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Report of the Secretary-Genera

I nt roducti on

1. The Secretary-CGeneral reports annually to the General Assenbly on the work
of the Advisory Board on Di sarmanent Matters as requested by the Assenbly in its
resol ution 38/183 O of 20 Decenber 1983.

2. The Board held two sessions in 1995, the first at Geneva from 10 to
12 January and the second in New York from 19 to 23 June. The neetings were
chai red by Anbassador Mbhamred Shaker

3. On both occasions | was able to spend sone tinme with the Board, giving them
ny views on issues and hearing their advice on the role of the Secretary-
General, and the Secretariat, in the field of disarmanment and rel ated matters.
The Board is working nore and nore in the broader context of international peace
and security in which disarmanent is seen as one conponent of security and not

as an end in itself. Nevertheless, the work renains focused on di sar manment
matters.

4. Just before the neeting in June, | attended a neeting of the Hi gh-Ileve
Open- ended Working Group on the Financial Situation of the United Nations.

was thus able to confirmdirectly with the menbers that the resources of the
United Nations available to neet the costs of sone of their suggestions were
extremely limted or non-existent. The Board had identified substantia
resource requirenents in the areas of servicing the Conference on D sarnmanent;
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enabling the regional centres to function; pronulgating to Menber States the
merits of the Register of Conventional Arnms; and maintaining the ability of the
United Nations Institute for D sarmanent Research (UNIDIR) to produce quality
research. Unfortunately, given the present financial situation of the

Organi zation, | was not able to be optimstic. | therefore call upon Menber
States to be generous with voluntary contributions in order that inprovenents
can be nade in all these inportant areas. Meanwhile, the Secretariat will be
strict in selecting and prioritizing activities in the area of arnms control and
di sarmanent, as in all other areas.

Nucl ear issues and ot her weapons of nmss destruction

5. The issue of the Non-Proliferation Treaty was addressed by the Board at
both neetings. At the tinme of the Geneva neeting, preparations were under way
for the Review and Extension Conference. M position was al ready known and
therefore the Board conveyed to ne their views on how | mght assist the review
and extension process. They also presented their views on how a strengthened
and yearly review process night enhance the possibility of an indefinite
extension. Professor John Sinpson provided a great deal of relevant analysis on
this issue at both neetings.

6. By the time of the New York neeting, the Review and Extensi on Conference
had taken place. One of the decisions of the Conference, "Strengthening the
revi ew process", sets out a robust procedure and | |ook forward to its full and
tinely inplementation. |In addition to the review process, the Conference, by a
second deci sion, adopted a set of "Principles and objectives for nucl ear
non-proliferation and di sarmanment”. Central to these principles and objectives
is the achi evenent of a Conprehensive Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty no later than
1996, i medi ate commencenent of negotiations on a convention banning the
production of fissile material for nucl ear expl osive purposes and systematic and
progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear weapons globally, with the ultinmate goa
of elimnating them

7. | am convinced that achi evenent of a test-ban treaty by the end of 1996 is
essential both to the nuclear non-proliferation regime and to disarmanent. In
ny address to the Conference on Disarnmanent on 6 July, | stated that practica
steps towards nucl ear di sarmanent nust now be pursued with determ nation and
that the Conmprehensive Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty was of inmediate relevance. This
view was al so strongly held by the Board. The Board was al so of the view,
however, that the early indicators of progress in the negotiations on a

Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty, and on the "cut-off" of fissile
materials, were | ess encouragi ng than anticipated. One of the inpedinents to
progress was the decision by sonme nucl ear-weapon States to continue or resune
testing pending the entry into force of the Conprehensive Nucl ear Test-Ban
Treaty. The Board recomrended that | do all | could to call for a noratoriumon
testing. In ny address to the Conference | strongly urged the nucl ear-weapon
States to exercise the utnmost restraint.

8. | believe that the decisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty Revi ew and
Ext ensi on Conference are a "package" which has great potential as a framework
for nucl ear disarmament. However, the process for inplenmenting the package is
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not clear, nor is the role of the United Nations in that process. | have asked
the Board to give thought to this matter and to report its views to me at the
next neeting.

9. O hers in the international comunity have been thinking about the role of
the United Nations with respect to all weapons of mass destruction, in
particular the role of the Security Council. Al though the Council, inits

statenent of 31 January 1992, clearly defined a role for itself with respect to
the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, it did not decide on a
nonitoring nechanismof its own. There have recently been various proposals by
Menber States and non-governnental organizations (NGOs) to give the Security
Counci|l the "ways and neans" to assess the risk of proliferation. The Board, on
the whol e, saw certain nmerits in some of the ideas put forward, but felt that

the matter required nore thorough consideration. | look forward to its further
reflections on this issue but | acknow edge, of course, that any decision in
this regard will have to come fromthe Security Council itself. | wll be

following with interest the Council's own discussions on this issue.

10. During the Geneva neeting, menbers of the Board expressed concern at the
sl ow pace by which signatories were ratifying the Chem cal Wapons Convention

At their suggestion, on 13 January, | wwote to the Foreign Mnisters of all
States signatory to the Convention, urging ratification at the earliest possible
time. | was encouraged by the replies received. | look forward to attainnent

of the goal of 65 signatures so that the process can begin of bringing the
Convention into force.

11. Menbers of the Board agreed with me that the problemof illicit trafficking
in nuclear materials and other radioactive substances was a serious one
deserving the attention of the disarmament conmunity. The Board felt that some
good research had been done in this area, and that the International Atomc
Energy Agency (| AEA) was inplementing an excellent action plan, but it felt that

there was still roomfor nmore work. Accordingly, inits capacity as the Board
of Trustees of UNNDIR the Board reconmended that UNIDIR explore the possibility
of carrying out a study on the subject in cooperation with AEA. | |ook forward

to the results.

M cr o- di sar manent

12. The Board al so devoted a great deal of its tinme to the concept of

"m cro-di sarmanment", which had been raised in ny position paper "Supplenent to
An Agenda for Peace" (A/50/60-S/1995/1 dated 25 January 1995). The
proliferation of |ight weapons in particular was a major concern of the Board.
Menbers recogni zed the advances al ready made by the United Nations in the
context of conprehensive peace settlenents and the special efforts now under way
with respect to | and-mnes. Nevertheless, the Board identified the need for a
better understanding of the ways and nmeans of conducting m cro-di sarmanment in
ot her situations where there was no formal peace settlenment and perhaps no
presence of the United Nations or a regional organization. M cro-disarnmnent
woul d seemto be an area where regional organizations have an essential role to
pl ay and must becone fully engaged. Internal stability is also necessary to
foster a clinmate for mcro-di sarmanment.
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13. The Board strongly encouraged the efforts of nmy advisory mssion to Mali in

1994 and its followup activity this year in six other States of the
Sahar a- Sahel subregion, Burkina Faso, Chad, Cbte d'Ivoire, Muritania, N ger and
Senegal . However, the groundwork done by those m ssions only heightens

awar eness of the need for practical answers to sone chall engi ng questions, e.g.
What type of incentive programmes would work in Africa? Wat |level of stability
is required before they could be inplenmented? Wat sort of "Code of conduct”

m ght be effective with supplier States?

14. The experience of the Sahara-Sahel mission, which largely mrrored the Ml
m ssion of |ast year, indicated that unless there was an adequate | evel of
personal security for the people of a country plagued with a proliferation of
i ght weapons, there would be no possibility of achieving successfu

m cro-di sarmament programes. The Board took firmly the view, which | fully
share, that devel oping countries, especially those energing fromsituations of
internal conflict, require external assistance to achieve stability. Wthout
stability, hope for sustainable devel opment is lost. The delicate question of
how to recogni ze this need in the allocation of external assistance was of
concern to the Board and is, | amsure, a concern to many States, in particular
the maj or donors. The Board was able to draw on the experience of one of its
Menbers, Brigadier CGeneral (Ret.) van der Graaf, deputy |eader of the m ssions
to Mali and the Sahara-Sahel, in understanding nore fully a situation that is
unfortunately all too comon today. The Board fully supports the concept of a
proportional and integrated approach to security and devel opment. This approach
isonel intend to pronote with other parts of the United Nations system
especially the United Nations Devel opnent Progranme, and with the donor

countri es.

New special session of the General Assenbly on di sar manent

15. Another mmjor issue for the Board was the new special session of the
Ceneral Assenbly devoted to di sarmanment, which has been agreed in principle by
the General Assenbly and is planned for 1997. As forecast in ny last report to
the General Assenbly, at the January neeting the Board formed a small working
group to devel op a paper with its reconmmendati ons on a "vision" for that
session, and the Secretary-CGeneral's possible role before, during and after it.
The draft paper, entitled "Some thoughts on the di sarmanent agenda at the end of
the century: the role of the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations", was
coordi nated by Anbassador Pfirter with substantive assistance from

Anbassadors Agaev and de La Gorce who provided supporting papers of their own.

16. In its prelimnary discussion of these papers, the Board agreed that it was
tinme to consider a disarmanent agenda whi ch m ght have the foll owi ng conponents
and characteristics. It would need to situate arns control and di sar manment
within an overall international systemof security. That system of security
woul d have to include provisions for eventually replacing the current nuclear
arrangenents. The agenda woul d need to be bal anced between nucl ear and
conventional issues. International terrorism possibly involving weapons of
nmass destruction, would need to be part of it. Regional approaches woul d be
needed but work done in the global setting nmust be drawn on as appropriate.



A/ 50/ 391
Engl i sh
Page 5

Finally, the institutional arrangenents for arnms control and di sarmanment woul d
need to be reviewed.

17. Wth respect to the new special session the Board noted that its timng,

following so soon after the 1995 Non-Proliferation Treaty Revi ew and Extension
Conference, m ght not be conducive to achieving the expected objectives. Sone
positive results in inplementing the decisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty

Conference will need to be forthcom ng before a concerted attenpt is made to
devel op a new agenda. In that light, the Board noted that 1997 is also the
first year of the new Non-Proliferation Treaty review process. It is also the

poi nt at which the Conprehensive Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty negotiations should
have been conpl eted and substantive progress made on the "cut-off" for the
production of fissile materials for nuclear explosive purposes. In those
circunstances it mght be better to schedule the special session at a nore
propitious time, but in any case not before 1998.

18. Sone nenbers of the Board al so made the point that instead of a specia
session devoted to di sarmanent, Menber States might consider having a special
session on d obal Security and Disarmanent. This would go further than just

t hi nki ng of di sarmanment as a conmponent of security. It would also allow a
del i berate and consi dered debate on sonme of the issues |I raised in "An Agenda
for Peace" (A/C 1/47/7) and its Suppl enent.

19. The Board will continue to devel op the paper on the special session for
consideration at its next nmeeting in early 1996. | have not yet taken a
position on the scope or timng of the special session but | thought it usefu
to apprise Menber States of the thinking of the Board which has raised very
pertinent questions.

Reqgi ster of Conventional Arns

20. The nenbers reviewed the quantity and quality of reports to the Register of
Conventional Arns. They regretted that the Register was not attracting nore

uni versal participation. The Board accordingly recomended that States that are
currently participating in the Regi ster should encourage other States, through a
ki nd of "partnership approach", to do so also, and should offer to assist those
States in the political and technical aspects of reporting. At the sane tine,
the Board reiterated its support for the concept of regional and subregi ona
variants of the Register and commended the Centre for D sarmanent Affairs, and
its regional centres, for including this option in its programre to pronul gate
the nmerits of transparency through the Register. The Board hoped that the
Centre had sufficient financial resources to carry out this programe.

wel cone all efforts to enhance the Register process and in particul ar conrend

t he "partnership approach”" recomended by the Board.

The Conference on D sar manent

21. During the CGeneva neeting, the Board received briefings on a nunber of
ongoi ng activities. The President of the Conference on Di sarmanment for January
addressed the Board on its nethods of work and the activities of its various
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subgroups. The Board was di sappointed to |learn that nmany probl ens renain,
related to the nethods of work and dating fromthe cold war era. The unresol ved
guesti on of nenbership was al so troubling and detracted fromthe work of the
Conference. Neverthel ess, the Conference was agreed to have done, and was
capabl e of doing, very good work as the only negotiating body for nultilatera
arns control and disarmament. | hope that the nenbership problemw |l be

resol ved soon and that inportant issues |like the Conprehensive Nucl ear Test-Ban
Treaty and "cut-off", noted above, will be concluded successfully without delay.
I made all these points in nmy address to the Conference on 6 July 1995 when it
closed its second session

22. The Special Coordinator of the Conference on D sarmanment, charged with
devel oping a mandate for an ad hoc conmittee on the cessation of production of
fissile material for nucl ear explosive purposes, also briefed the Board on his
efforts. During the Geneva neeting, the Chairman of the G oup of CGovernnental
Experts, preparing for the Review Conference on the |Inhumane Wapons Conventi on,
spoke on the state of its work at that time. These briefings were very
beneficial to the Board and put themin a nuch better position to advise ne on
key matters within their jurisdiction

QG her matters

23. At the Geneva neeting, the Board, reflecting on its earlier discussion on
"Equi tabl e and responsi bl e access to new technol ogi es”, noted that this issue
(as subsequently manifested in the debate at the Non-Proliferation Treaty Revi ew
and Extension Conference) was far frombeing settled to the satisfaction of al
States. The Board once again supported the efforts that had been made in the
United Nations D sarmanent Conm ssion over the |ast few years, and reconmended

t hat consideration be given to possible efforts at the fiftieth session of the
Ceneral Assenbly to return the itemto the agenda of the Commi ssion in 1996
Meanwhi | e, the Board al so recommended that the guidelines, as currently

devel oped in the United Nations Di sarnmanent Conmi ssion, be exam ned in detail at
the regional level. | hope that Menber States will give due consideration to
this point.

24. The Board was briefed on the activities of the Centre for Di sarmanment
Affairs. Menbers were particularly interested in the Centre's periodic and
special publications in the area of arns control and di sarmanment. Menbers of

t he Board have been active in contributing articles and essays to these
publications, which is an inportant part of their contribution to
inter-sessional work. Briefings also included a report by Ambassador Mason who
chaired the study group of governnental experts on "Verificationin all its
aspects, including the role of the United Nations". | |look forward to the
results of that study, which was conpleted in July 1995.

25. The briefings also included updates on the three regional centres for
Peace, Di sarnmanent and Devel opnent in Africa, Asia and the Pacific, and Latin
Anerica and the Caribbean. Details of the parlous financial situation of those
Centres were given in ny separate report on them (docunment A/50/380). The Board
was concerned that the many proposals to devol ve responsibility for security-
related nmatters to regi ons and subregi ons were not being reflected in the
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attitude of the CGeneral Assenbly and Menber States towards the regional centres.
Vol untary contributions for substantive activities continued to fall and Menber
States remained reluctant to finance their operational costs. This was
prejudicing the centres' potential to becone focal points for the devol ution of
responsi bility and devel opnent of initiatives for their regions. Should there
be no change in Menber States' attitude to financial support for the centres,
see no alternative to closing their offices.

26. The Board was interested in the role of regional organizations in

col lective security. It requested and received a briefing fromthe

Under - Secretary-General for Political Affairs on the current relationship
between the United Nations and the regi onal and subregi onal organizations in the
field of peace and security. This in turn led to a discussion on the various
forms of preventive action that could be inplenented by gl obal and regiona
organi zati ons and how t hey m ght conpl enent each other. Discussion on this item
was greatly assisted by a presentation by Professor Gasteyger

27. During its session in July 1994, the Board had decided to revert to a
previous practice of inviting the NG community to nmeet with it and to present
their views on itens of topical interest. NGO play a significant role in arns
control and their activity should be encouraged. The January neeting with the
Speci al NGO Comm ttee for Disarmanent (based at Geneva) reveal ed a maj or concern
in the international NGO comunity that the United Nations shoul d better
comunicate its position on matters of international concern, particularly in
the field of arms control and disarmanent. This is an issue on which | have
expressed ny own apprehensions, including in ny report of |ast year. The
Speci al NGO Comm ttee was al so concerned with the lack of resources devoted to
di sarmanent and, in supporting the idea of another special session on

di sarmanent, hoped that one of the results mght be the establishnment of a

di sarmanent fund. In particular, the Conmttee asked that nore resources be
all ocated to the regional centres whose sl ow devel opment they regretted. The
Special NGO Comm ttee stressed that it had just begun to study the "Supplenment"
but, on the whole, was synpathetic to the focus put on the proliferation of

i ght weapons.

28. \Wen the Board nmet in New York in June with the equival ent organization
there, the Special NGO Comm ttee on D sarmanent at Headquarters, the atnopsphere
was nmuch col oured by the recent Non-Proliferation Treaty Conference. The
Committee briefed the Board on its perception of the Conference results
stressing, inter alia, the |large degree of support expressed for the elimnation
of nucl ear weapons as soon as possible. NGO felt that progress in the

Conf erence on Di sarmanment on issues directly related to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty was nmuch too slow and stressed that this would again put in question the
sincerity of States' declared intentions to make real progress in nuclear

di sarmanent. The Committee was al so concerned with conventional arns issues and
wel coned, in particular, the work being done on the problemof |and-mnes. The
New York Committee al so raised the question of comunications in the context of
"on-line" access via the Internet to United Nations docunmentation, reports,

etc., and better access to docunentation and del egati ons during major
conferences. Arrangenents are in hand for inprovenents in both these areas.
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29. | welconme the reopening of comunicati on between the Board and the NGO

community and |l ook forward to its continuance.

30. Also at Ceneva, and under the sponsorship of UNNDIR, the Board was afforded
a briefing on the work of the Commi ssion on d obal Governance. Lord Judd and
M's. Sadako Ogata, two of the nmenbers, gave an overview of their report "CQur

gl obal nei ghbourhood", and engaged in a dial ogue with Board nenbers on its main
concl usions. Although the Board did not have a unani nous view on all facets of
that report, there was agreenent with many of its conclusions, particularly that
the security of States is only relevant if it enhances the security of peopl es.
Board nmenbers were particularly interested in the nmajor recomendations
concerni ng nucl ear weapons. This type of briefing, as | nmentioned | ast year
will be a regular feature of Board sessions.

31. Future sessions of the Board will focus on: the role of the United Nations
in helping to inplenent the decisions taken at the Non-Proliferation Treaty

Revi ew and Extension Conference, with special priority for the Conprehensive
Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty and the "cut-off" negotiations; devel opnment of practica
options for mcro-disarmanent, especially at the regional |evel; and devel opnent
of ideas for the disarmanment agenda for the year 2000 and beyond, with
particul ar reference to the proposed special session on disarmanment (or gl oba
security and di sarnmanment).

32. A nunber of Board menbers conpleted their termof office in 1994. | have
t hanked them for their services while at the sane tinme wel com ng the new
nenbers, M. Nana Sutresna, M. Natarajan Krishnan, M. André Erdos and

M. Qumirseric Kastenov. A list of the current nenbers is in the annex to the
present report.

33. Inits capacity as the Board of Trustees of UNIDIR the Board devoted one
nmeeting at each session to reviewing the report of the Director for the previous
year and to approving the progranme of work for 1996.
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ANNEX

Menbers of the Advisory Board on D sarnanent Matters

M. Ednan T. AGAEV

Anbassador

Enbassy of the Russian Federation to Col onbi a
Bogot a, Col onbi a

M. Marcos Castrioto de AZAMBIJUA
Anmbassador

Enbassy of Brazil to Argentina
Buenos Aires, Argentina

M. Mtsuro DONOMAKI
Anbassador

Enbassy of Japan to Mexico
Mexico City, Mexico

M. André ERDOS

Deputy State Secretary
Mnistry of Foreign Affairs
Budapest, Hungary

Li eutenant CGeneral (Ret.) Emmanuel A. ERSKI NE
Accra, Chana

Dr. Curt GASTEYGER

Prof essor, The Graduate Institute of International Studies

Director, Programme for Strategic and International Security Studies
Geneva, Switzerl and

Brigadi er General (Ret.) Henny J. van der GRAAF

Director, Center for Arms Control and Verification Technol ogy
Ei ndhoven Uni versity of Technol ogy

Ei ndhoven, Netherl ands

Dr. Josef HOLIK

Anbassador

Federal Governnent Conm ssioner for Di sarmanent and Arns Control
Bonn, Ger many

M. Qumirseric KASENOV

Di rector

Kazakstan Institute for Strategic Studies
Al maty, Kazakstan

M. Nataraj an KR SHNAN
Anbassador
Bangal ore, India
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M. Francois de LA GORCE
Anbassador
Paris, France

M. Janes F. LEONARD

Anbassador

Executive Director, Washington Council on Non-Proliferation
Washington, D.C., United States of America

Ms. Peggy MASON

Anbassador

Senior External Fellow, York Centre for International and Strategic Studies
Toronto, Ontario, Canada

Prof essor Wangari MATTHAI
Coordi nator, The Green Belt Myvenent
Nai robi, Kenya

M. Rogelio PFIRTER

Anbassador

Under - Secretary for Foreign Policy
M nistry of Foreign Affairs

Buenos Aires, Argentina

M. SHA Zukang

Anbassador

Per manent M ssion of China to the United Nations Office at Ceneva
Ceneva, Switzerl and

M. Mhaned I. SHAKER

Anbassador

Enbassy of the Arab Republic of Egypt to the United Kingdomof Geat Britain and
Northern Irel and

London, United Ki ngdom

Pr of essor John S| MPSON

Director, Muntbatten Centre for International Studies
Departrment of Politics

Uni versity of Southanpton

Sout hanpt on, United Ki ngdom

Ms. SITTI AZI ZAH Abod

Under - Secretary, Policy Division
M nistry of Defence

Kual a Lunpur, Mal aysi a

M . Nana SUTRESNA

Head Executive Assistant to the Chairman of the Non- Al igned Myvenent
M nistry of Foreign Affairs

Jakarta, |ndonesia



M. Kl aus TORNUDD
Anbassador

Enbassy of Finland to France
Pari s, France

M. Sverre LODGAARD a/
Director, UNID R

al/ Ex officio nenber.
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