated recipe for more stable security #
other essential parts of the mix are dialogue, trust and a more intense

co-operation On many geographic and geopolitical levels.

In his encyclical Sollicltudo rei socialis, Pope John Paul |l challenged the

East and the Wert to redirect their vesources to alleviate misery nnd thus justify
their leadership ¢ oler by con tr ibuting widely and generouely to the common good.
He raid:

"When the West gives the impresaion of abandoning itself to forms of

growing =ud selfish isolation, and the East in its turn seems to ignore for

guestionable reasons its duty to co-operate in the task of alleviating human
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misery, then we are up against not only a betrayal of humanity's legitimate

expectations - a betrayal that is a harbinger of unreen conrequencer = but

alro a real derertion of moral obligation®.

The Pope gave a further example reveral weeks ago of the regional co-operation
on which to build international recurity, when he called on the European Community
to strengchen its historic linkr with the Europe which extendr to the U.als, links
bared, in part, on a common rpiritual heritage.

In reeking a new foundation for a secure international peace, the Holy See
placer a high value on the resources of the United Nations. The wider role already
being assumed by the United Nations in the work of arruring recurity needr to be
broadened even more, so that the age of deterrence may gradually be replaced by an
age of Aaétente and dialogue. The Holy See follows with interert the discussions
about a United Nations role regarding a registry of internctional arms transfers
and verification of diearmament treattee, as well as the role of the World Court in
rettling disputes.

Among the resources of the United Nations are the "Blue Helmets". The
Holy See warmly congratulatea the United Nations peace-keeping torces, who were
justly awarded the 1988 Nobel Peace Prize.

Those forces, however, serve under a constantly mounting deficit, which is a
mere trifle when compared to the trillion dollars rpent annually on this planet tor
acrms. My delegation calls on all nations to invest instead in the peace-keeper6
and to eliminate the $500 million deficit under which United Nations peace-keeping
currently wor ke, It does not seem right that the nations contributing perronnel to
the peace-keeping forcer have had to bear the ginancial burden for those forces,
which save the world the costs of continued fighting = both in terms of weapons an4

human 1 ives.
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In summary, the Holy See joins the community of nations in reoicing that the
journey towardr rebuilding world security has begun. It encourage@ the

supar-Powers and the whole community of nations to move awry with even longer and

holder strides from what the Pope has called on

"unacceptably exaggerated concern for ®  eourity”
towatdr a form of peace bared on mutual control, realism, dialogue and trust. We
are far from arriving at journey's end, and, as Chrirtianr the world over prepare
to celebrate the third Chrirtian millennium, an appeal goes out to all peace-loving
peoples {0 seige the prerent opportunity and to uonstruct a secure peaoe worthy of
the human race,

Mr, VILLAGRAN DE L EON (Guatemala) (interpretation from Spanish): This

year will without doubt be reoalled as the year of a notable and growing
improvement in relationr between the two super-Powers. Particularly with regard to
dirarmament, it will be remembered for the conclusion of the Treaty on
intermediate-range and shorter-ranqe missiles. \We hope that agreement will also be
reached on the destruction of satrategic weapons, and we believe that there are
groundr for that hope,

Although it is true that the third special session Of the General Assembly
devoted to diratmament did not yield concrete results, it is encouraging that it
took place and that there 48 now clearly an ® tmorphere of optimism and franknerr.
Therefore, we believe that the First Committee can effectively make concrete
prcgrerr on such important matters as the limitation of arms and dimarmament.

The Government of Guatemala is very pleased that the United Nation8 har been
so effective in intervening to resolve regional confliatr. In the Iran-Irra war,
in Afghanistan, in Cyprur and in Wertern S8ahara the Secretary-General's

participation has been positive in the rettlement of conflicts., The rerult has
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been an end to hontilitiea in rome of those regionr and at the same time a
world-wide recognition of the role being played by the united Nations, which in
turn atrengthena our Organisation,

There is no doubt that those ® ventn earned the United Nation8 peace-keeping
forces the Nobel Peaoe prize, | wish to reiterate to the Secretary-General my
Government's congratulations on that well-dererved tribute.

However, in spite of the great progress that har been achieved, much remains

to be done,
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My delegation wishes to ® xprerm the rupport of the Qovernment of Guatemala for

the initiative taken by the Presidents of the United states of America and the
French Republie to oonvene an international conference on the banning of the use Of
ohemioal weapons. It is very alarming that to the tragedy and suffering of armed
conflicts among countr ies we murt add the uae of chemical weaponr, which affects
mainly the eivilian population, We believe that every effort murt immediately be
made to atrengthen compliance wi th the Geneva Protoool.

My delegation alsowishesto® XOOM s to the Fir st Committre i ts suppor t for
the ® f for ta being made to achieve a comple te ban on nuclear tests. The pr imary
rerult of sueh a meaaure would be the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear

weapons. Here, my delegation rupportr the initiatives already undertaken to ban

all typer of nuclear testing, including underground terting.
The Qovernment of Quatemala, QO a e ignatory of the Treaty of Tlateloleco for

the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin Amer ica, wishes to appeal onoe aga in tc

thcae countr lea that have not yet acceded to that Trealy to take as soon as
possible the internal steps necessary to enable them to become full-fledged parties
to it.

My delegation alro wishes to ® xpremr the inter eat of the Gover nment Of
Quatemala in the earliert poreible convening of a multilateral conference to
prevent the rpread of the arme raw to outer apace. The Government of Guatemala
har olosely followed the work of the Conferenoe cn Diearmament, in particular a@

relates to preventing the acme race in outer space. Nevertheleer, it is

disappointing that multilateral efforts should be made rubjeot to progrers at the

bilateral level,
The Central Amer loan region has for a number of years been disrupted by

internal confliocts oreated by inequality, injustice and the laok of democratic
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procedurea, and the imposition 01X ® |omentaof tha East-West conflict has only

rerved to polar ise the positions of some of the ®  ntagoniatr politicaly,

Regional negotiations, first within the Contadora framework and then within
the fr @ mowor k of Esquipulas || ¢ %0 ¢ eniti, have ® ohieved some concrete results, one
of which ham been the Contadora dooument of objectives and the Quatemala ® tat@ment
of prcceduro. The Government of Guatemala ham pledged to abide by both agreement@,
and we have ccmplied with the prinoiplea ret forth in the aforementioned Document
of ob jectives. In that connection the Qovernment of Guatemala promoter national
reconciliation through free, pluralimt electiona) the Qovornment of Quatemala, in
the context. of the Central American rubregion, ham agreed to atop the arms raoce in
all its forma) the Qovornment of Guatemala doer not take part in international
military manoeuvre8 and there are no foreign military facilities in our oountry or
any foreign mill tary ® dviaerr. The Qovernmant of Guatemala doer not &llow the
preaenoa of irregular foroces in its territory and doer not support any group whose
aim is to deatabiliae the Qovernmenta of Central American countries.

WI thin the context of thoae objectbvea, my Gover nment wishes tO sta te in the
First Committee that it placea its faith in the principlea of the Contadora
agreement and in the principle of national reconciliation through free and
pluralirt elections.

We believe that the rettlement of regional conflicta murt be bared primarily
on the poll ticel will of the countries direatly concerned to achieve peace,
Foreign Powers and elements alien to the historic roots of problems must refrain
from interfering in the internal atfairs of our countries,

In the document entitled "Study on tha economic and social consequences of the
arms race and mill tary expenditures", the Secretary-General states that the arms

raoe leads to numeroua economic and social phenomena even in the absence of
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oonfliot , representing an ® xorrrivr burden on the economies of developing
aountr ies. The arms race unGermines international security and creates a oonrtant
risk of war. At the same time, thr qualita t ive incr @ <O in the arms race ganerates
insecurity and har a negative effect On chances to ® (Ohieve disarmament. We must
al redlise that thr competition in e rmamontr between the principal military Powers
is by far the mort important aspeet of thr armr race and represents itm prime
motivating factor. My delegation would like tO take this opportunity to ceiterate
to the Chairman its unconditional support for efforts to achieve concrete results
in the work assigned to the First Committee.

Lastly, | should |ikr to quota from the rtakmrnt made by the President of my
ooun try to the General Assembly at i ts for ty-second session. He saidi

"The subjects of peace in the wor |d deserve our special attention. That is

why we look forward with groat hope to the attainment by the groat Powers of

® grrrmrntr loading to gradual disarmament and thr elimination of nuolear

weapons and all thr r isks of the destruction of mankind.

"Disarmament and development are two of the problems that weigh most
heavily on the contemporary worids they murt be understood am two dimtinot
processea that are olaely related. Eroh has a separ ate development and
distinct goals. One complemen tm thr other. Disarmament complements
development by means Of the reallooation of financial resources, whioh oan be
put to better use in development programmer, partioulrrly the struggle against

illiteracy, disease and mrinutr ition and the eradication of thr poverty that

afflicts more than two thirds of mankind,” (A/42/PV.6, p. 19)

Mr, LIMON (Suriname); It is generally acknowledged that the United
Nations har a specific responsibility with regard to all matters pertaining to
disarmament, and particularly to the ultimate goal of general and complete

disarmament undrr effective international control,
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We all know that the United Nations oan perform ®  aiSfaotorily in the pursuit
of its goals, inoluding dioarmamen t, only if Member 8States allow it to do 80 by
abiding by its principles.

Recentlv it ha8 become increasingly obviour that any further ® aaalation of
mutual threats makes no sense. |t ham also become imperative t0 renounce the
traditional dogmas of diplomaoy through force and reliance on military power as the
principal and ultimate arbiter in international relations.

My delegation is convinced that in many States, inoluding those with nuclear
oapability, thr belief ha8 taken root that the oonoept of mitual deterrence, whioh
ha8 up until now born one of the prime mover8 of the arms race, murt be replaced by
a new policy-making approaoh, The now approaoh muat enmurr a solution to the
problem Of strengthening peace on earth and must, -8 a fir at step in the gradual
process of aohieving general and complete disarmament, ensure the reduction and
eventual elimination of the threat of nuclear war by taking praotiaal steps
drartioally to reduce the level of nuclear arms and to strengthen thr security of
countr ies and peopler, pr imar ily by political means favour ablr t0o greater mutual

and global oonf idence.




PKXB /bg A/C.1/43/PV. 25
21

(Mr. Limon, Suriname)

The international community has recently witnessed the result of the
implementation of this new approach of policy-making in the signing of the Treaty
on the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles = the INF
Treaty - by the two States which possess by far the largest amount of nuclear
armaments. The scope of this Treaty is limited, certainly in terms Of the
numerical count of the warheads it covers, but the INF Treaty has been welcomed for
its political value. It is so rightly said by many delegations when they describe
the value of the INF Treaty that this agreement demonstrated that, given political
will, it is possible both to stop the arms race and to reverse it. But the INF
Treaty is only a first practical step on the way to general and complete
disarmament. Much rema ins to be done.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Suriname in his address to
the General Assembly at its third special session devoted to disarmament stated the
followings:

"The Treaty on intermediate-range nuclear forces and other bilateral
agreements between the two super-Powers to curb the arms race, however
important they may be, are still merely small steps to reduce the tremendous
overkill capacity that those states have amassed in their arsenals. They
should, therefore, be followed soon by further substantial cuts in the total
nuclear forces of those countries, if we are to achieve the noble goal of
total elimination of nuclear weapons by the turn of the century.*

(a/S-15/PV.9, p. 91)

During the third special session devoted to disarmament, my delegation also

voiced the high expectation of the Government and people of Suriname = an

expectation also shared by the international community = concerning the

contribution of that special session in setting the stage for further practical
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steps in the field of disarmament. Unfortunately, that special session did not
acoommodate thr expectation of mankind as it did not succeed in the adoption of a
consensus document . However it did succeed in demons tra ting once again the Oommon
international desire for disarmament and in outlining the areas of differences and
agreamont. My delegation considers that it is the tark of the Committee to adopt

measures that would diminish differences in view and would guide future actions in

the d is armament process.

Allow me briefly to state my delegation's position concerning some other
dirarmament items on our agenda. Thr delegation of Sur iname suppor ts and joins all
those who reek the early oonvening of a oonference aimed at the adoption of a
compr ehenr ive tort-ban treaty , My delegation holdr the view that if the
inter national oommunity were to succeed in the adoption of ruoh a trea ty, embodying
also a multilateral verification system, that would once again give momentum to
global efforts for dirarmament, strengthen the role and function of the United

Nations in the diearmament field, and enhanoe and rtrengthen confidence world wide.

During the debate on disarmament and ver ifioation the importance of
verification, especially multilateral verification, has been a tressed by many
delega tionr. Nevertheless, T should like to avail myself of thir opportunity, onoe

again to stress the importance of an integrated multilateral verification system
within the United Nations, \We d5 so beoauee we believe that this point cannot be
emphasized enough) for disarmament is not the obligation or priority of a few
States: it is a matter of life or death for all, The inter national community
therefore has the right and obligation to see to it that once we agree on certain
disarmament actions we all abide by them.

My delegation, representing a State party to the Treaty of Tlatelolco,
welcomes and suppor ta all effor ts to establish other nuolear-free zones and,

equally, we support the call for the oonvening of the Fourth Review Conference on
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the non-proliferation Treaty in 1990. My Government considers theme international
inmtrumentm aimed 954 @ topping the further proliferation of nuclear armamentr am
® ignifioant mtepm in the process of aohieving genera and complete disarmament.

Wwich regard to outer apace, my delegation reiteratem its view that an arms
race in outer space murt be prevented. As the common heritage of mankind, outer
space mhould be explored and umed exolumively for peaceful purpomem, to the benefit
of mankind am a whole.

My delegation deplore8 the use of chemical weapon8 by States., It is obvioum,
taking into aocount the inhuman suffering the ume of these weapons inflicts Upon
innocent victims, moatly women and ohildren, that concerted international efforts
are needed to free mankind from there weapons. There effort8 rhould result in the
adoption of mearurer that will eliminate eximting stocks of all chemical weapon8
and prohibit the future production and mtookpiling of such weapons.

It is generally recognized that there exists a close relationship between
dimarmament, international peace and security, and development, Am mtated earlier,
the international community ham renounced the view that international peace and
security sOm e erved by the emoaating race in armamente and therefore mankind has
chosen dimarmamrnt am the only way to enrure peace and meourity on Earth.

We are all aware of the non-military threat to mecurlty, just as we are aware
of the wider concept of international peace. In the view of my delegation,
international peace, according to this wider concept, is not merely the absence of
war or warlike situationm, but alse the existence of an international climate that
favours respect for human rights, enhanoes human dignity, and encourages economic

and social development.
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what that definition ® oknowledgem is the faot that development , am part and

parcel of inter national peace, is also a oonditio mine gqua non of international

® eourity.

One of the commonly shared opinions that arose from the third ® proial @ emmion
devoted tc dimarmament is the ® warenemm that the goas of dimarmamrnt and arms
limitation need tc be pursued, not only in oconjunction with efforts to resolve
oonfliotm and to build international oonfidance, but also in conjunction with the
promotion of rconomio and mooia development. Suriname believes that ohrnging the

arms poliey into a policy aimed <s¢ e oonomic and mooia development would release

significant human and financial resources that oould be utilized to promote
world-wide development, prosperity, peace and security.

In conolum ion, my delegation expr esses the hope that the Committee will
succeed in outlining oonorete proposals aimed at the tranmformmtion of this
favourable political climate for disarmament into practical mramurem to ensure
peace.

Mr. INSANALLY (Guyana) s We have been prompted to intervene in th is
general debate by an interest in item 145, namely the quemtion of "Liability for
the illegal transfer and/or ume of prohibited weaponm and weapons or ® ubmtanoem
which cause unneoemmary human auf £er ing".

This is a new item on the Committee's agenda but the phenomenon whioh it reeks
to address is by no means a recent one. For centuries man ham found it highly
profi table to trade in armr and noxioum substances. Indeed, giant indum tr ies have
been spawned and now flourish tO satisfy an ever expmnding market. So powerful are
they that they operate beyond national boundar ies and, often, beyond the reaeh of

the law, They care little that their lucrative trade results only in death and

des tr uct ion.
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The ® ooiogoonomio and peli tical implication8 of this trrffioking are
alar ming. For one thing, It diver ts scarce resources away from economic
development and growth to the production and accumulation of conventional weapons
in @ Xoeaa of r ® aronable secur 1ty and defence needr. It poten tiates the r iek of
internal rubverrion and external aggrerrion. It fuels regional oonfliotr which
often develop into wider conflagrations. In the end, it effectively undecmines
global peaoe end seeur i ty and inorearer the threat of nuclear war. That
eventuality is so terrifying to oontemplate that the world would do well to halt
the spread Of this evil.

An important step in this dirrotion hae been taken with the clear recognition
of 1ts consequences. The non-aligned countries, for example, aoknowledged at their
ministerial meeting last May in Havana,

"the negativr implioationr for international peace of arms supplies in the

areas of tenuron, partioulatly illegal arms trafficking, a phenomenon that

fur ther aggravates tenrionr, underminer internal security in some States and
regional aeourity and rtrengthrns forces oppored to the disarmament process. "

(A/S-15/27, para, 56)
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Following that declaration, the third special ression of the Genersl Assembly

devoted ta disarmament reviewed thr ques tion thoroughly and came to the oonolurion
that ¢ rmm transfers, in both their overt and their oovrrt torms, were in urgent
need of regulation. It would seem that thr time is now oppor tune for the

international oommunity to consider what ® otion it might rppropr iatrly takr to deal

with this problem.
In addressing his mind to this problem, my own Foreign Minister averred on the
oooau on of the special ® ar8ion that
"Several steps suggest themselves for a ourb On this practice. The first
is universal adherence tO international law, Foremost among its pr inciples
are those relating to the threat or use of foroe and the Charter injunotion to
settle oonfliotr peacefully, Clearly, there is alro a erying need for
national ® otion to restrain, and to deal aondignly with, the arms pushers who

profit from trafficking in the death of others®, (A/S-15/PV.9, p. 33)

We reiterate those views in this forum in the hop that they may gain wide
acoeptance as a basis for future action.

Arms-exporting oountr ies bear a rpeoial responsibility in helping to combat
the huge flow of arms. Hence the appeal made by the Secretary-General in his own
rtatement to the third special session on disarmament, in whioh ha appealed to
® tmr*xpot ting oountr ies

"to adopt a policy, bared on pr inciple, NOt tO supply those weapons to

developing oountriem whioh, on objective gre.inds, are not needed for their

security from likely aggression.*®
Such a polioy , he believed,

"could aot as a restraint on the proliferation of sophisticated and costly

weapons whioh, apart from thr fear and ineeourity it has caused, is a heavy

and unwarranted burden on the economy of thore oountr ies®, (A/8-15. V. 1, p. 26)
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We entirely oonour with the Secretary-General's thinking and accordingly call on
o Om$N xOBLO¢XMYo oountr ies to use their authority torestrain the e x0es8e8 of the
arms trade,

At the intern’ cional level there are parallel measures of oontrol that oould
be agreed upon., I[N this context, mention may be made ©1 the proposal py Italy and
the united Kingdom for ®  8tablimhing within the United Nationr ® y8tem a reporting
mechanism which would serve to moni tor thr arms transactions of Member States on a
univer sal and non=-diser iminatory bar {s . 8imilarly, both Colombia and Peru hav
® dvanad the suggestion Of commissioning a comprehensive study of the problem of
111101 tarm8 tre 10740 s, Such an ® nay818 would endoubtedly probe the full extent
of the prrotior and help identify wayr and meanr for i ts ® radioa tien. In the same
vein, the proposal of Trinidad and Tobago appears to be not only of direct
relevanor , but ® |80 eminently logioa.

Clearly, those WhO are found responsible for illrgal arm8 transfer a should be
prosecuted as crim’.als to thr full extent of the law. Quyana therefore supports
the idea of increased international co-operation in oriminal-justice administration
to combat such transfers., We ourselves have found that at the bilateral level such
co-operation in the fight ® gainrt tha twin evil of drug trafficking ham been
remarkably @ ffeotive in rtemming the tide of impor ts and exports. We would
therefore advocate the oonolurion of bilateral and regional agreemente among
neighbouring States whioh share the oommon objective of ourbing illegal arms. W th

the ® xtenrion and multiplication Of such agreements a vart international networ k

oould eventually be muted to provide wider control. Ultima tely , however, our aim

should be the formulation of a legally binding convention which would cover all

States and all issues. TO that end, we urge the Conference on Dlrarmament, the

sole multilateral disarmament negotiating body, tO place this question on its

agenda wi th & view to expediting an international agreement in this area.
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Having fooured on this specific issue, | has:cen to add that it is certainly
not our purpose to dirtraot attention from our paramount goal of general and
complete dimarmament, Our priorities arc clearly ® #tahlirhad in the Final Document
of the tirat ® peoial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which
remains, certainly for us, not only valid but sacrosanct, It may be recalled,
however, that that document alro recogniord the necess’ty of negotiating
restrictions on thr transfer of conventional arms. Our ® pproaoh, | venture to say,

must therefore be on all fronts.,
My delegation continues to attaoh great importance to linking disarmameng with

our aspira tionr to development. The International Conference On the Relationship

Between Dimarmament and bevelopment, whioh was held last year, accepted, abeit
grudgingly, that the two issues should be seen in conjunction. That acoceptance
must now be trenslated into a genuine effort to divert thr precious resources now
lomt in the production of weaponr tO much-needed development .

There is, regrettably, a persiastent refusal on the part of aome States to
® ocept the linkage between dirarmament and development, To justify their rigid
position they argue that conversion from one procerr to the other is not a terrible

proposi tion. However, reoent ® tudiea would seem to refute that contention and

prove it is not impossible to dinmantle the maohinery of war for reassembly as an
inrtrument of peaceful development. Those States which form the oligopoly of

destructive power oan therefore easily harness their great industr ial capacity in
the service of the welfare of all peoples. BY doing 80 they would ® radiaate the
root causes of global inreour ity and assist in the promotion of developmen t on a

more equitable bes is,
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Like so many other delegations whioh have spoken, my delega tion 0annot conceal
its disappointment at the failure of the third ® peoial session on disarmament to
make any significant progress in the severa areas of our oonoern. We believe none
thr 1ess that the comprehensive review and e ##etlnent Of the disarmament process
under tiken at that session ha8 allowed us tO determine whore we stand in relation
to OUr goal of goner al and oomplote disarmament. Our agenda is now, we believe,
more olearly defined, and we have a better ® pprooiation of what might be ® ohieved
in the area of glabal secur ity.

Moreover, the high level of debate demonstrated olearly that, with an
enlightened attitude and thr necessary politioal will, progress oan be made in the
field of disarmament. We our solver wet @ hoar tened by thr oontinued insis tence on
® nhanoing the United Nation8 rolr in the disarmament process and on the
revitalization of the work of thr Conference on Disarmament. That negotiating body
should begin to work earnestly On those issues whioh until now have ® OOSsO00:
agreement, namely a comprehensive test-ban treaty, the prevention of an arms race
in outer space, and oonven tional disarmament.

In the light of the discussions on chamical weapon8 that took place during the
special session, we are also optimistic that we can soon attain the coneclusion of a
convention on the wor Id-wide prohibition of those horrible weapons. we look now to
the oonferenoe cn chemical weapons to be held at Paris next January and to
ocntinuing work by the Conference on Disarmament to expedite our progrerr.

We are similarly enoouraged by the advances made thus far on verification,
particularly the consensus achieved at the session on the commissioning of an
expert study on the role of the United Nation8 in that area. Guyana is strongly in
favour Of a wuniversal and integrated monitoring and verification system under the
aegis Of the Uni ted Nations, and therefore fully ruppor ts the proposals made in

that regard under the Six-Nation initiative,
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Moat important, however, was the widespread recognition at the third special
seasion on disarmament that disarmament oannot be divorced from the queation of
international peace and security. wWe will, of course, oomr to these issues |ater
on in our debate, Suffice it to may now that in order to attain complete
disarmament the nationr of the world must ® oorpt the fact that ® xolusive reliance
On armaments oannot guarantee seourity, that throat8 to their common security are
not ® xolusively military , and that @ ffootive politioal action in a multilateral
framework is the only viable option we have for solving our common problems,

It would appear that there is now a morr ready disposition on the part of
States, and more particularly the nuclear Powers, to subsoribe to that thesis.
That attitudinal change is a most welcome devrlopmont and onr this Committee must
oapture and harness if our effort8 are to further the proocess of arm8 limitation
and disarmament, Judging from the deliberations whioh have taken place thus far
and with the ® xoellent gu idance whioh you, Mz, Chairman, oontinue to provide, | am
led to believe that we shall not fail to grasp this further opportunity to press

for even qr eater ach ievemen ts
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Mr, HARMON (Liber ia) ¢+ Am the last speaker on this thr final day of the
Committee's general debate On disarmament I havr pleasure in oongratulating you,
Mr, Chairman, on the managerial skill with whioh you have oonduoted thr drbate. |t
is also my plrarure to oongratulate those who have been your oorpr of off fcers
during these vary difficult and complex meetings.

We havr had the advantage of having boon informed of various points of view,
some of WhiOh we @ ndorse fully. Collectively, those Who have spoken have given the
world what might be described as a comprehensive index oi the history of the
disarmament issue in it8 long and heartbreaking past, which oontainr a grim warning
to rll mankind that in point of time will not be duplioated in another 43 years of
as0-called disarmament Whioh enacted perhaps the OJSC4® @ maaing paradox in |
traceable history, namely a somersault reversal of its labrl, its purpose and its
funotion under the Charter = and this after two of the bloodiest world wars in all
history.

My oountry, Liberia, ham ® |waym maintainad a special interest in the
disarmament issue. T he reason -and this iS not generally taught in the history
classesinthrworld‘se 2<osOedd2 oountries- is that Liberia was the first sovereign
State in Africa, the grand oontinont of Europran oolonialirm, and was a founding
Member of the United Nations, When the former African oolonier beoame Members of
the world Organisation, Liberia saw those unarmed States subjected to
neo-colonialism and new, oovert wars by meroenarier and conspiratorial alliances,
and suffer the same fate. No propheoy in history was so sternly fulfilled.

Liberia saw a moral triumph in the rise of the At r loan states in the United
Nations, but warily noted these States to be unarmed and naked against the rising
tide of the Western-Eastern arms race. Thus we kept an unrelenting eye ON the
disarmament issue and made it our enduring policy to support this undying cause in

the United Nations. \WI| th this background, It should not be a surprise that at
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every session Of the Qeneral Assembly Liberia deoided to turn it8 mere voting
support into some kind Of conrtruotive initiative.

To do someth ing to pull the seemingly hopeless ® f for ts against thr arms raor
out of a rut, we had the honour tO present on behalf of my Government what we
oalled "a new philosophy of disarmament thetoric",which ® [« 2 the purpose of
moving the Stale debate ONto a New tr ack. IN a declaration that we issued in the

First Committee on 13 November 1976 we carried the implioa tions of the arm8 race
from the valley of militarism and war to the high ground of new implications, new
promises and new promises, We pointed out at thr time that the race was becoming
less idsologioal and more teohnologioal = and van ¢} y more a matter of economics.
We pointed out that the vast sums spent on arms throw many poor nations into War
with rioh nationr at a time when their peoples ware suffering from hunger,
® xploitation, disease, malrutrition, infant mortality and, above all, hopelessness.

This situation was threatening to create a new kind of war, while vast summ
were being diverted to thr production of destructive weapons, in a vicious circle,
a kind of molecular chain-reaction as new weapons led t0 a new aooeleration of the
arms race, driving nations into new arming. We Stated our conviction that a new
beginning must be made, and we pointed out the aontradiotion that the drive for
maximum arming coincided with man's greatest effort in contemporary history to
attain a new order of final peace. AS to the implementation of th is new ® pproaoh,
we 8uqgested that it would rquire a new partnership of Governments, the United
Nations and a third party - the people,

Ten years lLave passed since our initiative, and much ham happened, but what is
strangely significant is that moat of it happened in 1987, showing that the element
Of time and delay is not a law of nature but is the result of lack of will in man,

Can that will be sustained? To answer that question it is ® snentia to See what We
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have. Theeisingwave of ® uphoria, it should be emphas ized, echoes the r ising

oonfidenoe in the sudden, almost collective Salute to the winds of negotiations

suddenly blowing from every direotion. We salute the two great leader 8 of the

super-Power 8 for what was accomplished at the last summit. The Iran-lraq war, the
question of Atghanis tan and many other issues, it seems , have lately come
simultaneously under the wing of the Seoretary-General, whooe effort8 have been
augmented by hi8 unpreordented partner ship with the Security Council.
Precipitously it became almost fashionable to negotiate. This applied even to the
stubborn men of _apartheid, Suddenly the finger-pointing criticism of the United
Nation8 became the applause of many hands. Even the Secretary-General's fortress

of innate modesty collapsed suddenly when, addressing the inherently sceptical and

doubting United Nation8 press on 19 September , he stated "This is a time of pr ide
for the United Nations."

If the prevailing euphoria is warranted by the new climate in general, it can
hardly be said that there are similar expectations on the broad issue Of
dimarmament. The history of rtruggle against the vaunting of weapons of war shows

that the oountrr-struggle prevailed. When the United Nations was being founded the

horses Of the cold were already being saddled, and that cold war continued right up

to the Scviet-United States handshake at the meeting of their armies on the Elbe

River, with all its friendly emotions, which were soon lost away under the rubble

Of post-war hostilities.
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We are, however greatly encouraged at the faot that the current session is
taking plror in an atmorphrre of hope, initiated by the Treaty on the Elimination
of Intermediate-Range and Shortrr-Range Missiles ~ truly a tirst accord.

As can be seen by the demand for a second aoaord, much hope now rests On the
nrw détente between the two super-Powers and we, the people of thr world, are
looking forward with eager anticipation tO further accords and continued
negotiations aimed at eventua oomplete disarmament.

I am therefore particularly pleased at thir point to refer t0 a recent
interview held with you, Mr. Chairman. when you were arkrd, *What is your major
objective for the First Committee’, you replied: “A maor objective for Canada is
to seek broader support for a more pragmatio, tealistic approach to disarmament.”
Realism and flexibility: | hope you will bear with me, but “pragmatic’ and
"realistic" ace the old lanquage for delays,

You alro asked for re-thinking. So did Albert Einstein right after the
Hiroehima bomb. He said: "we rhall require a substantially new manner Of new
thinking if mankind is to survive.® We tried it 10 years ago in our new philosophy
on Aisarmament. But generally what is really behind it all is that, when it comes
to the super-Power s, disarmament involves the enormous amount of power the weapons
raoe has glven them, and power is what it is all about.

The word "disarmament® is nw more than one word. It hae rami£ icatione,

including the knotty tree of verif ication, which is being used as the sine qua non

of disarmament.

In oonolusion, therefore, the issues We have discussed here are, for the time
being, far-off events, requiring all of us to remain vigilant and supportive of the

urge for peaoe and stability in our one world. May God bless al of us.
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MS. LIMA (Angola) (interpretation from French): Allow me first of all to

Of fer you the congratulations of the Angolan delega tion on your election to the
chairmanship of the Fir at committee. your election is a per sonal tribute to your
sk ill as a diplomat and your competence in the f 1¢12 we are now 9iscussind — may 1
also express to all the other officers of the Committee and to the Secretariat our
beat wiahea for the successful completion of our work.

We are now gpproaching the end of a decade marked by numer oua diapu tea, a

decade during which resort to armed force has often prevailed over dialogue.

However , notwithstanding these set-backs, the international situation to&y is
beginning to show aigna of hope, which are helping relieve world tension, thus

contributing to the international peace and security which the whole international

community so ardently desires.

Examples of this new trend include the Treaty between the Union of Soviet
Sooialiat Republics and the United states of America on the Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missilesj the progreaa wade in the field of
disarmament, within the framework of the Geneva talks between the two super-Powers;
and the current negotiations aimed at seitling, on the basis of dialogue, various
regional conflicts around the world.

However, as my Foreign Minister emphaaized in the plenary Assembly, it is our
opinion that all of these events, however positive they may be, are still
inaignifioant when compared with the numerous problems facing mankind today,
problems which call for urgent solutions.

Statistical data make it clear that more than a trillion dollars are devoted
to the arms race, whereas in the developing countr lea some billion people 1 ive in
poverty, more than 700 million human beinga suffer malnutrition and more then

900 million of the inhabitants of the third world are illiterate, |+ one adds to
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this list the fact that about one and a half billion people from those countries
Suffer from disease which could be treated if there were medical assistance
available, and that those countries are compelled to allocate vast sums of money to
meet pressing defence needs to the detriment of socio-economic investments in their
own countries, then we must state with great conviction that the damage done by the
arms race is twofold in nature,

In the light of the foregoing, we have frequently emphasised the close links
between disarmament and development. It is with this in mind that we support the
recommendation that immediate and effective measures be taken in the field of
disarmament, not only in order to guarantee peaceful coexistence between States but
also in order to release resources that could be used for development aid projects
of a socio-economic nature in the third world. We are convinced that there can be
no development without peace, and the United Nations must never lose sight of that
fact.

At its present session the General Assembly must also reaffirm the validity of
the Final Document adopted at the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, particularly with regard to its objectives, principles and
priorities.

The need for practical measures to prevent the Outbreak of a nuclear war, the
urgent need to Put an end, Once and for all, to all nuclear-weapons testing are
pr ior ities which we cannot neglect. By their very nature nuclear weapons are
instruments for the destruction of the human species. On several occasions, the

international community has acknowledged that there can be no winners and no losers

in a nuclear war.
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There is also a need for concrete measures to prevent the spread of the armr

race {0 outer space.

The danger of thr militarisation of outer space is quite clear, |t is
thetetore ® rrontial that efforts be made to freeze the NOw armenal that is being
pcepared for a frensied armr race in space. Af tar all, space is the common
heritage of mankind and should be urrd solely for peaceful purposes.

Another sphere of conocer n tO us is that of chemical weapons, It is our belief
that the international communi ty should redouble i ts of forts to adopt am soon as
possible an international convention prohibiting the use and manufacture of
chemical weapons.

We are quite certain that the establishment of international relationa baaed
an poeaceful coexistence and trurt between States and the development of
co-operation based On respect for mutual interests should no?. subordinated vo
ideological Aiff ere Nnxc The arms race is incompatible with the United Na tions
Charter, as it institutionalizes the use Of foroe in relations between States,

The persistence of colonialism, racism and apartheid in southern Africa would
not be possible without the overt or cover t suppor t Of cer tain Wwester n oountr ies
for the cacist régime of South Africa.

The ® ggCtreivr policy of the apartheid régime and its now confirmed
acquisition of a nuclear capability pose a threat tO all the countries of Africa,
par ticular |y those of souther n AL rica, Accordingly, it is a threat to
international peace and security.

S8ince this is 8o, we clearly oannot lay down our weaponr. In this contaxt, we
believe tha t the General Assembly should adopt oonore te measurer to put an end to
the danger posed by the apar theid régime and must condemn thrse coun tr ies which

have nude it possible for that country to aoquire that nuclear capability. We must

therefore reiterate the document adopted in 1978 and reaffirmed in 1982, in
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particular 1 ta paragraph 12, which considers that the large-scale build-up of
weapons and the acquisition of nuclear technology by the raaiat réqime are a

dangerour obscacle and a challenge to the international community's efforts to

implement the diaarmamant programme,

It is thua imperative to take practical steps towards imposing an rmbargo on
arms and toahnology for South Africa and to impoae mandatory ® anationa against that
tégime, Which continues o occupy Namibia and to oppreaa more than 25 million South
African Black8 in their own aoun try, and which at the same time praatioea a peliecy
of deatabiliaation against the front-line States in general and Angola and
Mozambique in par ticular .

Notwithstanaing the hoatility of the apartheid régime that has taken the form
of direct or indirect rata of aggreeaion, Angola has taken a flexible atanae in the
ques t for just and las ting peace in acuther n Af r ica.

Unfortunately, despite the attitude which Angola has always adopted in
negotiations through United States mediation between the Govucnmanta of Angola and
Cuba, on the one hand, and South Africa on the other, the truth is that, the
agreement on principles concluded in Geneva notwithstanding, the parties have atill
failed to reach a final agreement, The racist régime oOf South Atrica is to blame
for this state of atfairs, because, With the support of its allies, it has brought
to the negotiating tables a series of factors which, by their very nature, are
nothing more than flagrant acts of interference in the internal atfairs of Angola.

Our flexibility, and that of our Cuban friends, should not be seen as a sign
of weakness, on the contrary, it evince8 the candour and integrity which we have
shown in the quest for a just and lasting sciuction t0o the problem8 of southern
Africa which will :ake into account the security of Angola and reepact for its

sovereignty and territorial integrity and make it possible for Namibia to accede 1O
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independence in accordance with Security Council resolution 43% (1978) and without
any ® lomontr ® xtranoour to that resolution.

We are not players in the armr race but victims rather, who demand that
decisions be made and an ® graomont concluded for o complete and general disarmament
that would guarastee world peace.

In oonalurion, let me ray that we ook forward 400 @ eing the Committee, under
your ® nlightrnrd guidanoe, adopt resolutionr that will oontribute to a olimatr of
trust and mutua respect among rll nation8, so that the vitality of dialogue will
prevail over resort to the force of @ rmr, Until those goal8 have boon reached the
struggle continues, victory is certain.

Thr CHAIRMAN, We have oonoludrd the general debate that we opened some

two-and-a-half weeks ago and we are ready now to move to tho second stage of our
work.

I would like to ray a word on the debate that we have just oonoluded and on
the progress that I believe we have made.

At thr start of thr proceedings, | refered tc the positive atmosphere that is
with us and har stayed with us throughout the debate. It is an atmorphere which, |
believe, we 0oan NOw build upon. Thr signs of progress have been quite encouraging.

To begin with, we have had a record numbrr of States participating in the
general debate. One hundred fourteen S8tates made addresses, compared to 101 States
in 1987 and 94 states in 1986. This increase in States' participation reflect8 a
growine recognition of thr univrrral concern with the issues of arms limitation and
disarmament.

One hundred twenty-six statements were made in the genera) debate, and, in
addition to thr presentation made by the Under-Secretary-General and the eight
speeches in the Disarmament Week observance last week, we have had thus far a total

of 135 statements.



Ja/11 A/C. 1/43/PV.25
44-45

(The Chairman)

The genaral tone of the debate has, in my judgument, been vonstructive rnd
businosslike and the polemica of past years havr bwen notiorably diminished, i¢ not
totally ® |iminat#d, Serious and sustained efforts have been undartakrn to increase
the convergence of views Oon many items, and we havr nobd that, although there are

now items on our agrnda this year, thr ® otual number of draf t resolutions has

remained more or less oonstant.
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we havr 72 draft resolutions that we ate now processing, All of this indioa tes an
effort to rationalize our work, so these developments have been positive.

i would be remiss if | did not at the rame time strike a notr of caction, for
there is much work still to be done, and in ordrr to be effective we must inoreaae

our efforts to ® peak with one voice wheraver possible. That means con tinu ingq to

pur sue a aonvergonoe Of views on similar draft resolutions. We have inoreased ths
consultation time, partioularly in the period we are now enter ing, for precisely
that purpose = to try to effect merger s whrrever possible and to work towards
consensus where the possibility ® xirtr, so we havr sufficient time now 1O work

par haps more strongly than we have boon able to in the part, towards merqers and
oonr ens Us, | assure thr Committee that T shall use my good offices for the sake of
any delegation that wishaes my assistance in pursuing the80 goals.

I think our work has definitely been promising and I now look forward to the
next 8 tage , Tomor row we shall proceed to the next phase of the progr amme of wor k -
consideration of and action on all draft resolutions on disarmament items 51 to 69,
139, 141 and 145. As I have said, the 72 draft resolutions are heing processed.
Most of them have been dir tr ihu ted a8 documan ts8 of the Committee, and the
Secretariat 18 making every effort to distribute the remaining draft resolutions
dur ing the course of the day today.

Beginning tomorrow and continuing until Friday, 18 November, 24 meetings have
been allocated for this second phase of our work. T believe we shall be in a
position to oonolude all actlon on draft resolutions in the disarmament field by
Friday, 18 November, On the has i8 of that timetable, | propose that beginning
tomorrow and continuing until 9 November our meeting8 be devoted to the
introduction of and comments on drat t r esolu tions, T expeact that it will be

poseible for US to begin to take action on draft resolutions = voting = on Thursday,
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10 November. | enoourage the use of the time between now and then for consultation

on merger 8 and consensus fOr resolutions,

T would urge those delegations wishing to rpeak dur ing the next phaae of our
work in order to introduoe draft reeolutionr or to make comments t0 inscribe their
namer on the list of apeaker o as soon as possible, beoaure early inror iption on the
lirt will not only enable us to ensure the full and eftective use of the time gnd
sorvices available but Wwill also enable us to avoid holding night meetings and also
to avoid an unneoerrary ® xtenlrion Of meetings beyond the regular hours,

Laatly, I intend to follow the praotioe that has evolved in revent vears of

grouping draft rrrolutiona in appropriate olusters so that the Committee's work may

proceed in an efficient and Oyetematic manner at the voting stage. Thia week, and
perhaps over the weekend, the ofticers at the Committoe will work on the
clustering, | have found out in coming to the Chair for the fir at time that it is
quite an extensive operation t0 have those clusters done logically and in a
sequential  manner, so 1 ask for the under standinc, of member e of the Committee in
giving us the time needed tOo prepare the cluster list in a manner that will be
acceptable and useful to them. | expect to be in a position to provide members of

the Committee with the cluster 1ist as early as possible next week.

The meeting rose at 5 p.m.




