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In the absence of the Chairman, Mr. Mashhadi (Islamic Republic of Iran),

Vire-Chairman, took the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 10:30 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 to 69 and 151 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. AL MBAWI (Irag) (interpretation from Arabic}: Allow me at the

outset to express to Mr. Taylhardat our warmest congratulations on his unanimous
election as Chairman of this exceptionally important Committee. I am confident
that with his wisdom he will guide cur deliberations in a constructive way. 1In
keeping with the friendly relations between Iraq and Venezuela, I wish to affirm my
delegation's willingness to co-operate with him with a view to achieving the
positive results we all desire, results that will promote the climate of
international détente and strengthen the hopes of humanity for a world in which
peace and justice would prevail, and in which arms of all xinds would be
eliminated.

In the course of this century mankind has witnessed horrors of war that have
surpassed anything we had known from our history books, so mich so that the desire

for security is one of the most ardent desires nf our contemporary world.
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(Mr. Al Mosawi, Iraq)

It is regrettable that the arms race has taken place and is taking place under
the pretext of concern for security. This situation has reached such a point that
nuclear arsenals are now capable of annihilating life on Earth many times over.
This has thrown light on the futility of nuclear superioritys it can only 7ead to
diminished security for all.

During the past two decades there have been positive developments at the
pilateral, regional and multilateral levels, for example, the disarmament
negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union, the Vienna
negotiations on the reduction of conventional weapons in Europe, and the ongoing
negotiations in Geneve on a convention banning chemical weapons. Iraa welcomes
such initiatives. However, their outcome does not measure up to the hopes placed
in them, nor can those cénclusiﬁns hide the fact that the quantitative and
gualitative arms race still exceeds by far the efforts aimed at curbing it. To
cite an example, the bilateral agreements between the Soviet Union and the United
States of America on the elimination of their medium-range and shorter-range
missiles and the START negotiations on the reduction of strategic arms stockpiles
have not stopped the gualitative improvement of nuclear weapons; those agreements
did not ban the development of new systems of such weapons, to say nothing of the
fact that the first agreement covers only 4 per cent of the world's nuclear
stockpiles, while the second agreement, if implemented, will only cover 40 per cent
of existing nuclear stockpiles.

Such facts raise questions about the rest of the stockpiles of the five
nuclear-weapon States, in add@ition to the stockpiles of those States that have not
yet formally joined the nuclear club, Is it indeed possible to ward off the danger
of the outbreak of a nuclear war while those gigantic arsenals of nuclear weapons

continue to exist and to be further developed and refined?
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The nuclear-weapon States hear the primary responsihility in regard to
digsarmament. This does not mean however that they should negotiate hetween
themselves on nuclear disarmament, in isolation from the international community.
Inasmuch as the question touches on the vital interests of all peoples of the
world, hilateral and multilateral efforts should he complementary and mutually
supportive.

The Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum, plays a major role in negotiations concerning mul tila teral
disarmament agreements. We place great hopes in that Conference, hence our
participation as an Obgerver in its work this year. On the other hand, we are
concerned over the aterility that has characterized its work throughout the past
decade. Certain nuclear Powers hear the major responaihility for that sterility.
They are opposed to providing its committees concerned with nuclear weapons with an
appropr iate mandate for continuing their work. This contraveneas the commitmentsa of
those States, as contained in the Final Document of the first apecial session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament adopted in 1978. Tt also contravenes
the will of the international community.

Ipternattonal life has acauired a deqree of interdependence which makes it
necessary for all States to participate in managing the common interests of
humanity. It is indisputable that it is the legitimate right of all members of the
international community to take part in making decisions that affect the manacement
of those common interests., Accordingly, we believe that there ls an urgent need at
the present time for the Conference on Nisarmament to expanrd itd memhership to
nclude States that wish to join it. 1In particular, the rules of procedure of the
Conference do nnt allow ohserveras to participate as full members in the work of the

Confrrance,
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{(Mr. Al Mosawi, Iraaq)

Together with all other peace-loving peoples, Iraad seeks to eliminate all
kinds of weapons from our planet, in accordance with the priorities laid down in
the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament held in 1978, which declared that the highest priority should be
accorded to effective measures aimed at nuclear disarmament and the prevention of
nuclear war.

If the peoples of the world are concerned at the nuclear threat resulting from
the growth of Fhe nuclear arsenals of the major Powers, the Arab nation to which my
country belongs has an additional reason for anxiety, namely the possession of
nuclear weapons by Israel, and no one can be unaware of that country's aggressive
and expansionist designs. This poses a grave threat to national Arab security, to
the safety of the States of the region, and to the system of nuclear
non-proliferation there. The éggressive Israeli régime continues to use its
military capability to perpetrate acts of aggression against the Arab nation and
continues to occupy its territory. It did not hesitate to commit a direct act of
aggression against my country in 1981, to destroy the Iragi nuclear reactor which
is devoted to peaceful purposes and which is under the safeguards rdgime of the
International Atomic Energy Agency (JAEA). The latest in its practices is its

testing of a medium-range missile, which fell near the coast of a sister Arab

country.
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(Mr. Al Mosawi, Iraq)

It is regrettable that there are effective international circlea that are in
collusion with this racist régime and with its counterpart, the racist South
African régime, in developing their nuclear military capabilities.

Within the framework of its quest for general and complete disarmament Iraa
has supported the idea of creating a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East,
in accordance with the principle of the accession of all States of the region,
including Israel, to the non-proliferation Treaty and the subjecting of the nuclear
installations of the States of the region to the IAEA safeguards, coupled with the
establishment of an effective international safeguards végime.

The strength and credibility of any treaty are measured by the success in
applying its principles. Moreover, the harm resul ting from the impeding or the
mis-application of an international treaty will of necessity have negative
implications for other international treaties, whether those already in force or
those that are the subject of negotiations,

It behoves us now, on the eve of the Fourth Review Conference on the
non-proliferation Treaty, to remind the nuclear~-weapon States of their commitments
under that Treaty. Among these I would mention the early conclusion of a
comprehensive nuclear-test han as part and parcel of an effective disarmament
process aimed at the reduction of nuclear weapons as the first priority, and
ultimately at their total elimination,

Iraq was actually one of the States that called for a conference of the States
parties to the partial nuclear-test-han Treaty with a view to converting that
Treaty into a universal, comprehensiva2 and verifiahle test-ban é;eaty. We will
continue our efforts to achlieve that goal as soon as possible. Like most States,
Iraq believes that the main objective of disarmament measures is the consol idation
of peace and security. Tncreasing the momentum of the course of disarmament

requlrea parity, mutual respect and renunciation of the use of force and of the
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policies of hegemony. By the same token it reguires also the elimination of the
sources of economic and social concern in our international community which means
the elimination of the glaring discrepanciea in the distribution of wealth.

The peraistence of international economic crises, the continued conduct of
intarnationa) economic relations on an inequitable and unjust basis, the
persiatence of crises of foreign indebtedness and the lack of growth in the
economies of devéloping countries in a manner commensurate with the progress
achieved in the developed countries, together with technological restrictions, are
factors that constitute serious obstacles to security in its broad sense. Hence,
unless there is a change in the general political climate, unless a higher level of
confidence and co-operation is achieved, unless problems arising from the economic
and social discrimination are resolved, and the relations between South anc North
have changed, and the rights of individuals and nations to a decent level of living
are secureds unless all that is accomplished, the international community will not
achieve genuine and general disarmament.

Outer space is the common heritage of humanity and of future generations. If
the arms race continues to he extended into outer space, the conseauences will
indeed be grava. The risks involved will be difficult to avoid. Those imminent
dangers should therefore bhe avertea through mul tilateral negotiations with a view
to reaching an agreement on the.prevention of the extension of the arms race, in
all its aspects, into outer aspace.

In conclusion, I feel duty-hound to reaffirm that the United Nations has a
fundamental role to play and a main responsibhility to discharge in the field of
disarmament. Conseaquently it must contribute more effectively in that respect. It
must encourage and promote disarmament measures and establish a suitable mechanism

for linking them together, in accordance with its priorities. For the United
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Nations to play such a role, all the Memher States should recognize its role and
its responsihility in the achievement of this lofty goal, taking intn account the
fact that there is no time to waste.

Migss RAZAFITRIMO (Madagascar) (interpretation from French): In spite of

the appeal, made under article 110 of the rules of procedure, may I take this
opportunity to express to Mr. Taylhardat, on behalf of the Malagasy delegation, our
most sincere congratulations on his election as Chairman of the First Committee,

We also extend our congratulations to the other officers of the Committee.

Given the importance accorded in the media to recent developments in frends
that had prevailed in international political relations, and from what we have
heard from many speakers about positive developments in international relations, we
might be tempted to helieve that the world was moving towards lasting improvement.
Certain events seem to support that assertion, contradicting certain neliefs ahout
the world order that some of us have held since the Second World Warj relations
between the two super-Powers are improvings and there is aqrowing détente hetween
the two military-political blocs.

As far as the resumption of dialogue on arms control i3 concerned, in addition
to the prospeccts in the multilateral field there has been considerable progress in
the negotiations hetween the Soviet Union and the United States of America. A
certain number of agreements were reached at the Wyoming talks hbetween the United
States Secretary of State and the Soviet Foreign Minister, among which I might
mention the agreement on prior notification of strategic exercises, which would
increase the use of nuclear-risk-reduction centres and also comple%ent the 1988
agreement on prior notification of the launching of strategic ballistic missiles
and the 1989 agreement on the prevention of dangerous military activities; the
planned visit by a group of Soviet experts to reseirch and experimenta tion centres

associated with the American plan for the strategic defence initiative; the general
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agreement on verification and stability proposed by the Soviet Union in response to
President Bush's initiative to speed the conclusion of the strategic arms reduction

talks (START), which would probably be signed by the year 1990, and an agreement on

naval nuclear armaments.
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Moreover, the new approach in Soviet diplomacy, as described by
Mr. Shevardnadze before the Supreme Soviet and in the clarifications he provided in
his reaport of 23 October as to the future dismantling of the Warsaw Pact and the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization on the basis of negotiations for the withdrawal
of Soviet forces from Eastern Europe by the year 2000 and the mutual withdrawal of
the military bases of the two blocs in Asia, surely gives new momentum to the
improvement of East-West relations, as can be seen from the statements made by a
spokesman of the State Department to the effect that the Soviet Minicter's
statement constituted a posi tive evaluation of American-Soviet relations.

iIn this framewsork, the Soviet military Chief of Staff announced on 19 October
that 27,400 Soviet troops had been withdrawn from Europe since the beginning of the
year as part of the planned troop reduction of 50,000 by the yeat 1991.

As to the negotiations in the framework of the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe (CSCE}, everyone agrees that they are promising as to the
reduction of conventional weapons and conventional armed forces and that there is
an agreement between the parties to create a stable balance. That new balance
would be characterized by a reduction in conventional weapons and equipment and the
elimination of differences that weaken stability and of the capacity to launch a
surprise attack or undertake broad offensive action. These negotiations would
involve land-based conventional forces and matériel within the territory of the
par ticipants, from the Atlantic to the Urals. A treaty in this respect could be
concluded by next year and implemented in 1992-1993. \

As for chemical weapons, following the developments that have occurred since
1938 in the field, especially the Soviet-Amer ican commitment of 23 September last
on the prohibition and elimination of chemir:al weapons, following their proposals

to destroy existing stockpiles and the conclusion in Wyoming ¢l an accord on the
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exchange of data in the field of bilateral negotiations, we might expect that 1990
will be the year of the conclusion of a multilateral convention 01 chemical
weapons, which would make up for the shortcomings of the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

The favourable impetus that this has provided would also extend to other
agreements that might he developed and implemented to eliminate military and
non-military factors of destruction and war, taking into account the undeniable
results of bilateral consultations between the United States and the Soviet Union
on multilateral ,negotiations,

As far as regional tensions are concerned, we can say that some inter-State
armed conflicts have come to an end with the end of the Iran-Irag war, the
withdrawal of Soviet truops from Afghanistan, the prospect of a settlement of the
question of Cambodia and the peace process which has hegun in Namibia., But, as was
stressed by our Minister of Foreign Affairs in his statement of 12 October before
this session of the General Assembly:

"The list 18 not as complete as we might have wished; it omits at least
two pointas. Could it be some remaining yearning for rivalry and confrontation
between the great Powers that has suppressed mention of zones of peace and
co-operation, including that of the Indian Ocean, and of nuclear-weapon-free
zones? What role is to he assigned to the United Nations in the multilateral
veri{icntion of disarmament agreements? Tt is good to show that we have been
noving in the right direction for several years, hut it would be even better
to take measures to consolidate the international community's confidence in
the United Nations in all spheres of international relations." (A/44/PV.30,
pp. 32-33)

My delegation has listened with great attention to the speakers in the general
dehate. As in previ&ua years, we are concerned about the growing risk of the

ptoliferation of weapons, and we are aware of the vital need to put an end tn that
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danger. Everyone here aspires to peace and security, which can only be found in
disarmament. That is Madagascar's position, and it is why we feel that no factor
should be neglected if it can contribute to disarmament.

It is a fact that, unwittingly or not, the General Assembly seems to be
focusing its attention recently on certain gquestions to the detriment of certain
others that are at least equally important and have been left pending for many
years - items that are postponed from one session to another. This has increased
the number of problems on which many resolutions have been adopted without effect.
In making these comments we are in no way trying to blame anyone or down-play the
significant events in East-West ddétente, which we welcome. Their impact on
international relations is undeniable. In the Indian Ocean region, for example,
bpecause of this détente, any confrontation in the context of rivalry and
one-upmanship between the two Powers should be obsolete.

Reasoning I would describe as a delaying tactic has been used by certain
members of the Special Committee on the Indian Ocean to postpone once again the
convening of the Colombo Conference in 1990, in spite of the unanimous view of the
Committee on the principle of the objectives of the zone of peace, tends to spread
the impression that there exists a regionalized hierarchy in questions related to
disarmament.

Yow could the littoral and hinterland countries on their own banish from the
Indian Ocean any military and naval foreign presence - a prerequisite, in our view,
£€or meating the objectives of the 1971 Declaration? As we see it, the Colombo

A}
Conference must take place, especlally to allow for negotiated, just and equitable
solations to the questions of Mayotte, Diego Garcia and the Malagasy islands.

In the same context, the prospect of a denuclearized Africa will become evan
more distant if the will of Africa to estabhlish a nuclear-free zone is impeded

pecause 3outh Africa continues tO develop its nuclear capacity and to receive



JSM/edd A/C.1/44/PV, 22
19

(Miss Razafitrimo, Madagascar)

all the aid it needs for this purpose. Everyone is aware of the danger that its
nuclear programme poses to international peace and security, in particular for
African States.

The question of the establishment of zones of peace and nuclear-weapon-free
zones in the Indian Ocean, Africa, the Middle East, southern Asia, Latin America
and elsewhere - proposals for which in moat cases date back more than 15 years, or
even a quarter of a century as far as a nuclear~free Africa is concerned - is part
of glohal disarmament and must not he disassoclated from the proceas of
conventional and nuclear disarmement to which by definition they would contribute,
since no assurancea can be given to the international ocommunity even as to nuclear
programmes allegedly for peaceful purposes.

In this respect, we are pleased that one third of the required requests have
now been made for the convening of an international conference to transform the
1963 partial nuclear test-ban Treaty into a comprehensive test-ban treaty. On the
one hand, testing is crucial to arms developmentj on the other, the ban should
cover all areas and all systems, including so-called peaceful explosions.

The global prohibition of nuclear testing presupposes the establishment of a
aystem of global verification. Verification is an essential element in the
eastahlishment of confidence hetween the parties to a Treaty. For our part, we
attach particular importance to this, We hope that the study undaertaken on the
role of the United Nations in the field of verification by the group of
governmental experts, which will appear before next summer, will contain
recommendations aimed at strengthening the role of the United Nations in the field
of disarmament in general and verification in particular.

There seems to be a consensus emerging to the effect that mul tilateralism

would contribute to improving the international climate and the role and
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potential of the United Nationa in the maintenance nf peace and security. In this
reapect, a commitment by all States to give new strength to the multilateral
mechanism we have - the Disarmament Commission = is necessary to enable it to
obtain the goals for which it was estahliahed. We do not thipk it ias too much to
ask that the Conference on Disarmament be tranaformed into a univeraal orqan for

negotiatinna on diszarmament.
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A review of its composition has already been requested, at the firat special
gession of the General Assemhly devoted to disarmament, Poaitive development of
the dialogue to mohilize capacities for mul tilatera) disarmament requires this
adaptation hecause every State has a role to play in global sewcurity.

I cannot conclude without recalling the importance and timelinesa of the Final
Document of the 1987 International Conference on the Relatiorship between
Disarmament and Development, in particular its programme of action.,

In thin resapect it was atriking to note in the tables preasented by Professor
Abdus Salam, the Nobe)l laureate in physics and Preaident of the Third World
Academy, at the round table of eminent personalities on the topic "Peace,
development and the role of science and technology" organized on Thursday,

26 October, in the framework of the celebration of the tenth anniversary of the
adoption of the Vienna Programme of Action on Science and Technology for
Development, the high percentage allocat2d to defence in comparison with education
and health in the groas national product of countries hoth developing and developed.

It is therefore clear that any progress towards geneiral and complete
disarmament would release resources for more rapid development in & difficult
situation in which the only possible source of additional resources seems to bhe
disarmament,

Therefore, ahove and beyond rhetoric, above and heyond debates and discussions
we hope are essential, the need is being felt to reflect in deeds the unanimously
affirmed desire for peace and negotiations, A first milestone in that direction is
the initiative of the Secretary-General to organize in June 1990 in Moscow, in

cnllahoration with the Soviet Government, a conference on the conversion of the

military into civilian industry.
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Mr. AL-ALFI (Democratic Yemen) (interpretation from Arabic): Allow me,
on haehalf of the two parts of Yemen, to express deapeat condolences and sympathy to
the delegation of sisterly Algeria on the earthquake that afflicted that country
recently. I should also like to express our condolences and sympathy to the
delegation of the United States on the earthauake that recently shook San Francilaco
and the aurrounding reqion.

It ia my pleasure to congratulate you, most warmly, Sir, on hehalf of the two
parts of Yemen, on your election as Chairman of the First Committee, which c>mea as
a reaffirmation of your wisdom and your experience of long vears in the field of
disarmament. It ia also a token of appraciation for your country, which plays a
positive role in many causes of concern to the international community. At the
same time it gives me pleasure to express our heartfelt congratulations to the
other members of the Bureau. I should like to assure you, Sir, of our readiness
fully to co-operate with you in order to facilitate your tasks,

The two parts of Yemen, like all who have followed the general debate on
queations of disarmament in the Firat Committee, have drawn the same conclusionsa
they drew from the general debate of the General Assemblys that current
international relations show improvement and that constructive steps have recently
heen taken by the Soviet Union and the United States in the field of the limitation
of the arms race and the reduction of armaments. The Treaty on the Elimination of
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - INF Treaty - constitutes the first
step on that road. The recent agreements signed hy the two countriesa, as also the
proposals made by each of them, have bolatered our hope and expectation that they

\
will take fu-ther steps in the field of disarmament. Along with other members of

the international community, we have welcomed those steps and would like to

cteaffirm the following.
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Firat, tha achievements made sn far in the field of nuclear disarmament cover
only a fraction of the nuclear arsenals of the two countriea., We helieve that the
reduction of those weapona should proceed at a pace at least commensurate with that
nf the sacalation of the nuclear-arms race, which has reached a level that
threatens the very survival nf all mankind. Whatever the juatifica tions may ha, it
is 1llogical to attempt to enaure international peace and gsecurity when there exiat
huge quantities of sophisticated nuclear weapons capahle of destroying our planet
and its civilization many times over.

Sacondly, it is eatablished and indisputable that disarmament is a common
international reaponsihility and that ita goal is realization of the atrategy
adnptad hy the international community: general and complete disarmament under
effactive international asupervision., We helieve that any results achieved
l.alaterally in the field of disarmament are hut tributaries to the mainstream of
our major ohjective and are not a suhstitute for it. We express our concern that
the report of the Conference on Disarmament does not reflect comparable progress in
the achievement of its priorities in the field of nuclear disarmament. We are
entitled to wonder about the nature of the central and assential role played by the
United Nations in thn field of disarmament, a role mentioned by every Member of the
Organization. 1Is it an influential, effective role? 1Is it merely a secondary,
marginal role that is confined to expresaions of welcome and hope for the
achlavement of progress in the field of disarmament? What is the nature of the
constant talk about the Conference on Disarmament, the sola international
negotiating forum for disarmament?

Thirdly, we believe that the logical sequence is for the elahoration of
practical, effective agreements in the field of nuclear disarmament to astart with

the prohibition of all formas of nuclear tests and immediate elahoration of a
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comprehenaive teat-han treaty. We can thua guarantee that no new nuclear weapons
w.ll he developed and that when we addreas the prohlem of disarmament we can deal
with the exiating arsaenals. Proceeding from that, we support the afforta aimed at
amendment of the partial test-han Treaty of 1963 to convert it into a comprehenaive
teat=ban treaty. It is our hope tnat the States partiea to that Treaty will arcive

at a confsensus on that nhjective,
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The production of nuclear weapons is of course no less important than their
development or modernization. We therefore support all efforts to halt the
production of nuclear weapona., We wonder how we can deal with thia subject or even
talk of reducing nuclear weapons while they continue to he produced at the same
rate as hefore. How much of the stockpilea are we talking about reducing while
production lines continue to rcun?

There ia another queation of the utmost importance: that of the prohibition
of the use of nuclear weapons., We cannot posaibhly accept any of the arguments that
ara intended to convince us of the nead to coexist with nuclear weapons. TIf it is
agraed that a nuclear war cannot be won and should never be fought, we would like
to see this motto tranalated into a legally hinding commitment on the part of the
nuclear-weapon Statea. It i{s also of extreme importance to us that there should bhe
a legally binding commi tment to refrain from the use of those weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States.

Any talk of nuclear weapons naturally leads to a discuassion of the Treaty on
the Non-Prol.feration of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and especially of the fact that the
States parties to that Treaty have decided to hold their Fourth Review Conference
next year, That will he an important conference inasmuch as it will determine the
fate and future of the Treaty. While at a certain stage the Treaty gave the
assurance that there would not he a horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons, it
did not succeed in putting an end to the mind-bogqling vertical proliferation of
such weapons hy nuclear-weapon States., There is another estahlished fact that
cannot he covered up any longer: namely that the two racist regimes of South
Africa and Israel possess nuclear weapons. The international community muat
therefrre shonlder ita redaponsihilities and face up to the grave danger implied in
this grave development, which threatens the Arah and African peoples in particular,

and jeopardizes international peace and security. Over the past few years we have
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persiatently warned againat such dangers., However, those who detended Iarael and
South Africa continued to cast douht on what we said. Today, we are waiting for
practical steps to he taken, especially now that those same people have ascertained
the validity of our statements, which were originally subhstantiated by the reports
of the United Nationa itself.

In view of the aggressive nature of those two racist rdgimes, and in
par ticular of their collahoration in developing the nuclear capability, it is
incumbent upon the international community to remain constantly vigilant and to
take immediate steps to ohtain the adherence of those two tédgimes to the
non-proliferation Treaty and to have their nuclear installations placed under the
Interna tional Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. Only then can we realize the will
of the Arab and African peoples to estahlish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East and to bring about the denuclearization of Africa. To remain silent in
the face of the grave developments that may ensue from the possession hy South
Africa and Israel of nuclear weapons would in our opinion inevitably lead to loss
of confidence in the NPT on the part of the Arab and African peoples., It could
also lead to further horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons, even tn the point
of no return.

Tgn rmphasis we place on nuclear weapons is hased on the disarmament
osriorities unanimously agreed upon by the international community. This emphasis
Jdoes not mean that we overlook the importance of deal ing with the other aspects of
disarmament. Yet we do not agree with the tendency to gqive precedence to those
other aspects over the main question: namely nuclear disarmamenty or the tendency
to deal with those othar aspects on an asqual footing with nuclear disarmament. In

thia regard we would 1ike to reaffirm the followlng ponsitions.
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First, we support all efforts to bring ahout the early conclusion of a
comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of the development, stockpiling and use of
chemical weapons. We are gratified that that aspect of the work of the Conference
on Disarmament at least was positive. The proposales for the reduction of the
stockpiles of chemical weapons in the arsenals of the Soviet Union and the United
States are also a source of encouragement to us. By the same token, we welcome the
results arrived at hy the States parties to the Geneva Protocol of 1925 at the
heginning of the year. Yet we wonder: If all these steps and proposals reflect
positive progress in this field, then who ia it that is impeding the conclusion of
a comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons?

Secondly, the debate on conventional weapons has been permeated with ambiguity
and confusion. Emphasis has heen placed on the use of conventional weapons but no
particular mention has heen made of the production of certain conventional weapons
which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate effects.
There 18 now a widospread impression that there is no difference hetween the
aimplest and lightest weapons on the one hand and the highly sophisticated
conventional and nuclear weapons on the other.

We would 1ike to reaffirm that we, in Yemen, do not produce any weapons. The
queation of controlling conventional weapons is above all a mttaer in the hands of
the super-Powers, which manufacture such weapons, It is they who can deal with
this queation through reducing the development and production of conventional
weapons, and limiting their exports to most of the countries that have become
markets for such weapons. Only in this way can the super-Powers set an example to
the other States that manufacture and export light conventional weapons. Only then
can we heqgin to deal properly with the cessation of the conventional arms race

because we will then be tackling the cause of the ailment and not its symptoms.
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While discussing the arms race we should not overlook another aspect of it,

the impdortance of which has been underlined in the debates of the Disarmament
Commission: namely the naval arms race. Many small States, including the two

parts of Yemen, find their security and sovereignty threatened as a result of that

aspect of the arms race.
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Tt is our country's destiny to be situated in a strategic location at the
southern entrance to the Red Sea, to be an important part of the Indian Ocean and
to have the Bab al Mandab Strait in its territorial waters. Therefore we attach
special importance to the implementation of the Declaration of the indian Ocean as
a Zone of Peace, adopted by the General Assembly in 1971, especially since that
region has witne.sed a constant and dangerous escalation of foreign military
presence, which, as some reports indicate, has reached the stage where nuclear
weapons are being introduced into the region by some major Powers. Certain major
Powers, in Fact, make no secret of their plans for military intervention in the
countries of that region.

The stability and security of that region are, in our belief, first and
foremost, the responsibility of the Siates of the region. Stability and security
in the region can be assured only through serious action to implement the
objectives of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, foremost
among which are the cessation of the arms race between the major Powers, the
elimination of military bases in the region and the ending of foreign military
presence there,

For the achievement of this objective we are looking forward with keen
interest to the convening in Colomho in 1990 of the Conference on the Indian Ocean,
as called for by the General Assembly in the light of the consensus recommenda tion
of the M Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean. We believe that attempts by some
States not belonging to the region to recede from that resolution do not serve the
security and stability of the region nor that of its peoples and countries. All
the more, since the region has witnessed a number of positive elements that pave
the way to the convening of the Conference. It is our hope that all permanent
members of the Security.Council and the maritime users of the Indian Ocean will

participate in the Conference with the aim of arriving at agreements that will take
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into account the interesta of all and assure the security and atahility of the
States and peoples of the region.

The two parts comprising Yemen are among the least developed countriea. It is
only natural that our suffering and tha enormous difficulties facing us in our
developmant efforts should cause our interest in disarmament efforts to be all the
greater., This i3 compatihle with our concern to maintain security and stahility in
our region and in the world at larqe. That interest is also hased on our
conviction that disarmament and development are closely linked. We are not alone
in this belief: {t 18 taking root in the conscience of the world. 1In the light of
the positive development in international relations it is our hope that the
recommendations adopted at the Intarnational Conference on the Relationship hetween
Disarmament and Development will be implemented and that the constructive proposals
aubmitted to that Conference will he translated into tangible reality and the
resources released through disarmament reallocated towards development efforts,
particularly in the developing countries. We must all he cognizant of the fact
that we are partners in this world and that international peace and security cannot
be ensured while the majority of the memhbers of the international community are
faced with acute economic prohlems that threaten their stability and security.

All our interests and concerns are trihutaries to the main stream of those of
the other States of the world, or at least the majority of them. We helieve that
the responsihbility is a common one and that we have to unite our efforts in prder
to arrive at appropriate solations conducive to the achievement of our ultimate
qoal, namely, general and complete disarmament under effective iﬁternational
supervision. Without doubt, in the field of disarmament the United Nations
continues to play a central role, one for which there is no substitute; bilateral
efforts must be complementary to that central role. We in Yemen constantly affirm

the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament and in dealing with
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other urgent international questions. We can all contribute to the consolidation
and promotion of that role through active and effective participation in the
exiating hodies responsible for disarmament questions. That contribution will be
affective if we have a true political will that takes into account tha interests of
all and does not view the issues from a narrow, short-range standpoint, and a
resolve that will allow our peoples to participate in the achievement of their
hopes for disarmament through the World Disarmament Campaign.

In concluaion I would like once again to reaffirm that we stand fully ready to
co-operate with the Chairman, in the discharge of his responaihility. Success in
the work of this Committee is not measured by the number of resolutions it adopts,
whether that numbher increases or decreases, hut rather by the content of those
resolutions, It is measured ahove all by our collective resolve to translate them
into a tangible reality that would serve the principal purpose of our debates, that
1a, the achievement of real progreass in all fields of disarmament.

Mr. GURINOVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russian): The general debate is drawing to a close in the First Committee,
which is entrusted with disarmament and international security items. 1In this
connection we should like to share some of our views on the fundamental changes
that appear to be occurring in the sphere >f disarmament and security, as has heen
demonstrated also by the debate in this Committee.

We are convinced that the world is embarking on a period of far-reaching
changes in political thinking. 1In her address made early in the Committee's
delibera tions, the representative of Sweden posed what we see as a verv important

question: "... are we ... witnessing a historic hreak with the past?"

(A/C.1/44/PV.4, p. 19-20)
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We are confident that this queation should he anawered in the affirmative.
World politics are moving gradually towards a fundamentally new stage, which is
determined by the transition from militarized confrontation to political dialogue,
from parochial self-interest to a multilateral search for a halance of interests
geared to equal security for all. We are hecoming increasingly aware that we will
inevitahly have to restructure international relationsa in auch a way that security
would come to he based on a qualitatively new footing in keeping with the realities
of today's inteqrated and interdependent world. The noticeably increaaing role of
international law underlying such a structure will mean that States will gradually
abandon their policies of nuclear and overall deterrence hased on military force in
favour of mutual reatraint bhased on common political and legal inatruments and
ajreements, that is, upon legal deterrence. Collective mechanisms of iaternational
law and morality rather than weapons should he our quarantees againat recklessness.

Speaking in broader terms, we are now seeing the heginnings of an entirely new
order of international relations: they are hecoming increasingly demilitarized and
their military component is ceasing to bhe preponderant and dominating.

There appear te have emerged points of crystallization where real elements of
tundamgntallv new approaches promise to multiply and grow in the future. Thus, we
see an acceptance of the notion of universal human values taking precedence over
other interests, as well as that of the paramountcy of world-wide institutions.

The pluralism of the world of today and tomorrow is winning broad recoqnitiqn as is
the perception of pluraliam based on the will of nations to live in peace and
friendship and to promote co-operation as a source of developmeht and mutual
anrichment for aystems, count-ies and peoples.

In the military sphere, which is anything but simple, we see signs of general

aqreement on such major principles as the renunciation of the purauit of military
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superiority; the need to reduce the risk of accidental or unintentional conflictj
to need to reduce and ultimately to eliminate the capacity for launching surprise
attacks and initiating large-scale offensive actionsy the need to ensure the mitual
predictability of action; the need to maintain armed forces at the lowest levels
necessary while introducing cqualitative and quantitative changes in the structures
of armed forces to make them exclusively defensive in nature, and so on.

Winning general acceptance of these principles is a painful process but it is
a goal we must reach. At the same time, according to the law of dialectics this
stage entails the need to advance towards the next stage: the transition from
mutual understanding to interaction.

The principle of defensive s “ficiency is, up to a point, the quintessence of
changes in military strategic tha ag. The new military doctrines'of the
socialist countries reflect their wish to abandon the principle of over-armament in
favour of that of reasonable sufficiency for defence. The political and
military-technological aspects of this military doctrine have been devised with one
puarpose in mind, namely defence, with the militarv dimension being subordinated to
the political one. The prevention of war is the ultimate objective and core of
this doctrine as well as the main function of the State and its armed forces.

The adoption of this modern military doctrine has been followed by real
practical action. The USSR and its allies have begun to work in earnest on changes
in the structures of their armed forces. The announced unilateral cuts in
armaments and troops are being vigorously prosecuted. Plans are under way to
convert a number of defence manufacturipg plants to civilian production. The
military budget and the output of milftary equipment are being reduced. Every

measure that will not diminish security is being taken unilaterally. Such measures
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could have heen even greater in scope in response to unilateral measures by the
other saide.

Obviously, the path towards the complete implementation of the principle of
reasonable sufficiency for defence must be taken on a raciprocal hasis., The latesat
political concepts of both political-military alliances appear to allow for that
ohjective. The Brussels statement of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
sata forth the ohjective "to enhance security and atahility at the lowest possible
lavel of armed forces". In the European Community's statement made by the
representative of France in the Firat Committee on 16 October the Twelve

"reaffirm their beliaf that military forces ahould exiat only in order to

prevent war and guarantee aelf-defence." (A/C.1/44/PV.3, p. 41)

We have already referred to the doctrine and practical actiona of the USSR and ita
allies. Their peace-loving orientation has recently heen confirmed by the
Committee of the Ministers of Foreiqn Affairs of the Warsaw Treaty at a meeting
which was held from 26 to 27 October 1989 in Warsaw.

In this context it appears advisable to agree on an adequate interpretation of
the principle of sufficiency for defance in practical terms in an appropriate
international forum. 1In our view, this principle could inalude the following
aspectss structuring armed forces in a non-offensaive manner) limiting their strike
ayatems to a bare minimum) redeplaving armed forces sn that they can perform
axcluaively defansive missiona) reducing the parameters of mohilization for
deploying armed forcesy and reducing the output of military industries.

Natarally, the practical content of the defenatvn-sufficiency‘concept when
implemented unilaterally will, inevitably, be flexible and continaent on the future
hehaviour of the other side, Tt ia therefore extremely important that the current

’ienna neqgntiations on conventional armed forces and armamentaz In Kurope eatahlish
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a qtable and secure equilibrium on the continent whore hoth world wars began. This
calls for concurrent and mutually complementary staps to reduce conventional force
capahilities, make them exclusively defenaive in nature and phase out tactical
nuclear weapona hy negotiations on these questions as proposed by the socialist
countries.

Raporta from Vienna are encouraging in that respect. Today we would like once
again to underscore the crucial importance of hoth sets of negotiations under way
thera. To use political terms, what is heing done in Vienna ia something more than
just the elaboration of an aqreement on reductions in conventional arms and on
Confidence-building measures: we are overcoming the divistion of Europe.

Overcoming that division, we helieve, could he promoted also hy political and
legal action desiqned to promote a joint search for ways of aliminating the

military confrontation hetween NATO and the Warsaw Treaty Organization.



M/11 A/C.1/44/PV, 22
41

(Mr. Gurinovich, Byelorussian SSR)

For example, there is an obvious similarity hetween the well-known
pronouncemantas by officiala of the countries memhera of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) to the effect that none of their weapons will ever he used
other than in response to an attack and atatements hy spokesmen of memhers of the
Warsaw Treaty that they

"will never under any circumatances initiate military action againat any State

or alliance of States unless they are themselves the target of an armed

attack",

The atatements have obvious similarities. It would seem that a joint atatement by
hoth alliances to that effect might he advisable. Such a statement could provide
further momentum for continued efforts to huild confidence in Europe and enhance
atahility throughout the world.

The development in an appropriate forum of criteria and parameters for
defensive structures of armed forces could add substantially to efforts to reach
agreement on the content of the defensive-sufficiency concept. Both topics could
be addressed by experts on the Military Staff Committee, as the Byelorusaian SSR
has repeatedly suggested. Other proposals to that effect could also he discussed.
The forthcoming seminar of the 35 States participants in the Conference on Security
and Co-operation in Furope (CSCF) on the subject of military doctrines could he a
useful step. It is important that progress he made on a aquestion of glohal
importance - that of reducing armaments - where such criteria might prove very
uge ful.

In his address to the third special session of the General hasembly devoted to
disarmament Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi of India outlined the overall prospects for

glohalizing processes that are under way in Furope. He then stated:
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"Reductions must, of course, begin in areas where the hulk of the world's

conventional arms and forces are concentrated, However, other countries

should also join the process without much delay. Thia requirea a bhasic
restructuring of armed forces to serve defensive purposes only. Our ohjective
should be nothing less than a general reduction of conventional arms across
the globe to levels dictated by minimum needs of defence. The process would
tequire a substantial reduction in offensive military capabilicy, as well as
confidence=-puilding measures to preclude surprise attacks. The United Nations
needs to evolve by consensus a new strategy doctrine of non-provocative

defence. (A/S-15/PV.14, p. 18)

The Heads of State or Government of the non-aligned countries stressed at
their Conference at Belgrade that their Movement, based on the principle of
ideoclogical pluralism, stands tér efforts to establish a more atable and peaceful
world. They expressed their faith in the power of negotiations and co-operation
and called for a realistic, far-sighted and creative approach to contemporary
phenomena.

As was pointed out in the Finnish-Soviet declaration, "New Thinking in
Action", approved at the recent summit mee ting,

"Nobody should strengthen his security at the expense of others. Nor can any

use of force he justified by one military-political alliance against another,

either inaide those alliances or against neutral countries, from any auarter
whatsoever. Joint security calls for the dismantling of military
confrontation."

We are convinced that the obvious and significant similarity of views among
representatives of East, West, the Non-Aligned Movement and neutral countries opens

up real prospects for progressive and irreversible progress towards a world without

wars and weapons.
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Progress towards such a world would he facilitated by the estahlishment of a
network of confidence- and security-building measures that would cover and pervade
all military activities, without exception. Hence thete is a need to turn from
individual confidence-huilding measures, openness and glasnost to far-reaching
policies of confidence-huilding as an element of a new security model. If
deterrence is really necessary, let deterrence based on nuclear and military force
give way to deterrence through openness.

It is our conviction that the trends evolving in today's world situation,
which have heen the subject of my atatement, do not signal the end of hiatory.
Rather, they mark the heginning of the history of a world free from enmity and
violence.

Mr. JANDL (Austria): My delegation's statement today will deal with one
specific agenda item, namely, conventional disarmament.

On many occasions, in many statements and in many resolutions the
international community has rightly stated that nuclear disarmament is of the
utmost importance and of the highest priority. Nuclear weapons have a character of
mass destruction, a feasibility of inflicting the most painful harm and danger On
the world popilation and on the environment and the capacity to afflict and change
the globhal climate in a lethal manner. Thus it 1is clear that the problem of those
horrible weapons must be dealt with urgently.

However, we cannot uncouple nuclear disarmament from conventional disarmament,
since hoth are closely interrelated. Progress in the field of nuclear disarmament
can help to create a climate conducive tn conventional-arms reductton. T1If the
nuclear threat is decreased countries whose defence depends to a major extent on
conventional forces will not feel ohliged to amass vast arsenals of those weapons

to ensure their security; hence, conventional arsenals will be reduced. 1If, on the
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other hand, agreements on conventional disarmament are achieved and implemented,
States whose security relies on nuclear Jeterrence to match poasihle conventional
attacks will no longer need to maintain their enormous nuclear stockpiles.

Wiiclear disarmament is not feasible without conventional disarmament, and
conventional-arms limitation is not workabhle without correlative steps in the
nuclear field. My delegation feels that that interaction should be looked at more
closely in all multilateral disarmament endeavours. Concentration on only one of
the aspects will remain patchwork and will not lead to suhstantial disarmament. We
are encouraged, however, by recent developments to look at security and disarmament
issues in a more comprehensive manner. 1 am convinced that in the disarmament
process too we should start to overcome the thinking pattern that holds: One
reason, one effect.

Conventional disarmament efforts must, therefore, be an integral and essential
part of overall disarmament efforts. We have always taken the view that
disarmament is a step-by-step process through which a glohal halance of armaments
should be established on as low a level as possible.

The costs for conventional weapons and forces are enormous. They amount to
about 80 per cent of glohal military expenditure. Over the past four decades some
17 million persons have been killed by that type of weapon. Disregarding
conventional disarmament would gherefore result in an unrealistic assessment of the

disarmament picture because an essential part of the reauirements for international

security would be neglected.
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Attention should be directed not only towards the quantitative aspect of
armaments, but also to the refinement of arms in the light of recent technological
advances. To overlook this aqualitative aspect would result in the erosion of any
progress achieved in the field of guantitative arms limitation.

It is common knowledge that Europe is the continent with the highest density
of arms. FEurope has for many years been trying to achieve disarmament on a
multilateral basis, through multilateral negotiations based on mul tilateral
efforts, while taking into account the characteristic features of the region.

The process of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE)
started in 1972; the talks on mutual reduction of forces and armaments and
associated measures in Central Europe were jnitiated in 1973. True, the latter
have ended - without a tangible outcome - earlier this year. But the CSCE process
has achieved, among other things, far-reaching results in the fieid of conventional
arms reduction.

The Vienna Final Document of 15 January 1989 provided for a twofold set of
talks in the conventional area: in the negotiations on conventional forces in
Europe the 23 member States of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and
the Warsaw Treaty undertake to achieve more stability through an equilibrium of
conventional armaments on a lower level. The 35 States participating in the CSCE
are going to elaborate new mitually complementary confidence- and security-building
measures in a second range of negotiations. Both forums assumed their work in
vienna in March this year.

One of the main goals of this process is a substantial reduéticn of the
military presence in Europe, leading to a new balance on lower levels of

armaments. The atmosphere between the member States of NATO and the Warsaw Pact at



BHS /ras A/C.1/44/PV. 22
47

(Mr. Jandl, Austria)}

the negotiations oﬁ conventional forces in Europe (CFE) and the business~like
manner in which these negotiations are heing conducted allow for a positive
assessment of the chances for a succe: sful outcome. The commitment of both
alliances to the principles of military eguilibrium on the lowest possible level
corresponds to both general European and global security interests. Austria
welcomes the fact that both alliances do not aim only at quantitatively reducing
the offensive character of their respective military potential. The fundamental
positive change in East-West relations gives rise to expectations that disarmament
diplomacy has now entered a new phase, a phase in which far-reaching results are
within reach.

In these talks, for the first time, agreement could be reached to work for the
elimination of conventional imbalances in the whole of Europe - from the Atlantic
to the Urals - in order to reﬁder impossible surprise attacks or large scale
offensive operations. After the dynamic start of these talks, the 23 countries
have already made considerable progress in the first six months of the
negotiations. With a lot of dedication, political will and the necessary
flexibility, a large area of common ground has heen established, and there are good
prospects that a first CFE agreement can be concluded next year.

Such a positive development is of essential importance not only for military
stability in Europe but also Eér the political future of the continent. Never
before have the conditions for successful disarmament in Europe heen so
favourable. Against the background of significantly improved East-West relations

there is growing readiness to replace ideclogical and political differences by

common co-operative efforts.
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A few days ago, the Deputy Foreign Minister of the Soviet Uﬁion,

Mr. Petrovsky, said before this Committee that the international community has now
embarked on a process ot de-ideologization and de-politization. My delegation is
confident that this will lead to better concentration on the important tasks the
community of States has to fulfil, especially in the field of disarmament.

In East-West relations, substantially increased political confidence is about
tc be established after decades of heightened mistrust, This should serve as the
basis for radical changes in approaching the aost crucial military-political
questions. Early results of the CFE could create a new situation in Europe where
European co-operation in all fields will no longer be hindered by military
confrontation but will give additional scope and incentives for further progress
also in other domains.

For Austria, a neutrél country not participating in the CFE talks, the success
of these negotiations would also be of great importance to its national security
interests. My country is situated at the division line of the two military
alliances and the establishment of real balance and parity on a lower level in the
conventional field in Europe would have a direct and positive bearing on Austria's
security environment.

Based on a positive assessment of the perspectives for a first CFE agreement,
my delegation believes that we should now start looking fucther ahead. After the
realization of the most important aims of the first CFE stage, that is, reduced
equal limits in six arms categories, a radical restructuring of conventional forces
in Burope should he envisaged in order further to eliminate c;pacities for
offeﬁsive operations. There is no douht that a common definition of generally
acceptable criteria for the non-offensive character of armed forces will he a very
complicated task. However, we note with satisfaction that general agreement seems

to he ewolving among the 23 States to work towards this aim.
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The second set of negotiations in the area of military security taking place
in the framework of the CSCE process in Vienna are the negotiations among 35 CSCE
countries on confidence~- and sacurity-building measurea (CSBM). An essential task
of theae talks would he to expand and further develop the set of CSBMs agreed by
the Stockholm Conference in 1986 and, at the same time, to elahorate new provisions
on a comprehensive exchange of so-called static information and on constraining
measures. In the view of my delegation, it is important that the eatabliahed
relationship hetween these negotiations and the CFE talks are well taken into
account in the course of the deliherations, Both forums have their specific
mandates but are, at the same time, of complementary character.

Ag a first result of the CSBM negotiations, agreement could he reached on a
mandate for a seminar on military doctrines to he held next January in Vienna. For
tue first time, the 35 CSCE States would discuss in an officlal setting their
military doctrines in relation to posture, structure and activities of conventional
forces. We helieve that that seminar will he another significant step towards
greater openness and confidence between Eaat and West. My delegation expects that
the experience gained at the seminar will provide a uge ful hackgrournd for the
future deliherations of the Vienna ctalks.,

My Government is convinced that CSBMs, in any case, can play an extremely
valuable role in the accomplishment of international understanding, mu tual
confidence and openness and, hence, in arms reduction efforts, That is why we
think that the process achieved within the CSCE with regard to those confidence-
and security-building measures might also be of interest to other regions. As we

stated earlier, Austria i= prepared to organize, in co-operation with the United
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Nations, an international seminar on these issues for which it will also draw on
the experience of experta from States participating in the CSCE procesas. Thia
seminar could take place in Vienna in the mpring of 1991. CSBMs and thelr
practical applicability in other regions could he discussed at that gathering of
experts from all the regions of the globe. The comparison of these CSBMa to
relevant approaches of other reqions where perhaps different conditions prevail
would he of major intarest to us all.

Experience in the European context has proved that there is a need, place and
chance for effective mulitlateral disarmament undertakings in the conventional
aphere. Conventiondl disarmaimwnt 1% a domain in which strengthened multilateral
ef forts could yield signi Eicant results in the future. Hence, we firmly helleve
that multilateral conventional arms reduction should he dealt with more intensively
by the internutional community and, in pacrticular, hy the relevant United Nations
hodies., It ia our hope that the United Nations will take greater advantage of its

vagt potantial in the conventlonal disarmament field.

The meating rose at 12 noon,






