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The meeting was called 10 order At 3,25 p.m.
AGEBNDA ITEMS 47 TO 65 (zentinued)

GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mc. VALENCIA (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 Committee's deliberations, as well as our
congratulations to the other officers. Ecuador is confideat that your
professional experience and outstanding abilities ensure a successful outcome
of this session.

I should also like to express my delegation’s gratitude to
Mr. Yasushi 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 his observation8 into account.

On behalf of the delegation of Ecuador, 1 take this opportunity to
express our sorrow at the death of that great citizem 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 recognises 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 stil1l 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 goveram human

relations, and which have been used to justify the accumulation of weapons and
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have subjected countries to great risks and dangerous burdens. In its most
extreme form the principle of self-defence as embodied in the doctrine of
nuclear deterrence has in past decades led to am unparalleled stockpiling of
weapons of mass destruction.

Now, as all the delegations that have participated in this debate so far
have noted, we are witnessing a new turn in international relations. The new
era is characterigzed 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 case, as we may call it, is clear proof that only when conflicts of
intersst 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. Thoue agreements, which led to the so-called confidence-building
measures , 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 control 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 internatiomal 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 vn
nuclear and conventional disarmament, were achieved outside the forums of the
United Nations. Any means of achieving effective international peace and
security is positive. 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 progress, 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
Mozambique, 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, lraq, was able to elude international controls and
commit breaches of the Treaty. 1In the light 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 effectiveness and make
therm universal.

More than one lesson about non-proliferation has been learned from the
Iragi case. Two in particular come to mind: the need to improve the Agency's
inspection systems and the urgent need to determine whether international
suppliersa., not caring about the consequences of their actions, or unaware of
them, may be providing the means to viclate provisions of the Treaty. We
believe there is an urgeat 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 weapons of mass destruction, Ecuador also regards as
positive the progress made in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons of the Conference on Disarmament 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 reiterate 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 LKeing made to strengthen
international non-proliferation regimes and regimes to control and ban weapons
of mass destruction.

In Latin America the Declaration of Iguazu, signed on 30 November last
year by Argentina and Brazil, will unquesticnably strengthen the effect of the
Treaty of Tlatelolco. The Mendoza Accord, signed on 5 September this year by
Argentina, Brazil and Chile, and since adhered to by Uruguay, is a most
important step towards declaring Latin America a zone free of weapons of mass

destruction. The signatories declared
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“Their full commitment not to develop, produce, acquire in any way,
stockpile or retain, transfer directly or indirectly, or use chemical or
biological weapons". (A/46/463, annex. para, 1)

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 commitment to remounce weapons Of mass
destruction and to respect present and future international agreemer:s on the
matter. Those efforts pursue the general objective of converting Latin
America into a zomne 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 session.

Weapons of mass destruction - nuclear, chemical and biological - and
their proliferation must have the highest priority in disarmament, because of
their destructive potential. 3ut 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 i n 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 wer e used. Many third-world countries are today
trying to cope with grave economic and social problems largely resulting from
major expenditures on arms. 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,
lastly, leading to significant reductions in arsewals,

It is not only the countries of the third world that can contribute to
attaining those objectives; the developed countries also have
responsibilities, 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 sensitive areas.

Most third-world countries invoke the principle of security and
self-defence to arm themselves. 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, will
probably take some time and will not be achieved until conflicts of interest
are resolved. Governments must acknowledge with realism the existence oOf
those conflicts and work to find definitive solutions by peaceful means, for
the sake of regional and international peace.

However, we cannot wait indefinitely, because the problems resulting from
the arms race are already clear. The United Nations has a major role to
play. That is why Beuador supports confidence-building measures that may be

drawn up mu)tilaterally.
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For example, the arms transfer register promoted in this body by a group
of Latin American countri es is a valuable measure based on the principles of
universality and voluntary compliance. It seems clear t 0 wus that a register
cannot be used merely to control the acquisition of conventional arms; it
should also be used to control the export of such weapons. Furthermore, it
should contain information on, inter alia, weapons of mass destruction and
means of warfare existing on military bases on foreign soil. We cannot
promote au arms 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. ERDENECHULUUN (Mongolia): The Mongolian delegation joins others
in extending to you, Sir, siancere congratulations on your election to the
chairmanship of the First Comuittee. We also congratulate the other members
of the Bureau.

Mongolia, like all ot her countries, mouras 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 war, hunger, the danger of foreign domination and the perils of
social and economic injustice. In other words, disarmament, development and
democracy are, in our view, intractably linked and destined to go hand in
hand. Recemt 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 is
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 i n. However, a note of caution sounded by the
Secretary-general in his report on the work of tha Organi sation, to the effect
that the opportunities now presented to us are aet 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. Im 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 trust amd@ under standi ng reached between these two
powerful nations, We hope ths. this f£irst action-reaction initiative will set
in motion a continuwous 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 amd/or destruction in one
or another area should not be counterbalanced in a qualitative or quantitative

sense in other areas of military effort.
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It goes without aayfng that the disarmament perspective should properly
be more widely regional and global. Bere | have in mind particularly such
issues as the non-yrolifaration of weapons of mass destruction amd their means
of delivery, amd conventional weapons trsnafera, which were brought into
particularly sharp focus for the international community by the Gulf crisis.

As t0o the non-prolifera*ion issue, we are faced with the dangerous
situation of tbe viability and relevance 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 saf eguarda, 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 PFrance to adhere to the Treaty. These commendable
developments will no doubt further emhance the prestige and eftectivemess 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 as possible in order to enaure its success.

Closely linked with the problem of strengthening the nuclear
non-proliferation regime is the question of a nuclear-test ban. An important
event in this respect was the Amendment Conference held in January this year.
The c¢onference acknowledged the couplex snd complicated nature of certain
aspects of a comprehensive teat-ban treaty, especially those with regard to
verification of compliance and possible sanctions against non-compliance, and
agreed to mandate the President of the Conference to conduct consultationa

with a view to achievimg progress on those issues and resuming the work of the
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Conferemce at an appropriate time. We believe that the situation is
propitioua fer moving ahead along thia road, amd in this conuection Mongoli a
highly commends the announced receat Soviet unilateral moratorium on
nuclear-weapon tests. We hope that other nuclear Powers will follow that
laudable example.

Turning to the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons, we are
heartened by the faat that all seem to agree on the possibility of finalising
the comveatlom as early as next year. There are a nunber of unresolved
issues, including verification, cost-aharing and the composition of the
executive council of the organisation for the prohibition of chemical weapons.
We hope that the momentum gained will be maintained and the outstanding issues
resolved as soon aspossi ble. Mongolia wishes to reiterate its intention to
be one of the first to sign that convention.

The Third Review Conference of States Parties to the Biological and Toxin
Weapons Convention clearly showed the heightened interest of the international
community in strengthening this important inatrumsnt, which represented the
first genuine measure of disarmament. Mongolia is in favour of establishing a
verification mechanism, and therefore supported the decision of the Conference
to estsblish aa Ad Hoc Group of Goveramental Experts to identify and examine
potential verification measures from a scientific and technical standpoint.
We welcome the declarations made by several States parties to withdraw their
reservations to the Gemeva Protocol of 1925. Mongolia made sueh a declaration
some time ago.

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

there is another question of utmost importance for the international community
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to tackle. This problem as it stands, also touching upon the aenaitive iaaue
of State sovereigmty, la how to reconcile the need to control the
international arms trade and the legitimate security interests of States. The
excessive accumulation amd transfer of conventional weapons poses a aerious

threat to regional peace and stability.
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lotwithstanding all the aonoeptual and practical difficultlea that this
problem may encounter, my delegation firmly supports the idea of introducing
transparency in international arms transfers amd@ promoting the concept of
reaaonabls sufficiency in conventional weapons through the establishment of a
United Nations reqiater of conventional arms transfers. In this respect my
delegation highly commends the comprehensive and thought-provoking report of
the group of experts on the study of ways and meams of promoting transparency
in international transfers of conventional arms, contained in document
A/46/301, which could serve as a good basis for further deliberation8 on this
issue.

We are of the view that the transfer of conventional weapons should be
monitored f£irst and foremost in respect of region8 most plagued with turmoil
and conflict. No efforts, in our view, should be spared in order to
facilitate regional arms coatrol endeavours. Here we have a valuable
experience of the European continent on ths reduction of conventional forces
and the ways and meamns to build trust and ensure transparency.

The emerging new era in international relation8 strengthens ua in our
belief that this last decade of the twentieth century will be marked by
tangible agreements in the field of disarmameat - and the world community
should spare no efforts towards that end.

M. PEIROVSKY (Union of Sovist Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian)s On behalf of the Soviet delegation, I ahould like, first of
all to coagratulate you, Sir, a representative of a friendly and neighbouring
country, on your elecviom to the high post of Chairman of the First Committee
at such an extremely importaant juncture in the multilateral discussions taking

place on daisarmament.
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Our work is taking place at a truly eruecial and one might even aay
hiatory-making time. The past year has been marked by developments of an
extraordinary nature in every respect. A Kkind of Rubicon has been crossed.
The seeds of a totally new climate in global politica, sown as the cold war
waa drawing to a aloae, are giving long-awaited sprouts. In practical terms,
the architecture of a new world order is taking shape on the basis of
universal recognitiom of the absolute value of the ideals of democracy snd
human right8 and on global cooperation and partaership as the uaiversal
atandard in inter-State relations. Various States are developing an
unprecedented degree of conaenaus in their views 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 "pax United
Nations".

This fully appliea to the issues of security and to its essential
component, disarmsmeot. The recent initiative of President Buah aand the
response to it from President Gorbachev are a most encouraging prelude to that
epoch-making phase in the arm8 control proceaa which humanity is about to
enter upon. The Soviet and Unmited States proposal8 constitute a major
breakthrough towards a nuclear-free and secure world. An end has come to
those decades when the infrastructure of fear and mistrust used to shape
international affairs. An effective course has been chartod towards making
new political thinking universal - towards achieviag 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 opportusities have opened up for revitalising effort8 to curtail the
arms race, both in traditional, already well-esplorsd areas and in new ones
which so far have not been coversd by the arms control proceaa.

For practical purposes, the Soviet Union amd the United States have
adopted similar basic positions on a wide range of issues related to
dismantling thsir military structures. Thia applies, first and foremost, to
the pivotal issues of nuclear disarmament: withdrawing from operational
stbtua and eliminating ground- and sea-launched tactical nuclear weapons,
further limitations and reductions of 8tratsqic arms 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 issues in the arms
control agenda. They have expressed similar view8 on the prospect6 for
further cuts in conventional armed forces.

Of course, it would be an exaggeratiom to claim that the United States
and the Soviet programmes of action in the field of disarmament are completely
identical. The statemeat by the Soviet President contains a number of
proposalé which, in our view, seek to follow up on the United States
initiativea.

But the meat important thing is that already hers and now it is clear
that today commom ground already achieved reveal8 am emerging patters of a new
phase in aisarmamemnt which can uaher in a fundamentally new strategy of
international amd national security, one that will meet the requirements of

the incipient new world order and the “pax United Nations".
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The significance of the Soviet and United States initiatives is all the
more apparent because they also Adramatically alter the tradition31 model of
arms 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 sometimes quite major omes, were taken J¥a the
past, intexr alia., by the Soviet Union. Rut these unilateral steps were mostly
sporadic in nature and as a rule were aot followed by commensurate measures in
response.

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
addreaainqg arms control issues which combines complementary negotiating
efforts with unilateral actions and also steps undertaken by States to

accommodate each other as am expression of goodwill snd mutual exsmple.
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Thus, the Soviet and United States initiativea are providing a unique
opportunity to modify the actual pattern of the arms race in fundamental
ways - indeed, to turn it into its own opposite; a diaarmsment race.

I should like to state here today that we stand ready to cooperate to
there ends with all intereated parties, both on a bilateral level with the
United States and in conjunction with all members of the internationul
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 wve
say “stability," we do not mean the preservation of the gtatus guc but,
rather, the creation of suitable and favorable conditions for the steady
progress of positive change. Confrontation and cold war must not give way to
chaos. The task is to replace the now-dismantled rigid atructurea of enforced
stability by a flexible, 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
capabilities; we actually intend to strengthen the system that keeps them
under control. | am empowered to state here today that the strategic nuclear
forces of our country are going to remain a single structure under strictly
centralised command 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 forces.
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The fundamental changes in national approaches to the goals of
disarmament are inextricably linked with their profoundly changed
relationships in the sphere of security. There is a growing trend towards
replacing unilateral mathods based on military force by structures that rely
on cooperative security. Ia today's interdependent world the concept of
indivisible security is taking ema a new, practical connotation that expresses
the unity and integrity of securitg's national and international dimensions.
Their increasing organic interdependence is emerging as a aatural tread that
is transforming wide-ranqing multilateral interaction into a key factor for
the formulation and implementation of a qualitatively new strategy to ensure
peace and stability.

All of this 1s opening up as never before prospects for the United
Nations aa the leading multilateral center of world policy coordination; it is
opening wp 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 Organization‘s work could be concentrated at the least on two
major areas. The first is the need to lay dowa clear international legal
ground rules for the use of military force. Given the continuing arms race,
it 48 important to make collective efforts to change the very function of the
military-power factor. The objective here is to minimize its destabilizing
effect and to rule out the use of military force for any purpose8 other than
t he mai ntenance of international peace and security im strict, literal
conformty and compliance with the provisions of the Uamited Nations Charter.

All of the recent development8 in tbz field of disarmament have vividly
demonstrated the important role of confideace-building and openness ia what
used to be the most secretive of all spheres, namely, military affairs. We

hope that in this area too a decisive breakthrough will be possible in the
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very near future. reaching agreememt on a new area of disarmament, an open
skies regime that will know no forbidden somes or closed areas whatsoever. |
believe comditioms are pow ripe for making such a breakthrough.

The other, no-doubt-squally important area is the implementation of
digarmament objectives and the need to make evexy effort to promote ongoing
trends in their multilateral dimension.

In this connection we see a pressing need to begin work today on
formulating tbe concept of multilateral disarmament and to set up a priority
list of disarmament questions facing the international community.

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
making disarmament a global process and fill i€ with material cont ent .

Here, We see a high priority - and, in fact, a fundamemtal task and
objective = in the search for coordinated ways to adapt United Nations
disarmament machinery to the new realities of the disarmament process.

An even closer linkage between disarmament and security iesues might be
one concrete form of such adaptation. Addressing these issues from a single
and consistent standpoint is a long-etauding imperative that may help the
mechanisms of diearmamsnt realise their as-yet untapped potential.

&other way in which the United Ratioms disarmament mechanisms can adapt
to new realities is by focusing on issues that are explicitly multilateral in
character and that can be appropriately solved only in a multilateral and
nrollective context.

As part of this approach to formulating the concept of multilateral

disarmament, 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 Sovi et Unmion and the United States, which reflect a clear-out tendency f or
both countries to put their national security policies on a defensive
footing. Such transformations are also important because they can provide an
indispensable material base for an international legal f£remework designed to
control the military power factor and provide what may be called military and

technical quarantees against potential acts of aggression.
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Our basic policy in that regard was spelled out in considerable detail in
a letter by our Poreiga Minister to the Secretary-General. We see a
transition to defensive military doctrines as a vital element ia maintaining
strategic etabiiity. The military poature of the new Union must therefore be
united and rest on a coalition and a synthesis of the basic elements of the
national security comcepts of the States that will form the Union. 3ts
underlying political principle should be the renunciation of war as a means of
resolving international disputes aad controversies.

Today’s realities, however, make it premature to assume that the risk of
war has been truly eliminated. In our view, combiming phase-by-phase
reductions in national armed forces and a transition to defensive postures
with a parallel consolidation of military capabilities, under 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 begimming of a multilateral dialogue on defence concepts
in the United Nations. We feel that joist 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
variants for building defemce. The United Natioms study now being pureued by
governmental experts will, we hope, make a tangible econatribution to dealing
with the entire range of practical iesues involved.

Nuclear disarmament issues should, of course, remain the focus of keen
international attention. Indeed, the Sovi et and United States proposals are
DOW creating a most favourable climate in that area. The fsvaet Unionm is

convinced that in the United Nations, too, there is a need for nuclear
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disarmament discussions to proceed om the basis of realistiec approaches
reflecting the new dynamic of auclear arms outs essentially aimed at achieving
levels of minimal deterrence.

The new fromtiers of interaction and understamding in the field of
nuclear disarmament offer an opportunity for nuclear Powers to start
substantive comsultations and in-depth Adiscussions of the meaning of minimal
deterrence, its fundamental principles and its role as a stabilising factor in
the reduction of nuclear armaments.

It appears that the time has come for other nuclear Powers which have
traditionally remained outside nuclear disarmament to enter the process. In
this context, moat serious consideration rhould be given to the proposal by
President Prangois Mitterrand of France that as soon as possible 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 disarmameant, extremely favourable
conditions 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 awareness of
international public opinion of this issue have brought us considerably closer
to the goal of achieving once and for all a comprehensive nuclear-test ban.

A greater contribution to that end might be ®  zpected from the United
Natioms, to0. The Organisation rhould be able to engage its vast intellectual
resources in a comprehensive study of nuclear-tort-ban issuer, with particular

emphasis on the availability and potential efticiemcy of alternative ways and
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procedures for verifyimg the reliability, safety and other technical
parameter8 of auclear weapons.

The Soviet Union call8 for the iaaue of fissionable materials to be
included in the negotiating process without further delay. We have made known
our preparedness to agree Wwith the United States on verifiable non-production
of all fissionable materials for weapons purpoaea. Another idea which remains
as relevaat as 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. As a first step in that
direction, an exchange of views on the subject could be started at this
session.

The establishment of sueh a verification mechanism might greatly
facilitate progreaa in the important area of preventing the military use of
fissionable materials released as a result of nuclear-arms cuts. Now that a
proceaa of genuine disarmament has begun, this aspect is coming to the fore.
Its relevance will only increase with the passege of time, Therefore, we must
get down to negotiating specific agreements to that effect without further
delay.

The non-proliferation issues are undoubtedly crucial $a terms of
strengthening global sesurity and stability. Under the present circumstances
non-proliferation becomes a universal issue applicable to all types of weapons
of mass deatruation, their delivery ayatema and international supplies of
conventional arms. In the context of the latest Soviet and United States
nurlear disarrament initiatives, which offer an opportunity to reduce nuclear
weapons t0 minimal deterrence, a new dimension is being added to the
non-proliferation issues, which have become a crucial element of further

far-reaching cut8 in nuclear arsenals.
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We see the main task of nuelear non-proliferation effort8 to be to
globalige the work to streagthem the non-proliferation regime, to make the
1968 Treaty an instrument of unlimited duration and to have that status
formalired at the 1995 Review Conference.

We welcome 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, adherence to the Treaty by soveral
States in southern Africa and the Guadalajara agreements between Brasil and
Argentina are all major practical steps which bring the world community closer
to the goal of universality and further comsolidation of existing
non-proliferation structurea. The General Assembly aould appeal to all States
that have not yet adhered to the 1968 Treaty to become paxties to it before

1995 and could call for strengtheaing the Treaty compliance regime.
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There ha8 long bean a need to aome to terms with the aonaluaion of
effective international agreement8 designed to provide security assurances to
State8 that do mot possess nuclear weapons. Wo hope that our appeal for the
nuclear Powers to come forward with a joint dealaration on the non-first uae
of nuclear weapons will meet with a positive response in the United Nations
and will be seen a8 a atop towards resolving the entire range of issues
related to negative assurances.

Preventing the spread of combat miaailea and missile technology is a top
priority task on the non-proliferation agenda. We must say frankly that the
existing international mechanisms for this purpose, however useful they may
he, fall short 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 same time taking into account the need for international
cooperation in the peaceful uaea of advanced technologies* One promiaing idea
would be to ret up an international mechanism aimilar to the IAEA that would
deal with missile and space exploratiom issuer by providing safeguards against
the proliferation of combat miaailea and promoting cooperation among States in
the peaceful uaea of outer apace,

The multidimensional nature of the non-proliferation problem makes it
imperative for us to concentrate om its regional aspect, and specifically to
intensify dialogue conceraning the establishment Of nuclear-fr.e zones, In the
aftermath of Soviet and United States initiativea, additional opportunities
are emerging for a breakthrough in this area end for the actual establishment
of such sones in various regions of the world. This could apply in particular
to the Middle Bast, Northeran BEurope, the Korcan peminsula, and other areas as
well. Multilateral effort8 hece could be focused both on facilitating

practical care-by-care solutions and on producing what could be described as a
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nuclear-free-sone integrated model defining the most nearly univoraal
parameters applicable wherover such aones might be set up.

Solid barriers must be raised against the agreed of bacteriological and
chemical weapons. The outcome Of the recent Review Conference of the
Convention on the Prohibition and Elimination of Bacteriological \Weapons,
expressed in it8 far-reaching and carefully balanced deciaiona = primarily
those on verification, openness and coufidence building - has eatabliahed
clear guidelines for joint practical action to stremgthem the ban on
baateriologioal weapoms. \With regard to chemical weapons, we welcome the
marked progress in negotiating the provisiona of a convention on the
prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons, and believe that a realistic
opportunity la now at hand to finalise the Aratt coaveatiom before the end of
1992. The General Assembly might well wish to call on the Conference on
Disarmament to complete the drafting of tho conventiom as aoon as possible.
This is also one of the highest priority issues on the multilateral agenda.

The growth of regional teasions and the outbursts of ethnic strife that
have lately takem on particularly violent forms in various part8 of the globe
are an alarming siga of the risks inherent in the uanres:rained arms trade.
Hardly anyome today will guestion the fact that thia major problem of global
security and stabllity ha8 outgrown the coanfines of any country’8 national
agenda and can be dealt with solely at the level of putpoaeful multilateral
actions. Obviously the lion's share of responsibility in thia regard teats
with the major arms exportera, which all permanent members of the Security
Council are known to be.

It was therefore (uite logiaal for the five to take the lead in atarting
& dialogue on the subject. It is to be hoped that the meaaurea elaborated in

the process will become an important contribution to the formulation of the
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main principle8 that will govern arms auppliea and provide a baaia for
agreement on universally acceptable morms of international behaviour in this
regard.

The recent meetings in Paris amd London, of course, were just the
beginning of the road. It is now eaaential to avoid complacency and to move
persistently ahead. The present task la to implement the ideas aet forth with
a view to increasing transparency in the arms trade. Hence the need to carry
the dialogue forward, expand its subject-matter and broaden participation in
it by inviting the major arms exporters and recipients from various parts 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 see the General Assembly adopt recommendations in favour of an
acroaa-the-board multilateral dialogue on limiting arms tranafera, with
special emphasis on regional aspects.

I wiah to address specifically the propoaal for setting up a United
Nation8 register of arms sales and tranafera. Thia topic appears at present
to be a8 relevant as any in terms of Dboth it8 political implications and the
amount of practical work already accomplished in thia regard. As a reault of
efforts by nany natioms, including the five permanent members of the Security
Council, the members of the European Community, Japan, Sweden, Colombia and
others. an impressive potential ha8 been accumulated for the aubatantive wor k
now being undertakem on thia subject. The comeclusions and recommendations
spelled out in the relevamt report by a group of governmental experts can be
confidently described a8 useful.

All this lays a strong foundation for further progress. \We reiterate the

Soviet Union's readiness to participate vigoroualy in defining specific
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parametera for the register, which, in our view, ahould be established on a
universal and non-discriminatory baaia.

We view the register in the context of further potential efforts to
conclude, under the auspices of the United Natioms, a convention on the
limitation of intermational aalea and transfers of conventional armaments and
the monitoring thereof. given the exceptional importance of this instrument
and the curreant favourable opportunities for implementing it, we feel that it
would be desirable to have the register approved at the forty-sevenatl. session
of the general Assembly.

By virtue of their global scope, the Soviet amd United States disarmament
initiativea appear to have significantly broadened the horioona of regional
disarmament, offering a realistic chance for accelerated progress in many of
its key areas. Preseant-day perception8 of disarmament in its regional aspects
underscore the requirement to proceed with due regard for the overall
political environment in relations among State8 in any given region, primarily
the leading Powers therein. The United Natioms, in our view, could play aa
important role in finding am adequate balance of national iaterests, while
giving priority attention to areas affected by atrong regional rivalries that
threaten to erode global stability.

Today's realities make it clear that regional disarmament measures must
be organically incorporated into the evolwing United Nations system of
preventive diplomacy as a factor which, apart from streangthening stability,

CM also significantly reduce tensions in specific regions.
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Although regional disarmament ha8 increasingly become a global task
affecting the interests of the entire world community, it would appear that
initiative8 in this area should come first and foremost from States themselves
at a regional level. And it la encouraging to see that receatly States in
various regioas of the world have come forward with a number of aerioua
initiative8 whieh provide a clear indication of their willingness to work
jointly on searchiang for optimal formula6 for maintaining regional security
and which, in and of themselves, promote the globalisation of the disarmament
process.

We also see a historical imperative in the fact that issues such as the
impact of scieace and techmology on international security, coaversion of
military industries and the economic and social implications of disarmament
are becoming am integral part of the emerging multilateral disarmament
agenda. Their increasing role atrongly auggeata that disarmament today is not
perceived by the world community in purely military and technical terms, but
la also aecon as a much more complex concept comprisimg military aad political
elements along with a wide range of seeial and economia factors which affect
the vital development interests of cach and every nation.

This is also what makes adequate solnticms especially difficult to find.
Bvery effort to that end ahould, on the one hand, be clearly geared to
strengthening global security and, on the other, should not create obataclea
to national development amd international economic, scientific and
technological cooperation.

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

traditionally been a semsitive irauo for many countries = that is, the
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supply of multi-purpose modern technology. Any arrangements in thia respect
must ultimately be baaed on such a degree of understanding between auppliers
end recipients as would make it poaaible to draw a clear boundary between
military application8 and ecivilian uaea.

In our efforts to limit the uae of scientific and technological advances
for military purposes we must bear in mind that the rapid development of
modern industries and highly aophiaticated technologies not only poaea a
potential threat of a new qualitative arms race, but also contains a vast
positive potential for upgrading the logiatica of the disarmament proceaa.
And today this is a wverr serious practical taak. In particular, excellent
poaaibilitiea are emerging for improving the performance of existing
verification method8 amd procedure8 amd for enhancing their reliability and
effectiveneaa.

Thia may also facilitate the aolution of many problems related to
conversion of military production in particular amd concerning the development
of environmentally clean methods for destroyimg military hardware with a view
to minimalising poaaible adverse effects om the environment amd 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 use of converted technologies and know-how a8 well a8 labour and
economic resources released as a result of coaversion. Quite a few
interesting ideas and proposals to that effect can be found in the Report of
the Secretary-General on the way8 and means for converting defence industries

to environmentally cleam production.
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As to our general approaches to the iaauea of conversiom, these were
recently set forth in a letter from the Foreign Minister of the USSR to the
Secretary-General. \We would favour taking advantage of the evemts sponsored
by the World Disarmament Campaign amd other United Nations programmes which
have been ao aucoeaafully carried out under the talented leadership of
Mr. Akashi a8 well as by the United Nation8 Institute for Disarmament
Research, in order to find ways to establish practical cooperation in
coordi nati ng the exchange of information amd national experience in the field
of cuaversion.

The wide range of multilateral disarmament challenges will, of course,
require that disarmament machinery run amoothly end effectively. Today their
rationalisation is becoming a political imperative applying to all structures
which have awy relation to disarmament, They must encompaaa all structure0
which to any d@egree deal with the disarmament problem. We believe that it is
high time now to reconsider seriously the long-established view of
rationalisgation a8 a matter of secondary, aubordinate importamce which is
relegated to the background; behind more significant ao-called substantive
i aauea of disarmament. Today, it is apparent to everyone that, in regard to
the queation of rationalisation and enhancenent of the effectiveness of the
functioning of aisarmament machinery, the United Nation8 | a acquiring
high-priority significance since it la the aolutiona to these queationa which
will to a great extent determine the future of the Organisatiom itself as a
multilateral forum capable of constructively complementing disarmament efforts
at the bilateral and unilateral levels.

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

the Organisation's outatanding leader, Mr. Javier Peres de Cuellar, as a great
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turning-point in history. History la being made literally before our eyes and
each year brings with It a rapid auaceaaion of new events which keep changing
the face of the planet end adding ever-new aspects and shades to the picture
and eharaater of today’s world development. What only yesterday uaed to atir
the minds of politicliams, acholara amd 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 transamational dimenaiona which are already diverting
huge material and intellectual resources and which cannot be dealt with
unilaterally even by the world‘'s 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 regions, but also,
in the final analysis, to the future of our entire civilisation, cm hsrdly be
solved ao long as State-to-State relations remain militarised to sueh a groat
extent and ao long as States continue to preserve their massive nuclear
overkill capabilities. If things are to change, the arms control proceaa must
be intensified; it must be globalized in order to cover all spheres of
military activity. Disarmameat today is more than just one other effective
way to strengthen security: it is also the primary source of energy and vaat
resource8 for the world community which ahould be released and redirected to

serve the noble objectives of social and economic development.
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“Time," Wrote the outstanding tweatieth-cemtury philosopher
Martin Heidegger A “"inevitably makes people do what they would prefer to put
off for ever.* Today, the world has a truly unique opportunity to rid itaelf
of its huge burden of armaments, and we must not let that opportunity slip
away. A peaceful and secure life for succeeding gemeratioms is within our
reach and cam be made a reality through painstaking and persistent cfforts by
all the States Mamber+ of the United Mationa t0 ensure stable development. \\Ve
are now facing the challenge of time, and it is our profound belief that the
United Natioms will meet 1it,

¥ro KORPPLER (Agstvrin)k: vast panoramic view of the
future of dicarmameant and arms control just afforded us by First Deputy
Minister Vladimir Petrovaky, my delogatioa must neceaaarily speak with less
ambition.

Today, we should like to make a few commemts on the agenda item
concerning conventional 2isarmament. During the part two weeks, the
highest-ranking military representatives of the States members of the
Conference on Security amd Cooperation in Burope (CSCE) assembled to exchange
view8 on the military doctrimer of their countries. That meeting, the second
3f its kind, was a demoamstratiom of the European tread towards more
defence-oriented force rtructurer amd doctrines and towards smaller, although
more mobile and flexible, convention81 forces.

| mention this not only because both of those meetings were held in
Vienna but also kcauae they prove that the bipolar political and security
order in Europe is about 40 @ ntor the anuals of history.

The first part of my statement will therefore be concerned with European
security rtructurer, and in the secomd part | will touch upon conventional

disarmament p«K _fe.
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The emerging hew security structure in Burope will have variour focal
points and iastitutions with diverse membership.M |itary alliances,
® conodu, politicaland security communities, regional and bilateral
agreements, a8 well a8 nmeutrality and non-aligmnment, wil| al| have to be
integrated i Nt 0 adifferentiasted sacurity © avirozmnt.

The CSCEserves as the comprehensive framework for such am ® avironnoat.
Tho threat oOf surprise attacks and Of large-scale offensive action seems tO be
ended, and these day8 we are witnessing necw dangers of local and regi onal
arnmed comflict for which traditional srms control agreements were not
designed. Future security risks Wi || increasingly develop out of regi onal
crises. Irternal tensions within States are bound to aggravat e relations
betweea States. This tyre of conflict must be seen in the wider coantext of
economic, social, ® nvironawntal andethnic disparities withi n relatively amall
arean. The ability of any State to handle these interdependeat growth and
security problems i ndividually is declining; the need for cooperative efforts
and structures is increasing.®

The basis of those structures was | ai d down i n the Charter for a New
Europe a year ago in Paris. CSCB member States undertake therein tO respect
hunman rights, democracy and the rule of law. They have underlined tho
indivisibility of Buropean security. They have a ssumedthe responsibilityto
address security matters collectively and, to this end, TO render the
political dialogue more ® ffocrtiv8.

Dialogue and assistance,inpracticalterms,vi!| ® ¢HéTCOO[A helpto

construct a ful |y united Burope. The deep ® CCaosli O andsocial crisesinthe

e Mr. Ordones (Philippines), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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Central and last Buropean countries, theirtransitiontoamarket® [I[IE[JO[R = the
necessity of a new security status and re-awakened nationaliam might well be
the MOStT urgeant problems of the new Burope, problems with which other regions
of the world aro equally confronted.

To ® nhanao security, the three CSCB institutions - the Secretariat, the
Office for Free Eleactions and the Conrlict Prevention Centre (CPC) - will have
to be fully used and further developed in the light of the @® =xperiences gained.

Here, I might ray a few words with regard to the Conflict Prevention
Centre which ham been set up in Vienna. That Ceatre has to assist the Council
of Ministers t0 reduce the risk of conflicts. In order for it to fulfil that
task, it8 specific functions will have TO cover military a8 well a8
non-military aspects of security. Above all, the Ceatre should be enabled to
react quickly in crisis situation..

Its Consultuntive Committee should develop into a forum for a continuing
and regular dialogue on all security-related iassues. In addition to the
provisions regarding wausual military activities, ® ho Coasultative Committee
should also conveme on an ad hoc basis in situations of a non-military nature
that bhave a bearing on security. Speclfic lmstrusents - such as fact-finding
procedures or liaison missions - should ® nablo the Conflict Prevention Centre
to comtribute t0 risk reduction and conflict prevention.

I have spokea about this recent ® xporionco in Europe, not out of
Burocentricity - at least, | hope not; I have don8 so because the genesis of
conflict seems to have comparable root3 everywhere, aud it8 prevention

requires similar way8 and means.
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This conparability or similarity was brought into the open at the Seminar
on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures hold by the Department for
Disarmament Affair8 in February of this year at Vieana.

Now, | ot me t ouah upon the question of conventional disarmament as Such.
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Last year in this Committee | stated the ohvious - that coanventional
disarmament formed an integral part of the disarmament process. General and
complete disarmament has always included }ts conveantional side on an equal
footing with nualear weapons. Prospects for nualear disarmamemt are greatly
® nhenaed if the threats posed by coaventional forcer are reduced. We can
today see that this interrelationship is leading to practical results. They
should produce a peace dividend for those countries which are most in need.

In conalunioa, it can be said that at present conventional disarmement is
taking place in terms of equipmeat and personnel. 1Ia the future arms control
and daisarmament will have to be embodied within a broader concept of
security. The drawing up of ruler for handling military power may become more
important than preoccupation with the size and equipment of armed forces. The
total dimension of military activities will have to be taken into
consideration to make cooperative security an indivisible instrument of
peace.

Mr. HAXES (lreland): First, | wirh to congratulate the Chairman on
his election. | suppose | should really be congratulating represeantatives on
their selection of a Chairman whose experience, wisdom and persomnal qualities
are an assurance that our work will be guided by a steady hand.

| also wish to congratulate the other officers of the Committee on their
election and to assure all our officers of the complete and wholehearted
cooperation of my delegation.

The Ambassador of the Netherlands spoke carlier on behalf of the European
Community and its member States, including Ireland, and | should like to
associate myself with his remarks.

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

freme of mind thir year than we have been able to do for some time. The
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radical cxansformation of relations between States Whiah we have witnessed in
recent years has led to a new semse of unity and common purpose in the United
Nations. We are closer now to a realisation of the spirit amd ambition which
inspired the founders of the United Nations thaan ever before in the history of
the Organization. This is reflected not only in the increased authority and
stature of the United Natioms, but in the actions ~£ many Member States.
Today we cv look with satisfaction on a number of measures which constitute
significant progress toward8 disarmament and, equally importantly, provide a
sound basis for further advances in that direction.

Chief among these measures must be the recent announcements by the
Presidents of the United States amd the Soviet Union of reductioms in their
nuclear forces and of other measures and proposals aimed at reducing the
threat posed by these weapons. If we owe a special debt of gratitude to
President Bush for initiating this process, we owe an ® gual debt to
President Gorbachev, who not emly matched the United States proposals but
exceeded them in significant ways. We particularly welcome the Soviet
proposal of a 50 per aent reductien in strategic nuclear forces, and we hope
that the United States will respond positively to this offer. Coming as they
do so boon after the conclusion of the Strategic Arms Deduction (START)
Treaty, which we also warmly welcome, these receat initiatives offer the
prospect not only of substantial reductions in nuclear weaspons, but also of a
qualitatively now approach to their development and use by the nuclear Powers.

From a military point of view, we canmnot overlook the faat that both thse
United States and the Soviet Union will continue t0 possess enormous nuclear
arsenals far an excess of any comceivable national security requirements.
Neither of them has renounced the right or the intention to develop now

systems in the future. Moreover, while both of them have made proposals
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which, if agreed and implemented, would constitute significant further
progresa, this will depend on the outcome of further discussions and
negotiation6 between them.

These qualifications, however, do not detract from our positive overall
evaluation of the United States and Soviet initiatives. The announcements by
the United States amd Soviet leaders reflect a new recognition of the enormity
of the threat which nuclear weapons pose, a threat which affects all nations,
both nuclear and non-nuclear. If there is as yet no sigm that the nuclear
Powers are ready to renounce these weapons completely, there is at least
encouraging evidence of a new determination on their part to make safer the
aontrol over them.

In this perspective, we support the moves by the United State6 and the
Soviet Union to remove a great many of their nuclear weapons from active
service and to improve their command and control procedures to eamsure the
safest posaible handling of these weapons. We would urge the other nuclear
Powers to follow suit and to take appropriate measures t0 reassure the
international community that their nuclear arsenal8 are secure from accidental
or deliberate interference. Needless to say, the disposal amd storage of any
nuclear weapons or delivery systems must be carried out in a manner which does
not pose amy risk to the security or safety Of any coumtry. This is a matter
which is of great interest and concern to all natioms, including my own.

Two otker points arising out of the United States and Soviet initiatives
deserve special mention, Pirst, as a result of the withdrawal of all tactical
nuclear weapoms 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 ambitiously, the complete elimination of all sub-strategic nuclear
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weapons. Thers are, of course, many further steps that would be required
before we could reach this stage, which might be regarded as 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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EBven by the logis of those who favour the auelear option, the elimination
of all sub-strategic nuclear weapons should not be am unacceptable step in the
light of the changes in the international security situation which have taken
place in receat years. We therefore call on all the nuclear Powera to cease
the development Of all sub-strategic nuclear weapons amd@ to enter into
negotiations to ban the testing of those weapons for all time.

The second aspect Of the United States amd Soviet initiatives which
Ceserves special mention is the announcement by President Gorbachev of a
unilateral one-year moratorium on nuclear testing and his call on the other
nuclear Powers to follow that path towards the earliest possible and complete
cessation of nuclear testing. We warmly welcome this announce&ant amd hope
that it will be matched by the other nuclear Powers in the same spirit of
courage and imagination 4a which it was offered. For our part, we remain
convinced that only a comprehensive ban on the testing of all nuclear weapons
will succeed in bringing uws to our ultimate goal: the complete elimination of
all nuclear weapoms, which is a necessary condition for general and complete
disarmament. We continue to attach the highest priority to the early
conclusion Oof a comprehensive tert-ban treaty. We earnestly hope that the
Soviet initiative will help to improve the prospects for early progress ia
this area.

In that context, | would like to add a special word of welcome for the
arms control and disarmament plan announced by the Presidemt of France on
3 June 1991. In addition to a number »f important proposals covering other
arecas of arms aontrol and disarmameant, Presidenc Mitterrand announced the
FPrance's decision in principle to adhere to the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation Of Buclear Weapons (NPT). We warmly welcome that decision
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am we do the subsequeamt announcement by China of its intention almo to adhere
to the non-proliferation Treaty.

My country, which ham a long association with the NPT, believes that that
Treaty comstitutes the primecipul foundation on which our future efforts in the
field of nualear aisarmameat mhould be barred. The adherence of France and
China will mean that all five permanent members of the Security Council and
all the declared nuclear Powers will have joined the NPT. We hope that those
t wo counttier will take the necessary steps to formalire their adhersace to
the Treaty at the earliest possible date and that their actions will sexve am
an example to other State6 which have not yet done so. As the NPT become6
more universal, we believe that its effectiveness will be streangthemed and
that the dangers of nuclear proliferation, which regrettably must mtill be of
great concern to ws all, will be reduced ama 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 developments ia other areas of the disarmament field mince this Committee
last met which are also worthy of acknowledgement.

The Permanent Representative of the Netherlands has already referred to
the very positive developmeats in the field of chemical weapoas, which have
done 60 much to improve the prospects for reaching sgreemeat on a convention
on the complete prohibition of much weapon8 in the course of the next year.
The importance of concluding much a convention cannot we overstated. \\/e
warmly welecome the initiative of Presideat Bush concoming the destructiom of
United States mtockm of chemical weapoas, which has greatly facilitated
progress on the negotiation of the conveatiom in the Conference on
Disarmament; we look forward with confidence to the outcome of this work im

tne next year.
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We welcome al80 the results of the recent Review Conference of the
blological weapon8 Convention. We believe that the additional
confidence-building wmeasures agreed and the establishment of an ad hoc group
on verification are siganificant advances which will help to strengthen the
Convention. At the same time, I am bound to may that we would have preferred
it if more substantive measures could have been agreed in order to improve the
® ffaetivVa8066 of the Conveation. However, we are aware of the technical
complexities i nvol ved and we recognize that further consider: tion will be
required to produce agreement Oon measures which will command consensus among
all the parties to the Convention. We call on all parties to the Convention
to join ® atively i n this process, and we urge those States which have not yet
® aceded to the Convention to do so as moon am possible.

In the field of comventiomal-arms control, we welcome the progress which
has bOoONn made in a number of areas. Although nuclear disarmament continues to
be the highest priority for Irelamd, we believe that conventional disarmament
is also of the greatest | nportance and deserves our closest attention.

We welcome in particular the resolution of the problems which were
holding up the implementation of the Treaty on conventional forces in Europe.
We look gorward to the early ratification and entry into force of that
Treaty. We are momitoring closely the follow-on megotiatioms in Vienna and we
hope that they will reach a satisfactory conclusion by the time of the
Conference On Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCB) follow-up meeting in
Belsinki next ycar. We are also following the Open Skies Conference with
interest and attention. We hope that the CSCB negotiations on confidence- and
L ecurity-building measures will also produce substantial results for the

Helsinki follow-up meeting.
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We recognize that arms reduction6 pose particular problems for certain
countriem. Those countriem which, for historical reasons, have a heavy
reliance On military industries will have major difficulties converting them
to purely civil activities. This question will have to be approached w th
understanding and imagination. In the long term, however, we believe that the
ultimate rewards of conversion will outweigh the immediate hardships i nvol ved.

The security situation in Burope is changing rapidly. As the
confrontation and suspicion 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 elemeats of arms reduction and
confidence-building, but an innovative array of cooperative security measures
which streagthen the political instruments available to the State6
participating in the CSCE to prevent conflict6 amd mettle disputer through
exclusively peaceful means. The new CSCE structure6 and institutions are
still at an early stage of development and require further refinement and
improvement. Nevertheless, they have already demonstrated their worth and
they offer a model which could be of value to other countriem and to other
regions of the world.

Regrettably, not all of the development6 in this field in the last year
have been positive ones. The flagrant disregard by Irag of the principles of
the United Nations Charter and of the wishes of the international commuaity am
expressed in the resolutions of the Security Council led to a tragic and
unnecessary War. \We deeply regret the loss of life which occurred durimg that

confiict and the hardship that people continue to suffer am a result of it.
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The outcome of the Gulf War holds many lessons for ws all. First, it ham
r .affirmed the detarmination of t he intermational conmunity to refuse o bow
to aggression. \WVhile this new-found cohesivaness will help to avoid similar
aonfliaté of this nature in the future, it ham been achieved at a terrible
moat, which could 60 easily have beea avoided if Iraq had chesem the path of
daialogue and negotiation instead of extremism and isolation.

Secondly, the Gulf war ham demonstrated the dangers which excessive
build-up6 of arms pose both for regional stability and for world peace. There
is, 1 Dbelieve, a new awareness of the need to address the issue of
overarmament and it is in this context that Ireland strongly supports the
draft resolution ON the establishment of a United Nation6 register of
conventional erms transfers that will be introduced in this Committee during
the current session. This measure will not in itself prevent any State from
acquiring conventional weapoms. However, by introducing an element of
transparency into this area, it will, we hope, encourage States to be more
aware of the need for restraiat ir. tueir arm6 procurement and to provide for
their | egitimate security needs in e responsible and moderate maaner.

Thirdly, and most disturbing, the Gulf War has led to the uncovering of
e [OmMONM ¢ nuclear, chemical and biological weapon6 programme6 in Irag. There can
no longer be any doubt of this in the light of the evidence gathered by the
United Nati on6 inspection tcams. W& depl ore in the strongest possible terms
the gaet that |raqg haé engaged in theme programmes i N breach of its
commitments under the international agreements to which it 4s a party. The
revelation t hat Iraqg, although am adherent to the non-proliferation Treaty,
was actively pursuing the development of a n:clear-weapoms programme is a

matter of deep concern to all, including my country, who have worked t 0 make
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the non-proliferation Treaty the benchmark by which the commitment of States
to use nuclear energy for exclusively pyaceful purpose6 can be judged.

It is clear that the safeqguards system of | AEA needs t0 be streagthened.
Together with its European Community partners, Ireland made proposals to this
effect at <he recemt general Conference of IABA, and it hopes that they will
| ead toearly agreenent on this issue., |In the meantime, we call on Iraq fully
to respect and conply with the resolutioms of the Security Council and to
cease its obstruction of tho efforts of the United Nations teams charged w th
carrying out the mandate given to them by the international community.

Att he begi nni ng of my statement, | referred to the new sease of purpose
inthe United Nations. My Government believes that the world stande today on
the threshold of a =new era in the field of nuclear disarmameat. While it may
be prematuce to conclude that the nuclear arms race is definitively over,
there are good grounds mnevertheless for believing that the unnecessarily
prolific accumulation of nuclear weapons may be a thing of the past. As a
result of the recent 4imitiatives of the nuclear Powers, we now have a historic
opportunity to accelerate the process of nuclear disarmament and to make
concrete and substantial prog-=ss toward8 the ultimate objective of general
and complete disarmament. It is our common respomsibility in the United
Nations to seise the opportunities now offered and to play our part in
harnessing this new mood of optimism by bringing it to bear on the great
global challenges we face in the field of disarmament.

There will of course be many difficulties ahead. Translating political

will into concrete actions will not be easy. In all our discussions on



JB/14 A/C.1/746/7PV.12
58

(Mc, layes. Jreland’
disarmament measures, we should foaus our attention on praatiaahle steps t hat
are realistic and sttalnable. At the same time, we should not lack ambition
but rather apply ourselves with renewed urgency and vigour to the task at
band. ¥®or its part, Irelamd will continue to use its beat endeavours to these

ends,



