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GENERAL DBBATB ON ALL DISARMAMRNT ITRMS

Mr. (Ecuador) (interpretation from Spanish): Mr. Chairman,

allow me at the outset to extend to you my delegation’s congratulation8 on

your election to preside over the Comnittee’a  deliberations, aa well as our

coagratulatione  to the other officers. Ecuador ir aonfident  that your

professional experience and outstanding abilities ensure a successful outcome

o f  t h i s  aeabion.

I should also like to express my delegatioa’e  gratitude to

Mr. Yasurrhi  Akashi, Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament  Affairs, and his

associates for the outstanding performance of the Department for Disarmament

Affair8 over the past year. details of which were contained in Mr. Akashi’s

report to us at the beginning of the general debate. My delegation will

certainly take hia observation8 into account.

On behalf of the delegation of Ecuador, I take this opportunity to

express  our sorrow aL the death of that great citizen of Mexico,

Don Alfonso Garcia Robles, a Latin American figure who made an outstanding

contribution to the noble ideals of international peace and security.

The international legal order recognioes  as a principle the right of

States to individual  and collective self-defence.  None the less,  as  is  the

case with any insufficiently codified legal principle in an international law

that is rrtill imperfect and incomplete, its practical implementation has often

been left to the subjective judgement of those invoking it - namely, States.

It is these subjective judgements  about the need for self-defence which are in

some instances at variance with the good faith that should govern human

relations, and which have been used to justify  the accumulation of weapons and
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have subjected cotitries to great risks and dangerous burdens. In its most

extreme form the prinaiple  of self-defence  as e-died in the doctrine of

nuclear deterrence has in past decades led to an unparalleled stockpiling of

weapons of mass destruction.

Now, as all the delegations that have partioipated  in this debate so far

have noted, we are witnessing a sew turn in international relations. The new

era is oharacteriaed  by a decrease in the number of areas of conflict of

interest between tho great Powers , which has made it possible to reconsider

the doctrine OF deterrence that has hitherto been viewed as the most effective

form of self-defence.
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The new climate of understanding has clearly had an impact on the allies of

the great Powers and their respective military blocs. In our opinion, the

European case8 as we may call it, is clear proof that only when conflicts of

interrdst  between States are overcome will it be possible to engage in a true

disarmament process.

The disarmament process in Europe has consisted of a series of

understandings, spread over time, with specific goals at each point of

.history. Initially they concentrated on the adoption of measures to prevent

the uncontrolled outbreak of crises and to build a military balance of the two

blocs. Thorre  agreements, which led to the so-called confidence-building

measures 8 later resulted in agreements on arms control, troop reductions and

disarmament proper. The Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe, signed

in Paris in November last year, shows how long a road had to be travelled

leading,  happily,  to that  stage.

It should be emphasised that the European disarmament process was not

carried out in multilateral forums, and disarmament processes in other regions

may follow the same lines. The United Nations has never been able to suggest

to the States of that region its views on disarmament. It  is  clear that in

the European case the parties involved in conflicts of interest had to

overcome them through direct dialogue. Other members of the international

community were able to suggest ways to reach understandings, but had no way to

persuade anyone to follow them.

In practice, international forums have been useful for the discussion of

matters with repercussions or effects going beyond frontiers. The various

agreements and negotiations on the non-proliferation or contr0.l  of weapons of

mass destruction show that that is true. It should be stressed that the same
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great Powers and their military blocs prevented the intetnational  community

from becoming extensively involved in a broader range of disarmament subjects,

preferring to negotiate all arms control agreements bilaterally. Last July

the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty between the Soviet Union and the United

States was signed, and later the two Powers announced praiseworthy unilateral

arms-control and arms-reduction measures. We congratulate their Governments

on these new steps and urge them to continue in a constructive spirit.

Those two major disarmament events, as well as other agreements un

nuclear and conventional disarmament, were achieved outside the forums of the

United Nations. Any means of achieving effective international peace and

secur i ty  i s  pos i t i ve . However, we must work harder to make sure that the

United Nations can truly be the forum and framework of choice for making

progress in the strengthening of peace and security, one of the most important

aspects of which is disarmament.

However , in the limited sphere open to international forums in

disarmament matters it has proved possible to make significant progressI  which

Ecuador welcomes, both in nuclear non-proliferation and in the control of

other weapons of mass destruction. My country supports the strengthening of

the non-proliferation system worldwide and welcomes the adherence of

Mozsmbigue,  Zambia, Tanzania and South Africa to the non-proliferation

Treaty. We also hope that the announced accession of France and China will

take place as soon as possible.

With regard to non-proliferation, the international community has this

year seen how one country, Iraq, was able to elude international controls and

commit breaches of the Treaty. In the l ight  of this , we agree with other

States on the need to revise the verification mechanisms of the Treaty and the
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International Atomic Energy Agency to improve their affectiveness and make 

them universal. 

t&t% than one lesson about non-proliferation has been learned from the 

Iraqi case. Two in particular come to mind: the Reed to improve the Agency’s 

inspection systems and the urgsnt need to determine whether international 

suppliers, not caring about the consequences of their actions, or unaware of 

them, may be providing the means to violate provisions of the Treaty. We 

believe there is an urgent need to establish a register of transfers of 

technology, components and material that could be used to build nuclear 

weapons, in breach of the provisions of the non-proliferation Treaty. 

With regard to weapans of mass destruction, Ecuador also regards as 

positive the progress mad% in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 

Weapons of the Conference on Disarmam%nt and the prospect of its concluding 

its work next year. We also welcome the auspicious beginning made.by the 

Third Review Conference of the Parties to the Convention on biological 

weapons. We rsiterate our conviction that it is necessary to ban the use of 

all types of weapons of mass destruction and to destroy existing arsenals. 

Ecuador therefore appreciates the regional efforts being made to strengthen 

I international non-proliferation regimes and regimes to control and ban weapons 

, 
1 of mass destruction. 
! 

I In Latin America the Declaration of Iguazu, signed on 30 November last 
L 
! year by Argentina and Brazil, will unquestionably strengthen the effect of the 

! ) Treaty of Tlatelolco. The Mgndoaa Accord, signed on 5 September this yaar by I 

Argerntina, Braail and Chile, and since adhered to by Uruguay, is a most 

important step towards declaring Latin America a xone free of weapons of mass 

destruction, The signatories declared 
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"Their full conmitmeat  not to develop, produce, acquire in any way,

stockpile or retain, transfer directly or indirectly, or use chemical or

b io log ica l  weapons*'. (A/16/163,)

Latin America's concern about this subject is also reflected in the

convening by the Peruvian Government of a meeting of Foreign Ministers of the

Rio Group, to be held next year in Lima. Among other  things, it will seek to

strengthen the Latin American conmitmsnt  to renounce weapons of mass

destruction and to respect present and future international agreemen’x  on the

matter. Those efforts pursue the general objective of converting Latin

America into a sane of peace, a concept that has acquired a new dimension in

the current international circumstances and which was presented by the

President of Ecuador, Rodrigo Borja,  in his address to the General Assembly at

the current blession.

Weapons of mass destruction - nuclear, chemical and biological - and

their proliferation must have the highest priority in disarmament, because of

their destructive potential . But we must not lose sight of other weapons

systems that can threaten international peace and lead to great human

suffering.

There has been no period of peace in international relations since the

Second World War. As many authors have noted, there have been more than 150

military confrontations in third-world countries since that war. Great loss

of human life and the destruction of entire nations have occurred in conflicts

in which conventional weapons were used. Many third-world countries are today

trying to cope with grave economic and social problems largely resulting from

major expenditures on arma* As a result, there is an urgent need to begin

controlling conventional weapons, seeking a balance that will counter the
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subjective judgements involved in invoking the principle of self-defence, and,

last ly,  leading to s ignif icant  reductions in arse".als.

It is not only the countries of the third world that can contribute to

attaining those objectivest  the developed countries also have

respons ib i l i t i e s , ranging from eliminating the threat of interfering

militarily in other States to eliminating the presence of military bases on

foreign soil and seeking control of illegal transfers of arms produced on

their  territory or transfers  in general  to particularly sensit ive areas.

Most third-world countries invoke the principle of security and

self-defence to arm Lbemselves. Here again conflicts of interest often lead

to subjective interpretations of that principle and to a conventional arms

race. Disarmament among those nations , as  in the case of  others,  wil l

probably take some time and will not be achieved until conflicts of interest

are resolved. Governments must acknowledge with realism the existence of

those conflicts and work to find definitive solutions by peaceful means, for

the sake of regional and international peace.

Eowever,  we cannot wait indefinitely, because the problems resulting from

the arm race are already clear. The United Nations has a major role to

Play. That is why Bcuador supports confidence-building measures that may be

drawn up multilaterally.
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For example, the arms transfer register promoted in this body by a group

of Latin American countries is a valuable measure bamed on the principles of

universality and voluntary compliance. It seems clear to us that a register

caanot be used merely to control the acquisition of conventional arms; it

should also be used to control the export of such weapons. Purthe4ramre,  it

should contain information on, m, weapons of mass destruction and

means of warfare existing on military bases on foreign aoil. We cannot

promote au arm transfer register without taking into account the fact that

arsenals exist that are produced internally in large numbers by certain

States, nor can the register be confined to certain types of weapons.

Finally, Bcuador believes that international law should evolve in the

direction of spelling out more clearly the principle of the self-defence of

States. This subject logically goes beyond the province of the First

Committee and calls for broad discussion within the United Nations system,

because it involves a redefinition of international security - a concept that

includes the essential values of a world society based on the interests of the

human being and his far-reaching aspirations.

Mr.- (Mongolia): The Mongolian delegation joins others

in extending to you, Sir, sincere congratulations on your election to the

chairmanship of the First Coxuoittee. We also congratulate the other members

of the Bureau.

Mongolia, like all other countries, amurns the death of

Ambassador Garcia Bobles of Mexico, who made an invaluable contribution to

disarmament efforts world-wide.

The world is living through times of exciting change and tremendous

challenge. The rapid disappearance of the Bast-West ideological divide has

engendered remarkable prospects for a new world order, which, it is hoped,
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will be based on simple but universal human aspirations to live free from the

threat of war0 hunger, the danger of foreign domination and the perils of

social and economic injustice. In other worda,  disarmament, development and

democracy are, in our view, intractably linked and destined to go hand in

hand. Pecsnt developments in the world have once again amply reaffirmed the

strength and validity of that notion, and we believe there are grounds to

assert that they will eventually develop into an irreversible process. It i s

therefore with a great deal of enthusiasm that we see that the cold war no

longer overshadows the perennial issue of arms limitation and disarmament,

that new, promising vista8 are opening up in the collective quest to make our

world a safer place to live in. Eowever, a note of caution sounded by the

Secretary-general in his report on the work of tha Organisation, to the effect

that the opportunities now presented to us are sot likely to remain open

indefinitely, should be taken with all the seriousness and attention it

deserves.

Mongolia welcomes the courageous and precedent-setting steps taken

recently by the United States and the Soviet Union in regard to nuclear

weapons. In our view, the fact that these unilateral steps have come about

even before the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty is ratified highlights, among

other things, the level of trurt ad understanding reached between these two

powerful nations, We hope thS;, this firat action-reaction init iat ive wil l  set

in motion a continuous  process leading to the eventual elimination of nuclear

weapons. We also hope that other nuclear-weapon States will follow suit. We

cannot fail to stress here, however, that reduction and/or destruction in one

or another area should not be counterbalanced in a qt:alitative  or quantitative

same in other areas of military effort.
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It goes without aayfng that the diasrmsment  perspective should properly

be more widely regional and global. Here I have in mind particularly such

iaauea as the non-yrolifaration of weapons of mass destruction snd their means

of delivery, snd conventional weapons trsnafera, which were brought into

particularly sharp focus for the international coannunity by the Gulf crisis.

Aa to  the  non-prolifera*.ion iaaue , we are faced with the dangerous

situation of tbe viability and relevsnce of the Treaty itoelf being called

into question. My delegation  hopes that the International Atomic Energy

Agency (IAEA) will be resolute in devising ways and means to improve the

existing machinery of safeguarda, thus ensuring the strict implementation of

the non-proliferation Treaty provisions. In this connection, Mongolia is

heartened by the increasing number of countries that have recently become

parties to the non-proliferation Treaty. Especially noteworthy are the

decision8 by China and Frame to adhere to the Treaty. These commendable

developments will no doubt further enhauce  the prestige and eftactiveneas of

the Treaty. My delegation shares the view that the preparatory work for the

non-proliferation Treaty Review Conference to be held in 1995 should begin as

early aa possible in order to enaure its aucceas~

Closely linked with the problem of strengthening the nuclear

non-proliferation regima is the question of a nuclear-test ban. An important

event in this respect wad the Amendment Conference held in January this year.

The c;onference acknowledged the coblples  snd complicated nature of certain

aspects of a comprehensive teat-ban treaty, especially  those with regard to

verification of compliance and possible  sanctions againat  non-compliance, and

agreed to mandate the President of the Conference to conduct consultationa

with a view to achieving progress on those issues and resuming the work of the
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Confermae at an appropriate time. We believe that the situation is

propitioua for moving ahead along thia road, and in this conuection Mongolia

highly ooamends  the arrpounced reount Soviet unilateral moratorium on

nuclear-weapon teata. We hope that other nuclear Powers vi11 follow that

laudable example.

Turning to the question of the prohibition of chemical weapono, we are

heartened by the faat that all seem to agree on the possibility of finalising

the aonveation as early as next year. There are a number of unresolved

issues, including verification, cost-aharing and the composition of the

executive counail of tbo organisation for the prohibition of chemical weapons.

We hope that the momentum gained will be maintained and the outstanding issues

reaolvod  aa soon aa possible. Mongolia wishes to reiterate its intention to

be on0 of the first to sign that convention.

Tbs Third Review Conference of States Parties to the Biological and Toxin

Weapons Convention clearly ahowed the heightened interest of the international

community in strengthening t.hia important inatrumsnt, which represented the

first genuine maeaaure  of disarmament. Mongolia is in favour of establishing a

vsrification mechanism, and therefore supported the decision of the Conference

to estsblish aa Ad Hoc Group of Govsrnmental Experts to identify and examine

potential verification measurea  from a scientific and technical standpoint.

Us wslconm the declarations made by several States parties to withdraw their

ressrvations  to the Geneva Protocol of 1925. Mongolia made such a declaration

soms time ago.

Alosg with s halt to the proliferatioa  of weapons of mar8 destruction,

them is  ssother question of  utmost importance  for the international  conununity
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t o  tacklo. This problem as it stsnda, also touching upon the aenaitive iaaue

of State aovore1gnty,  la how to reconcile the need to control the

intorastiossl  arms trade and the legit imate security interests  of Gtatea. The

ercesaivo acoumulation  and transfer of conventional weapona  poaea a aerious

threat to regional peace and stability.
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lotwithstanding al l  the aonoeptual  and praatical diff icult lea that  this

problem may encounter , my delegation firmly supports the idea of introducing

transparenoy  in international arms transfers snd promoting the concept of

reaaonabls sufficiency in conventional weapons through the establishment of a

United Nations reqiater of conventional arma transfers. In this respect my

delegation highly coawnda  the comprehensive and thought-provoking report of

the group of esperts  on the study of ways and meana of promoting trauaparency

in international transfers of conventional arma, contained in document

A/46/301,  which could serve aa a good basis for further deliberation8 on this

i s s u e .

We are of the view that the transfer of conventional weapons should be

monitored firat and foremost in respect of region8 most plagued with turmoil

and conf l i c t . No efforts, in our view, should be spared in order to

facilitate regional arma coatrol endeavours. Here we have a valuable

experience of the European continent on ths reduction of conventional forces

and the ways snd means to build trust and ensure transparency.

The smerginq  new era in international relation8 strengthens ua in our

belief that this last decade of the twentieth century will be marked by

tsagible agreement6 in the field of diaarmsment - and the world community

should spare no efforts towards that end.

m. m (Union of Sovist Sociali8t  Republics) (interpretation

from Puasias): On behalf of the Soviet delegation, I ahould like, first of

a l l  t o  cosgratulate  youI Sir, a representative of a friendly and neighbouring

country, on your eleceion to the high post of Chairman of the First Committee

st ruch sn extremely  important  juncture in the mult i lateral  discussions taking

place on di8srmUIIent.
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Our work is taking place at a truly cruaial  and one might even aay

hiatory-making tim. The past year has been marked by developments of an

extraordinary nature in every respat. A kind of Rubiaon haa been crossed.

The seeds of a totally new olimate in global politica, aown aa the cold war

waa drawing to a aloae, are giving long-awaited sprouts. In practical terms,

the architeature of a new world order is taking shape on the baaia of

universal recoqnition  of the absolute value of the ideals of democracy snd

humss right8 and on global oooperation  and partnerrhip  as the u;?iversal

atandard in inter-State relations. Various States are developing sn

unprecedented degree of conaenaus in their viewa asd approaches to the

cardinal iaauea of our time. Moreover, they are not being formulated in

isolation,  but  on a collective basia. In the turbulence of today we can

already see the contours of a new world - the emergence of a ,‘w United

Nationa”.

This  ful ly  appliea to the issuea of  security and to i ts  essential

component, disarmsmeot. The recent initiative of President Buah and the

response to it from President Gorbachev are a most encouraging prelude to that

epoch-making phase in the arm8 control proceaa which humsnity is about to

enter upon. The Soviet and United States proposal8 constitute a major

breakthrough towards a nuclear-free and secure world. An end has come to

those decades when the infrastructurs  of fear asd mirtrust used to ahape

international  affairs. An effective course  hs8 been chartod towards making

new political thinking universal - towards achieviaq  a higher qualitative

level of joint efforts ssd getting down to truly joint creative work to

implement modern approaches to diaarmsment.
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Vast opportunities  have opsned up for revitalising  effort8 to curtail the

arms race, both in traditional, already well-esplorsd areaa  and in new ones

which so far have not been coversd by the arms control proceaa.

For practical purposes, the Soviet Union and the United States have

adopted similar basic positions on a wide rang8 of issues related to

dismantl ing thsir  mil i tary atruaturea.  Thia applies,  f irst  and foremost,  to

the pivotal  issues of aauclear disermamentt withdrawAng  from operational

stbtua and eliminatinq  qround- and 8ea-launched  tactical nuclear weapons,

further limitations and reductions of 8tratsqic arm8 arsenals and the

strengthening of trust and verification concerning nuclear-related activities

of  States.

The first indicationa have emerged #at the two countries are narrowing

their differences concerning the need to include naval iaauea in the arms

control agenda. They have expressed  similar  view8 on the prospect6 for

further cuts in conventional armed forces.

Of aourae,  it would be an esagqeration to claim that the United States

and the Soviet proqrafsses  of action in the field of dirarmament are completely

ident ica l . The statement  by the Soviet President contains a number of

proposal6 which, in our view, seek to follow up on the United Statera

i n i t i a t i v e a .

But the most  important thing is that already hers and now it is clear

that today conmnon ground already achieved reveal8 sn emerging patters of a new

phase in disarm8ment which can uaher in a fundamentally  new strategy of

international asd national security, one that will meet the requirements of

the incipient new world order and the ‘,m United Uationa”.
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The sigaificance of the Soviet and United States initiatives is all the

more apparent because they alao dramatically  alter the tradition31 model of

arma control and disarmament which hitherto was baaed almost exclusively on a

negotiating process designed to achieve balanced international agreements. To

be aure, unilateral steps and aometimea quite major onea, were taken jn the

past, inter, by the Soviet Union. Rut these unilateral steps were mostly

sporadic in nature and au a rule were aot followed by coannensurate  measures in

responses

Now this gap, which is so fundamentally important for the disarmament

proceaa, has been closed. In a link-up of their disarmament policies, the

Soviet Union and the United States are developing a new methodology for

addreaainq arm8 control issuea which combines complementary negotiating

efforts with unilateral actions and also atepa undertaken by States to

accommodate each other aa sn expression of goodwill snd mutual exsmple.
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Thus, the Soviet and United Statea initiativea are providing a unique

opportunity to modify the actual pattern of the arms race in fundamental

way8 - indeed, to turn it into its own opposite; a diaarmsment race.

I should like to state here today that ub stand ready to cooperate to

there enda with all intereated partlea,  both on a bilateral level with the

United Statea and in conjunction with all member8  of the internationel

community and, of course , with the other major nuclear Powers, particularly

now that we believe that our initiatives seem to offer every opportunity for

ao doing.

Today, when the world community has entered upon a period of dramatic

change, the need for strategic stability is particularly preasing. When ye

say  %tability,*~ we do not mean the preservation of the ~ but,

rather, the creation of suitable and favorable COndi^,iOn8  for the steady

progress  of  posit ive chsnge. Confrontation and cold war must not give way to

chaos. The task is to replace the now-dismantled rigid atructurea of enforced

s tab i l i ty  by  a  f l ex ib le , seismic-resistant framework for stable cooperation

and interaction.

Lasting nuclear security is the key to attaining this goal. That is why

we intend to do more than merely follow a policy of reductions in our nuclear

capabilitiesr  we actually intend to strengthen the system that keeps them

under control. I am empowered to state here today that the strategic nuclear

forces of our country are going to remain a single structure  under strictly

centralised couunsnd  and control, completely ruling out any possibility of

their unauthorised use. Furthermore, so long a8 nuclear weapon8 continue to

exist we are looking towards a strategy of nuclear deterrence to be

implemented by the country’s reorganised nuclear force8.
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The fundamental uhaaqea  in national approauher to the goal6 of

dsaarmameat  are inextricably linhed vith theJr profoundly changed

relationahipa  in the sphere of security. There ir a growing trend towards

replacing unilateral method8 based on military force by structures that rely

on cooperative security. In today’6  interdependent world the concept of

indivieible  security ia taking on a new, practical connotation that erpresses

the unity and integrity of oecurit:-‘s national and international dimensions.

Their increasing organic interdependence is emerging as a aatural trr:nd that

ia transforming wide-ranging multilateral interaction into a key factor for

the formulation and implementat$on  of a qualitatively new strategy to ensure

peace and stability.

All of this ia opening up a8 never before prolspecta for the United

Nationa aa the leading multilateral ceater of world policy coordinatioal  it is

opening up for the Organisation unique and unprecedented prospects for

carrying out the tasks entrusted to it by the world community. In the area of

security, the Organisation’s  work could be concentrated at the least on two

major areas. The f irst  is  the seed to lay  down clear international  legal

ground rules for the use of military force. Given the continuing arms race,

it ie important to make collective efforts to change the very function of the

military-power factor. The objective here is to minimise  its destabilizinq

effect and to rule out the use of military force for any purpose8 other than

the maintenance of international peace and security in rtrict, literal

conformity and compliance with the provisions of the Waited Nations Charter.

All of the recent development8 in the field of disarmament  have vividly

demonstrated the important role of confideace-building and openness ia what

used to be the most secretive of  al l  ephereb,  namely,  mil i tary affairs.  We

hope that in this area too a decisive breakthrough will be possible in the
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wry near fu ture . reaching aqreement on a new area of diearmsmsnt,  an open

&&es reqi# that will know no forbidden eonee or closed areas whatsoever. I

believe coaditione  are DOW ripe for making such a breakthrough.

The other, no-doubt-squally important area is the implementation of

disamamsnt  objectives and the need to make ever-y effort to promote ongoing

trends in their multilateral dimension.

In this connection we 8eo a pressing need to begin work today on

formulatinq the concept of multilateral disarmament and to set up a priority

list of disarmament questions facing the international cosrnunity.

We might already as of today consider drafting a new agenda for the

United Nations, one that would reflect the present nature of the global

military and strategic situation, and this would add weight to the idea of

makixtq diearmamsnt  a global process and fill it with material content.

flere, we see a high priority - and, in fact, a fundmental task and

objec t ive - in the search for coordinated ways to adapt United Pations

diearaament  machinery to the new realities of the dfsarmament process.

An even closer linkage between diSarSMSSnt and security iesues might be

one concrete form of such adaptation. Addressing these iesues from a single

and consistent standpoint is a long-etaudinq imperative that may help the

meebaeisme  of diearmamsnt realise their as-yet untapped potential.

&other way in which the United patioas disarmament mechanisms can adapt

to new realitioe is by focusing on issues that are erplicitly multilateral in

character and that can be appropriately solved only in a multilateral and

sollective  context.

III part of this approach to formulating the concept of multilateral

disamnt, the concept of the defence-oriented transformation of national
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military doctrines acquires particular importance. Their relevance has

greatly increased in the wake of the initiatives taken by the Presidents of

the Soviet Union and the United States, which reflect a clear-out tendency for

both countries to put their national eecurity policies on a defensive

footinq. Such transformatione are also important because they can provide an

indispensable material base for an international legal fremework designed to

control the military power factor and provide what may be called military and

technical quarantees against potential acts of aqqreeeion~
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Our basic policy in that regard was spelled out in considerable detail in

a letter by our Foreigrr  Minister to the Secretary-General. We see a

transition to defensive military doctrines as a vital element irr maintaining

s tra teg ic  e tab i i i ty . The military posture of the new Union must therefore be

ueited and rest on a coalition and a synthesis of the basic elements of the

national security concepts  of the States that will form the Union. Its

underlying political principle should bo the renunciation of war a8 a means of

resolving international disputes aDd controversies.

Today’s  realit ies, however, make it premature to assume that the risk of

war has been truly eliminated. In our view, cornbiDing  phase-by-phase

reductions in national armed forces and a transition to defensive postures

with a parallel consolidation of military capebilities,  wder United Nations

auspices, could be an important way of strengthening stability. This is a new

and very promising area for our efforts to secure strategic atability.

We welcome the begiPninq of a multilateral dialogue OD defeace  concepts

in the United Nations. We feel that joiDt efforts can lead to coordinated

approaches to defensive doctrines, and help work out the criteria and

parameters of defensive sufficiency and define the optimal principles and

vsriaDts for bui lding defeDce. The United N6tiODS  study now being pureued by

governmental experts will , we hope, make a tangible COntribUtiOD  to dealing

with the entire range of practical  iesues involved.

Nuclear disarmament issues should, of courser remain the focus of keea

fnternatioaal  a t tent ion . Indeed, the Soviet and United States proposals ata

DOW creating a most favourable climate in that area. The Psvret UD~OD is

convinced that in the United Nations, too, there is a need for nuclear
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disstiasment  diacussfona  to proceed on the basis of realistic approaches

reflecting the new dynamic of nualear  arma outs essentially aimed at achieving

levels of minimal deterrence.

The new frontier8 of interaction and understandfng  in the field of

nuclear disarmament offer an opportunity for nuclear Power6  to start

substantive conmultations  and in-depth diacuaeions  of the meaning of minimal

deterrence, its fundamental principles and itu role aa a stabilising factor in

the reduction of nuclear armanrents.

It appear6  that the time has come for other nuclear Power8  which have

traditionally remained outside nuclear diearmament to enter the proceeb.  In

this context, moat serious consideration rhould be given to the proposal by

President Praqoia Mitterrand of France that aa boon aa poaaible the four

Powers possessing nuclear weapons in Europe should hold a meeting devoted to

issues of nuclear security on the continent.

A nuclear-test ban is a priority area of multilateral nuclear disarmament

ef forte. As we approach a new phase of disarmament,  extremely favourable

condition6 are developing for a breakthrough in that area. The unilateral

Soviet moratorium on nuclear testing, the initiatives of several other

countries,  particularly that of Sweden, and the growing awarenew of

international public opinion of this issue have brought ua considerably closer

to the goal of achieving once and for all a compre$enaive  nuclear-test ban.

A greater contribution to that end might be l zpected from the United

Nationr,  t o o . The Organdration  rhould be eblo to engage its vast intellectual

renourcee  in a comprehensive  study of  nuclear-tort-ban issuer,  with particular

emphaeia  on the availability and potential efficiency of alternative ways and
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procedures for verifying the reliability, safety and other technical

parameter8 of nuclear weapoaa.

The Soviet Union call8 for the iaaue of fissionable materials to be

included in the negotiating protean without further delay. We have made known

our preparednoaa  to agree with the United States on verifiable non-production

of all fissionable materials for weapons purpoaea. Another idea which remains

as relevaat aa ever is to establish a multilateral mechanism for monitoring

the production of fiaaionable materials for weapon8 purpoaea, with a view to

building confidence among the nuclear Powers. Aa a first stop in that

direction, an exchange of viewa on the subject  could be started at this

aeaaion.

The establishment of ouch a verification mechanism might greatly

facilitate progreaa in the important area of preventing the military use of

fissionable materials released aa a result of nuclear-arms cuts. Now that a

proceaa of genuine diaartnament  has begun, thie aspect is coming to the fore.

Its relevanca will only increase  with the paraage  of time, Therefore, we must

get down to negotiating apooific  agreements to that effect without further

delay.

The non-proliferation iaauea are undoubtedly crucial 3.n terms of

strengthening global aeourity and atability. Under the present circumstances,

non-proliferation become8  a universal iraue applicable to all type8  of weapons

of maaa deatruation, their dalivery ayatema and international supplies of

conventional arm8. In the aontert  of the latest Soviet and United States

nuclear diearmament initiativar,  whioh offor an opportunity to reduce nuclear

weapon8  t o  minimal deterrence , a new dimanaion ia being added to the

non-proliferat ion iraue8 , which have become a crucial element of further

far-reaching cut8 in IIUChar atlOOal8.
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We see the main task of nuolear  non-proliferation effort8 to be to

glObali+e  the work to rtrengthen the non-proliferation regime,  to make the

1968 Treaty an instrument of unlimited duration and to have that status

formalired at the 1995 Review Coafermce.

We welaome  the positive trends that have emerged in this area lately.

The recent agreement in principle to accede to the Treaty announced by France

and the People’s Republic of China, two nuclear Powers which for many years

had formally remained outside the Treaty, adherenae  to the Treaty by aoversl

Statea in southern  Africa and the Guadalajara agreements between Braail and

Argentina are all major practical steps which bring the world cornunity  closer

to the goal of universality  and further consolidation  of exiuting

non-proliferation structurea. The General Aaaemhly aould appeal to all States

that have not yet adher-ed to the 1968 Treaty to become palrtiea to it before

1995 and could call for strengthening the Treaty compliance regime.
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Thor0 ha8 long bean a need to aome to terms with the aonaluaion of

effective international  agreement8 designed  to provide security aaaurancea  to

State8 that do not poeseas nuclear weapons. Wo hope that our appeal for the

nuclear Powers to come forward with a joint dealaration on the non-first uae

of nuolear  weapons will meet with a positive response in the United Nations

and will be 8een a8 a atop towards resolving the entire range of iaauea

related to negative aaauranaea.

Proventing  the rpread of oombat miaailea and missile technology is a top

priority task on the non-proliferation agenda. We muat say frankly that the

existing international  meohaniama  for  this  purpoaeO  howover useful  they may

he, fall ahort of dealing with the problem on a global scale. We favour

aolutiona that would bar any proliferation of missiles or missile technology,

while at the 8ame tins taking into amount the need for international

cooperation in the peaceful uaea of advanoed  technologies* One promiaing idea

would be to ret up an international mechanism aimilar to the IAEA that would

deal with airaile and apaoe exploration  issuer by providing safeguards against

the proliferation of combat miaailea and promoting cooperation among States in

the peaceful uaea of outer apace,

The multidimenrional nature of the non-proliferation problem makes it

hnporativo  for  u8 to  coxwentrato  on ita reg iona l  aspect, and spec i f i ca l ly  to

int8nlify  dialogue Concerning the 08tabli8hrwnt  Of nuclear-frb>e 8onea. In the

aftermeth of Soviet and United State8 initiativea, additional opportunities

are emerging for a breakthrough in this area end for the actual establishment

of 8Wh 801~8  in VariOU8  regiOna of the world. Thir could apply in particular

to the Middle Eart, Northern Europe,  the Korean peninrula,  and other areas as

wall. Xultilateral  effort8 haze could ba foeurod  both on faci l i tat ing

practical care-by-care solutions and on producing what could be described aa a
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nucl8ar-fme-8oru  integrated model defining the atoat nearly univoraal

pacrameterr applioablo  wherever  rush aonea might be set up.

Solid barriorr muat be raired againat the agreed of bacteriological and

chemioal  weapona, The outaome  of the recent Review Conference of the

Convention on the Prohibition and Elimination of Batsteriological  Weapons,

exproaaod in it8 far-reaching  and oarefully  balanaed deciaiona - primarily

thorn  on verifiaation,  opennear  aad croafidence building - haa eatabliahed

clear guidelines for joint practical action to strengthen the ban on

baateriologioal  weapona. With regard to chemical weapona, we welcome the

marked progreaa  in negotiating the provisiona of a convention on the

prohibition and elimination of chemical weapona  and believe that a realistic

opportunity la now at hand to fiaalho the draft oonvontion before the end of

1992. ThO Gonmral  A88embly  might well wi8h LO aall o& the COnfereaCe on

Disarmament to complete  the drafting of tho oonvention  aa aoon aa possible.

Thir 18 al80 On0 of the highort priority iaruer on the multilateral agenda.

The grwth of regional ton8ionr  and the outburrtr  of ethnic atrife that

have lately taken on particularly violent tom8 in various part8 of the globe

are an alarming sign of the rirka inherent in the unrertrainod arm8 trade.

Xardly anyoaa today will question the fact that thia mejor problem of global

security and rtability  ha8 outgrown the coafiner  of any country’8 national

agenda and can be dealt with rolely at the level of putpoaeful multilateral

actionr. Obviourly the lion'8 8harO of reapon8ibility  in thia regard teats

with the major arm8 exportera, which all permanent member8  of the Security

Council at0 known to be.

It waI) thereforo quite logiaal for the five to take the lead in atarting

6 dialogue on the 8ubject. It 18 to be hoped that the meaaurea elaborated in

th8 procorr will become an important contribution to the formulation of the
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main principle8 that will govern arma auppliea and provide a baaia for

agreement on universally aoceptable  norma of international behaviour in this

regard.

The reoont meetings in Par18 and London, of courser were just the

beginning of the road. It is now eaaential to avoid complacency and to move

peraiatently ahead. The present task la to implement the ideas aet forth with

a view to incrraaing  transparency in the arma trade. Hence  the need to carry

the dialogue forward, expand its subject-matter and broaden participation in

it by inviting the major arma exporters and recipients from various parta of

the world to join in. In that connection, we consider it vital to make the

arms-trade issue a fixed priority on the agenda of the United Nations and we

would like to aee the General Assembly adopt recomnendationa  in favour of an

acroaa-the-board multilateral dialogue on limiting arrna  tranafera, with

special erapharia on regional a8pWt8.

I wiah to addre88  specifically the propoaal for setting up a United

Nation8 register of arma salea and tranafera. Thia topic appears at present

to be a8 relevant aa any in tem8 of both it8 political implications and the

amount of practical work already accomplished in thia regard. As a reault of

efforta by many nationa, including the five permanent members of the Security

Council, the mmbera of the European Conaaunity,  JapM, Sweden, Colombia and

othorr  . M bprO88iVO potential ha8 been accumulated for the aubatantive work

now being undortakon on thia subject. The eono~uriona Md recommendations

spelled  out in the relevant report by a group of governmental experts can be

confidently de8cribed  a8 useful.

All thir lays a strong foundation for furthor progrera.  We reiterate the

Soviet Union'8  roadineaa  to partfcipato  vigoroualy in defining specific
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parametera for the register, which, in our view, ahould be established on a

universal  Md non-diacrimirratory  baaia.

We view the register in the context of further potential efforts to

conclude, under the auspice8  of the United lationa, a convention on the

limitation of internation aalea and tranafera  of conventional arfnamonts  and

the monitoring thereof. given the exceptional importance of *hia instrument

Mb t h e  Current  faVOUrable  OppOrtUdtie8 for hp~erfienthg  it, we feel that i t

would be derirable  to have the register approved at th% forty-aeventk  session

of the general Aaaembly.

By virtue of their global acope, the Soviet Md United States disarmament

initiativea appear to have aignifieMtly broadened the horioona of regional

disarmament, offering a realistic chance for accelerated  progress in many of

ita key areaa. Prorent-day  perception8 of diaarmanrant in its regional aspects

underrcore  the requiremoat  to proceed  with due regard for the overall

political environment in relations among State8 in any given region, primarily

the leading Powerr therein. The United bTvtion8, in our view, could play M

importMt role in finding an adequate balMce of national intereata, while

giving priority attention to areaa affected by atrong regional rivalries that

threaten to orode global rtabilitg.

Today’8 realitior make it  char that  regional  diearmament measure8 must

be organically incorporated into the evolving United Nations system of

preventive diplomacy ar a factor which, apart from rtrengthoning atebility,

CM al80 8ignificMtly  roduoe  tanrionr in rpecific  toglone.



Fbs/lO A/C.1/46/PV.12
36

(Mr.)

Although regional dirarmeme nt ha8 inoreaaingly  beoome a global task

affecting the intereats  of the entire world aommunity,  it would appear that

in i t ia t i ve8  in  thir area should  oome fitat and  forMoat  From State8 theraaelvea

at a regional level. Aad it la encouraging to see that recently  States in

various region8 of the world have come forward with a number of aerioua

initiative8 whiab provide a clear indication of their willingneaa  to work

jointly on aearuhing  for optimal formula6 for maintaining regional security

and which, in Ed of themaelvea,  promote the globalisation of the diearmament

proaeaa.-

We also see a hi8tOriCal  imperative  in the fact that i88UeS 8UCh aa the

impact of aairnce and technology  on international security, conversion of

military induatriea and the economia  and social implications of disarmament

are becoming M integral part of the emrging multilateral  di8arRWMt

agenda. Their increasing role atrongly auggeata that diearmament today is not

perceived by the world conrmunity  in purely military and technical terms, but

la alao aeon aa a such aore complex concept compriring  military and political

elements along with a wide range of racial and economia factors which affect

the vital devologcnsnt  iaterortr  of each and every nation.

Thir ia also what  maker adequate  aol~1tbona  especial ly  diff icult  to f ind.

Bvery effort to that end ahould, on the one hand, k clearly geared to

strengthening global 8ocurity  and, on the other, rhould  not croato obataclea

to national development Md international economic, scientific and

technological cooperation.

It 18 with there two arpecta in mind that we ahould approach what has

traditionally been a renritive irauo for many countries - that ia, the
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supply of multi-purpose modern technology. Any arrengementa in thia respect

muat ultimately be baaed on such a degree of underatMding  between auppliers

end recipients aa would make it poaaible to draw a clear boundary between

military application8 and oivili~ uaea.

In our efforts to limit the uae of 8CientifiC and teChnOlOgiCa1  advMcea

for military purpoaea we muat bear in mind that the rapid development of

modern induatriea and highly aophiaticated technologies not only poaea a

potential threat of a new qualitative ama race, but alao containa a .;aat

positive potential for upgrading the logiatica of the disarmament proceaa.

And today this la a vet: serious practical taak. In particular,  excellent

poaaibilitiea are emerging for improving the performance of existing

verification method8 and procedure8 and for enhancing their reliability Md

effectiveneaa.

Thia may alao facilitate the aolution of many problems related to

conversion of military production in particular and concerning the development

of environmentally clew methoda for dertroying military hardware with a view

to minimaliring  poaaible adverse  effect8 on the environment Md on human

health. In the long term, the United Nation8 could, in our view, contribute

to the development of large-scale environmental project8 which would make

extensive u8e of convortod tochaologier and know-how a8 well a8 labour Md

economic reaourcea released as a result of conversion. Quite a few

interesting ideas Md propoaalr  to that  effect  OM k found in the loport of

the Secretary-General  on the way8 and mean8 for converting defonao  indurtriea

to environmentally cleen production.
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Aa to our general approaehea  to the iaauea of conversion, these were

reaently set forth in a letter from the Foreign Minister of the USSR to the

Secretary-Qeneral. We would favour taking advantage of the event8 sponsored

by the World Diaannement  Campaign +nd other United Nations programmes which

have been ao aucoeaafully carried out under the talented lesderahip  of

Mr. Akaahi a8 well aa by the United Nation8 Institute for Disarmament

Research, in order to find ways to establish practical cooperation in

coordinating the exchange of information Md national experience in the field

o f  ckmveraion.

The wide renge of multilateral disarmament challenges will, of course,

require that diearmament machinery run amoothly end effectively. Today their

rationali8ation  la becoming a political imperative applying to all structures

which have MY relation to disarmament, They must encompaaa all structure0

which to any degrue deal with the diearmament  problem. We believe that it is

high time now to reconsider 8erioualy the long-eateblished  view of

rationaliration  a8 a matter of secondary, aubordinate importence which is

relegated to the backgrounds behind more significant  ao-called substantive

iaauea of disarmament. Today, it ia apparent to everyone that, in regard to

the queation of rationalisation  and enhancement of the effectiveneaa of the

functioning of diaarmunent machinery, the United Nation8 la acquiring

high-priority aignificence  since it la the aolutiona to these queationa which

wil l  to a great extent determine the future of the Orgenioation  itself  aa a

multilateral forum capable of constructively complementing disarmament efforts

at the bi lateral  and unilateral  levels .

We are living at a remarkable time, which has been rightly dercribed  by

the Orgeni8ation’a  outatanding leader, Mr. Javier Pete8  de Cuellar, aa a great
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turning-point in history. Hiatory la being made literally before our eyea and

each year brings with it a rapid auaceaaion of new events which keep chsaging

the face of the planet end adding ever-new aspects and shade8 to the picture

and eharaater of today’s world development. What only yesterday uaed to atir

the minda of politiaisrra,  acholara Md diplomats, what firmly held public

attention world-wide, la today often easily overshadowed by new challenges and

risks which aro being brought to ua in abundance by our turbulent end

kaleidoscopic times.

Now that Eaat-West military and political confrontation has become a

thing of the past, the international agenda today is topped by very complex

and pressing problems of trManational  dimenaiona which are already diverting

huge material and intelleatual  reaourcea  and which cannot be dealt with

unilaterally even by the world'8 biggeat end most powerful nations.

But it is becoming increasingly clear that these problema, which are a

key not only to the well-being of individual countries or regiona, but alao,

in  the  f ina l  Malyaiar to the future of our entire civiliration,  CM hsrdly be

solved ao long aa State-to-State relations remain militarised to such a groat

exteat and ao long aa States continue to preserve their massive nuclear

overki l l  capabilities. If thinga  are to change, the arms control proceaa must

be intenaifiedt it muat be globalioed  in order to cover all apherea of

mil i tary  ac t i v i ty . Diaarmement today la more than just one other effective

way to strengthen security: it is also the primary source of energy and vaat

resource8 for the world cotmnunity  which ahould be released and redirected to

serve the noble objectives of social and economic development.
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aTiaa,a wrote the outrtandiap  twentieth-aontury  philosopher

Hartin  IIaidqgar , ainovitably  m&or people do what they would prefer to put

off for over,” Today, the world ha8 a truly unique  opportunity to rid itaelf

of its huge burden of araaaanta, and wo aurt not let that opportunity alip

away. A peaeoful and aoaum life for ruaaeoding genorationa  is within our

reach Md tax be aado a reality through painetaking and perriatent  efforts by

all the Statea Xaraberq of the United Nationa to enaure rtabla devolopmeat.  We

are now faoing the ahallenge  of time, Md it ia our profound belief that the

United lilstiona  will aeet it.

m. m (AU8tria)tF o l l o w i n g  t h e  Va8t p a n o r a m i c  v i e w  o f  t h e

future of dieamnaaent  end aram control just afforded ub by Firat Deputy

Minister Vladimir Petrovaky, rry dologatioa muat neceaaarily apeak with leaa

ambition.

Today, we rhould like to make a few comer&ta on the agenda item

concerning conventional dirarmawnt.  During the part two weeka,  the

highest-raakillg  military repreaentativos of the State8 wmbera  of the

I Conforenco on Security Ed Cooperation in Buropa (CSCE)  aaaembled to exchange

view8 on the military  dootriaor  of their couatrior. That meeting, the second

af its kind, wa8 a dunon8tration  of the European tread towards more

defenco-oriontod force rtructurer Md doctrino8 and towarbm smaller, although

aoro mobile and flexible, convention81 forcoa.

I wntion thir not only becauao both of those meeting8  were held in

Vienna but tire kcauae they prove thet the bipolar political and security

order in Europe is about to l ntor the ZE!!Iab  of hi8tory.

TJm firrt part of my statement will thmrofore  be concorned with European

security rtructurer , and in the recond part I will touch upon conventional

disarmament uaa.
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she ommrgirrg mw roaurity rttuoture ia Buropo  will have variour fooal

point8 and in8titutioar  with divarra mmbar8hip.  Military allianaar,

l conodu, politiml  and roeurity cmaunitior, togion and bilateral

agreement8, a8 voll a8 aautrality and non-alignment,  will all have to bo

iategrated  into a differmnti8ted vsourity l avirozmnt.

The CBCB 8orvo8 a8 the aoqroboa8ivo fr8mowork  for rush au l avironmoat.

Tho throat of 8Uwri8. attad 8nd Of blr~O-8OalO  OffOMiW aetiOn 8.0118 to bo

ended, aud thorn day8 v, are witnmrring new dangmrr of looal and regional

armed aonflicrt for whiah traditional am8 ctoatrol agromoatr wore not

darign.6. tuturo rocurity rirltr will inoroasiogly dovolog out of regional

crirell. Ittarnal tonrionr within State8 are bouad to aggravate ralatioa8

betwe83  8tat.8. Thir typ8 of aonflict murt bo soon in the wider crontoxt  of

economic, 100ia1, l nvironawntal and othnie di8pariti.8 within relatively am811

atom. The ability of any Stata to h8ndlo tha80 iutordepmdont growth and

recurity prOblM8 individually ir douliningt ths mod for oooparativo offorts

and 8trUCtW.8 i8 baUrOa8iPg.*

The bari of tho80 rtruuturor wa8 laid down in the Chartor for a Uew

Europe a year ago in Pmi8. CSCB mu&at Stat.8 uadertako  therain to rerpect

human tights, demoaraay an8 the rule of law. They  have undwlised tho

ind iv i s ib i l i ty  of Buropaau 88aurity. ThOy haV0 l 88~1a08  th0 re8pOn8ibility to

adUrea rocurity Mttorr eolloetively and, to thir and, to rondot the

politiaal dial- more l ffocrtiv8.

Dialogue Md 888i8t8ua0, ilr praUtiea1 tOm8, will l WntUally help t0

conrtruct a fully unit.6 Burope. ?hO d.8p l COaosliO and 8OCh1 Uri8.8 in the

l Xr. Ordonoa (Philippinor), ViceChairman,  took the Chair.



Wll WC. l/U/PV.  12
13

(Mr.V)

Central aad last Buropam uountrio8, their trsnrition  to a mark&i l oonomy, the

rroaosmity  of a new soourity rtatur fmd ro-awakoaod  nationali~  might w811 be

the most urgent  prOblOIn8 of th8 now Burop8, probloar  with whioh  othmr regions

of the world aro 8qually ooafroatod.

To l nhanao aeourity, the three CSCE  inrtitution8  - the Seoretsriat,  the

Offioo for ?roe #la&ions  slid tbo ConPliot  Proventiou  Contra (CPC)  - will have

to be fully u8od and furthor drvolop8d  in the light of the l xporionaor gained.

Bore, I might ray a tow word3 with regard  to the Conflict Provontion

Centre whioh ham ken rat up in Vienna. That Centre  has to assht the Council

of Mini8tor3  to rodueo the risk of aonfliotr. In order for it to fulfil that

task, it8 rpecifio funotionr will have to aOvor military a8 well a8

non-military aspot of 8euurity. Above  all, the Centre rhould b8 enabled to

reset quiakly i n  or1813 situationd.

Its ConsultbMvo  C&tt8e should d~olop into a forum for a continuing

3nd regular dialogue on al l  3raurlty-rolatod  iaruor. In addition to the

provisions regarding ummtral military activitior,  l ho Conrultativo Committee

3houlb also tmavoao  on an ad hou ba8ir in rituationr of a non-military nature

that hsvo a besring on 803urity. &eutfio  inrtruzn3ntq  - ruch 88 fact-finding

procoduror  or liai8On mi88iOn3  - 3hould l nablo th8 Conflict  Prowntlon Coatre

to contribute to rirk roduation  and confliot  provontion.

I have rpokon about thir roa8nt l xporionco in Europe, not out of

8uroaentricity  - a t  loart, I  hopo not8 I have don8  80 bmhuae the genorir of

conflict 8wa8 to have a0mpar3blo  root3 8vorywhor0, aud it8 proventioa

rwuirer 8tiiler way8 3nd I#3n80
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Thi8 comparability or 8imilarity wa8 brought into the open at the Semlasr

on Confidonoe-  and Security-Building  Moaruroc  hold by the Department for

Di~armamant Affair8 in tobruary of thir year at ViOMa.

Bow, lot m8 touah upon the quortion of oonvontionol  dirammmont  am 8uch.
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Last year in tbir Comnitter I rotated the ohviouo - that aonventional

dirarmament formed an integral  part  of the disarnmment proaoaa. Qonoral and

aomplete  disarmament halr  alway  inaludod !ts aonveational  ride on an equal

footing with nualear weaponr. Proapeats for nualear diaarmamont  are greatly

l nhenaed if the threats parod by aonventional  forcer are reduaed. wo QM

today bee that  this  interrelat ionship is  leading to graatiaal  rerulte. They

should produae  a pace dividend for those aouatrier  which are moat in noed.

In conalunioa, it can be said that at present conventional dirarmement is

taking place in terms  of equipment and personnel. Ia the future arm8 control

and diearmament will have to bts embodied within a broader concept of

reaurity. The drawing up of ruler for handling military power may become more

important than preoacupation  with the rioe and eguipment  of armed forces. The

total dimension of military activities will have to be taken into

consideration to make cooperative eecurity an indivisible inrtrument  of

peaae.

Mr. (Ireland): First, I wirh to congratulate the Chairman on

hia e lec t ion . I auppoee I should really be congratulating representativoo  on

their selection of a Chairman whose experience , wirdom  and perronal  gualities

are an amurance  that our work will be guided by a steady hand.

I alro wish to congratulate the other officer8 of the Committoo on their

election and to a8aure all our officers of the complete and wholehrarted

cooperation of my delegation.

The knbassador  of the Netherlands apoke earlier on behalf of the European

Community and its member States, including Ireland, and I lrhould  like to

associate myself with h?s remarks.

We can indeed approach our work ia this Committee in a more optimistic

frame of mind thir year than we have been able to do for rome time. The
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radical traxaform&tion of relations botwoon State6 whiah we have witnorsod in

recent years haa led to a new aenae of unity Md comnon  purpose in the United

Nations. We are aloner  now to a realisation of the apitit Md ambition which

inspired the foundera  of the United Nations than ever before in the hirtory  of

the Organioation. This ir refleotod not only in the inareaeod authority and

stature of the United Natiom, but in the autione @f many Member State@.

Today we CM look with satisfaation  on a number of meaeuroe  which aonetitute

significant progress toward8 dinarmament  Mb, equally importantly, provide a

sound basis for further advanaer  in that diroation.

Chief among these measures must be +e recent announcement8  by the

Ptesidentx of the United States and the Soviet Union of reductiona  in their

nuclear foraes  Md of other measurer and propocrala aimed at reducing the

threat posed by theme weaponr, If we owe a rgecial  debt of gratitude to

President Bush for initiating this procoos we owe an l gual debt to

President Gorbachev, who not only matched the United States proporal but

exceeded them in significant ways. Wa part icularly welaom the Soviet

proposal  of a 50 per aent reduatim in rtrategic aucloar forcor,  and we hope

that the United States will respond positively to thie offot. Coming aa they

do 80 boon after the conclusion of the Strategic Arms Deduction (ST&IT)

Treaty, which we also warmly welcome, there recant initiativor of fer  the

prospect not only of rubrtantial  reductionm  in nualoar  weapona,  but alro of a

gualitativoly  now approach to their devolopannt  and UIO by thr auolrar Powarr.

From a military point of view, wa amnot owrlook  the faat that both tA*

United States and the Soviet Union will oontinuo to po88oa11  euormou~  nuclear

arsenals far An excem of any aonceivable national rocurity reguiramentr.

Neither of them haa renounced the right or the intention to dovolop  now

eystema  in the future. Moreover, while both of them have made propoaale
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which, if agreed and implemented, would constitute significnnt  further

program, thilr will depend on the outcroma  of further di~ausaiona  and

negotiation6 between them.

Thor0 gualificationa, however, do not detract from our positive overall

evaluation of the United States and Soviet initiatives. The announcements by

the United States Md Soviet leaders reflect a new recognition of the enormity

of the threat which nuclear weapon6  pole, a threat which affects all nations,

both nualear Md non-nuclear. If there 18 am yet no sign that the nuclear

Powers are ready to renounce these weapona  completely, there is at least

encouraging evidenue  of a new detetrrrination  on their part to make safer the

aontrol over them.

In  thir perrpative , we support the moveb by the United State6 and the

Soviet Union to remove a great many of their nuclear weapon8 from active

rorviae and to improve their comMd and control procedurer to ensure  the

rafest possible  handling of these weapons. We would urge the other nuclear

Powerr to follow suit and to take appropriate measure0  to reamure the

international conununity that their nuclear arsenal8 are secure  from accidental

or deliberate interference. Needles8  to say, the dieposal  Md storage of any

nuclear weapons or delivery systems must be carried out in a manner which does

not pose MY risk t0 the 8aCUrity  or safety Of any COUUtty. This is a matter

which is of great interost  and concern to all nationo, including my own.

Two otbr point6  ariring out of the United States and Soviet initiatives

derarve  special mention, Pirlrt, aa a result of  the withdrawal of  al l  tact ical

nuclear weapon8  other than air-launched missiles , we can now contemplate for

the first time ever not only the elimination of all short-range missiles but,

even more ambitiouely, the complete elimination of all sub-strategic nuclear
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weapons. Theta are, of course, many further steps that would be required

before we could reach third stage, which might be regarded aa an intermediate

goal on the way to the ultimate objective of the complete elimination of all

nuclear weapons. In particular, it would require the cooperation of all the

nuclear Powers. Nevertheless, the benefits of such a move would be

considerable. The risk of accidental damage from mobile short-range systems

and the risk of a conventional war escalating into a nuclear one would be

considerably reduced.
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Even by the logis of those who favour the nualear  option, the elimination

of all sub-rtrategic nuclear weapons should not be M unacceptable step in the

light of the change8 in the international security rrituation which have taken

place in roaent  years. We therefore call on all the nuclear Powerrr to cease

the developat  of all sub-strategic nuclear weapon0  Md to enter into

negotiations to ban the terting of there  weapon6  for all time.

The aeaond  aspect of the United States Mb Soviet initiatives which

Ceaerves special mention la the announcement by President Gorbachev of a

unilateral OM-year moratorium on nuclear tooting Md hie call on the other

nuclear Powerr  to follow that path toward8 the earliest possible Mb complete

cessation of  nuclear test ing. We warmly welcome this announce&ant Mb hope

that it will be matched by the other nuclear Powers in the came spirit of

courage and imagination lo which it was offered. For our part, we remain

convinced that only a comprehenrive  bM on the testing of all nuclear weapons

will succeed in bringing ua to our ultimate goal: the complete elimination of

al l  nuclear weapona, which is a necerrary  condition for general and complete

disarmament. We continue to attach the higheat  priority to the early

conclusion  of a comprehensive tert-ban treaty. We eat'aestly  hope that the

Soviet initiative will help to improve the prospect6  for early progress in

thir araa.

In that cantext,  I would like to add a rpecial  word of welcome for the

amaa control and dirarmament plarr  announced by the Pre6idOnt of France on

3 June 1991. In addition to a number of importMt  proporalr  covering other

amao of arme aontrol and dirarmawnt,  Preridens  Hitterrand announced the

Pranae’a  decirion in principle to adhere to the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation  of Nuclear Weaponr (NPT). We warmly welcome that decision
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am we do the mubmequent  announcement by China of it6 intention almo to adhere

to the non-proliferation Treaty.

My country, which ham a long ammociation with the NPT, believes that that

Treaty conmtitutee the priacip&l  foundation on which our future effortrr  in the

field of nualear dimatmsment  mhould be barred. The adherence of France and

China will mean that all five permanent member6  of the Security Council and

all the declared nuclear Powers will have joined the NPT. We hope that those

two counttier will take the necessary mtepm to formalire their adherence  to

the Treaty at the earliemt possible date and that their actions will merve am

M eremple  to other State6 which have not yet done 60. A6 the NPT become6

more univermal,  we believe that ita effectivenemm  will be mtrengthened  and

that the dangers of nuclear proliferation, which regrettably mumt mtill be of

great concern to urn all , will be reduced Mb ultimately eliminated.

While the recent initiative6 by the nuclear Powers deserve our principal

attention by virtue of both their content and their topicality,  there have

been devela~ntm  in other area8 of the dimarmawn t field mince thir Commmittee

last -t which are also worthy of acknowledgement.

The Perumaent Reprementative  of the Netherlmndm  Paa already referred to

the very positive develomntm  in the field of chemical weapona, which have

done 60 much to improve the prompectm  for reaching qreement  on a convention

on the complete prohibition of much weapon8 in the courme  of the next year.

The importance of concluding much a convention cmnnot M overetated. We

warmly welcomm  the initiative of Premident Bush concoming the demtruction  of

United States mtockm of chemical waaponm , which har greatly facilitatad

progremm  on the negotiation of the corlvontion  in the Conference on

Di6arm6fnentt  we look forward with confidence to the outcome of thim work in

the next year.
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m uoleaw al80 the results of the recent Review Conference of the

biologiaal weapon8 Convention. We believe that the additional

confidence-building masure agreed and the emtmblishment of an ad hoc group

00 verification are UignificMt  adVMCe6  which will help to strengthen the

convootioo. At the mame time, I w bound to may that we would have preferred

it if more rubrtantive Iyaaurem  could have been agreed in order to improve the

l ffaetiVa8066 of the Conveution. However, we are aware of the technical

,aorplexitio6  involved aad we recognioe that further consideration will be

teguired to produce agreeneat  on mmamured  which will command consensus among

all the partlee to the Convention. We call on all partiem to the Convention

to join l atively in thim proco86 , Mb we urge those States which have not yet

l aceded to the Convention to do so a8 moon am pommible.

In the field of conventional-arm6  control, we welcome the progress which

ham boon mad0 in a numbat of aream. Although nuclear disarmament continues to

k the highert  priority for Ireland , we believe that conventional disarmament

is al60 of the groatemt importance and demervem our closest attention.

Ik welcome in particular the resolution of the problems which were

Imlding up the implementation of the Treaty on conventional forces in Europe.

We look forward  to the early ratification Md entry into force of that

Treaty. Wo are moaitoring  ~lo6ely  the follow-on negotiation6  in Vienna and we

hope that they will reach a satisfactory conclusion by the time of the

ConferMae  on SMurity snd CO-OpWatiOn in Europe (CSCB) follow-up meeting in

I Melminhi next year. We are also following the Open Skies Conference with

intor~mt  aud attention. We hope that the CSCB negotiations on confidence- and

l ecurity-building a6a6urem will al60 produce mubmtantial  remultm for the

aal~iaki  follow-up meting.
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We recognioe  ‘khat arma reduction6 pome particular problelrm  for CtOrtain

countriem. Those countriem which, for historical rea6on6,  have a heavy

relimnce on miPitary indumtriem  will have major difficultiam  converting them

to  pure ly  c iv i l  ac t i v i t i e s . This question will have to be approached with

understMding  Md imagination. In the long term, however, we believe that the

ultimate rewards of conversion will outweigh the immediate hardUhip6  involved.

The security s i tuation in Europe  i8 ChMging  rapidly.  Aa the

confrontation and muspicion  of the past give way to the cooperation and

solidarity of today, new ways of assuring security are required. We believe

that the CSCS offers a very suitable framework for developing a new

cooperative approach to security, covering the whole of Europe. That new

approach must involve, not just the traditional elensntm of arm6 reduction and

confidence-building, but an innovative array of cooperative mecurity  86668ure6

which strengthen the political inmtrumentm  available to the State6

participating in the CSCB  to prevent conflict6 Md mettle disputer through

exclusively peaceful means. The new CSCE structure6 Md in8titutionm are

still at M early stage of development end require further refinement and

improvement. Nevertheless, they have already demonmtrated  their worth Md

they offer a model which could be of value to other countriem and to other

regions of the world.

Begrettably, not all of the development6 in thim field in the last year

have been positive ones. The flagrant disregard by Iraq of the principlem of

the United Nations Charter and of the WiUhO6  of the international cornunity am

expressed in the remolutions  of the Security Council led to a tragic and

unnecemmary war. We deeply regret the 1066  of life which oaaurrod  butlug that

confiict  and the hardship that people continue to muffer am a remult of it.
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The outow of the Gulf War holds many lesmonm for urn all. First, it ham

r.~ffirmed  the dotatnrination  of the international  community to refuse to bow

to aggre6610n. While thirr new-found cohe6ivenes6  will help to avoid 6imilar

aonfliat6 of this nature in the future, it ham been achieved at a terrible

moat, which could 60 easily have been avoided if Iraq had chomea  the path of

&ialogue Md negotiation instead of extremism and isolation.

Secondly, the Gulf war ham demonstrated the dangers which excessive

build-up6 of arma pose both for regional lrtability and for world peace. There

16, Y believe, a new awaronemm of the need to address the i66ue of

ovorarnumont Md it  ia in thim COnteXt  that  Ireland strongly eupporta  the

draft ramolution  on the e6tablimhment  of a United Nation6 register of

conventional mrmm trsnmferu  that will be introduced in thim Committee during

the current 606610n. Thim meamure will not in itself prevent any State from

acquiring conventional weapona. However, by introducing an element of

tranrgaroncy into thim area, it will, we hope , encourage States to be more

aware of the need for remtraint ifi their arm6 procurement and to provide for

their legitimate mecurity  needs in & re6pon6ible  and modorate  ma?rrper.

Thirdly, and most  disturbing, the Gulf War h66 lqd to the umcovmring  of

l ocret nuclear, chemical Md biological weapon6 programme6 in Iraq. There can

no longer be MY doubt of this in the light of the evidence gathered by the

Unit6d Nation6 in6pCtiOn teams. We deplore in the strongest po66ible  terms

the tacit that Iraq ha6 engaged in theme programmes in breach of it6

comnitnmntr under the international agreements to which it 16 a party. The

revelation that Iraq, although mn adherent to the non-proliferation Trmaty,

warn actively pursuing the development of a n-aclear-weapons  programme is a

matter of deep concern to all, including my country, who have worked to make
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the non-proliferation Treaty the benahmark  by which the commitment of States

to uee nuclear energy for exalueively paaaeful purpose6 can be judged.

It is clear that the safeguards  system of IAEA needs to be etretngthened.

Togather with its European Community partners, Ireland made proposals to this

effect at ;be reaent general Conference of XAEA, and it hopes that they will

lead to early agreement on this iaaue. In the meantime, we call on Iraq fully

to respect and comply with the resolutions  of the Security Council and to

ceaao its obatruation  of tho effort8  of the United Nationr teemr charged with

carrying out the mandate given to them by the international community.

At the beginning of my etatement, I referred to the new aenae of purpose

in the United Nation@. My Goverxunent  believe8 that the world rtandrs  today on

the threshold of a naw ora in the field of nuclear diaarmament. While it may

be prematul’e  to conclude that the nuclear arma race is definitively over,

there are good grounds ncverthalesa  for believing that the unnecessarily

prolific accumulation of nuclear weapons may be a thing of the paat. Aa a

result of the recent initiativea of the nuclear Powera, we now have a historic

opportunity to accelerate the process of nuclear disarmament and to make

concrete and subrtantial prog-um toward8 the ultimate objrativo of general

and complete diearmament. It i8 our corrmon responsibility  in the United

Nations to sei+e the opportunities now offered and to play our part in

harnessing thi8 new mood of optimism by bringing it to bear on the great

global challenge6  we face in the field of diearmament.

There wil l  of  course  be maay diff icult ies  ahead. Translat ing poli t ical

wil l  into concrete action0 wil l  not  bo ea6y. In all our discusaiona  on
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diesrmmemt  awamreur we should foaus our attention on praatiaahle steps that

are realistia and erttaiaable. At the same time, we should not laak arabition

but rather apply ouraelvas with renewed urgency and vigour to the task at

band. Bar its part, Ireland will continue to use its beat endeavours to these


