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AGENDA ITEMS 49 to 65, 68 and 142; and 67 and 69 (continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT AﬁD INTERNATIONAL SECURITY ITEMS

Mr. PAK (Democratic People's Republic of Korea): Allow me first to
congratulate Ambassador Elaraby of Egypt om his election as Chairman of this
important Commitﬁee. I am convinced that with his skilled diplomatic talent
and wonderful experience the Committee's work will -be brought to a Fruitful
conclusion.

My delegation takes phié opportunity alsc to:coangratulate the other
members of the Bureau on their election.

Today in democratizing international relatioms and establishing a new
international order it is most important to oppose power politics and make
disarmament a reality. The cessaticn of the cold war and changes in the
international situation have strengthened the will of the people of the worid
for disarmament while offering favourable circumstanceé for the solution of
disarmament issues. Justification of the arms race and armament as deterrents
to war is no longer a tenable argument.

Under these circumstances, multilateral, bilateral and regional
negotiations and efforts in the field of disarmament have been made recently
and some progress has been achieved in that area. The.agreement between the
Russian Federation and the United States last June on deep cuts in strategic
arms is but one example. |

. noggvgr,lglthpugh‘tﬁe‘cpld war ha; geased’:o'bg,’the qualitative arms

race .is continuing and more sophisticated nuclear weapons'are being produvced.
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The world is still under a nuclear threat, This shows that disarmament still

remains the first task of the international community in solving international

issues.
In recent years the interest of mankind has been focused on the issues of

the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and the total elimination of all

nuclear weapons around the globe in keeping with the present situation. The
lack of results to date, compared with the efforts made by the international

community towards nuclear disarmament, requires all statesmen to think and act

more realistically.

In bringing about nuclear disarmament it is most important that the
nuclear Powers should be conscious of their special responsibility on this

issue and should have the political will to eliminate nuclear weapons

completely.

Today there is no reason whatsoever to possess nuclear weapons. The

assertion that nuclear weapons should remain as a deterrent to war is

anachronistic and can only be interpreted as an intention to dominate the

world by relying on power politics.

The primary goal of the international community is to abolish all nuclear

weapons, ban all nuclear tests and stop the development of new kinds of

nuclear weapons., It is no secret that the purpose of continuous nuclear tests

is to modernize nuclear weapons. The nuclear Powers are making a mockery of

mankind by producing more delicate new nuclear weapons while reducing old

nuclear weapons. Whether or not the nuclear Powers ban nuclear tests could be

regarded as the criterion by which to judge whether or not they have the real

political will to bring about nuclear disarmament.
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The Government of our Republic supports the Gemeral Assembly resolutions
related to the overall and complete ban on nuclear tests and holds that the
nuclear Powers should not ignore the efforts of the intermational community to
stop such tests.

The nuclear non-proliferation regime is an important means of dismantling
nuclear weapons and has made some contribution to preventing their
proliferation., But if it serves only to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons
to the non-nuclear-weapon States, while allowing nuclear tests and development
by nuclear Powsrs, it cannot contribute to realizing mankind's desire to
eliminate all nuclear weapons on Earth. We hold that the inequality of this
regime, which fails to prevent nuclear-weapons development by nuclear Powers
and which is used to exert pressure on non-nucleaf States, should no longer be
allowed, and we consider that this is an important question related to the
fate of the non-proliferation Treaty itself.

Another issue to be mentioned with regard to the fate of the Treaty is
the unusual fact that a country tkhat possesses the technology for developing
nuclear weapons is acquiring more fissionable materials than it needs. The
world is watching with deep concern the fact that Japar is storing more
plutonium than it needs.

Nuclear disarmament, the complete dismantling of weapons of mass
destruction, including chemical weapons, and deep reductions in conventional
wezpons are inevitable. An encouraging result of international efforts to
abolish weapons of mass destruction is the noticeab;e progress that has been
made in negotiations on a treaty banning chemical weapons.

Despite claims that some progress on disarmament has been made in recent

years in negotiations between the super-Powers, the fact that arms téansfers
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from developed countries to Geveloping countries is increasing, in turn
exacerbating the arms race, gives rise to serious.intefaatioqal concexn.x The.
main ringleaders in the export of arms are_tryigg to divert international
attention by labelling small countfies;such as.miae exporters oftmissilesa
even though they themselves are experting weaponvaorth billions of'dollarsf
We do not export missiles, and we oppose the transfer ofnmissiles_Or miSSile
technology to other countries.

At the forty-sixzth session of the Geumeral ASsemhly Members touk a g;eét
interest in the question of arms transfers, and a resolutiénAtg‘éstablishﬂak
United Nations register system was'adopted. 7We'recogniéegthah ghis=system is
necessary for disarmament and cpnfidence—buildingi and we*t§ink.that-it Shouid
be continued as a realistic measure to prevent -arms raqesqufall'kihds énd to
control arms'transfers..xWe'conside:, however, that thefsystgm.wiilvcontfibﬁﬁe
to‘increasing transparéncy»iﬁ‘intérnatipnal arms ttansfersloﬁly iheﬁ it
includes all types of‘weapons,of"mass destruction - includin¢~nu€1ear‘weapons
and related equipment on Earth.

The attention of the’internétidna;wcommunity~is'stilgxfpcuSea on the- -
question of disarmament on the Korean peninsula, uhbsérldbatiﬁﬁ}is yital:ibf
the_secﬁrity of Asia and where huge~armed‘forcés_coﬁfrgntreadh”bﬁhgg‘alon§¢t£é
military demarcagion line. Thekquestiongof ﬂisarmament'agdnpéacé»on?the=5_
Korean peninsula is important not only to the3§¢agé‘éndjséqgriﬁyiof:the Asian
region, ‘but -also to the ﬁestinY‘o£ our nation, - ‘

In partitu;ar,ithe-fervegtfwishjof%phefxorgan—pqyplekfﬁ: rguﬁiﬁ&cation}
which grows with each pESSing‘day;jmékeé it*é‘priﬁary'§§3k¢fwhigﬁ;broﬁksgpoV'
delay, to réalize disarmameat and ensure peace on the qué§n peﬁihsu1a§4i ;i'
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Because of its ardent desire to open the way to peaceful reunification of
the country, the Government of our Republic made comprehensive disarmament
proposals which include the Declaration of north-south non-aggression, the
cqnclusion of a peace treaty between the Democratic People's Republic of Korea
and the United States, deep cuts in armed forces of the north and south to a
defensive level of less than 100,000 and, in parallel with this, withdrawal of
United States armed forces from south Korea in stages. The Goverument has
made patient efforts to this end.

The realizaticn of disarmament on the Korean peninsula depends on how the
leaders of Korea, nmorth and south, are comscious of their important
responsibility to the nation and how they try to shoulder this responsibility.

In this conmnection, the effectuation of the Agreement on Reconciliation,
Non-Aggression, Cooperation and Exchanges between the north and the south and
the Joint Declaration on the Denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula shows
ouy nation's will to create the conditions for reunification by realizing
disarmament by the force of national independence. This is an inevitable
result of the fervent desire for reunification of the entire Korean people, a
desire that grows day by day, and a great victory achieved in the course of
the common struggle of the north and the south to bring alkout the three
principles of national reunification.

The Eighth North-South High-Level Talks held in P&ongyang last month
resulted in annexed agreements on the joint committees in various fields, and
therefore the joint committees were able to begin their work. One was the
North-South Joint Military Committee, which began work following the adoption
of an annexed agreement on the implementation and observance of the

"North-South Non-2ggression" part of the norih-south Agreement. The annexed
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agreement on impiementation and observance consists of six chapters, the first
four being: Chépter 1, “Hon-use of arms"; Chapter 2, ”Peaceful’settlement of
disputes and prevention of accidental a?med conflict"; Chapter 3, “Dematéation
line and districts of non-aggression"; and Chapter 4, "Installation and
operation of military hotline".

Since the North-South Joint Military Commitiece is in 6perat50n‘for the
realization of non-aggression, theblegal system and appa?aéus_to’eaSe:énd;gut
an end to the military confrontation on the Kofean peninsuiavﬁaQe beéhﬁ- 
' established: therefore there can be no reason for an arms race between the.
north and the south. This is the startihg—point for the realization 6f 
disarmament. We will make every effort to carry out the‘anhexed~agtaemen; to
implement and observe the Declaration on nor-aggressioan.

It is important for implementation of the northasouth'Agreément that all
countries concerned respect it.and create circumstances favourabie for ‘its ’
implemenﬁation in conformity witk the efforts of the north and the south.
Historically the Korean question has been linked to internatiomal relations.
Therefore, the cther countries concerned should pay due attention to the
efforts of the north and the south to carry out the north—south“hgreeméht.
Since the north and south have affirmed that‘they will not invade each other,
what is called "deterrence to southward invasion” - the United States excuse
for stationing troops in South Korea - is no longer necessary, and the
withdrawal of United States troops has become the requirement of our time. If
the United States rejects this demand, it may be considered as an ihdié%tion
that it does not recognize the non-aggression Agreemeht; and consequently;mayb
destroy the atmosphere of confidence between the north and the south created

by its adoption.
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The éizcontinuation of large-scale military exercises on the Korean
 9eninsu1a and in its vicinity is an urgent element in the creation of a
favourable atmosphere for the implementation of the north-south Agreement.
Last August, the joint military exercise "Focus Lens 92" was staged oun the
Korean peninsula by the United States and south Korea.

At the "24tk South Korea-United States Annual Security Meeting", which
was held recently in Washington, the United States and the south Korean
authorities "agreed in principle" to resume the "Team Spirit" joint milicary
.exercises next year. Such provocative military manoeuvres cannot but be
considered as an intentionélAact aimed at hampering the process of peace and
reconciliation on the Korean peninsula, and at blocking the process of
north-south dialogue.

Judging from the fact that the "Team Spirit" military manoeuvres were
suspended before the inspection of our area by the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA), it is all the more unjustifiable for them to be resumed at a
time when nuclear inspection is under way.

The United States shculd not follow the power policy of the cold-war
era. In line with the changed new situation it should stop interfering in the
Korean question and, further, should take practical steps that would be
conducive to the implementation of the north-south Agreement, rather than
disturbing it. '

The realization of the denuclearization of the Korean peninsula, which
is under the actual threat of nuclear weapons, poses a prime task. In

‘accordance with the Joint Declaration on the Denuclearization of the Korean
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Pen;nsula, the north and south establlshed and put ;uto operatzon the Jo;nt

Nuclear Control Commxttee to dxscuss practxcal ;ssues for the deuuclearxzat;on‘;»~‘

of the Koraan penxnsula, and they are now discufszng the annexed agreement and'

1nspectxon regulatzons on 1mplementatiou of the Joznt Declarat;nn.v Iu erder
to 1mplement the Jolnt Declaratxon. xt is 1mportant to 1nspect the Unxted |
States nuclear waapons and bases in south Kcrea.ri,“ _ | B '  | ;

It is regrettable, however, that owxng to the oppos;tzon of thehﬁnxted k
States and the south Korean authorxtxes to 1nspectxon of the Unxted States
nuclear}yeaponswanq bases;ln‘south»xorea, the_regulat;onserggardingA}uapectlon
have not yet beex adopted.v,b,« | . ) o

We have declared tzme ano aga;n that we have no nuclear weapons, nor"

have we any intention of makxng them or any capab;l;ty for do;ng SOa The

honesty of the peaceful nuclaar pol-cy of the Government of our Republ;c and

P

e

the will for denuclearizat;on have already heen proved by our ratif:cat;on of
the safeguards agreement and three rounds of. ad hoc IAEA ;nspectzons.: T??*;
so-called suspicion of our nuclear development is fad;ng away.- B

If tha un;ted States nuclear weapons and bases ln south Koreaiare
vverzfxed through inspectzonsp the denuclearxzatzon of the Korean pen;nsula
will be real:zed. Tha nuclear ;ssue of the Korean penrnsula and ﬁhe nuclear:'
susp;cion that remaxn unresolved ar:se from the 6eployment of Unlted States.
nuclear weapons. in south Korea. | | | »

Qurtehrecently ;tkwas revealee_tnatfan‘undergrounﬁlstoraoeenlace ror‘

United States nuclear weapons was built in the mountain area of south
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Korea and that there exists 2 United States nuclear submarine base in Jinhae,
south Korea, to which many United States nuclear submarines, loadedbwith
nuclear weapons, have frequent access. This causes us to have much suspicion
about the sincerity of their anmouncement of the non-existénce‘éf United
States nuclear weapons in south Korea. Theréfore. it is obvious that the
settlement of the nuclear issue on the Korean peninsﬁla Eequires an'pverall
inspection of the United States guclear weapons and bases in south Korea.

" However, the United States and south Korean aﬁihorities are refusing to
open to the public all United States nuclear weapons and ﬁases in Sbuth Korea
and to agree to their inspection, and are inmsisting on'"mutuél-inspection of
the same numbers" and "challenge inspection” and are buéiiy édvertising them.

As for the inspection of ordinary'military bases, this has nothing to do
with the issue of the‘denuclearization of the Korean peninsula. On the
contrary, it is an internél matter that should be dealt with iﬁ fhe
North-South Joint Milita:y Committee established under the north—sbuthb
Agreement,

The new "scenario” of the United States and south Rorean autﬁ@iities
makes us_believé‘that.their pﬁtpdse is‘toﬁévoid the 6Vera11‘inspeétions.of the
United States nucleaf weapons and bases in #outh:koréa,ufrustfaﬁeftﬁe
improﬁement bf'northésouﬁh:relations by blacihg aitifiéiél'6bsta¢1e%'in'the>
way of north-south dialogue, and continue to pursue the polxcy of

onfrontat:on that will lead the sztuat:on of the Korean pen;nsula 1nto
confrontatzon. “

:Wg are of the view that if the south Rorean authotitiésAate truly

interested in biinginq_about the denuclearization of the Korean peninsula,
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they should take an independent stand free from outside’forées.“taﬁi a - ﬁﬂﬁV

déciéiVa'sﬁé§ to open the United States nucleat bases in South Korea; and ~ vl

k4

accept the inspections which are intended tb'vefify them.

It is our expectation that the United Sti*es, which is’ responsible for -
originating the nuclear issue om thé’Korean'ﬁeninSQ1§f éhouid’hd;Ibhéérk""
interfere in the Korean question. Tt shdhld"hédifyjits‘pbliey’tdwaids ﬁ6rea¢
in keeping with the changed situation and shiould take measures to accefit the
inspection of its Wuclear weapons and bases ih‘séuth“Kdrea instead7of‘ﬁiyiﬁq»
to make false cﬂafﬁeé'under“fﬁé'pfetéiﬁ‘oflthé;“priibiplerf'mutual'iﬁspectidn“
of the same numbers® and “challenge inéﬁecéiqﬁ“;i o

At the éameAEime;fwé believe tﬁét'dué‘éfteniibn'Shoﬁidjﬁg'paid to the "
fact that any attempts to.intérfére’iﬁfthe'internai éffairS‘df‘théaxbreanr
nation iﬁ‘phrsuih'of'sdme‘goiitic31 pﬁrpoSe‘énd fo.impdse:uniiéteiél ffeSSufe
will only have a négaﬁive éffédﬁfto:the:séttiéﬁént df3ﬁhéihu§iea; iSSﬁe-dh tﬁe
Korean peninsula. R |

On the basis of the fundamental ideal of its foreign policy -
indéééhdéﬂcé; ﬁéécefandkfrieﬁéshig“;lihé"ﬂéﬁdcritic,?eopie'é‘geﬁuhlié:of"kqtea
iéfﬁéYiﬁg»élééé'atteniion"tc'fhe feéliéafioh3of7di§érméﬁéht'énd fhé |
dismantling of all nucléar weapons ahdgdihéé“%ééﬁoﬁs bf'ﬁgssfAestiuééian on’
our plamet, T |

My delegataon belleves ‘that the deliherations on the items brought up
for d:scussxon in this Commxttee will help to fac;xztate the ﬂasarmament
process in conformzty w;tb the changed anterpat;pnal”sxtuatzon. ; ‘

Mr. AK%;Nl(Turkey)€  The framework and’substance df:intethéiidhél'~

relationé;haVe;goné:thfougﬁ pfofound chaﬁéeéfih fhé‘paSt few Yeai35‘brhe:fv |

e
S
%
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cold war has come to an end. The international landscape characﬁerized for so
long by ideological confrontation and nuclear stalemate has been dramatically
altered, making it possible to establish new and cooperative patterns of
international behaviour. These changes have brought about new ppportunities
and challenges, which in effect determine the main body of our current
agenda. These momentous developments have made it possible to settle a number
of conflicts which derived directly from the pclicies of confrontation of the
cold-war era. The prospects for disarmament and arms limitation as key
instruments for greater security have imprqved considerably.

However, the international community also faces new challenges. Ethaic,
religious and territorial disputes, as well as resurgeat nationalism that had
long Leen suppressed under the old bipolar structure have now come to the
surface, creating new temsions, crises and armed conflicts. Two years after
the Gulf crisis, the aggression against the sovereignty and the territorial
integrity of the republics of former Yugoslavia, as well as developments in
the Trans-Caucasus, serve as stark reminders that the creation of a new world
will not happen by itself. The responsibility for the maintenance of peace
and security, as well as for the .reation of a better world based ou legality,
justice and cooperation, rests with the Members of our Organizatien. Let us
also remirnd ourselves that while the process of change has its cwn momentum,
the positive results that we seek will be attainable only if we succeed in

managing this momentum.
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Although Burope is still not immune to armed conflicts, as is paihfully
evident in Bosnia and Herzegovina, the positiye trend in the process of arms
control and security—building has become clearly discernible in the last few
years. We must pursee this process with renewed vigour.

The'Treaty on Couventional Armed Forces in Eurepe {CFE) constitutes a
cornerstenerf future European secarity. With its full array of measures for
reductions in conventxona‘ armaments and its far-reachlng ver:f;catlcn reglme,
and complemented by the CFE 1A agreement en personnel strength of conventlonal
armed forces in Europe, th;s Treaty, the 1990 and 1993 Vienna Docymentsfon
confidence- and security-building measures, and the\CharteriefkéarieVere
documents that atgest to the,ending of the cold war and the}hegiening of a new
era of security partnership for that continent.

Turkey welcomes the agreement reached aﬁ the Helsipkivsﬁmmit gniJely'lgsz‘
to appiy the CFE Treaty provisionally. Turkey has already fatified the Ireety
and loekskforwardkto the early completion of the ratifieation process. .

| Turkey.welcaﬁes the decision takea at the Helsinki Summit:geresteblish a
Conference on.Seeurity‘and Cooperation iﬁ Europe (CSCE) forﬁm fer‘seeurity )
cooperation. New negotxatxons on d;sarmament and conf;dence- and .
securztynbuxldxng to be undextaken w;than the overarch;ng framework of that
forum will play a_crucxal role in enhancxng the.secur;ty“d;menslppvoﬁ Ehehneyv'
European order.ieNegotiations on new~security; and confidence-beilding
measures and a structured dxalogue on wxder secur;ty 1ssues w111 t& an ,;L
integral part of th:s}proeess, As‘xn.the,past, Turkey'w;;l,eo txwme tc play
an active role ih‘aehieQing_eatly,and,concrete fesglts.xep?eeentedﬁe?;yeeeures
that-seek.lewer levels of ferees..increasedntxanspa;ency_end mgltifeeeteﬂsw

military cooperation,
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In the area of nuclear weapons, we commend the leadership and vision
demonstrated by President Bush and President Yeltsin when they reached an
agreement at the Washington summit last June to bring the number of deployed
warheads well below the levels of the Treaty on the Reduction and Limitation
of Strategic Offensive Arms (START Treaty). The agreement also provided for
the elimination of all United States and Russian land-based intercontinental
ballistic missililes (ICBMs) with multiple warheads. The Lisbon Protocol to
the START Treaty, which enabled Belarus, Kazakhstan and Ukraine to become
parties to the Treaty, was another major achievement in the field of nuclear
disarmament, which we welcome.

" In the area of nuclear non-proliferation. there have been very positive
developments over the last year. The accession of France and China to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) was a historic step
in the conselidation of the nuclear non-proliferation regime.

We welcome the accession of South Africa to the NPT and the undertaking
of Belarus, Kazakhstan and Ukraine to become parties to the Treaty as
non-nuclear-weapon States ip the near future. The adherence of the five
permanent members of the Sccurity Council, which are also the five declared
nuclear-weapon States.'willvsignificantly enhance the stature and further
strengthen the universality of the Treaty, at a time when this Committee is
beginning preparations for the NPT Conferemce toc be held in 1995.

We consider the NPT a key ﬁnltilateral disarmament agreement. By
reducing considérably the risk of nuclear war, the NPT has made a significant
contribution to international security and arms-control effbrts.A As a party
to the NPT, Turkey holds the view that strict adherence to Treaty provisions,

by both nuclear and non-nuclear parties, is of vital importance. At the NPT
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Conference in 1995, contracting parties must explore all avenues that ﬁnuld
give the Treaty greatgr effectiveness, including the option of an indefigitab
extension. Such a decision should be coupled with steps to develop fﬂrthefl
the Treaty's verification‘regime and e;forts to promote universal adherence.

The declinigg trend in the number »f nuclear-wéapon»tests continued in
1691. The moratoriums on nuclear testing adopted by the Russian aﬁd French
Governments for the year 1991 and the decision o£ the United States Govermmenl
to impose a nine-month moratorium are all welcome deveiopments which pave the
way for a total ban on nuclear testiﬁg.

The chemical-weapons Convention, which we hope will receive overﬁhélming
support in the General Assembly. is a historic mi;estone,in‘the fie}é QtA
disarmament. Indeed, it is the first global, multilateral disérmament
agreement which not only bans z whole category of weapons of m?gé destrﬁctioh”
but, with its effective ve.~ification regime’allowing oh—éite inspeétiohs. also
aims to eliminate exisﬁing arsenals and prohibit the érgducﬁioﬁ ofrﬁgw ones.

I take this opportunity to congratulate tﬁe members of the'Conferenée on
Disarmament on the success of their long-running‘effoﬁts. In Ehisrcﬁnég;t.iwe
Py speéia; homage to Ambassadof vonkwégner of Ge;mﬁny; ﬁh@; as ¢hair@én ofr
the Ad Hoc Committee, played a pivotal roie in achieving thisibutc§mé. o

In the light of recent events in its régioh. Turkey stfongiy}sﬁpfbxés;tﬁék
chemlcal-weapons Convent:on and is preparang to he among the orxgxnal ‘- ﬁ
s1gnator1es. We call ox all States Mémbers of the United Nat;ons to szgn and '
ratify th;s 1mportant dooument, whxch we are conv1nced w111 make a substantxal:;

contrlbut;on to peace ang eur;ty. Turkey welcomes the establxshment of the ‘
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Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons in The Hague. We intend
to make an active contribution to the important work with which that
organization will be éntrusted.

_ The successful conclusion of the chemical-weapoas Convention should give
new impetus to the work of the Conference on Disarmament. This is am
opportunity to pause for reflection on some important aspects of the
Conference's work. We consider that this is the right time for that bedy to
re-examine its composition, agenda and methods of work. We are gratified that
the current President of the Conference on Disarmament, Ambassador Servais of
Beigium, is carrying out cunsultations on these important issues.

It is our strongly held view that the Conference on Disarmament should
recognize the profound changes that have taken place ir world politics and the
necessity to adjust its priorities to these changes, which would mean
restructuring and redesigning its agenda. It should aim to devise a sharper
focus on its more pragmatic objectives in order to address issues of immediate
security concern to all States. In the ccurse of this process, the
c¢omposition of the Conference also merits deep reflection. The radical and
far-reaching developments taking place in the world compel ;s to look for much
wider participation and burden-sharing in the Conference so as to reach the
objective of working out‘comprehensive disarmament programmes with more
universal participation. Defending the status quoe in that body will not be a
satisfactory response. Instead of limiting the number of participants in the
negotiation process in the name of efficiency and effectiveness, we have to

devise ways to open up the Conference on Disarmament to all members of the
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international community that are prepared to contribute to its impartant .
work. Universal adherence will best be achieved within the framework of
open-ended bodies.

With respect to the programme of work for 1993, prioriﬁy should he‘given
to uuclear non-proliferation, with due emphasis on reinforcement of
international norms, comprehensive nuclear test bans and transpareancy in
armaments. At a time when the risk of the uncontrolled-spread.cf'nuclea;Aazms :
and technology is on the rise, preventive measures that effectively deter 33@;
when necessary penalize that spread require our urgent attentionq':

On transparency in armaments, we believe that the work of -the ad}hoc;k;"
committee that we hope will be -established in the vary neqr,futu:q will be
facilitated by drawing on the definitions carefu11y~eighp:ateé»in,;hercrs Co

Treaty and the two Vienna Documents on security-building measures.
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While we appreciate the need for some conceptual work, this shonld nqt
distract us from taking a pragmatic approach which would enable the Conference
to address effectively and urgently the core issues. Prio;ity, in our view,
should be given to the elaboration of concrete arrangements which would permit
the international community to better monitor intermational arms transfers and
thus achieve a greater degree of transparency.

On the future of the Conference on Disarmament, we support the suggestion
made by the Australian delegation that during this session of the Committee a
meeting of interested States Members of the United Nations be convened by the
President of the Conference to undertake a wide-ranging exchange of views on
the compositicn, agenda and working methods of the Conference. That would be
an excellent starting-point.

Turkey has traditiomally supported the concept of transparency in
military matters, which it considers an important component of efforts aimed
at building confidence and reducing unpredictability at a regional as well as
universal level. We supported from the very outset the establishment of a
standardized United Nations annual reportirg system on military budgets and
participated in its implementatioa. In the same vein, Turkey has supported
the establishment of the United Nations Register of Comveantional Arms and
looks forward to its effective implementation in 1993. We welcome the report
submitted by the Panrel of Governmental Experts and commend the efforts which
brought about a consensus among a wide geographic range of countries. - The
Panel has prepared a standardized fbrmat to be used by States for submission
of required data, agreed on definitions for the categories of equipment and,
most importantly, discussed the modalities for an early expansion of the

Register. Turkey holds the view that only by a widening of its scope to
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include procurement from national prcductionvcaﬁ'the?gegiStér’be'trathorﬁed;.
into an effective and truly nonédiscriminétoxy.instfumeht ﬁhich;thé:reievant*“J
resolution has prescribed. | |

The political developments of the‘last:twé‘yéafs'haVefg&plyﬂdémoﬁétiéﬁéaf~'7»
the importance of regiomal arms controlfanaiaisarmémEntleffortsfEatbuttreés=gi“
the global quest to enhance stability and security. .. . ~ |

Although arms" control and dther secuiity;building~ehdeav0ur5'have!béeﬁ~"i:i
largely limited so far to those in Europe, there is éxbressin§~neéd~£o br6adéi

the scope of these efforts to embrace other régions of the world. - =

In this context, the Middle East is df*pafticdlatlimporﬁanbéffdt-my¥ v$%¥ﬁ 
country. | e

In the aftermath of the Gulf crisis;finterhatibhal'attention*has_f&dﬁsgdi
on halting the proliferation of all kinds of weapons in.thé*Middle.Eaét*whileffi
recognizing the legitimate need of every State to defend iﬁselft:f'awa'~f‘ |

The search for a new security structure and meaSufeswinftherMid&lgfﬂaﬁt*-
with a view to promoting peace in the region‘Shoni&iéim~atfestabiisﬁingﬂﬁt"”V
stability and security at the lowest possible level of militéfy*forCés.:;ihe~;~:
divergent interests and different priorities of the]regionaliPéﬁgrSGand the
~ complexities of the political 1aﬁdscape'bf~the region make(an.atms;cogtréi'
process a difficult undertaking. But the prospects forwaehievingAigrﬁb§-aréj~
better than ever. We view the Middlr last peace conference asvan“hi§£6iic“::
oppor;unity for finding a lasting solution to the Palestinian<iSSueiéﬁ@.theu,f“
Arab-Israeli cornflict, based on Security Council’resolutiOns'242“(1967)‘aﬁd-tya
338 (1973). Within the framework of the muitilateral‘dimension~ofxtﬁénrf-r sz‘k
conference and as a complenent to the bilateral negotiatioms, 5 working ‘group

has been formed to address arms control and regional security matters.v‘Turkey.
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participates in the work of this group and has expressed its readiness to
share its experience with the regional countries in the strong belief that
progress on arms control and confidence-building will make a substantial
contribution to the success of the peace process as a whole. Drawing on the
successful results of the Eurcpean enterprise on arms control and security
building, Turkey envisages a security structure for the Middle East that is
capable of adjustment to regional realities. It could be designed as a system
that moves in stages while it deepens and progressively becomes more binding
as its rewards in terms of increased security become widely shared. This, we
hope, will provide a greater political incentive to take or the challenges of
the following stages of cooperation and integration.

We recognize the impediments in this process, but we are confident that
they are not insuperable.

In conclusion, I would like to emphasize that we support the efforts
towards the rationalization of the work of the First Committee with a view to
achieving more effective results on the basis of a leaner, more flexible and
streamlined agenda. Turkey stands ready to contribute in a constructive
spirit to these efforts and to the proceedings of the Committee.

Mr. RIVERQ ROSARIO (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): On behalf
of the delegation of Cuba permit me to congratulate Mr. Nabil Elaraby on his
election as Chairman of th. First Committee this year. We have had an
opportunity to work with him on many occasions in this Committee and in other
bodies, and are therefore confident that our work will lead to a productive

and successful conclusion.
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_We also congratul e the other officers of the Committee who we g?e sure
will contribute to the smooth functioning of our work. The Cuban de;egationb
welcomes the delegations of the new States that have recently beqqma Members
of the Organization.

There is no doubt that a number of events hav> occurred récentJy in the
process of disarmament and arms control which have had a positive impact on
the climate in which the work of thkiy Committee is conducted and,
consequently, on the kind of decisions that will be taken.

Our responsibility in how we deal with the important>items on our agenda
requires that we objectively analyse them and think in a balanced and
impartial way, avoiding undue optimism or a sense of triumph to inflvence our
deliberations.

Let us put in practice that transparency which is so much in vogue in ali
our dealings. Let us recognize that much progress has been ma&é but that we
are far from having reached our final goal - general and complete disarmament.

In the area of nuclear disarmament, sigaificant steps héve been taken as
a result of agreements and initiatives between the United States and the
Russian Federation which, when added to the commitments alreédy eantered into
in the Treaty betweea the Uzited States and the USSR on the elimina:idn of
their intermediate-range ard shorter-range missiles (INF Treaty) an@’;he.
Treaty on the Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive‘Arms’(START
Treaty), contribute to reduciag the number of nuclear weapons and to their
elimination, as called for by the international community.

The commitments by the States of the former Soviet Union that possess

unuclear weapons to move towards their elimination is also a positive step.
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Although the threat of a world conflagration is now more remote, the
nuclear weapons remaining in the arsenals of those States that possess thesse
diabolical w-pons of mass destruction are more than enough to Aestrusy our

planet many times over and therefore continue to pose a throat to mankind.
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In my deleggtion's opinion, there is today no argument of any kind to
justify - as nuciear Powers would like to do -:the existencé of'nucléar
weapons and the pelicies of nuclear deterrence. Thése poliéiés emanated frém
the cold war, but the cold war is»ended, and elementary 1ogic sugge#ts tha§ |
those who still have ngclear weapons and continﬁe té pérféc£ thém muét stopr
trying to make us wvictims of a po;icy that belongs to the past.‘ | |

Even if, last year, there was no immediate agreement on a cqmplete ban on
the testing of nuclear weapons, the moratcriums decided oﬁ bg twq’nucleérr
Powers and the position assumed by soms of thevpthers suggestyghat wershould
take advantage of the fact that those countries have exéressed the political
will that, along with the efforts a group of countries héve been exértigg for‘
a few years now, should make it possible to move tqwards»achieving the R
objective of the total and complete prohibition of the test;ng otinuclear
weapons. Hence, it seems reasonable to‘assﬁme that next year‘fhe Cpnfefenceb
on Disarmament should not encounter any obstacle teo th§ establishment ofka
subsidiary body with the negotiation mandate required to dealrwith this‘ -
subject.

In the context of tha nuclear items - which my countr} cogtinﬁ;s tblfeelw
should have top prierity - there is the questxon of safeguards agalnst the use
or the threat of the use of nuclear weapons against States that do not pcssess
them. Even now there is a lack of such safeguards fqr those cogntr;es that
did not have them during the cpld war, T

In 1995 there will be a Conference that will have to take é sﬁéﬁd 6n the
future of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weappns; Thié

Committee will take a decision on the preparatory process in respect of that
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Conference. As is known, Cuba is not a party to the non-proliferation
Treaty. Although we agree with the general objective -.that it is mnecessary
to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons -~ we believe that, through
thac instrument, discrimination is exercised with regard to the obligations of
the nuclear-weapon States and the obligations of the non-nuclear-weapon
States. At the same time, the non-proliferation Treaty does not provide
guaranceas concerning proper and full access for all States to the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy.

It is my delegation's opinion that if we are to achieve the universaiity
that all international instruments should enjoy we must take advantage of the
present situation to ensure that, within the framework of the Preparatory
Committee and the Conference itself, there will be a broad exchange of
opinions in which States that are parties to the Treaty and States that are
not parties will participate. The objective is to prevent proliferation and,
either through reformulating certain parts of the Treaty or through including
an additional protocol, we must establish a fair balance of rights and
obligations, which must be equal for all States. Cuba declares its
willingness to take part in that exchange. Without abandoning our interest in
the adoption of a resolution that has the full support of all delegations, we
' hope that the draft resolution with which we are presented will contain a
reference to the idea I have just mentioned.

No representative in this Committee is unaware of how important it is for
the international community and the cause of peace and disarmament that, after

many years of negotiation, agreement has been reached on a draft comvention
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that not only bans weapons of mass destruction of a certain type - I refer to
chemical weapons - but also makes provision for the destruction of such
weapons and of the facilities for producing them and for the establishment of
a delicate mechanism to ensure that the weapons will not be diverted from the
peaceful uses so necessary for economic and social development.

Cuba does not possess chemical weapons. It has come out'in favour of .
banning and totally eliminating all weapouns ¢f mass destruction, and it .is
opposed to the use of chemical weapons. For Cpha, agreement on a convention -
to ban the chemical weapons that are already in the arsenals of»somefséateS'
and to provide for verified destruction, without creating any discrimination -
between States as to rights and obligations and wiéhéué?préSentihg~obs€a¢les,_f
to the proper and necessary development of the chemicals industry,~is ajméttgr~
of major significance. Mr. von Wagner has undoubtedlf done~out$tanding‘w6rk,
in this respect, for which he deserves our praise.

'In our opinion the text that has been submitted to the General Assembly
by the Conference or Disarmament could have been made more camprehensivé.g My -
delegation expressed its opinions to that effect in the negotiating body. = -
Nevertheless, our general evaluation is that the text is7accep£able;

The delegation of Cuba has joined the spoasors of draft resolution - -
A/C,1/47/L.1 and is prepared to take am active part in the Preparatory w
Committee's consultations and negotiations concerning the future regime: for
the banning of chemical weapons.

The exercise that the Conference on Disarmament céfriéd out'iﬁjédnnection-
with the item om chemical weapons confirms clearly and undeniably that when® =
States possess the necessary pelitical will or there is no objective, no

matter how remote it may appear, that cannot be achieved. This fact leads us
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to the conlusion that, because of its multilateral nature, the Conference on
Disarmament is the body that car and should conduct negotiations oan
disarmament matters, such as nucle;r issues, which have implications for all
our countries. In saying that, however, we do not mean tc take any importance
away from bilateral agreements reached by the nuclear Powers.

My delegation is prepared to participate in the exchanges of opinion with
regard to the negotiating body's agenda and prograric of work and to comsider
whether items th;t have not yet been placed on the agenda could be dealt with
in that forum. But any analysi< that is carried out must take account of the
importance, indeed the priority, of nuclear issues. These issues conginue to
cormmand the attention and concern of the international community, and although
they have been on the agenda for many years the efforts in respect of them
have not yet been crowned with success.,

There is also the question of the membership §f the negotiating body.
Here we must take into account the fact that several countries are interested
in becoming members and also that changes have taken place in the
international arena. One military alliance has ceased to exist, and change;
in political postures have resulted in ongoing accommodation of positions and
realignments.

The Secretary?sgneral has ptesented us‘with‘a report on the study by the
panel of governmental technical experts on the questjon of g:anggarencyrinb_
armaments and ;he Register of Conventional Arms, which was c:ga:edylast year
under resolution 46/36 L. We thank the experts who car:ied out this study. -

Underhthejleadétghip of the Ambassador of the Netherlands, they reached full
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agreement on all the matters before them. This document cénﬁgins aumerous
fecommendations andlputs forward many considerastions. - |

We take note of the study and of the reeommendatipns thét appear in the
report, and would make the point that webare beginning to see evolution in the
Register in that it is being expanded. That evolution should be made even
broader, through tﬁe deliberations and activities of theknew group of experts

and through the work being done along these lines by the Conference on

Disarmament.
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In this connection we would like to point out that in our opinion the
list of topics which could be discussed relating to the future expansion of
the Register and which appear in the report are suggestions and the list is
not final, as there are after all certair questions which should sti;l be
considered; to give just a few examples, we might mention national
production, the transfer of technology and the question of the transfer of
weapons of mass destruction.

We have all witnessed that progress has been made in the adoption of
agreements on disarmament and arms control, just as we have also witnessed the
increasingly difficult economic situation of the so-called developing
countries. So there is an zven greater need for the action programme adopted
by consensus at the United Nations Conference on the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development to acquire a practical dimension, one that will
help us to solve the Qifficult fundamertal economic and social problems being
faced so dramatically by the developing countries.

If as the international community has said it is a primary'goalvof the
Organization to guarantee international peace and security, then we must.féce
reality squarely and bear in mind that peace and security have as enemies not
just aggression apd war but also poverty. disease, malautrition, unemployment
and other écourges.

Everyone recognizes the close link between disarmament and international
security and how both interact. Inm order to achieve the goal of peace and at
the same time move towards diéarmament and the strengthening of peace and
international security, it is absolutely necessary fully to respect the
purposes and principles of international law and the United Nations Charter.

In particular we must respect the principle of non-aggressiom, the
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non-use or threat of use of force, pon-interferenceAin,the internal affairs of
States, and the peaceful settlement of disputes.

In spite of the end of the military and political confrontation between
East and West and the end of the so-called cold war, there continue to exist.
certain policies and forms of conduct against deVeloping;cquntries that zrun.
counter to the peace to which our peoples aspire.

Our country is an example of this. Not only is part éf.our national
territory being usurped as a result of the presence of a military base of the
United States against the will of our people and Gavernment;buia‘in addition;.
we continue to be the victim of a criminal economic and financial blbckaﬂe
that has existed for three decades and at present‘is~hecomin§veven-st:ongex,_
owing to the so-called Torriceili law which, among othe:;things._viglates the’
sovereignty of third Statey by claiming to invest its Draconianlmeasuregkﬁith
an extraterritorial character.

Also, there continue to be attempts at armedrinfiltration:by te::qristg
organizations based on United Stateé_territory which quite unabashed;y;admit
to their destabilizing purposes, while they keep bracdcastingjsubvgzsivé;»,.4
propaganda via radio and television in violation ogpqﬁrsradio—space.t;hW ,Q L

It is clear that these activities in ho way contribute ;q:promgtingibgf_
¢onfidence or to creating a climate of internatiogal-pgace aﬁﬁ'secutity; TR

- Mrs AUNG (Myanmar)s I-should like:to begig'byveitendigg;ﬁpky,,ﬁ e
. Ambassador Elaraby of Egypt the warmest congratulationslpffﬁhs{MyanmafJ,,J
delegation on his election as»Chairmanwoﬁ the_FirSt,CQmmittee.,ngisjvas;;n,;1
experience in dis;rmament affairs and his diplomatic skills: assure us of a.. .
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fruitful session. Myanmar and Egypt have a long history of cooperation in :he
Conference on Disarmament and in gther international forums. May I assu?e him
that it will be the constant endeavour of my delegation to maintain that
tradition.

I wish also to congratulaﬁe the other members of the Bureau on their
well-deserved election and assure them of our full support and coope;ation in
the discharge of their important duties.

Allow me to take this opportunity to express our deep appreciation to
Mr. Robert Mroziewicz, Under-Secretary of State of the Ministgy.of_ro:eign
Affairs of Poland for the skilful manner in which he guiﬁéd the work of the
Committee last year. |

It is with sadness that my delegation.learned of tae newévof the
devastating earthquake which struck Cairo recently resulting in the loss of
many lives and causing qxtensive damage to property. I ask Ambassador Elaraby
to accept our heartfelt:coﬂdolences.

We live in a world of rapid trunsformation. Since the Committee'svlast
session many changes have taken place and oﬁr wotlﬁ today qiffgrs;mgrkedly
from that which exiéted(evén a few years ago. iime w;s_uﬁén disarmament
negotiationsiwere conducted under the ominous clouds of:the—cold war., Today
our endeavours in the field of disarmament are taking place in a dramatically
altered situation. - With the abandonment of the ideological;gosturing of the
cold-war decades, the world political climate has b:ightengduconsi@erably,'
Throughout  the past:year the end of the-cdld-war‘cogtinuéd-to have a positive
impact on internatibgglésecurity,and&disarmamgnt. There~have,§een,gncouraging

signs that thenunhtidled~nuclear—arms race between the principal nuclear
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Powers has finéily been reined in. ~0ﬁe.ﬁelﬁome‘éign is the June - 32 - e R
agreement between the United States and RuséiaVté*réduceQSiéhifiéantif@théif%
nuclear arsenals. Another is the decline in the;nhmﬁéi bfftésts éé;akre;ﬁ}tVi”
of the unilateral moratoriums on muclear testing declared hy‘Frénce;‘RﬁééiaA{‘ﬁ ;
and the United States. Progress on negotiations on a’cahééntibﬁfog bﬁémiéai'f
weapdﬁé too has been dramatic. Who could hévé“?fedictédftiﬁtrin the finaiﬂfi
stage of the long and complex negotiations on a‘ConVénhidﬁV¢h”bhéhiéalvﬂeaéaﬁs E
the Conference on Disarmament so @ﬁch“cbﬁld;héGé:bééhiachiéVed'in,367sh§rtfai»
time and tha£ ﬁb ﬁbﬁid have ﬁhé’éénvéntion7f6f cdﬁ§iﬂéré£i64?5f‘the“ébﬁhittéé;:
at thislsession; | |

The positive trends of the past year in‘the“fielavof”iﬂéeinaﬁidnai‘"*f;
security and disarmaﬁéﬁﬁ’weré«faciiitatedkby thé’cﬁaﬁged‘ihtérnationalff'»r
environment brought about by the end of the éd;d war. ThefdemiSQ affthéjéold N
war has made it possible for nuclear disarmament to mové?fdiﬁard;”'ugf'f:
delegation feels that this is the time to makeféonééioﬁsiéffdrts tQ:;i#"‘
consolidate those gains and to ensure that the future world order Wiilfﬁé g
peaceful and secure.

Nuclear;weapon‘Stétes,'partichiafly:thé'p:ihciéalfdneé;aﬁaVQ‘akspéﬁiaiﬂi:
responsibility to undertake further steps‘to“échieve nu¢iéar‘disétmamént.*~lﬁ
the.light of the poiitiqal and ﬁilitaff'transfoimations:faki#g place,in'Eutbpe.
and indeed in the world, a review of their militafy;teehhélogibﬁl‘thinking i$k;
a logicai step that should bé'pursued.ﬂiTheﬁend of‘riValty*and-coﬁfrdhtaﬁionf
between the two power blocs makes cqméletely sensélesé'the_huéé_S:sénalgfgf :‘
nuclear and other weapons of mass de#tructiontthat=;hey,have iccwmdlagéa~dvér> '

the yearSf' Following the Second World War the growth in thelnucleaffwéapohé;
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of one super-Power was justified by the perceived threat of the expansionism

of ‘the other.- EaehﬁsideAsought to hold the otber 'in check with the threat of

nuclear retaliation, and nuclear deterrence was thereby born.:  However, now

that:the Soviet Union has been dissolved and no longer represents the

challenge it was perceived to be, doctrines that‘ddminated,militéry;:hought’
‘and-planning throughout the cold-war years have lost their meaning.
Appropriate;security;structu:es withgut nuclear weapons rust bg found-to‘__
replace those outdated doctrines. The cold war is behind us. It is time to
i build-common security by first rifiing our world of puclegz wgapopsganQV B

weapons of mass destruction.
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. On many occasions Myanmar has emphasized that'for peece and secur;ty to

preva;l the principles of the Uhited Natiene Cherter and generally recognzzed

fully share the vxew stated in the Cha:rman's openzng addtess thet thew”‘de”‘ f“'f

‘respons;bxllty fer address;ng the new ptoblems liesvwithf;ach counttz and that

 “The 359“‘“9‘.‘.1’9%?“‘ for facing Fg,;t*?;thg ‘current 9@;;439@5 = hoth ;-,n;;the R

"f;areavof moving fervardfoﬁfdisermament ef’ie‘éhe'efeedof meinteining:”

1nternetxonal peace and securxty, is recogn:taon-by a11 Statea"f the

future. ?', -

Secretary-Generel, nas an importantutele te play In the ma;ntenamc ”of’V{

1nternationa1 peace and securxty._¢~;gc

What wes said by the Chazrman of the Myanmar delegation, Mxnxster fer L

Foreign Affairs. U Ohn Gyaw, in his statement ‘to the General lssembly earlzer .11

this month, bears re;teret;ng here.‘ ae said°'

g

1nspzre and command the . confidence of all H£mber cenntries. Its ectzons
;must be governed by. a sense of justice -and guaded by the pr;nciples of

the Charter. - The deciszons o£ the Orgenizetxcn mast reflect that
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collective will and not the narrow interests or predilections of a nation
or a group of nations. Any departure from those principles is bound to
be divisive and to detract from our efforts to construct a fair and
equitable international order. The time is ripe to examine whether the
constitutional balance between the principal bodies of the Organization,
particularly between the General Assembly and the Security Council, is
being consistently maintained as envisaged in the Charter." (A/47/PV.24,

p. 71)

We believe that, in the spirit of Article 24, the General Assembly cannot be
marginalized.

Turning to the disarmament items before the Committee, the Myanmar
delegation joins other delegations in welcoming the successful conclusion of
the negotiations on a chemical weapons Convention in the Conference on
Disarmament. We have before us for consideration‘the long-awaited draft
Convention for the total elimination of one category of weapons of mass
destruction. A significant number of States, including my own, have sponsored
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1, which will pave the way for the signing of the
Convention in Paris in January 1993,

The draft Convention is a consensus document that has been painstakingly
put together., As such, it understandably does not reflect faithfully the
preferred position of each and every party to the negotiations, Myanmar,
however, is firmly convinced that the text before us represents the best
compromise; that the Convention will enhance, rather than diminish, the
security of all States parties; and that to postpone the adoption of the
Convention would only rob us of the opportunity to rid the world of the

massive accumulation of horrendous weapons of mass destruction stockpiled in
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many parts of the globe. As wmy Foreign Minister declared in his statement to
the General Assembly: |

"As a country chat neither possesses nor manufactures those weapons of

mass destruction, nor has any intention of acquiring them ia the,future.'

we welcome the convention and intend to become an original signatory.” .

(A/47/PV.24, p, 74-78)

The conclusion of the draft chemical-weapons Convention is incohtesﬁahié proof
that a whole category of weapons of mass destructicn can effectively be{ﬁ
outlawed if States that possess them and.States that seek to obtaii;the@;have
the political will to accept a universal and equitable,treaty;

In our view, the Conference cn Disarmament should next focus its-
attention on nuclear disarmament. particularly on achieving‘the’longfscught;
comprehensive test-ban treaty. Nuclear-testing moratoriums declared by |
France, Russia and the United States are important steps, and we hope thatltﬁe
present impasse in the Conference on Disarmament over the issue of'afff 2
negotiating mandate for an Ad Eoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban canAbe
overcome before the Conference resumes its work in 1993,

We note with satisfaction the announcement by President Yeltsin three
days age that Russia will extend its unilateral moratorium until July 1993;
We hope others will follow that good example, paving the way for a global
regime banning nuclear tests in all envircmments for all time. The
justifications given for the conﬁinuation of nuclear tgsting have never been
persuasive, and are today less convincing thar ever. My de;egation continues
to believe firmly that a comprehensive test-ban treaty is an indispensable

step towards a sanmer world - a world without muclear weapons.
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The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) is a
fundamental instrument for preventing the spread cf nuclear weapons. Recent
accession to that Treaty by a number of States, including the People's
Republic of China and France, further enhances the Treaty's effectiveness.
That all five permanent members of the Security Council are now States parties
to the non-proliferation regime augurs well for the 1995 NPT review conference.

The progress in the field of nuclear disarmament - implementation of the
I¥T Treaty, the signing of the START Treaty and the agreement by the principal
nuclear Powers to reduce their nuclear arsenals - is reassuring. Since 1965,
when Myarmar joined other Scates in proposing the NPT, we have sought an
acceptable balance of mutual obligations between the nuclear-weapon and
non-nuclear-weapon States. Now that the principal nuclear-weapon States are
demonstrating their resolve to discharge their obligations under Article VI of
the non-prnliferation Treaty, the Myanmar Government has decided to accede to
the Treaty as stated by my Foreign Minister in his statement to the General

Assembly on 5 October 1992.
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The risk of proliferation - both horizontal and vertical - remains a
serious concern of the international community. We hope that nuclear-weapon
and non-nuclear-weapon Stafes will work together to buttress the present
regime by strengthening the incentive for universal adherence by Member States
to the principle of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. The Review
Conference on the non-proliferation Treaty, scheduled for 1995, should offer
us a good opportunity to do so.

Recent transformations in the intermational political climate and the
dissolution of military blocs should make it possible for the intermational
community to make some progress in finding means to develop effective
arrangements to ensure the security of non—nucleér—weapon States against the
use or threat of the use of nuclear weapons. The ultimate assurance would he
the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. However, pending that effective
measure, the non-nuclear-weapon States must be given credible assurances,
through legally binding guarantees, by the nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of the use of nuclear weapons. Such a step would promote global
security. We welcome the agreement in the Conference on Disarmament to
reestablish the A4 Hoc Committee on this important question at the beginning
of the 1993 session.

Bilateral and multilateral approaches to disarmament complement each
other and should be pursued simultaneously with a view to promoting our common
goal.

The priority we rightly place on nuclear, chemical and other weapons of
mass destruction cannot, and should not, deflect our attention from the
growing threat posed to international peace and security by conventional

weapons. Since the Second World War there has been an almost unbroken
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chain of international armed conflicts fought with conventional weapous,
resulting in untold suffering and destruction. Some of these conflicts and
crises even brought the world to the brink of nuclear disaster. The Gulf War
clearly demonstrates tne awesome destructive power of present-day conventional
weapons, particularly those that use sophisticated technologies, and shows the
magnitude of the human suffering resulting from their use. ' The international
community must give serious attention to the threat posed to the world by the
excessive and destabilizing build-up of those weapons, the perpetuation of
conflicts and threats and acts of intervention by some States.

The United Nations Register of Conventional Arms has now been established
with a view to promoting transparency in armaments. The success or failure of
this new venture will depend on the universal cooperation of Member States.
This will require that it be fair and non-discriminatory. The subject of arms
transfers is a broad one. The situation is complex, and a variety of factors,
domestic and international, need to be taken intaxaccount._ We believe that
real reduction in military outlays and weapons procurement can be ‘achieved
with the easing of local tensions and the peaceful settlement of disputes. To
that end, nations need to be left to themselves to resolve their domestic or
bilateral problems, free from external interfereﬁce.

Every nation has the sovereign right to determine its. own defence needs.
The v.st majority of States lack indigenous defemce industries and are
dependent on imports to meet their legitimate self-defence needs. For some of
those small and medium-sized States their predicament is sometimes compounded

by threats to their security by terrorist groups whose intent is inimical to
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the national interest and whose acguisition of illegal arms goes unchecked.
It is of paramount importance therefare to address the issue of arms traq;fer#
in a bélanced and comprehensive manner, taking fully into account the
legitimate security needs of Member States.

The positive trends in the field of disarmament are significant and
provide the much-needed impetus tc the disarmament negotiations and a2 fresh
sense of purpose. With the rationalizétion of the work being underta#gp in
this Committee, my delegation is confidént that our deliberations w;ilrbé
crowned with success.,

The CHAIRMAN: I shall convey to Mr. Elaraby the words of condolence
expressed by the representative of Myanmar with respect to the recent disaéte:
in Egypt. |

Before adjourning, I call cn the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): I‘should like to inform  '
the Committee that the Niger has become one of‘tﬁe'sponsofs of draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.1, entitled "Chemical and bactériologicai (biolcéicai)'?v;f

weapons".

The m ing rose 4 4_ m,





