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In the absence of the Chairman, Mr. Suh (Republic of Korea),
Vice-Chairman, toock the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 3.40 p.m.

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

The CHATRMAN: I call on the representative of Switzerland.‘

Mr. von ARX (Switzerland) (interpretation from French): First of
all, I wish to congratulate Mr. Elaraby and the other officers of the
Committee on their election.

In the past few years, important gains have been made in negotiations in
the field of disarmament. The balance sheet of last year's negotiations has
once again been positive. Bilateral and regional disarmament agreements of
considerable scope have been concluded, and the Conference on Disarmament was

able, after years of effort, to finalize a draft Convention on the total

prohibition of chemical weapons.
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The implementation of all these instruments will be one of the important
tasks of the coming years. First, we shall have to make sure that all States
concerned adhere to these agreements and comply fully with their obligations.
Secondly, all necessary means will have to be prowvided to make possible the
scheduled destruction of weapons, taking the essential precautions to protect
people and the environment,

I should like to say a few words on one of this year's greatest
achievements in the field of disarmament, which is of course the draft
Convention on the Prohibition of the Deployment, Production, Stockpiling and
Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction. Switzerland neither
possesses nor has the intention to acquire chemical weapons and is therefore
pleased with the consensus achieved on the draft Convention. We should like
to commend the Conference on Disarmament, its Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons and, in particular, the Ad Hoc Committee's Chairman,

Ambassador Ritter von Wagner, on this great success.

This draft Convention is an important breakthrough, even if it is not
perfect in all respects. For instance, my country would have preferred that
the verification measures, in particular those concerning challenge
inspections, be less complicated and more binding. The text of the draft
Convention is indeed very ambitious and its many technical details may prove
difficult to implement. If future progress is to be achieved in the field of
multilateral disarmament - in particular by the creation of an effective
verification system for the Convention on the prohibition of biological
weapons and of a system of challenge inspections for the nuclear
non-proliferation Treaty - it will be better to concentrate more on the
substance and to leave the preparation of practical measures to the

international control organizations,
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Although Switzerland cculd nct participace in the negotiations of the
Conference on Disarmament, it .committed itself, in 1990, in the Charter of
Baris of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) to being
one of the original States signatories of the Convention on chemical weaponus.
This pledge has been reaffirmed in the 1992 Helsinki Document and reflects our
conviction that this Convention cam achieve its goals only if all States that
possess chemical weapons or have the industrial and technical means to produce
them adhere to it. 1In this respect, I hope that all States Members of the
United Nations will honour the efforts of the Conference on Disarmament by
signing the Convention at tne Paris signatory conference in mid-January next
year. We welcome the current efforts in the First Committee to prepare a
draft resolution that will ensure that the largest possible number of Member
States participate in the signatory conference and that all signatory States
ratify the Convention without delay.

Switzerland has always aspired to participate, within its means and
~possibilities, in the work of the Conference on Disarmament. Thus, we were
glad to witness and benefit from the gradual improvement in the observer
status over the past few years. The present restricted membership of the
Conference on Disarmament is the reéult of the historical development of the
Conference and also of the concern for efficiency in the negotiations.

However, the end of the cold war and in particular the f£inalizing of the
Convention on chemical weapons have given impetus to the reopening of the
debate on the composition of the Conference on Disarmament. In this context I
should like to recall that Switzerland has applied for full membership. It is
obvious that the guestion of the composition of the Conference is closely

linked to its future agenda. However, like other delegations that have
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addressed this guastion, the Swiss delegation comsiders that ithouldfhefll‘ A
desirable for the Conference to open up to 21l interested States applying>£§§4
membership. - A solution should be actively sought so that a decision canihe._
taken next year. The time has come for a frank and penetrating diséussipn’r
between all interested States about the role of multilateral_disarmamen;,in_
the years to come. Allow me to add that my country will spare po effort to
maintain Geneva's traditional role as host for international confereaces and
negotiations. |

As I have said before, the Convention on_chemical weagans-b:ings an
important additiomal element to the international norms rélated-tO»the‘controlv
of weapons of mass destruction. Besides implementing this Convention over the
next few years, we shall have to re-examine one of éhe first intetnatienai‘
systems of non-proliferation: the Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nﬁclear
Weapons (NPT), signed in 1968. In 1995, 25 years after its entry intc force,
a conference will take place to Gecide whether this“Treaty:will remain in‘
force indefinitely or be prolonged for a specific period. My Governmeant ;§>‘
deeply committed to the maintenance and strengthemniang of the NPT~and‘wi11‘
decide on the period of prolomgation of the Treaty at the apprcpriahe,gimg.

The following factors 'vill be decisive in regard to_thé strengthening of
the noh-proliferation regim2: f£irst, the satisfactory implémentation qf the
Treaty and the achievement of its universality, which has recently been .
considerably strengthened: secondly. the prégress of efforts to reduce the
number of nuclear weapons t2 the lowest possible level:; thirdly, the proéress

towards a complete ban on nuclear tests; fourthly, the improvement of négative.
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security guarantees; and, finally, the strengthening of the International
Atomic Enerqgy Agenmcy (IAEA} non-proliferation safeguard system. . The IAEA-
verification procedures must be reinforced in order to prevent cases such as

that of Iragq, by a ratioralization of means that will avoid excessive costs

for the international community.
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In our intervengiqn;last year;,my.ggun;:y}ﬁelcqmgd §§9 :ecomme§§at§§g§¥of.
the growp of experts un ways and means of improving transparescy in
bintginational.t:ﬁpsﬁgrs of gonveptiépa;Jarmamgnts,ﬁ%Sigge;thgég;§h§n2§‘;o‘;he
continuved efforts Qf,thq-Commiﬁgeg,;thezsene;gl‘Assgmblyﬁgdopgéd;;GSQlugiépﬁ;~f~"
46736 H and, in accordance with peragraph 8 pﬁéshat.resdlntiqn,tt§q1”,f‘ 
Secretary-General, with the assistance of govgrnmentalfexperﬁé, has wy:kéd ouﬁ
the technical éetails_fbr jmplemenziig;such”measurea;: 1;,is1m§‘pieasu:e}tpg:““
énnounce;that,vbegianinérin ;he‘spring;fmg‘gquntry“wilg co;t:ibute?to‘thén

United,ﬂations Register. of Conventiocnal Arms. We dégided,to"dolso since wg. -

consider the Register a first important step in an area in which i,nte?na?:ional‘

coopetation'mustwbé further improved in Ehe’future.-fMyﬁgqﬁntry sppp9rts all . -
efforts aimed At achieving;a:bettgighazmdnizgﬁion’éﬁfexistiﬁQ:normSAépd;:ulgs
. .governing international transfers of war materials. . |

The successes of disarmament’negotiationsvcontpést*sharply withlthe S
persistence and violence of ongoing armed cbnfliétsgworldwiﬁe¢ 1Europgk-which
has barely liberated itself'ffom;theVspecére of toﬁaligariénism;.isﬁonce;again ,
confronted with the horrors of war. - The resuitiné‘s#ffgring isﬂdifficultztb’
ﬁnderstand~because we»theﬁqht<that»ebﬁf1icts'such*as?ﬁhésélwe:e“aathingjo£9€her‘
past. On battlefields in Europe and;elsewheré’even'theihostxbaSEcﬂffi#eiéles :
of humanitarian-law a§e~violated~zepeatediy;: As a~part§ to thé Géﬁevaf |
Corventions and as its depdsitazy~8§ate;1SWitzétlaﬁd;makésﬂanﬂurgené‘ééﬁéalﬁto -
the .conscience and_fesppnsibility:of@ali partiesztofthésé arhédiebnfiicgs;ffwé
urge them not only to'tespgct'thé“principleé,ef>humaﬁit$fién 1aﬁﬁhg§ é1s6ﬁto-'

promote respect for them. The international community cannot:to;erate a

i

situation in which principles that\represeht an achievement of éivilizati¢nwA o
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are violated with impunity. My country urges all Governments to eansure strict
observance of the Geneva Conventions and the Additional Protocols, to renew
their efforts to enforce them, to contribute to their dissemination among the
armed forces, and to support the International Committee of the Red Cross in
its endeavours to ensure world-wide respect for humanitarian law.

Allow me to say in conclusion that the Government of Switzerland is both
surprised and sad to have to raise this issue with such insistence at a time
vhen there is such serious hope for a new era in international cooperation,
The atrocities committed on many battlefields leave us no choice but to
reinforce our commitment to greater respect for humanitarian law.

Mr. ABU ODEH (Jordan): As I am addressing the Committee for the
first time at this session, may I take this opportunity to congratulate
Mr. Elaraby om his election. My delegation is very pleased that a persom with
his impressive qualifications is presiding over our deliberationms.

May I also extend my warm congratulations to the officers of the
Committee and welcome the d3legations of the new Member States that are
joining the Committee for the first time this year. May I assure the.
Committee of my delegation's full cooperation and express the hope that we -
will achieve success in our work.*®

Since the last session of the Committee many changes have occurred that
have had a profound effect on international peace and §ecurity.ﬁ With the -
demise of the cold war and the end of East-West confrontation, arms control '

t

and disarmament, although not easy to achieve, have, for the first time, become

* The Chairman returned to the Chair.
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possible and compaﬁible w%th regiity. ‘On;theibi;ate:al ;qvg} the:e~h§v§%be@nf:‘
somevencouraging~dav3109ments‘invghg‘re1$tions hetggepgthgrUniggabstatés a@d;i;;
the Rt__zssian_l'f'ederationf They have ratified,the.Traatggeéggég;§ééyqti°§;?#@ﬁ;, :
Limitation of Strﬁtegic Offensive,Arms'(STAQT t:éa#y), aﬁd,fﬁ:théf~;§§uctign§;;~1
in their strategic nuclga;»a:senéls-a:e,»wé:hope;qn:théﬂwaé,1 .:

Thesze developménts as well as 0thets.~$uch as thepfecent acéessiéﬁ»by'_:: %g’
China, France and South Afr:ca to the Treaty on th@ an-?rol;ferat;an of. -

Wuclear Weapons (NPT), undoubtedly represent pcsztxve steps tewards the

ultimate- goal of a.nuclear~free'wbrld, wh;le welcomzng these pes::;ve

developments on the glebal level, Jordan wonld lzke to joxn 1n call;ng upon

all States that possess nuclear and/or other weapons of mass destructzon to ao o

their utmost to rid the world of such weapons.

In the hope of achieving the complete ptohzb:t;on of a11 nuclear and

other weapons of mass destruction, Jordan has aiways adhered,to the letter and
spirit of the principles contained in the Charter of the Unzted Na cions and to
all relevant iastrumenis of internatienal law. In the forefront qf these
instruments is the NPT. Jordan believes that, without fn11~accessieﬁ‘and .
complete adherence to the NPT by all States with nucleatﬂcapabiliﬁiés. th¢‘ ;;ﬁ>7
danger of nuclear proliferation will remain and that the wholo world ﬁil;ar
suffer accordingiy. |
In the Middle East, where-the situation is‘highly VOiatile and ahe:e.thea_f

threat to international peace and secur:ty needs no: further cortoboratxon. a :

nuclear State still refrains from acceding to the NPT. To thzs day, Israel
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still denies the Tnternational Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) any aécess to its
nuclear facilities. That alone, aside from the fact that it leaves
considerable amounts of fissionable hétetials unchecked, could invite othex
States in the region to do the same.

As we arc all aware, agenda item 64, concerning Israeli nuclear armament,
is not a new item on the agenda. It has been Ehere for many years. 1f
anything, its inclusion again this year indicates ﬁhe'féilute of Israel to
fulfil the requirements of that item. Israel has not so far réspdnded in a
positive way to tﬁe Securitf>bouhéii‘s calil to placébité\nuciear facilities
under IAEA safeguards. We are not fond of'répeétiﬁg this call to Israel but
we respect our responsibility towards our pecples and towards the brinciples
of the Charter, which require us te work sinéérely and seéiously for the

promotion of international peace and security.
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. In today‘s wordd, national aeeurity cannoafbe*aohieved t@:ﬁugxbdﬂnkggf o ,
acquisition of veagoas of mass destruction. The development, stackpilipg.apd :.
. tranefer of such weapons can only foster the sense of insecurity.and.. tﬁ%i}gg
eventually accelerate the arms. race, anﬂ-ahus endanger;internatippg;ﬁpeg@@mgpﬁfi
security. International peace and sacufity can be achieved leynthrnugg,gheﬂﬂg;‘
concerted efforts of the,ﬁhole inte:national community aimingvat;the;f,g‘
attainment of collective security. , e SR 1151p7‘

We in Jordan believe that pending the attainment of the»goal of & vxk,.é‘
nuclear-free world denuclear:zation‘should take plaee .on the reqional level ing -
all parts of the world. We therefore welcome‘and support a11 efforts 1ead1ng**ﬂ'
to the establishment of nuclear-free zones. While efforts have beene Cahamnanl
successful in some regxons, like Latia- Amerzca, we look forward to the '
establishment ef a nuclearpfree zore in the Middlersast. Jotdan.welcomes and
fully supports all:initiatives towarde the achieVemeof‘of that ob;ective.,‘we;
hope that the ongoing peace talks on ‘the Middle East w:ll both futthet th;s .
goal.and be guided by it. Putting an end to the: development. stockp;lan -and
transfer of arms-in the reg;on;xscunﬂoubtedly-one;of‘theamost,SJgnxfxcant ;,-_‘f:
confidence-building.measureso~>In-thiavcontext. itjis.pothﬂlooical and;,ie:‘~a
practical to. believe that the firet stepbtoﬁaraa3oonfideace—building'betﬁeeaé:w*
the parties to the Mzddle East | confl;et,wxll be a po31t1ve response by Israel
to the will of the intermational eommunxty by plac;ng its nuclear facxl;tzes
under. the- safeguards of the- Internatxonal Atomzc Energy Agency (IAEA). Ihls 1"
will certainly pave the way fer other«p051t1ve developments towards the
elzm;natxon;oftall,weapons of massydeetructaon; -It,ehould;he,kepe—;namzndm-u‘7-
hoaeaenf,thatqtheiarms,race~iagthe Miﬂdie.Eastpis;aamaate:gofgﬁﬁetgreagesﬁgr;;g;

concern when it comes to weapons of mass destruetion.~ﬁIt¢iS~inftke first .
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place the responsibility of all States in the region to eliminate that source
of threat to international peace and Security. The astablishment of a
nuclear-free zone in the Middle East would not only contribute to
confidence-building in the region but also help create a climate conducive to
comprehensive and durable peace. |

We consider the recent finalization of the draft Convention on the
prohibition of chemical weapons as a great achievement. It is indeed a
positive step towards a world free of all weapons of mass destruction. May I
take this opportunity to express my delegation‘'s deep appreciation of the
efforts made by Ambassador Adolf Ritter von Wagner, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Committee on{Chemical Weépons of .the Conference on Disarmament. I should also
like to thank him and the members of the Ad floc Committee for the report in
this regard presented to the First Committee on 13 October 1992, However,
looking at the projected treaty from a Middle Eastern perspective, we find
that handling chemical weapons in isolaticn from all weapons of mass
destruction, especially nuclear weapons, is insufficient. We in Jordan share
with other States in the region the view that what.is lacking is a
comprehensive and indiscriminate treaty banr:ng all weapons of mass -
destruction in the Middle East. We hope that the multilateral peace talks in
which my country is participating will take tnis intoico#sidération'and we
aspire to reach :'a point when all countries of the region join the chemical
weapons ‘Convention and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

Expenditure on armaments has over the yéars.become«afgreat'burden‘on
national ecoﬂomiesa If the time is now ripe forfaisatmam&nt; it is definitely
‘high tiherthatfthis.drain<§hould‘stopy ‘Happily.enough; this is being felt not

only by deVelopingfcduntries~butvaléo-byEinéuSttialized_nationsa Disarmament
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and economic and social development are interrelated. We hope that a
considerable part of the resources that have for a long time been devoted to
armaments will now be transferred to economic and social development, If
international peace and security is the ultimate goal of humanity, economic
and social development should be the right path through which peace is
achieved. Let us hope that the future world will be nuclear-free,
environmentally clean, and economically and socially prosperous.

The CHAIRMAN: A number of delegations have approached me concerning
an extension of the deadline for submission of draft resolutions under
disarmament agenda items. The Bureau of the First Committee has reviewed the
matter, and as a result I should like to suggest an extension of the deadline
until Friday, 30 October, at 5 p.m. in order to enable the delegations
concerned successfully to conclude their consultations. I would appeal to all
delegations that are involved in negotiations on draft resolutions to make
every possible effort to conclude them and submit the draft resclutions as
soon as possible. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that this proposal
meets with the Committee's approval.

it was so decided.

Mr, KAMUNANWIRE (Uganda): At the outset I wish, on behalf of the

delegation of Uganda to congratulate you most warmly, Ambassador Elaraby, and,
through you, the other members of the Bureau on your election to your
respective offices, Given your experience and diplomatic skills, I am
confident that you will successfully steer the deliberations of the

Committee. I wish also to express our appreciation to Ambassadox Mroziewicz,
the outgoing Chairman, who guided the Committee's work at the forty-sixth

session, for a job well done.
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The ending of the cold war has ushered in a promising period of
transition for the world. The relaxation of tension between the major Powers
has facilitated progress in the search for solutioas to many crisis situations
in which the United Nations is playing a critical role. The new atmosphere in
international relations has thus given us renewed hope of constructing a new
world peace, common security and sustainable development. The process of arms
control and arms reductions has gained momentum,

There are, however, many risks and uncertainties that still cast a dark
shadow on the promises of this transition. The tragic conflicts in the former
Yugoslavia, Somalia and elsewhere which are rooted im ethnic, racial,
religious and other sectariamn prejudices are a tragic reminder of the great
obstacles we yet have to overcome in our gquest for a more secure and stable
world. The intenmsity of these conflicts and their destructive éonsequences
have no doubt been aggravated by the huge stocks of arms that are readily made
available to the protagonis:s.

It is now accepted that the concept of security embraces non-military
threats. Thus, equally destabilizing for international peace and .security is
the condition of squalour and deprivation in which the overwhelming majority
of the world's population finds itself. We live in a world divided between an
oasis of plenty and affluence on the one hand and a desert of massive poverty
and deprivation on the other. This is well reflected by the ever-increasing
gap between the North and the South. If our vision of a better and equitable

new world order is to be realized, it becomes imperative to address these

problems as a priority.
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The agenda for development is as important as - and is inescapably linked
to - the Agenda for Peace. The United Nations must give the two agendas equal
priority and address them in tandem. .I need not, therefore, overemphasize the
relationship between disarmament and dedelopment; The architecture and
management of the new order should he comprehensive enough to sefve_equitably
world peace and the security and development of all Member States.

The United Nations must be at the cestre of‘disarmament and arms control
efforts, as that facilitates the participation of all Member States. For some
time, disarmament negotiations, especially in the nuclear fields, have been
carried out mainly between the super-Powers, with the United Nations playing a
peripheral role. Yet the dangers posed by nuclear weapons and the outcome of
those bilateral negotiations affect the security of all of us. Acéordinglf;
it is crucial that all countries participate in the disarmament pfbcéss; The
bilateral effort should be complementar?‘to} and.no€ a_suﬁstituteifer,
multilateral negotiations. It is essential to strengthea the multilateral -
approach. The Conference on Disarmament was created specifically to be the
major United Nations forum for negotiations in the area of disarmament. . That
role needs to be enhanced and the membership of the Conference on Disarmament
revised so that it can be fully representative of the United Nations
membership and reflect present-day political realiéieé; "Ugéhdé welcomes the
consultations which the President of the Conference is carrying out in this
regard. We believe, however, that the Genmeral ASsembly‘shodld send a cleat”
message that the present anomalie ‘hould be rectified. The agendaVBf the
Conference also needs to be refocused on items of contemporary urgency.:

I commend the Conference on Disarmament for successfully compléting'éhé 4

negotiations on the draft Convention on the Prohibitlon of the Development,
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Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons. The draft Convention,
which has been submitted to the General Assembly at its forty-seventh session
for adoption, is a significant landmark in the disarmament process. It bans
an entire category of weapons of mass destruction. The draft Convention is
unique in that it is global, comprehensive and verifiable. It provides for an
effective regime tc prevent the proliferation of chemical weapons and for
sanctions against those countries that violate its provisions. The draft
Treaty sets a useful precedent that should provide a model and guidelines in
the current negotiations on the elimination of other weapons of mass
destruction that still haunt the world, including, inter alia, nuclear and
biological weapons. Uganda is of the view that the draft Convention on
chemical weapons should be used to facilitate - rather than become an excuse
to erect roadblocks to - the legitimate interests of developing countries to
acquire and have access to technology in the chemical field for purposes of
economic development and for other peaceful applications.

The executive committee to be established under the Ccavention will play
an important role in monitoring its implementation. That committee should be
democratic and transparent in its operations, and all States parties should be
given an equal opportunity to serve. We support the draft Convention, and we
look forward to being among its first signatories.

We are glad that the momentum for disarmament has continued to increase.
Last year we welcomed the Treaty between the United States of America and
Russia in which they agreed to reduce substantially their arsenals of
strategic weapons. In June this year the United States and the Russian
Federation agreed to further reductions in their nuclear arsenals. We are

encouraged by this trend. I wish, however, to point cut that the gains
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attained through those reductions will b2 negated if the weapons that are
being cast away are replaced with a new generation of qualitatively bétﬁer and
more advanced weapons systems. These can be équally dgstabilizing. It is
essential, therefore, for the disarmamept effort to be extended to—reseaich
and to the development of new weapons systems.#*

While welcoming the progress registered, I wish to stress that our
objective remains the tqtal»elimination §f all weapons of mass destruction,
with priority being given to complete nuclea; disarmamenﬁ. The moratbriumAdn
testing annpunced by France, the RussianvFéd;ration and the Unitgd_States-of
America should create a positive atmosphere. It should serve as an impétuS
for making progress in the negotiations for a comprehensive nuc}ear.teét-ban
~ treaty and for gemeral and complete disarmament. The question of‘Qerificaﬁion
has been one of the contentious is#ues with regard to a comprehensive test-ban
treaty. But the problems are nét’insurmountable. The proposals submitted by
Sweden in this regard provide a basis for making further progress. |

The Review Conference to»consider whether the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation ¢f Nuclear Weépons (NPT) should‘be extendei will také»place
in 1995. A numbe% of speakers im this debatg have already éxpre##ed ﬁﬁe'wish
to have the Treaty extended indefinitely. At this session the Generai |
Assembly will set in motionm the preparatory arrangements for the Review
Conference. Uganda, as a State party to the Nplf intends to participate
actively both in the preparatory arrangements and in the Conference itself.

Our objective will be to strengthen the Treaty and to remove the present

* Mr. Patokallio (Finland), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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imbalances. Apart from prevénting;th; proliferation of nuciear weapons, the
Treaty should be pért and parcel of the stratégy for acﬁie@inq the'cbmplete
eliminationlbf nuclear weapons. An imydrtant aspect of the Treaty should be
the promotion of the peaceful applicaﬁioh of nuclear energy and the Eraﬁsfer
of technolegy in that regarad. Eﬁphasis on ﬁhe Tréaty's éafeguaids regime
should go hand in hand with increased assistance to developing countries in
the peaceful applications of nuclear energy. ‘This ihéludes.”igggg_glig, Eh;
application of nuclear emergy for agriculture, medicine and pbwer:V:The
developing countries should not be left to 1ég'hehind'in Ehis field. Africa
is one of the regions that is lagging Beﬁind in this a;ea. The African
Regional Seminar 6n the Péacéful'Application of Nudleaf Enetgy heldnéétkam§aia
in 1959 made uéeful proposals which néed to'be followéd up. o

Uganda hasvalways méintaineé ﬁhat outer spa&ebis the éaﬁmbh'hetitagé4of‘
mankingd, and that its exéloration should bé for peacéful pﬁrposesyonly'éhd‘in
the interests of all mankind., We arerof the viéﬁ‘that #péée 1a§.sh6uld b;'
developed to catch up with thebpre#ent-éoliticaiband‘tethﬁdibgi;ai realities
by banning the iﬁtroduéiion of all wéééonéwsysﬁems into-éﬁéef space. There

should be a halt to the reszarch and development of such weapons systems.
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Last year the General Assembly adépted a’resciuéion;egtahlishing a
Unitgd Nations Registe? on Coanveaticnal Arms. A Régistéf has now beggq'
established, and a panel of experts has -submitted a":eéort on the;ée;hnicél
procedures for the implementation of:theikegister and modalities for its
expansion. Uganda will examine positively:the ptoﬁoéélsrthat,are before the.
Committee in this regard. We agree that the massive acquisition of .
cqﬁventional arms can be destablizingiandfthat»théy'arefthe;onesAheihg used. in
many of the present regional conflicts. . |

The Register can he.a~u5efy1 tool as a,cOnfideiceebuiidi#gLmeasuré,ampég
nations by improving tramsparency. However, we ﬁaihtain oui.positian‘thatvthg
Register ought to be more compfehensive and npﬁ-discriminatoryuépd.shou;d~;.f,
encompass development, production, stockpiling and State-pf-thé;;r;*wéapbn§~ 
technology. Ws believe that, as long,as;praductidn~ahdfdevelbpﬁen;bcdntinﬁeg
at cold-war levels, the search for markéts, andwhénce.iné;eaSSd transfers,
will also,continue.: Furthermore the Register shbuld.#oh.aiﬁkour,viéw;vbe‘uséd‘
as another measure or yet anotbez‘conditiénélity‘fot’econbmiceaééiétapcg:uhen.
countries try to meet their;legitimate“sedurity neéds.},.:'k

As I have indicated, disarmament and aims :§duction;“a;?both :hefnéﬁi5n31’ °
and-the‘inte:naticnal'1eveis, is very much related to 3éVelopmé£§;,;S;§ﬁtity';‘"
and stability are a pteréQuisiteﬁfqr develagﬁenﬁi whilé¥o# théjsthér'ﬁénaf\;5
reduction in military expenditure’releésés'resources £6r~dé6eibpﬁéﬁtél‘
activities.

When the national. resistance movement tdokybve: péﬁérwin?Ugahda;?aftérwr‘j
the defeat:of”the previous bppressive regiﬁes,,the¢army‘was expanéedrtowcombét"

insecurity, and it carried out police duties as the ciVilian?pdlicéahaa -
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collapsed. With peace and security restored, and having trained better
civilian police, the Ugaanda Govermment has embarked omn a programme of scaling
down the size of the army to an adequate level which the economy can support
and yet is sufficient to meet our security needs. The demcbilization exercise
will be carried out in such a way that those affeﬁted are properly

reintegrated into civilian life.

It remains our hope that at the internatioma level the resources being
releasad by disarmament can also be applied for development assistance. We
have yet to see, at the intarnational level, the peace dividend ﬁaterializing
in this way.

In his "Agenda for peace" and in his annual report, the Secretary-General
has underscored the role of regiomnal organizations and regional groupings in
the promotion of the-resolution of conflicts. In our own region, Uganda is
committed to dialogue in order to further the resclution of problems and to -
promote mutual confidence. Through joint commissions with neighbouring
countries, and within the framework of regiornal and subregional groupings, it
has been possible to put in place confidence-building measures and to enhance
mutual cooperation in all spheres. We believe the relaxation of tension or
disarmament at the multilateral level can be underpinnred by those regional
efforts. The regional disarmament centres should be able to play a useful
role in this regard.

Once again I wish to stress the need for all countries to participate in
the disarmament process. Tne United Nations can assist deVeloping7countries
by enhancing our capability for effectivg participation through training. 'In
.thié connection I commend the United Nations Disarmament Fellowship Programme

for its invaluable contribution. Uganda has been a beneficiary of this
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Programme.. We can.attest e ;ts graduates have been most.useful 1n our

R

appreciation of d;sarmamenxrprohlems-and 1ssues. o f”;;:‘f»;'~;f. d‘o”kl;;sfér

S U wish ‘to- express our apprecxatxon.to N;ger;a. wh;ch anztlated the

proposal for the establzshmentnof thls Programme.; We call for the expans;on_

of thevFellowshxp Programme and call on Memher~States to augment thexrp"

f;nanc1a1 and~mater1a1 contrlbutxons to~thxs'nob1e cause.= Thls wonld not only

help in the dxsarmament campaxgn, but would also help a11 of us to have

1nformed partlcxpatlon 1n dzsarmament negot:atzons. Needless to say' thxs

would fac111tate an apprecxatlon of the negot;ated Treatles and speed up the1r ejtf

1mplementatxon.
r. ZAHR Ag (Egypt) (1nterpretatxon from Arab1c)-b Mri*cﬁafthﬁ,ﬂi-.»
should 11ke to congratulate you and the other members of the Bureau and to

wish you every success.

I se;ze thls opportunlty to extend my sxncerest thanks and appreclat'hn
to all those delegatlons ‘that have expressed thexr noble feellngs and the1r )
solxdarzty w:th us over the tragedy that has befallen the Egyptlan people ;n
terms of loss of 11fe and the destruct;on of prorerty as a result of the
recent earthquake. | | | |
The'meetings of'thisrcommittee’acquire‘morejimbortancedinfviéﬁ:offthe:f_:i
rapld and successxve 1nternationa1 pol;txcal developments whlch have had a
tangxble pos;tzveveffect on certaln areaSvof dzsarmament. We hope that the
effects of thxs favourable 1nternatxona1 po11+1ca1 cl;mate w111 have a s1m11arr
positive effect on ‘the mult11atera1 disarmament,negotiations at;thelt””'ké;h
1nternat1ona1 and the regzonal levels. o | : s
Egypt s priorities in the field of dlsarmamert are corsonant w1th those :;ﬂ_ -

outlined by the flrst special seSs;on,of-the General’AsSembly;devoted toff,ff
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disarmament, held in 1978. There, nuclear weapons were accorded the highest
priority on the list of weapons that should be eradicated. Ia this coedterue.
Egypt welcomes the rositive agreement signed between Washington and Moscew in
1991 and 1992, which resulted in significant reductions in the area ¢f nuclsar
weapons, as well as the decisions of the North Atlantic Treaty Crganiza~..2
(NATO) on reducing armamaments and the most recent arrangements regarding

European security.
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Welcall upon the other auclear States to take steps in tae same direction
and thereby to move towards freezng the world from nucleer weapons.» Hencer
our welcome for the accessaon hy France, China, South Afrlca and the People s
Democratxc Republxc of Korea to the Non-Proleeratron Treaty (NPT). Wh:le we

welcome the deczsxon by France, the Russ;an Federatron and the Un;ted States

to freeze nuclear testrng temporaraly, e hope that this step w111 [ 1ead to Ehe :
conolusron of an 1nternatrona1 conventron on the complete proh;brtzon of all >\
types of nuclear tests. 7 | ‘ J

We had hopedtthat‘such important developments would he“refleeted in the
multilateral negot;atrons, in the framework of the Conference on Dlsarmament,'
thh regard to all 1tems related to nuclear drsarmament and 1ncluded on the i
agenda of the Conference, and would do so thh the same degree of | .
positiveness. Kowever, the Conference has not been able to ach;eve any -
tangrble progress in eddresszng the nuelear rtems._ The prev;ous well—known
positions of various groups which had always- prevented the Conference on )
Disarmament from achxevxng progress on thosndrtems wers restated at the B
Conference s 1992 session as is shown in the report before the General |
Assemhly..b | . o | | o

Undonbtedly the absolute pr;or:ty that the Conference accorded thrs\year
to the conclusron of negotxatrons on the draft Conventzon on the Prohrh;tron .
of the Development, Productron and Stoekprlzng of Chemrcal Weapons and on>A |
Their Destructron should not be regarded as a precedent for the work of the
Conference in future.sessxoxs -’especzally so in lxght of the 1mportance thatjb
some delegations attach to “he need to focus on the 1tem "Transparency in
Armaments*”. h ‘ | | 7

Egypt consdders it extremely important that a eompréhé;éivé'_"

nuclear-test-ban treaty be coacluded as soon as possible. Therefore, we
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express our regret at the failure of all efforts exerted within tﬁe Conference
on Disarnament to re-establish a nuclear-test—han‘Ad Hoc Committee in spite of
the flexibility shown by the overwhelming majority of the G;oup of 21 - the’
neutral and non-aligned countries>- with regard to the Committee's negotiating
mandate and the formulation of an improved work progtamme.

Here, I should like to reiterate our deep convxc tion that a comprehens;vn
nuclear-test bar would be an important and major step towards halting tne
vertical nuclear-arms race. It would also be an important step that would
have a pronounced effect en the preparation for the next NPT Review
Conference, which will take place in 1995 and even on the future of the Treaty
itself. It should be recalled phat the inability of the Fourth Review
Conference to adopt a fimal deelaration was‘due to the failune tc.reach‘
agreement on a eomprehensipe test-banrtreatp a;ong the lines of the enjectives
of the NPT. |

Since the fxrst use of the atomzc bomb the usevor threat of the use of
auclear weapons has been a fearful prospect that terrorzzed peaceful nat;ons
which have renounced the nuclear option and sought to stremgthen their
national security alongside their socio-econonic developmnnt. For that
reason, the General Assembl; adopted & series of resolutzons repeatxng the
1nternatxona1 commun;ty s call for przor;ty to be gzven to the conclus:on of
an international treaty bann;ng the use or threat of the use of nuclear
weapons under any cxrcumstances. The 1atest of those resolut;ons was number
46/36 L. Regrettably. as has happened before, thxs year s endeavours to

establish a subcomm1ttee to work for the desired 1nternatzonal agreement in

the Conference on Disarmament failed.



A/C.1/747/PV,21
33 -

(Mr. Zabran. Eqypt)
The issue of guarantee.ng the security of nonénuclear—weapon'Stééég weonests
against the use or threat of the use of nuclear weappﬁs is a high priofityQ;vb‘
issue among regional and internationalt§ecurity questions which pté%hcﬁpy
Egyft and other non-nuclear-weapon States alike. In view of the fact that
the NPT did not address the issue, Egypt and the other non-nuclear-weapon
States have asked that this lacuna should be dealt with and redressed.
Unfortunately, Security Council resolution 255 (1968) fell short of‘making
adequate provi§ion for comprehensive security guarantees to the
non-nuclear-weapon States, particularly on the negative side. Ii’ﬁe take into
account the factrthat‘Security Council resolution 255 (1968) was adopted under
international circumstances that were qcmp;etely different from~tho$e
pertaining in teday's world, we can see that it is crucial‘thatvﬁhe;needs éf'
the non-nuclear-weapon States be met urgently through.the édoption,by<the |
Security Coupcil of a new resolution that reinforces and adds to .the pledgesk
given in resolution 255 (1968) for the purpose of-giving furthet~assuraﬁcé t;h,xh
the non-nuclear-weapon States and in a mauner that is compatib;é with the new. ..
internationa; po}itical climate.

We meed a Security Council resoiution that:',fitst,.gﬁarantéesvthe'Zi
deterrence of any use or tﬁreat of the use of nuclear weapons by the'States*;  DR
possessing‘guclgar capabilities:andvtechnqlogie§ that are,not‘subjéct_toi_,
international gpptrol; secqndly, makesup:ovision fot-aqtibn;in‘acccrdan¢é;vith:_
the provisions of Chapter VII of the United Naﬁibhs,Cha:tér in ahf.cgég of thé,£ ",*
use or threat of the use of nuélgar weapons against é_noﬁ-nﬁclearéééaponf3  f_:i'
State;_thi?d}xf provides.fq;_the imposition of sanctions{agaigstlsﬁétéS‘f;;L:;"'
parties or non-parties to the NPT that gée,éi‘ﬁhreatgn t§~use;nuc1ear.ﬁea§9hs,

against a non-nuclear-weapon State; and fourthly,,includes;a.cdmptehensivevandﬂ;
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clear definiticn of the technical, scientific, financial and humanitarian
assistance that must be urgently provided to any non-nuclear-weapon State that.

ic made the target of the use or threat of the use of nuclear weapons.



A/C.1/7477BV.21
36

Egypt has consistently put forward proposals ionaétréﬁcheninééﬁéourity_
Council resolution 255 (1968) and has-presentéd»workiﬁQpﬁapéiéiiﬁLmhny C o el
international forums, such as the General Assembly, the;Confevende omt. i =% -1 -
Disarmament and the fourth Non-Proliferation Treaty (NET) Review:fonferemge,. ..
through which Egypt tried to contribute to solving a quostioaethagois vital: -
and important to the security and sfability,ofaall non—huclearuwéapoh States. .
I reiterate once again here aur view that it is;nédessary;toiatriyazat Bisman i
legally binding deolara;ioa as soon as possible: in order\tofguaraptegggﬁégvﬁag 5
security of non-nuclear-weapon States. ‘Wé~a1sofroagfirm ou;;;éégigégggtg;AEgi&w
effectively contribute to the attainment of this objective.af\ - Qﬁ?;ﬁ; LoEnere

" The importanoe*ofiregional%disarmamént'isobeinq confirmed!day afgerkgaygg,a
not only as a_confidence-bhilding~measgte and an effective means of halting & ...
the arms race, but also as an affective means of gaaraateeiaéfthe;secﬁti£§,~l~uv
stability and prosperity of Sta“es. = Egypt has been awarefof‘obiSJ£a§£ASinoé g
it announced in conjunction with irank:its‘iﬁitiativegto,estahlisg a . oo

nuclear-weapon-£free 2zone in~thé'Midd1e East in91954;-éfha#*?rogosal?was'~

followed; in 1990, by Pres1dent Mubarak's. 1n1txat1ve te- free the Middle East*ﬁ.a'ﬁ‘

region:of-all weapons of mass: destruotlon, be: they nuclear.‘chemzcal or.
bxologlcal.,f: B S T *?~iA}ﬁ}};i ;i;;¥§;}:¥x;« :,iﬁf;fj ;;v;;‘?;;‘J&,?u
At th:s poxnt, I should 11ke to conf.rm onr- full and faxthﬁul read;ness
to cooperate with and to. understand any set ous and constructmve schemg or ‘e £%~
proposal ‘that would conttabute to free;ng tha M;ddle East of all cauges of
destnuct;on, wh11e prov1d1ng for all States of&theaxegxangegual aad balanced
securxty. ~On the same grounds, we sugpg*t -#nd ! enoourage the Declarat:on on fg¢; a
the Denuclear;zat;on of Ai:xca and.the \staolxshment of nuclear~weapon«£ree Q;;g”

- zones. an& Zones: of peace in: varlous regx 0§, of the world as a neceasary stepx aa :

towards general and complete dlsarmament.
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In the context of a regional approach to disarmament, I should like to
draw attention to the ongoing multilateral talks on arms limitation in the
Middle East that followed the Madrid Peace Conference. Egypt has been and
will continue to be actively invoived in those talks by virtue of its support
for the peace process with the aim of achieving a durable and just peace in
the Middle East. We are convinced that addressing the whole gamut of
disarmament issues in these talks and negotiations will contribute to reaching
a common understanding concerning confidence-building and to agreement on the
ways and means of eliminating the threat posed to the region by the
stockpiling of armaments. At the forefront of these issues is the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free 2zone in the Middle East. It is our
hope that these talks will enhance and support the objectives of the peace
process and make it possible to reach a just and comprehensive settlement of
the Middle East problem.

This year, the Conference on Disarmament has accorded the highest
priority to the item on chemical weapons in view of the conclusion of the
draft Convention in accordance with the resolution adopted by the General
Assembly at its forty-sixth session. In view of the importance attached by
Egypt to the prohibition of developing, producing, stockpiling and using all
weapons of mass destruction, whether nuclear, chemical or biological, Egypt
participated actively in all stages of the consultations, deliberations and
negotiations on the draftfConvention~o§er-the past years, and particularly
during the final stages of negotiations. We concur with the view that it was
rather difficult, if not impossible, to arrive-at a Convention that satisfies
all. However, we are convinced that it could have been possible; with a

measure of understanding and political will, to improve some of the provisions
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and stipulations of the draft Convention and thereby satisfy the principal

security requirements of all States, particularly those of developing

countries, so that the Convention may not hinder nor chstruct their economic

and technological development or the development of their‘peaceful ci#ilk
chemical industries.

Although Egypt, like many other States of the Group of 21 andiChina,
found it necessary to put forward in the coﬁrse of,negotiations\several
amendments and remarks, most of which were of a vitai nature as they related
to the security and prosperity of developing countries, Egypt did not object

to putting the draft Convention on chemical weapons before the General

Assembly for comsideration. In a gesture of good will, the Minister of N

Foreign Affairs of Egypt declared in his statement before this session of the

General Assembly that we support the progress towards chemigal disatmament»
within the framework of an international Conveﬁtion that would constitutg an -
integral part of an evolving and comprehensive disarmament process, .
particularly with relation to weapons of mass destrucgion;.'ngypt also.

declared that, from the regional standpoint, it did not believe in dealihg

with this Convention in' isolation from othet’international effo:ts'reiating«to-3i

the rest of weapons of mass destruction, especially the NPT, the safeguards = . -

and international inspections regime and the provision of credible

international ‘guarantees, in addition to the prohibition of biological weapoms. =

4t
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This position of Egypt's is in consonance with the unified Arab position
adopted by the Ministers of Foreign Affairs éf the Arab League at their
meeting in Cairo last September. In more detail, the Egyptian position on the
draft Convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, as stated by its
Minister of Foreign Affairs, is as follows: first, complete readiness te deal
with all effective disarmament proposals which would provide for security
through equal mandatory commitments that are applicable to all States in the
region without distinction; secondly, full and complete support for freeing
the Middle East of all weapons of mass destruction - nuclear, chemical and
biological - as that is the best means of ensuring security for all States in
the region; thirdly, complete readiness to deal with the Convention on the
prohibition of chemical weapons within the context of the efforts aiming at
the establishment of the said mass-destruction-weapons-free zomne provided that
Israel responds positively to the international calls addressed to it to
accede to the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and agrees to place all its
nuclear facilities under the safequards regime of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA); fourthly, support for the Convention on the prohibition
of chemical weapons within an integral disarmament process at the regional
level with a view to maintaining the security of the States in the Middle East
which are threatened by the existence of nuclear weapons in the possession of
one of the States of the region without any international control or legal
obligations in this respect.

In addition, the Security Council could also study the feasibility of
providing comprehensive security guarantees to deter the use or threat of use
of nuclear, chemical or biological weapons by any State against any State

party to the NPT, the chemical-weapons Convention or the biological-weapons

Convention.
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In recent years, several States have expressed 1nterest in tak;ng np the _
matter of convent;onal weaponsv;xm;;as;pn andlmeny ;n;t;atxves and p:opesalg
to control this type of armament haye‘been:put f?fﬁagd-v,Aﬁ ehnesnlt{; |
resolution 46/36 L, entitled “Transpanene? in Armamentsdé was adepted:by the
General.Assembly. From the‘beginning._Egynt Ves keen‘to‘eenfi:m that L
confidence-building measures in thehfield of cenventionai weaponsvmnstAne, ‘J
adopted in the context of an opportune pol1tlca1 clxmate and thhxn the
framework of an zntegrated process to reduce tension at the reg10na1 level.
That is why the full 1mplementet;on of tnansgarenegunn atmements 1ngtpe.g;ddle
East must be achieved on the basis ef_prog;ess invtne p?ecess_aim;ng:et ‘d
establishing a comprehensive and just peace. | | |

The Egyptian position regardxng the Reg:ster of Convent:onal Arms

Transfers is based on fundamental przncxples wh;ch we cons;det to be an -

essential cornerstone of justice and the securxty of the reg;on at the m1n1mum ‘

level of armaments. These'prxncxples are crystallxaed xnvgne eeneept of
transpareacy. However, this transparencf should noe be limited te»fru
convent;onal weapons but should embrace all categorxes of weapons and should '
be applied to all States eqaally in a patallel and balenﬂmd manner. Th;s
requires that the scope of the Regxster should be expanded to 1nc1ude the
components of all categories of weapens of mass destructxon and thezr
delivery systems as well as transfers of the technology used 1n the ptoduesxon '
of such weapons. It is just as important that the Regxste: shonld contain . ‘ »
data abous national prodnction, stpekpiles and the operegiensbof‘arms.‘
deliveries and stockpiling in the framework of bilaseral or :egional

agreements.
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I was privileged to be elected a Séecialﬁéoordiﬁator of the Conference on
Disarmament to éondﬁct informai.éonsultﬁéioﬁéﬁon thaéxsubject and‘perhapé
establish an adrhoc‘committee‘during the‘forthcoﬁihg session of the |
Conference. WiﬁhouﬁigoinéjiﬁtdAthe details of the ideas that were put forward
during the informai consultations at the last session, as contained in the v
report of the Conferéﬁceﬂéﬁ Disarmament to the General ASsémbly, I should like
to draw atﬁenﬁion £o.two impdrtant considefatiﬁns that would‘facilitate the
Conference's deliberations ca this questxon ‘during the coming sessions:

‘ F;rst, it is 1mportant to dissipate the ambxguzty of certaxn 111- defxned
expressions which were'zncluded in resolution 46/36 L, in order to avo1d
future differences over their interpretation ih the Conference. For example,‘
for "militafy~holdings“ (resolution 4§/3§ L, ggrg, 12) and "prbcﬁrement
through national productibn", (ibid.) aﬁnuﬁbér of ihterétetations.were given
because of their ambiguity. The Conference on Disarmament report contained a
reference to thé need to avoid suchkémbigdiéy, and doubts were voiced by a
number of delegates.rr -

Secoﬁdl;, ié is importént to aligﬁ the déte set in operativé paiag*aph 11
of resolution 46/36’L for re&eiﬁt by ghe.Secretary-Geherai 6f the Qiews af
Member States on the Regxster, namely 30 Apr11 1994 with the deadl1ne set for
the Conference on D1sarmament to complete its consideration of this question,
in order for the Conference on Disarmament to benefit from the
SecretarY—Générai'é:reéérﬁvand the vi;;sxcf’thé Mémbe;:Statés in drawing ué
its report for ﬁrésehﬁatibnlég Ehé‘éénef;iikssembly. 'This>wi1i'not be
possible before thé‘fiftieth'ééssioﬁ of the General Assembly, that is in 1995,

Egypt notes with satisfaction the coatribution of the United Nations |

Disarmament Commission (UNDC) at its 1992 session by concluding its work on
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one of its main agenda items, namely, "Objective information on military -
matters”, ‘ThiS"iS’a step dffimpoftanéé.which;wiil‘hélpitp adﬁgﬂcé;the”

deliberations of the Conference on Disarmament in 1993 on ‘the iteim

"Transparency in armaments". This ptdgréssJihdicéﬁéS'tﬁe7cémmi55ioﬁfs'ébilityff

e

to achieve meaningful and tangible prcgiéséfin rglétibn-téfthé¥other'items;s”'
remaining on the agenda of the UNDC for 1993. *ﬁbwever}:ééfmuSt}héﬁtiqn,hére‘a?'f

certain overlapping of work and delibefaﬁionéiof'fﬁé UNDC”éﬁaiéertéiintéms.@hf"

the agenda of the Conference on DisarMameng,vpéféichiéflffkhé5iéehs1iélatingff5

to nuclear weapons.

In the area of international efforts fa;hélt‘the.éfﬁsfiacé;fthié,§€£rgﬁ§§f[‘

witnessed the convening of the"Seéo#d Review CanfEIéﬁééffdfgthé‘édhvéﬁti§i5onff”'”

the Prohibition of Miiitary.d#”Any‘Ofﬁéi Hds£iie‘bsé?‘ﬁfvEnVitéﬁﬁéntélﬁw "
Modlflcatlon Techniques (ENMOD) ﬁgy?é'aitachésfimpbééandé"idfihi§f“iTvH: 

Convention, s;nce 1t 'is one way of preventzng the extenszon of the arms race

to the eﬁvirpnment} the common‘ﬁeritage 6f_hhmanitya

R
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Discussions in the Second Review Conference have brought to light several
points of weakness in the provisions of the Convention, especially in relation
to the scope of the prohibition in Article I, the definition in Article II and
the verification and compliance mechanisms provided for in Article V.

Briefly, Egypt believes that in order to strengthen the provisions of the
Convention and to increase its effectiveness as one of the measures of
preventing the extension of the arms race, there is a need for focusing in the
future on the following elements:

First: underscoring the flexibility in the text of Article II of the
Convention, since the phenomena listed in the definition of the modification
techniques cannot be considered a full and updated inventory that keeps pace
with rapid modern technological developments in today's world;

Secondly, due care should be taken to implement the principle of
transparency in exchanging information regarding all scientific and
technological developments and the areas of research and development, whether
they concern peaceful or hostile modifications of the environment. In this
connection, the Register, which was established in accordance with General
Assembly resolution 46/36 L, should be expanded to include techniques of
environment modification that could be used for military purposes or other
hostile acts:;

Thirdly, the clarification of the limits of international responsibility
as related to the purposes and objectives of the Convention, particularly in
the case of using environment modification techniques for purposes of
hostilities in areas outside the limits of a State's jurisdiction stipulated
in Article IV of the Convention, such as the high seas, areas outside the

territorial waters or in outer space:;
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Fourthly, due attention should be gaven to re1nforc;ng the system of
ver;f1cat1on and monxtorlng of compllﬁnce with the provxsxons of the |
Convention as stlpulated in Article V, bear;nq’zn ming that there are»members
of the Security Council, under whose jurisdiction this falls, who are not
parties to the Convention on the Prohrhxt:on of Env1ronment MOdlflCBtan
Technxques for Mxlltary Purposes ‘or any other Host;le Purposes (ENMOD), and

Fifthly, conf;rmatlon that the dumpxng of nunlear, chemical and other
toxic wastes in the terrator;es of developxng countrles is an act of
env;ronment modaf1catxon prohxbxted by the Conventmon.

For these reasons, my ielegat;on supports the propoaal of calling upon
the Advisory Committee, in accordance w;th Artlcle V of the Convention, to
study and clarify the scope of the Convention's provisions and theirr -
implementation in the interests of;mut“ai,confidence. | |

I must also stress Egypt s 1nterest in prevent;ng the extens;on of thep
arms race inte outer space, and its eagerness to contrlbute to a1l efforts
axmed at strengthenxng and supportxng the legal regzme applzcable to outer ‘
space in order to 1ncrease its effectiveness, 1n compi1ance thh 311
multilateral Convent;ons, aad to support conf;dence-bu;ld;ng and transparency
measures in thxs umportant freld. We hope that the Conference ‘on D:sarmament
will contznue to consider thxs item in the Ad Hoc Commlttee establxshed for
this purpose‘with an adequate mandatebfor thet purpose durinénits:1§§3.session.

The issues of halt:ng the arms race and of dlsarmament in general and 1nk>
all aspects, deserve the great 1nterest shown by the 1nternatzonal communxty.
I would therefore like to commend the Secretary—General's report distributed .
to the Comm;ttee on the occasion of Disar mament Week ent:tled “New dlmens10ns

of arms regulation and dissrmament in the post-cold-war era® (A/C°1/4?/7);
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As the Secretary-Gemeral stated, the report complements the “Agenda for Peace"
which was presented last June.at the reguest of the Security Council Summit
Meeting of 31 January 1992 in order to tationalize United Nations effortg in
the area of disarmament.

We have to comsider the complementarity and coordination between all
efforts currently being exerted in all international forums to achieve general
and complete disarmament, whether through the negotigting mandate of the
Conference on Disarmament in Geneva or the deliberative mandate of the
Disarmament Commission in Néw York. Thi§ requires further rationalization and
coordination between the deliberaticws of the Commission and the Conference to
avoid any duplication and to increase the effectiveness of the Uniﬁed Natioms
in this field. |

In the light of past experience of United Nations deliberations on
disarmamept matters, we call upén all the Staters Mémheré of the Organization
to cooperate in the implementation of all the resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly with a view to the democrétization of interxational relations
and to the upholding of the will of the intetnational communitvahich is
embodied in all those resol- tions. |

Mr, RAPSOS (Cyprus): I would like fifst to extend our warmest
congratulations to Mr. Nabil Elaraby on his assumption of the chairmanship ofv
th. First Committee. My delegation is confident that his reputation,
diplomatic skills and extemsive experience, as well as those of the“oéher
officers of the Committee, will be instrumental in enéuring the succeés of our
important work. | )

The developments of»the last two years, with the end of the cold war and

the new-found cooperation and improved relations between the two nuclear
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super-Powers, have revolutionized global security concepts. Internaticnal
security, both as a concept and as an imperative, has taken on added -
dimensions in the evolving werld. The internatiohal’éommunity is presented
with new challenges together with new opportunities. The cld'wbrld orde:;'
bosed on the concept of deterrence and thé4spectre of puclear annihilatien, is -
withering away, replaced by a new state of affairs in which we are witnessing '
increased coopérétion ﬁetween 0ld adversaries and a tendency to reach o
consensus decisions, eépecially within'the‘framewsrk of'internétionai
organizaﬁions. |

Nowhere has this newafouné spirit manifested itself in clearer féiﬁ.than
in the attitude of the international commﬁnity to the central role‘ofthe;;ﬁ
United Nations in international relatiéns;‘ There is iﬁcreasing‘fecognitioﬁ’A
that democracy an& internationél~secuiity Canvbnlybbeiaéhieved bf éievating-
'thé Uﬁited Natiqné and th. purposes éna principles its Charter ésédﬁsés_td‘éhe
froht line of international relations.>yhn'example 6f éﬁé~inc:eaéi§g féspéeﬁ
for ard reliance on tﬁe~United Natibns'is the §r6wi§g récééﬁifidn:tﬁ;t the
peaéeful settlement of dispuﬁes“must'sé the epiééntfé :6unéiﬁhicﬁ:r;iét§bhsi

between States revolve.
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The nature of conflict in the new international system is also changing.
As the global military threat associated with the existence of the. two
military blocs du;ing the cold war has receded, thg tragic events a?d
conflicts which are occurring in newly created States following the
dissolution of the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia are bringing new urgency to the
need for regional security arrangements. The availability of huge stocks of
conventional weapons created a new instability in»rglations between various
actors on the international scéne, fuelling new conflicts with terrible
material destruction and loss of human lives. Unfortuqately, not only
conventional but nuclear weapons as well remain beyond any cgntralized control.

.In this respect Cyprus believes that a multifaceted approach is
reguired. 'One such apptoach must be increased efforts»to control»and
gradually eliminate nuclear arsenals. This should be a priority_issue,of the
international community, with the United Nations assuming a central role in
that respect. The elimination of nuclear weapons shou;d‘not be confined to
discussions between those States that have a nuclear capability but syould be
addressed by the international community as a whole. An issue related to this
is the danger posed by the spread of nuclear weapons to non-nuclea;-weapo#v
States. | )

A sound venue for controlling the spread of nuclear weapons is ﬁhe 1968
Treaty on the . n-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), to which Cyprus is a
State party. This delegation welcomes the recent ratification of the.NPT by
China and France, as well as the Lisboa nuclear non-proliferation Protocol in
which Belarus, Kazakhstan and Ukraine, as provided in article V, state that

they will adhere to the NPT as non-nuclear-weapon States parties.
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On the issue of nuclear testing, Cyprus welcomes recent devalopﬁéﬁts
which bave advaiced the common goal of achieving a multilateral commitment to
ban Quclear tests. It is believed that the unilate,al moratotiums dbseréédfﬁy
the Russian Federation, France and the United Sﬁatés’are"impbrtant‘géstﬁre§:in
providing the momentum that will - it‘is'hdﬁed ~ lead to a total ban én
nuclear testing. Towards this end, yprus unequ;vocally supports the
strenuous efforts of the Forexgn ‘Minister of Indones‘a. Mr. Ali Alatas, in his
capacity as President cf the Amendment Conference of the Mdsccw Treqty.

The tragic'ééééiopménts'that are océurring in ﬁhé'foimef’iugcslavié”égd”
Somalia bring forth the urgency of regiomal disarmament. An effective way
must be found to control transfers of‘conventioﬁal weapons. VIt'is the-stréng-
belief of this delégaéion’théé the international community has to\pufgugﬂﬁﬁré ;
vigorously the concept of conventicnal disarmament on afrégidnﬁi‘scalejiﬁ a -
way that will ensure confinement of"regionél conflicts and minimal loss of

life and material destruction when such conflicts arise. The concept of

o

demilitarization must be re-examined within the broader realin of internatiosal .=

security and the new world order. Cyprus, a small State in a volatile region, -

has on a number of occasions declared its willingness to demilitarize iﬁ'the
quest.of_theiCypiiot'pebplettd prOﬁote the cause of peaée'in'ﬁhé aréa‘££afin‘
the world as a whole. prégiaéneéeagge‘ ;;;s;s,-;nau,‘ in his recent “sg,;e‘;;a >‘1s;éa£ef.
the General Assembly at thxs forty-seventh sess;on, once-agaxn rezterated the
readxness of the Republ;c of Cyprus to proceed w;th a total dem;lxtarxzatxon
of our country, thus freelnq much~needed resources for socxal progress‘and |
econoniic development. | g S »
The United Nat:ons is called upon to play the faremost réle in aﬁtehpt1ng ”

to defuse or pre-empt reg;onal crises. As far as the,gyprus problem 18
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concerned, the Secretary-General is actively involved in the current efforts
to find a just and viable solution which will reunite the island and put an
end to its continued division resulting from the Turkish invasion of 1974 and
the subsequent occupation of 37 per cent of the area of Cyprus. This
‘delegation sincerely hopes that the current trend of achieving negotiated
solutions to long-festering international problems that pose a threat to
international peace and security will, in the case of Cyprus, lead to the
withdrawal of the Turkish troops from Cypriot soil, thus allowing the Cypriot
people - Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots - to live together once again, as
was the case in the past before "ethnic cleansing" policies were forcibly
applied. In an era when the walls of division are being dismantled in most
regions of the world, making continuing divisions of countries anachronisms
and remnants of a confrontational past, the forcible and artificial division
of Cyprus cannot remain an exception, The international community has, by and
large, given a crystal-clear message that the world it is resolved to build
will be devoid of such divisions, though there are very few of its members who
have yet to commit themselves through their actions to this end.

In a world of ever-increasing interdependence, strengthened by modern
technological achievements, security in a particular region cannot be seen in
the limited context of its own geographical boundaries. This also applies to
the Mediterranean and its proximity to Europe and the Middle East. The link
between security in Europe and the Mediterranean, for example, was stated in
the Helsinki Final Act of 1975 and in the CSCE follow-up meetings.

Recognizing the existing security link mentioned above, the Republic of Cyprus
has on earlier occasions joined other Mediterranean countries in calling for

the establishment of a conference on security and cooperation in the
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Mediterranean amongst the qualifying States in an effort to promote and
enhance security and coopera;zon~1n the reg;on., We therefore welcome the facti
that'support for such a conference is embraced by many couﬁtrigs_pfitbg fegion
and that initiatives and efforts for grgate: coqperation areAbeing,ugde;takenf

This delegation wishes to take this opporgunity to reiterate the -

commitment of the Governmert of the Republic pf,gyp;usvto the promotion of_the‘ e

Mediterranean region as a zone of secﬁrity, _peace and cooperatioﬁ;:fteé fg9¢ 
conflict and confrontation. My delegatlon also wlshes to emphasxze the
imperative need - as stated in paragraph 8 of resolut;on 45/79 entztled
"Strengthening of securlty and cooperatlon in the Medxterranean reg;on“,_whigh
was adoéted without a vote - for "just and.peacgful settléﬁent of pérsiétent’
problems in the region, for respecting and safeguafding‘the so&eréignty,
independence and territoriél integrity;of all countries and pegpleérof.fhelk
Mediterranean and for full adherence to thé principies of non-use of'fdfcé’or
threat of use of force and the inadmissibiiity ofvthe'acguisition‘qf territory
by force, in accordance with the Charter and the relevant resolutions of'thé_
United Nations"”., It is the express hope of the peaceslovihé’peopié oficfp¥ﬁ§ i
that the persistent conflicES'and ténsions that exiét in the Mééitetrangan |
region, including that of the division‘of m} own'cﬁuﬁtry,vwill,kinfthiS' :
climate of dialogue and cooperat;on and of the recognltlon of the przmacy of ..

international law and the peaceful settlement of dlsputes, be resolved 1n

accordance with the purposes and prznclples set forth in the»Chartg;,anq-the Lo

relevant resolutions.
Touay, as perhaps never before, mankind is in aZPOSition to puréué the :
possibilities for creating a stable and peaceful world, findiﬁq.itseif*as-it'

does at the crossroads of history.v The direction that:it’will’chobée'£0“také
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will probably shape £he courss of bisto;y;féi decades to come. It is for
these reasons that we iock forward ﬁﬁ-a Qétid of cooperation and coexistence,
in which future generations will live in conditioﬁs of peace and prosperity,
respect for the sovereignty and integrity of all States, both large and
small. Undoubtedly, a solution to the Cyprus problem based on the
above-mentioned principlés poses avchallenge inasmuch as it could éerve as a

prototype for other similar problems.



Mr. HOYQ (Austr;a) Pursuant to the first Austr;an statement

K

durlng the general debate in the F;rst Comm:ttee, we should like: to use th:s

2

opportunlty today to make a few remarks on a few SPElelc 1ssues that are on fj'k

the Commlttee s agenda.

PO . . Coar

Flrst, we should llhe to comment on agenda 1tem 60, "Chemrcal and

Tow

bacterlologzcal (bxologlcal) weapons."b The complete and un;versal prohabltlon o

of chemical weapons has been an amportant objectxve of Austrlan pollcy for
many years. As an actxve observer in Geneva, Austrla part;c;pated in the
efforts of the Conference on Dlsarmament to reach an agreement on the draft

Convention on the Proh;b;txon of the Development, Product;on, Stockprl;ng and

Use of Chemical Weapons and on thexr Destruct;on. The Austrlan delegatzon

contributed a number of worklng papers, part;cularly on such questlons as the ‘vl*

1dent1f1catlon of "capable fac;lltxes" and on the problem of old chem1ca1 . .

weapons. Austrza was also one of the countrxes that offered to act as host to }if*‘

the headquarters of the new Organxzat;on for the Proh;b:t;on of Chemxcal

We apons .

We consider the agreement reached in Geneva on a global'ban‘on chemical o

.z Y

weapons to be one of the most encouragxng developments in the f;eld of ,

dxsarmament and arms control.k My delegatxon has already commended the

Chairman of the Ad EKoc Commrttee, ~and we also want to thank all those ,h :

delegations whose dedicated and unspar;ng efforts durzng years of negotlatxons

have secured this outstandxng result.

Austr;a ne:ther produces nor possesses chemxcal weapons - nor, rndeed,
any other weapons of mass destructlon. we wholeheartedly welcome the draft
Convention. Once adopted, that Convent;on w1ll be the most complete
disarmament agreement, totally el:mxnatxng chem1cal weapons 1n all the:r o

aspects within 10 years.
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The rules of the Conveation provide for the complete destruction not only
of all chemical warfare agents but of production sites as well. They will
also prevent the further development, production, acquisition, stockpiling,
transfer and use - including preparation for use - of chemical weapons.
Activities not prohibited under the Convention, such as chemical industries,
will be subjected to a scrutinizing verification regime providing for
comprehensive international monitoring, including declarations and on-site
inspections. To resolvé any questions concerning possible non-compliance,
provision is made for short-notice, challenge i~ ections.

We believe that the consensus achieved on the draft Convention reflects a
reasonable balance in the most intricate network of competing interests.

In order to fulfil the high expectations and prove itself a truly
historic achievement in international disarmament and arms controi efforts,
the Convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons will have to be a
universal instrument. We therefore encourage all countries to support the
Convention, to sign and ratify it as soon as possible and to adhere fully to
its provisions. |

In light of those considerations Austria has been an original sponsor of
the relevant draft resolution (A/C/1.47/L.1) and is committed to becoming an
original signatory of the Convention when it is be opened for signatare early
next year.

Let me now turan to agenda item 61 (c), "conventionsl disarmament," and
agenda item 61 (m), "Conventional disarmament on a regional scale.”

Conventional disarmament must be assessed in its global as well as in its
regional context. The proliferation of conventionai weapons and the expansion

of the already existing conventional armories are brought about by
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international arms transfers as well as by national procurement. During the
cold war, huge quantities of conventional arms were transfered within regions
as well at the global level., Arms exports, albeit on a slightly reduced
scale, have been continued since the end of the cold war.

The most immediate efforts to control the future expansion of existing
conventional arms stocks have to be concentrated on the limitation of arms
transfers. A universal and non-discriminatory United Nations register for
conventional arms transfers, once operational, will lead to transparency. We
hope that, successively, it will also lead to a voluntary restraint in arms
transfers.

In addition to controlling future proliferation of conventional arms we
will have to take advantage of the prevailing international climate and
enhance the process of real reductions in the field of conventional arms.
This process has been successfully initiated on a regional level. As the
report of the Secretary-General, "New dimensions of arms regulation and
disarmament in the post-cold war era," states in its introduction:

"In the world's most heavily armed region - Europe - the process of

conventional disarmament is gathering momentum." (A/C,1/47/7, para. 6)

In fact, the Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe (CFE Treaty),
which was signed at Paris on 19 November 1990, is a landmark in post-war
European history. After considerable delays in the ratification process of
the Treaty, the States parties signed on 10 July 1992, on the fringes of the
Helsinki summit meeting of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in
Europe (CSCE), a Protocol in which they agreed to apply the CFE Treaty
Provisionally as from 17 July on. Thus, the reduction process of the five
major weapon and equipment systems limited by the CFE Treaty has been

initiated. That process should be completed within 40 months.
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On 10 July 1992 the 29 States parties to the CFE Treaty also signed, in
Heisinki, the Concluding Act of the Negotiation on Persomnel Strength of
Conventional Armed Forces in Europe, the so-called CFE IA Concluding Act.
This is a politically binding document by which those States decided to limit
and, if applicable, reduce, on a national basis, the personnel strengith of
their conventional armed forces within the area of application. The full
implementation of bofh the CFE Treaty and the CFE IA Concluding Act are of
paramount importance for Fuiopean security and stability.

F.:thermore, during the course of last spring the negotiations on a new
set of confidence- and security-building measures and the negotiations on an
open skies regime were successfully concluded in Viemna, The Vienna Document
on Confidence- and Security-Building Measursas 1992 was adcpted on 4 March and
the Cpen Skies Treaty was sigped on 24 March in Helsinki. All those
agreemenrts reflect the advantageous and new political situation prevailing in
Europe.

The CSCE Helsinki Document 1992, which was adopted by the Heads of State
or Governmeunt of the CSCE participating States on 10 July after four months of
negotiations, is of considerable relevance for the future of security in
Europe anc¢ the adjacent parts of Asia. In chapter V of the Helsinki Decision,
the participating States agreed to establish a new CSCE Forum for Security
Cooperation. That permanent Forum, which started its work in Vienna on
22 September, r ~ovides for new negotiations on arms control, disarmament and
confidence- and security-building. It will alsc facilitate enhanced
coopsration and dialogue in the fielc of security. The Vienna-based CSCE
Conflici P, ‘vention Cestre is olosely liinked tu tiwne agtivities.

The nzgotiations on arms control, disarmamer® and confidence- and

security-building will honceforth be carried out between ail CSCE
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participating States. As set out in the Programme for Immedia&e.hction,'
contained in the Helsinki Document, one of the priority tasks of the Forum for
Security Cooperation will be the harmonization of obligations between the 29
CSCE States and the other CSCE particivating States under the various existiag
instruments concerning arms control, disarmament and confidence- and |
security-building. Work with the aim of creating a commoa set of.obligationS‘
among all CSCE participating States to facilitate future efforts o Strengthen‘
security and stability in Europe is already uander way in Vienna. -

The Pregyramme for Immediate Acticn also foresees the possibility of
regional measures, including, where appropriate, reductions and:limiﬁations° 
That provision will be relevant in addressing regional imbalances of ... .. - .
conventional armed forces in the CSCE community of States. Proposals to set -
up such regicnal negotiation tables within the CSCE Forum for fecurity -
Cooperation have already been made in Viemna. One of those proposals:
envisages ways for dealing «#ith the blatant -imbalance of military forces in. -

former Yugoslavia. Further proposals are ‘éxpected to be submitted soon.. .. & =
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Despite serious disruptions of peace, and even open warfare in and
between CSCE participating States, the Helsinki decisions have underlined the
political will of the CSCE to address these very questions comprehensively.
The implementation of agreements already concluded within the CSCE framework
will lead to a balanced reduction of convencional forces in Eurcpe.

‘Taking into account the Secretary-Gemeral‘s assessment in the report he
issued on the occasioa of Disarmament Week that

"“the relentless accumulation of armaments by States is not only a symptom

of political tension; it can also cause and heighten such tensions and

increase the risk of conflict®, (ALQ;;L&ZLZ‘_pgzg;_ll)
my delegation hopes that the recent regional agreements in Europe will
contribute effectively to prevent preseat and future conflicts from escalating
and to eliminate, where possible, the root causes of temsion.

Mr. SLOKENBERGS (Latvia): I wish to congratulate you, Sir, on your

election to the chairmanship of the Firat Committee of the General Assembly.
I also wish to offer my congratulations to the other members of the Bureau. I
am confident that this year's session of the First Committee will, under your
guidance, be a useful and constructive one. I offer you my full support in
the important tasks facing this session. Latvia is taking part in its second
regular session of the General Assembly. As Latvia continues on the road of
restoring its independence, I hope that Latvia's : upport ard pusticipation
will increase not omnly in the work of the First Committee but with respect to

the work of all the components of the United Nations security and disarmament

machinery.
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In his address to the General Assembly during the general debate, the
Head of State of Latvia, Mr. Anatolijs Gorbunovs, stated that
"the security of small States should be a central concern of this
Organization, since there does not exist a balance of power or agreement
on goals between small States and their larger neighbours at this time'".

(A747/PV.12, p. 1)

Whatever may be its goals, Latvia, for its part, recognizes its respomnsibility
for observing United Nations legal standards in its relations with States and
were we

"to fail in meeting our responsibilities, we would not excuse ourselves

by reference to our limited political experience, nor to our economic

problems. It is our hope that no State will use its size or its economic
and military power as an excuse for ignoring United Nations standards."

(ibid.. p.8)

Mr. Chairman, as you aptly said in your introductory statement, the
starting-point to meeting the challenges towards the maintenance of
international peace and security is

"recognition by all States of the commonality of interests and the

equality of rights and duties. That would make it possible to formulate

and lay foundations of the norms and principles that should govern

international relations now and in the future". (A/C,1/47/PV.3, p. 3)

That statement is of great importance, especially to small States, When a
small State is faced with a threat to its security from a larger State, the
former hopes that the international community will hold the latter accountable

to this principle of equality of relations among States.
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In discussing the maintenance of peace and security petween States,
Latvia considers the Secretary-General's report "An agenda for peace" to be a
document of great importance, in particular the parts on preventive
diplomacy: The international commﬁhity‘s\timely recognition of tensions
hetweép.States; followed by resolute action to head off an escalation of those
.tenEiqng_into conflict constitute the essence of preventiye diplgmacy.,
Unfbttﬁnatelfytoo often the international community responds too late to
conflicts ﬁhay,vhad they been addressed earlier,,méy have been avoidable.
Pédﬁhfindiggimiisionsvshould be dispatched at a.point in time before thgir
members. are ?ikely to"be_subjected to gunfire from the oppesing parties to the
disputes‘bging investigated..

. Preventive diplomacy'Should not be the exclusive responsibility of the
Secretary-General and the Security Council. Let us not fqrget,:hat chapter IV
of the Charter of the United Nations grants the General Assembly a role in
determining and avoidiag threats to intérnational.peace,and,security.

Another aspsct of the Secretary-General's report that is of great ..
importance to Latvia is cooperation between the United Nations and regional
arrangemegts.-;ln every digpute bgtween_Stategr_thq relevant regional body
-should be the forum of first instance for the dispute's resolution.  But for
every resolution of a dispute the United Nations should seek a complementary
role.. -

.The Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) is a regional
arrangement'qffg;eat»impor;ance to Latvia. Latvia welcomes. the .recent
(decalara;ionuthétxghe_cscg:is a régional grravgament in the sense of

chapter VIII of the Charter and as S“Ch,prsviﬁﬁs an_important link between
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European and global security. - Latvia also welcomes the esﬁablishmgnt-éf the
CSCE Forum for sécuritinoopetation, | |

.Of particular importance tO"the~Secﬁfity’of Latvia,ahaiﬁh;all‘df
Northern Eurcpe is the CSCE's "Helsinki document 1992>—kthe,challenges Qf,*
change”, adopted in July 1992. This document speecifically addres#es tﬁé-:f‘-
problem of the foreign military forces which are illegally stationed iq~££erf~V
Baltic States. The CSCE participating'Staées cal;edvupon7the‘3tatas, >v “
concerned, in 1ine with ba#ic principles-of,internatignal'iam, and in ordet_té'
prevent any possible: conflict, t0~cénclude,'without”éelay.:appropriate~f‘
agreements;>iné1uding timetables, for the early, orderly an;coﬁpiete~*m._vv=
withdrawal of such féreign‘militaty forces £rom the territ@rie;_ofithe-:r~“’
Baltic States. | -

While Latvia is in the process of negotiating the complete withdrawal of -

these military forces, there exists a lack of transparency as toithe‘numbér’of‘g, ::
troops present, and litglekcontrol ovef éhe~movement of ‘these troops and their |
weapons within Latvia. Further, any transfers.of these weapons, be it to A
foreign Governments or to pri&ate parties, are oﬁﬁéiﬂektheicnntroi\bf-the;*‘
authorities in Latvia. For example, these foreign~ﬁilitary_forces‘have

recently sought to transfer submérines, outfitted in a naval base they control "
in Latvia, tﬁithi;d countries, in one case in violaticnm of sanctions imposed.
by the Security Council. AlSotof coﬂcétn,to.Latviakis,the damage to the
enviroament causedvby these fo:eigﬁ military forces.‘ Even'ndw,ﬂLagvia is_
unable to negotiatevpayﬁent.for damages or even to Segin‘remediétionfli
procedu;es because of lack of acCess-fo'the pblluted{baSes;. »‘ | |

Latvia, together with Estonia and Lithuania.'has;requestéd.fhat the issue

of the complete withdrawal of foreign military forces be includgd in the
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agenda of the General #ssembly. Although recognizi#g the action already taken
by the CSCE and other regional organizaiions.‘Latiia‘Sxposition is that
bringing this issue to che United Nations is preventive, especially in light
of breaches of the peace currently occurring in other parts of the former
Soviet Jniomn, in which the United Nations is involved.

As a further measure of early Qarning to a dispute that may lead to
conflsict, Latvia hgs reéugsted that United Nations observers attend bilateral
negotiations on the cumplete withdrawal of fereign militaryvforces from
Latvia.. It is Latviz’s hope that parties to these’n§gotiations will agree to
the presence of United Hations observers, as this would prov@de both an
expression of good will ¢ad a valuable indicator as to the potential for
stability in the region and in Northern Europe as a whole.

It is Latviajs position that internatiocnal security is inextricably
" linked with disarmament. Latvia welcomes the Convention: ¢u the Prohibition of
the Developmeant, Prcductioa, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on
their Destructioa. ' Latvia svy-orts the confidence-building measures- included

in the provisiors of ‘that lcanvention.
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Latvia wélcomésf aﬁong éther'confiﬁénéeabﬁilding meaéu:éé; &he::i,i5;"-
establishmént'of“the United NéEions’Register of Cénveﬁtinnéi Arméj—ﬁwhéﬂ u
Register will asszst the process of regzonal d;sanmament. The cold war 
created concentrat:ons of arms in the Balkans, as well as in the Baltzc3f¢u“ 3
region. Stockp:les of conventional weapons remalnlng fram the cold wé& ﬁose a;-”
threat to the regzon, and that would" be especxally true if such weapons wére
to fall into the hands of those vuolently opposed to the re—establxshment QF
an independent Latwia. . = = - . ~!Q "k ,-‘;f,@L‘$~'g}i‘ o 1;;r:*;g; -
Latvia also reccgn;zes its respons;b#lzty o cantrzbute to the process aff
nuclear disarmament. Notewarrhy, 1n ‘this regard, is Latvla s access:on in
1991 to the Treaty on the Non—Prol:feratxonfof»Nuclea:tﬁéapbns.c L ;;;3..‘
Latvié”4’axsma11'8tatef~ wiil‘contiﬁue; ih»ﬁﬂé caﬁéﬁéé dfﬁité;ff,7<f
international relatlons, to comply wath Un;ted Natxons legal >tandarﬁs.«
Latvia hopes that other States, 1arge and small, w;ll respect its rxaht to
continue to contribute to the peaceful develbpment of 1ﬂternatlona1 relatlons,;
as it did when it was a member ‘of the League of’ Nat;ons. vJAwéri
‘The gHAIRMAN ~I shall now call on those' represeﬁtatzves whé wush te?"”

b

speak in exercise of the rlght of reply.

‘May I rémind membérs that, in accordance thh éeneral Assembly dec:sxon
34/401, statements in exercise of the r:ght of reply‘are lxmxted to 10 mxnutesf-?”
for the flrst intervention and to 5 mxnutes forithe3s§cond;= o

M, YUN (Republic of Korea): My'delegatiOn &£&:30£%intendvtd S'
intervene at‘thislthe final stage of the general débate. 'Hbﬁevér)u£hé'L
reference this mornlng by the representatxve ‘of the Democratxc PeoEIe s
Republic of Korea to the questxon of the Unlted Natxons command in the’ y}’ - ;;  ,;gv

Republic of Korea compels my delegation to clarify certaan relevapt facts,»
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To avoid any unnecessary argument on this issue - argument that is not
relevant to our discussion - I should like to draw attention toc the relevant
provisions of the United Nations command's annual report to the Security
Council, published last August as a Security Council document dated
15 June 1992.

First, the United Nations command was established by Security Council
resolution 84 (1950), of 7 July 1950. Secondly, the Korean Armistice
Agreement is purely military in nature. fhe commander-in-chief of the United
Nations command signed that Agreement on behalf of all the forces - the f~rces
of the 16 United Nations Member States and of the Republic of Korea - that
fought under the United Nations flag. Thirdly. the admission of the Republic
of Korea and the Democratic Pecple's Republic of Korea to the United Nations
has no effect on the status of the United Nations command and does not change
its role. The United Nations command will continue to perform amn important
peace-keeping role in the Republic of Korea, particularly in maintaining the
Armistice, until an effective and enduring peace arrangement has been
concluded through political dialogue between South Korea and North Korea - a
process that is currently under way.

Having said that, my delegation wishes to point to the fact that the two
Koress have assented to article V of the Agreement on Reconciliation,
Non-aggression and Exchanges and Cooperation, reached last year, which says:

"The two sides shall endeavour together to transform the present state

of armistice into a solid state of peace between the South and the North

and shali abide by the present military Armistice Agreement until a state

of peace has been realized."
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My Government has already, on several occasions, including the occasion of:ouﬁ
Pre51dent s address to the General Assembly last year, proposed a durable |
peace arrangement between the parties directly concerned - South Kbrea and
North Korea. My Government belzeves that if the two Koreas are able’to ag;ee*
to a peace arrangement to replace thérxorean Armistice Agreement the questioh
of the United Nations command will bgﬂresolved automatidally. |

Mr. LI (Democratic Pecplé'sbRepublic of Korea): .This merhiﬁg ﬁy
delegation emphaszzed that the end of the Un;ted Nations command in South
Korea is one of the Koreaun issues to which the 1nternat10na1 communxty 1sr :
giving its attention. Our pos;txon qn this was stated this morn:ng‘by.our
representative, and I have notﬁing fu;#her to say. |

The CHAIRMAN: The Commitéeg has thus céﬁcluded its géﬁeraiydebaté>
on all disarmament and international-security items. » | o

As representatives are aware, the Com@ittee will begin its secénd phase

of work - considération of draft resplutions under disarmament and : |
international-security agenda itemﬁ - tombrrow, Thursday, 29 Octoﬁer.» Oncé_
again, therefore, I urge those delegat1ons -that wish tc 1ntroduce draft ‘
resolutions or to comment on draft resolutions to imscribe the1r names tc the .
list of speakers &. soon as possible to enable thé Commlttee to make ful; use';f 
of the conferenée ~acilities that are available.

The meeting r se at .45





