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The mzeting was_cailed to order at_16.30 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 65, 68 AND 142; 67 AND 69 (continued)

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONE UNDER ALL DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: I call) on the representative of the United Kingdom,
who will speak on behalf of the European Community and its member States.

Sir MICHAEL WESTON (United Kingdom)}: The European Community and
its member States welcome the successful conclusion of the long-running o
negotiations on the chemical weapons Convention at the Conference on
Disarmament in Gemeva on 3 September this year. The Convention bears
testimony to the hard, intemsive and'thorough work carried out by the
Conference on Disarmament and represents a historic achievement in the field
of arms control and disarmament. The participation of over 80 countries in
the elaboration of the Convention has resulted in an agreement which is
balanced anéd eguitable and represents a truly global perspective.

The chemical weapoas Conventiog will not only ban chemical weapous and
ensure the destruction of declared stocks, but will explore new grournd in
global arms control through the introduction of an unprecedented verification
regime allowing on-site inspections by a new interamational organizatiqn of any
facility suspected of non-compliance. The regime has been carefully
constructed to deter potential evaders of the Convention’s provisions, while

allowing States to protect their legitimate interests.
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It will be backed up by monitoring of those chemicals and chemicaltfacilégégg
considered to be a putential threat to the Convention. Thése proviéion§§v§;%
strengthen the Conveation by enhancing confidence in its observance and w;;l
foster greater regiomal and global cooperatmon for mutual securzty.\ . The
rights of all States parties to bhenefit from international advanéesgig ;3,;@
chemical technology can only be enhanced in such an envirohﬁent,,

We welcome the clear and unequivoca1‘g1oba1 Ban<contained,i#,the S
Convention on all forms of Chemicalvweapons and the uﬁcén&itiqnal prphi§itign
of their ﬁse~against anyone. mhis’should‘énsure that ihachnvention;will'be
an effective defeace not only against existing types ofrﬂeapbns; hut_a;so m4l
against any chemical weapon which‘technolcgicél changes of the~£utu:g;may,g§ke
possible. The Conventiom also provides feor assistance—and.pfatectionatq;beQﬁ
given to any State pafty threatened by chemical weapons. Thzs wall he a
further deterrent against the use of chemical weapons aga;nst a State party
and is another illustration of.the-equxtable nature .of the Treaty..

The*Community,andiits member States beiievevthat’thevchemigél,weagoésfgg
Convention, which represents the hroad—basea;cdpseﬁsusidf the C@nférence Qpbf
Disarmament, will make a sub- 1ntia1-copttibutionitoﬁiniérnatigga1~Qegce;aﬁd;
security. It has to be considered on its own merits an§~it§-sigpatu;§ISho§la
not be dependent on preconditions; inﬁparticu;an'becépge,ghe_anveﬁtiqgﬁii;,,
constitutes a meaningful contribution to tﬁe estﬁhlishmgﬁp5gf;zo§esﬁf:eéiqﬁ :
weapons of mass destructién.,~I;preprese#;sjaAwelcome-giephig!adaggssjﬁé_,igl, 
regionalAsecuri:y~concerns;;;We,hape*that’itwwill'engouragevquerpmépgswto
move tOwai—ds further and more fa:f:eac};ing é«is;é:mamenﬁ~~'m§a‘s’uge§ byz,.nggaténg . ;

conditions in which all States~mayafee1 mdte,S%gure.;jﬂb‘hopéjalso':ha;wthgéj:l.
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unprecedented system of verification contained irn the Convention could become
a reference for other multilateral disarmament agreements or for the
strengthening of existing verification regimes.

We would like to pay a‘tribute to the many active participants in the
negotiations from all regions. Community members have played their part in
our common endeavour. We are particularly honoured that the task of chairing
the finmal negotiating séssion at the Conference on Disarmament should have
fallen to a representative of a Community member State.

We lcok forward to the Coanvention receiving a clear endorsement in the
Committee and urge all States who have not already done so to join in
spoensoring and supporting draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.l. We reafiirm
our intention to be original signatories to the Convention next January, and
to promote actively its early entry into force, and we urge all nations to do
likewise. The Community and its member States are committed to ensuring the
efficient and cost-effective implementation of th~ Convention, thereby
enhancing cooperative multilateralism as a basis for international peace and
security.

To introduce the views of the European Community and its member States on
the subject of regional disarmament, i can do no better than to repeat again
what we have said before: we bhelieve that the adoption of regional arms
control and disarmament measures is one of the most effective ways for States
toAcontribute to the gemeral arms coatrol and disarmament process.

The changes which have taken place in the internatiomal situation over
the last year bhave highlighted the importance of the role that regional

agreements can and should play in the promotion of international peace and
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secﬁrity. In my geéneral stgtement to the Committec on‘behalflbf the Community
and its member States, I referred to the hatreds agd-fearé which have
resurfaced in the former Yugoslavia, and confirmed our full support for the
efforts being made in partnership betveen_the'unitad Hations and the Eugapeanr
Community to kring peace to that region. I mentioned alse thgvgme;genée,og‘ls
new States where a year ago there was one, éhe Soviet Union. ‘The nqw,pgoé;ems
and challenges that entails might alsec benefit from_ragioﬁil e£f§r§3.3>, 

We do, of course, welcome the moves .towards greater p@lit;qal'and: _f
military stability and cooperation in,nﬁr own region.  We leievq tp§:.§§é:
Treaty on Conventiomal Armed Forces in Europe (CFE), “3155 1i@it8’h°;§iF§3¢§£_
major items of land and air equipment and contains swaepinq,p:pvisiqnﬁffof_
verification measures, together with the recent‘éxtengiqn cQ:thg>tr§a§y;”
commonly knowns as CFE 1A, which limits the numher of militaty peraonnel
deployed by each State, will be a key element in Eu:opeqn@secu:ity. While the‘
CFE Treaty was negotiazted am&ng States beianging to:tub_mili:a:y g11;agc§s,,,
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (RATO), and the-then-watgaj}Pagt,_pﬁef
CFE 1A ag?eement was reached in & radically new politicﬁl situaﬁion i#,‘ L
Europe. So, whilst complementary in nature, these agreemg#ts also ref;ectwthg°
changing political 1andscape of the region. | | |

The Vienna Document of 19392, which came 1nto force on 1 May. marks a’
significant step forward in the field of confxdence-vandiseeurityabuildxgg ,“
measures in the regiomn, developing earlier measutes‘including‘visits'?nd-also v
notificatiorn and observation of exercises. and introducing a&ditional
restrictions on military activity together uith new provas:ons for ;nformat;on

exchange.
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The Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) remains an
essential element in the new Europear security architecture, providing inter
alia a valuable forum for dialogue on arms control and confidence-building
measures. The Helsinki summit meeting, which took place in July this year,
took this a stage further, with the decision to establish a CSCE forum for
security cocoperation to start a new negotiation on arms coatrol, disarmament
and confidence- and security-building, with the participation of all CSCE
States, to enhance regular comsultation and to intensify cooperation among the
participating States on matters related to security and to further the process
of reducing the risk of conflict.

We also believe that the Treaty oa Opea Skies, which was signed in March,
will make a major contributiom to confidence-building and stability throughout
the CSCE area and beyond.

We hope that such achievements in the European context might offer some

guidance and even possible model instruments for the solution of similar

problems in other regioms.
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In puttiag forward draft resolution AIC.1/47/L;29;E"Confiﬁence-‘and‘ |
security-building measures ané conventional disarmamea€ in Eurcpe”, the~ﬁember
States of the Community welcome these practical achievements in the Eurepean
arena over the paet year and invite all StatéS‘to-consider°Ways'ofléedﬁcing
the risk of comfrontation and of strengtheningleecuriay, takiang due account of
their specific regional conditions. We hoée‘that this draft'resdlutioa will
be adopted by consensus. | | R
vAs we have said before, the European model is not necesearily'ane that -
can be applied te other regions. We are eonseiouelof the faet tﬁatffhe: e
various regioms in the wurld have their own ?artieular charaeteristicef'
Individual States have security interests of their own, oftea‘ieflectiaguahe
prevailing circumstances in their respective'regions; ’It‘wasAferlthis'reason
that, in the Work;ng Paper the Community submitted to the Unxted Nat;onski
Disarmament Commission in 1991, we stressed the 1mportancn of tak;ng xnto
account regional characteristics and stability, as well as hxghlighting the"
principles of sovereign equality for States, and of the peaceful settlement -of
disputes. As we stated in our paper. o |
"Initiatives should take into account part1cular characterastxcs of each
region and should lead to stabxl;ty and securlty for all the
participating States. The States in the regxon should themselves defxne
appropriate and speczflc cond:txcns for the secur;ty of thelr reglon; as
well as conditions for ensur;ng the;r security in conform;ty with ther
Charter of the United Nat;ens and generally recogn;zed pr:ncaples of
international law." (A /QN,10/1§4. garg. 2) S
We are pleased to note that discussioms at the United Nat;ons Dlsarmament

Commission have developed in such a way that commonly agreed guzdel;nes and
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principles on regional disarmament may now be withim reach. These could thexn
be drawn on freely by States anywhere whean they wish to embark om a process |
towards enhanced security and stability in their region.

We highlighted last year how the events in the Gulf region had underlined
the importance of regional arms control and disarmament and justified the
search for a balanced énd comprehensive control of armaments in the region,
notably through a dialogue among the States of that region. We have, of
course, not forgotten the Gulf crisis and its coansequences, which can still be
felt, not least through the continuing suffering of the Iragi people under a
brutal dictatorship. We congratulate the Upited Kations Special Commigsion
and the International Atomic Energy Agency for their work in implementing
Security Council resclution 687 (1991), which has gone a long way towards
reassuring the intermational community that Iraqg will never again threaten its
neighbours. However, there is more work to be done, and we welcome the
provision in resolution 687 (1991) on the objective of establishing in the
Mi@dle East a zone free from weapons of mass destruction and all missiles
capable of delivering them.

We continue to consider the Middle East to be an area where regional arms
control and disarmament measures must be instituted as a matter of priority.
We welcome the convening of an international peace conference on the Middle
East. We believe that a successful outcome to the peace process is a vital
element in the establishment of regional stability and confidence, and that it
will pave the way for the realization of the gcal of a Middle East free of all
weapons of mass destruction. We reiterate our support for the process. The
Community and its member States ﬁill continue to comtribute fully to the

multilateral Working Group >n Arms Control and Regional Security.
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' The Middle East peace‘process.is an example of ehe;integeetion of‘global
and regional efforts to ensure eeohrity inieeparticular xégiea._ ‘We hope that
the Convent;on n ehem:cal weapons, the text of whxch waa egreed at the
Conference on Dlsarmament this year, will also represent e’welcome step 1n
addressing regxonal securxty concerus ana Lhus contr;bute to the conelLe on of
regional arms control and dxsarmament measures.. ' ‘ |
In my generel statement to th;s uommlttee, I have elteady mentioned
various regzonal 1n1t1at1ves, whzch we welcome. Among these are the |
North-South Joint Declaration of the Denuelear;zatxon of the Korean Pen;nsula,
which we belleve should be fully 1mplemented as soon as poss:ble, the moves
towards implementing the Declarat;on on the Denuclear;zatxon of Afrzca. anﬁ
the steps taken by Atgentxna, Bxale and Chzle towards bring;ng the Treaty of
Tlatelolco into force for themselves.< We welcome also majcr ‘and posztzve e
1n1t1at1ves in Latln Amer;caq such as the Mendoza Accord and the Cartagena .
Declaration. Other welcome steps not speexfxcally eoncexned uzth d;sarmament,
but takea with the same aim of 1mpwov1ng regxonal stabxlxty end securzty,‘
include the accords deszgned to brzng peace and democracy to Mozamb;que and
the mult;—pat Ly elect1ons in Angola. However. we deplore the outbreak of
v;olence since those elections. We oazl on all part;es to. abxde by Secur:ty
Council resolutxon 785 (1992) adopted on 30 Octoher.' The only hope for peace N
in Argola is for both s;des to refraxn from vxolence and to contxnue tc |
;mplement the peace agreements embodaed in the B;cesse Accords..‘ |
The COmmunxty aad its member States share the v;ew that armeﬂ aggress1on "
is not an approptxate means to solve dxsputes between and wzthxn States..
Regional arms control and d:sarmament is a v;tal partvof solutxons to regzonal

confllcts and is essentzal 1f proqress towerds global secur;ty is to be .
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achieved. Solutions should he-sought'in a cooperative approach, pseferebly
within a region, sithpugh sometimes tﬁe-necessary steps may be stimulated from
outside the region, if‘aépropriate. But~no‘one from either ouside or inside a
regioo Shoold try to-impose a soiution on others. Security percept;ons are
usually felt much more keenly at a regional level. but reg;onal arms control
and d;sarmament efforts cannot 'stand on their own. There must also be a
sericus politicel engagemen’ to address the issues that produce teosion and
dispute. Furthermore, global arnd regional arms control andbdisarﬁament
efforts should reinforce each other.

The adoption by consensus of resolution 46/36 F on regional disarﬁament
during the forty-sizth session of the United Nations General Assembly
illustsated the general reseolve to ssress the importance and to expahd
interrational awareness of regional disarmament; By co-sponscoring draft
resolution A/C.i/47/L.25, being put forward this year.by4Peru, the member
States of the Comhunity wish to reaffirm their commitmené to this'ceuse; The
d;aft resolution encouragas all Statesrso envisage the creation of‘regional
meohanisms or institutions designed for the érevention and peaoefﬁl setelement
of disputes, with the assistance. if requested, of the ﬁnited Nations.’

Whenever éossible, the Community and.its membér States will cootinue to
‘kstzmulete and support initiatives that lead to 1ncreased securlty in a

region. We are comvinced that the search for tegxonal stabxlzty must be
pursued 1n order to enhence secur;ty at the lowest possxble 1eve1 of mxl;tary
forces. curhxng the prol;ferat;on of weapons of mass destructlon and promotiuq
»econom1c and soc1a1 progress. ‘
| On behalf of the European Communlty and 1ts member States, I should like

also to maLe some comments on the issue of conventzonal dlsarmament.
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In teeent times the prpcess of nuclear d;aarmament has gatharcd mamentum,

T

rot only w;th the Tteaty on intermediate-range and short@r—ramge missiles

Sy it ‘5,%}\

(INF)  and the Treaty on the Reduction and Limititation of Strategic 0££ensiva

e .k;s‘ 'TTk

Arms (START), but also by the subsequent agreements hatwnen the united States

NS ‘-“'}- T

and Russia, 1nc1uding the far—reaching raductaons in strategic arms announced

by President Bpsh and President Yeltsin in June 1992,
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Conventional disarmament too has-seen major progress through the signing
of the Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe - the CFE Treaty - in
Paris in Novembar 199C. This Treaty has besn provisionally applied since
17 July 1992 and formally enters into force today. The process of
conventional-zrms controi and disarmament in Burope is continuing. A further
agreement, commonly known as CFE-1A, on limits to manpower levels was signed
on 10 July. A CSCE Forum for Security Cooperation has now been established in
Vienna., This Forum has been tasked with starting néw negotiations on arms
control, disarmament and confidence- and security-ﬁuilding, with the
participation of all CSCE States; enhancing regular conSultation and
intensifying cooperation between the participating States on matters related
to security; and furthering the process of reducing the risk of conflict.

The increasing attention being given to conventional-arms comtrol and
disarmament is to be welcomed. Since the Second World War conventional
weapons have caused an enormous number of casualties. But it is not simply
the high number of casualties that should induce States to embark on a process
of conventional disarmament. The G:.1f War showed that the international
community does not accept the use of armed aggression to solve disputes.
Acquiring vast arsenals of conventional weapons in quantities that clearly go
beyond the needs of defence and exerting efforts to acquire weapons of mass
destruction simply do not pay and will eventually lead to disaster.

Stztes should base their defence policies onm military capabilitf
sufficient for individual or collective self-defence. They should strive to
reduce the risks of conflict. They should not resort to the threaf or use of

force to settle differences. The principle of the peaceful settlement of
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disputes should be fully respected and implemented in accordance with the |
United Nations Charter, |

The Community and its member States have always attached great importance
to the issue of conventional disarmament, as did the General Assembly in che |
Firal Document of its tenth special aesaicn, We have, on a number of
cccasions in the past, elaborated on che necessity to embark on arms-coctrcl
and disarmament measures in the conventional field. The Buropean model may
not be one for all regicnn to follow in all its aepects, but it is precisely
because we are only too aﬁere of the difﬁiculﬁies of engeging in & process ofr
conventional-erme control and disarmament"thaﬁ ue>cenncc bet urge others to -
begin without delay. |

The European example shows that conventional disarmament cannot be ssen
in 1sclatione Breakthroughs and progress occur when political circumstances
allow for such potential developments. ' The political will to develop and
adopt confidence-building measures can pave the way fcr arms-centrcl and
disarmament measures. Openness and transparency are an essential'step ie the
creation of a climate of confidence and should theteﬁore be the first |
priority. States should concentrate the;r efforts f;rst on establishzng
stability by eliminating, in particular, the capab;l;ty to leunch eu:prxse
attacks and large-scale offensiveioperacions. The objective of ccnvegticnal-
disarmament meesures should be increased security at the lowest écseib;eklevei\
of armameunts and military forces coneistent wite the 1egitimate ceqcirementa
of conflict prevention and management and of defence. o | .

Increasing transparency in 1nternational arms transfers ia an amportenE

complement to conventional disarmament. A clearer insight into each other s
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military capabilities will help States to embark on disarmament efforts
focused on systems that are perceived to be patticula;ly threatening and, by
that nature, destabilizing. The establishment this year of an international
Register of Conventional Arﬁs under the auspices of the United Nations was a
significant step forward. We now look forward to 21l the participation of all
Member States in the Register,

We welcome the inclusion of the item “Tramsparency in armaments" on the
1962 agenda of the Counference on Disarmament in Geneva and the work already
started there following the adoption of General Assembly resolution 46/36 L,
which aimsbét the further improvemeat of transparency in military matters
beyond the scope of the United Nations Register.‘ We hope an& expect that the
Conference will play a substantial role in that field in the future - in
particular, by elaborating practical means of increasing transpareancy in
armaments.

It should, of course, be cleqr that weapons and egquipment to be reduced
as a result of the numeriéal limitations set forth in an agreement on
reductions in conventional forces should not be transferred, directly or
indirectly, to States not parties to the agreement in guestion.

Disatﬁament measures in one tegi&n should not lead to increased arms
transfers to other iegiona. The Community and its member States believe that
the subject of conventional-arms control and'digarmament’should be kept at the
forefronﬁlof the ﬁultilAtetal debate on ditarmahent; and we stand ready to
provide any assistance and eipertise'thét we have gained’in this field.

I should }ike.now,xdn behalf of the European Community and its member

States, to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/471L;29, "Co@fidéhcé- and
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security-building measures and conventional disarmament in Eurcpe", which is
sponsored by most of the 52 States participating in the CSCB. |

This draft resclution aims, inter alia, at welcoming the positive
developments that have occurred since last year in the negotiatiqn§ on
confidence~ and security-building measures and conventional diéa:mament iﬂ
Europe, as well as other related developments, in the framework of the CSCE.
Let me mention these. _

On 4 March 1992 the éarticipating States of the CSCE_adopted the:Viqnna..‘
1992 Document on Confidence and Security Building Measures. wh:ch ezpanded the
scope of previously agreed measures, includ;ng those prov;ding er exchanges o
of information on mxlxtary forces, and introduced add;txonal,measures. 

On 24 March 1992, in Hels;nk:, 25 $tates s:gned the Open Skxes Treaty,_
and a Declaration on the Open Skies Treaty was adopted by the Counc;l of _
Ministers of the CSCE. This unprecedented agreement allows for States partaes4
to carry out overflights, with specially,equippéd qircrafg.”of,the,;ntirg,'
territories of the participating States - an area ranging from Vancouver to
Vladivostock. The Treaty is an important measure of t:anspggeq¢y‘and
confidence building. Six months after_entry‘intq‘forcekthé.xregty.yi;;;pgtgpep‘,
to the accessipg of other States. _

On 10 July 1992, ir Helsinki, the States.siggatories_bf,ghe“lgéc‘@ggatx?”
on Conventigna; Armed Forces in Europe'(QEE)‘QQCidgd‘gqVpg?.tggjtreatg: |
provisionally into force as from 17 July. Formal entry into force tg#gs E;gggj
today. On 10 July the same Statec ﬂlso'adopged the Coqclu@ing_hg;:of‘thé'
Negotiation on Personuel Strength of COpvent;onal Armed Foices i§ Eu:quy:

commonly known as CFE-1A. This agreement contains detailed provisions not
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only on the limitation of m:mpower levels in the conventional armed forces of
the participants but also on exchanges of information on such forces.

Last, but not least, on 9 and 10 July 1992, at the Helsinki Summit
meeting, the Heads of State Ar Government of the 52 participating States of
the CSCE adopted the "Helsinki Document 1992 ~ The Challenges of Change",
which has now been distribu:ed in United Nations document A/47/361. They
decided, inter alja, to establish a new CSCE Forum for Security Co-operatiocn,
with a strengthened conflict-prevention centre, as an integral part of the
CSCE. This new framework will serve to carry out the following tasks: to
start new negotiations on arms control, disarmament and confidence and
security building, with the participation of all CSCE Stages: to enhance
regular consultation and to intensify cooperation between the participating
States on matters related to security; and to further the process of reducing

the risk of conflict.*

* Mr. Suh (Republic of Korea), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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The participating States will, inter alia, strengthen security aed -
stability through the negotiation of concrete measures aimed at keeping er
achieving‘the levels of armed forces to a minimum commensgrate with»commpn‘or
individual legitimate security needs within Europe and beyond. These new
_measures may entail reductions of and limitations on conventiongl?armed
forces, and may. as appropriate, include ﬁgasures of a regipnal,charaéter.vk

Those achievemeats ére the resul;_of a process initiated near;y 20 yea?s
ago, a process’which has accelerated with the.eﬁd of‘the‘cold wg; andAghe
appearance of a radically new politica; situatiqn”ip Euroge; ~

Along with the emergence of a new community of democratic StatgsuPa§ed on .
common values and increased security and confidqnce. we are algo. regretta?;yf;».
witnessing in Europe new armedAconf;icts andumassiye use of fo;ge to'aqﬁieyeﬂ‘.
hegemony and territorial exjansion. Individﬁallg and jointly,fwithin,theiil
Conference on Security and Cooperation'in Burope (CSCE) andjthe Un;ﬁeg §
Nations, we are working towards long-lasting solutions to tﬁe crises which .
have arisén. In this respect, the Helsinki decisions constitute a . = .
comprehensive programme of zoordi.ated action which will provide additional -
tools for the CSCE to-address tensions before violence erupts and to manage
crises which may develop. e

As in previous resclutions on the same subject, we pfopose»in dréft~
resolution A/C,1/47/L.29 that the General Assembly not On1f~weiéomevthesef;v
efforts and the positive devélopments in the field of confidence—,énd
seéu;ity-huilding and ‘disarmament in Europe. but also invite»aiI;MEmber”States

to consider the possibility of téking~appropriatelmeasures-With;a viewﬁtn,;'A'~
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reducing the risk of confrontation and strengthening security, taking due
account of their specific regional conditioms.

We express the hope that this draft resolution, like previous oneé-on the
same sﬁbject, will be adopted by consensus.

I should like finally to speak on agenda item 63 (g) and imtroduce, on-
behalf of ‘all member States of the European Community and of the delegationé
of Argentina, Australia, Austria, the Bahamas, Belarus, Bulgaria, Cameroon,
Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia, Finland, Honduras, Hungary.
Iceland, India, Malaysia, Nepal, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Poland, the
Republic of Korea, Romania, the Russian Federation, Senegal. Sweden, Togo,:
Turkey and the United States of America, draft resolutioen A/C.1/47/L.22,
entitled “Implementation of the guidelimes for approp;iate-types of
confidence-building measures".

Four years ago, in its resclution 43/78 H, the General Assembly adopted
the guicelines for confidence-building measures which had been worked out by
the Disarmament Commission. These guidelines are a standiﬁg invitation to 2ll
States to implement such measures on a global, regional or bilateral level.
The first review of the implementation of the guidelines, two years ago, in
the. context of resolution 45/62 F, revealed that this invitation had been
widely accepted and that the guidelines had been implemented by a great number
of States. 'Reviewing developments over the last two years, it is justified to
state that this process has been further strengthened.

On a glbb&l level, four developments over the past two years deserve our
particular attention. The first is the conclusion of negotiations on a

Convention on chemical weapons. The concept »f confidence-building is the
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underlying rationale of a number of provisions of the Convention. ,Eﬂe'fa
universal implementation of the Convention will enhancevqonfidencefgﬁppgst
~ States parties. |

Secondly, the launching of a universal and non-discriminatory Regis#et of
Conventional Arms, the;finalization;cffthe~work+ofﬂthe;?anel;oﬁ%gnxsxnmggﬁal;qgm:)w‘
experts on that matter, and the beginning of work.in theiConﬁgrepce_og> |
Disarmament on the item "Iransparency in armameats":are epcontagipg-,;Ap )‘ |
enhanced level of transparency in»axmamentSjrésulting;itom‘thesgyendeaﬂpyrsﬁ¥,‘
will represent a major contribution to confiaqneg~bgilding ang,sécu:i;y’gqégqi,;
States. ] |

Thirdly, the expansion ﬁf the confidenceebuildingfmeésu:es fegime of'thé-‘
Convention on biclogical weapons, which was agreed at‘the,third Review. .
Conference of the Convention last yeat,suillApnovide incxea§gd;tr§P§9§£€99¥z;;
particularly in the area of biological defence. .

- Fourthly, the finalization of work on the:agendg_itemi“Objectivqf‘
informétion on military matters” at this year's session—of'the,D;safmament
Commissionfshould be mentioned.

In his “Agenda for Pasace"”, tha.Secretary—seneral'1aid,partigu;at,emphasis
on the importance of confidence-building measures on a regional scale:inﬁthef;
context of preventive diplomacy, stating that: .

"Mutual confidence and good faith a.e essentialrtorredugingrthe

likelihood of conflict between States. .Many'suchfmeasuses,§¥913Vai}abl§7 j

to Govermnments that have the will to employ them.: SXStématic,egchangevof ;;

military missions, formation of regiocnal or subregional ri;k;rgductiqu _"

centres, arrangements for the free flow of information, -including the .-
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monitoring of regional arms agreements, are examples. I ask all regional
organizations to consider what further confidence-building measures might
be applied in théir areas and to inform the United Nations of the
results”, (AL!ZLZZZ&.#QIQL—ZQ)

It is indeed on the regional, subregiogal and bilateral levels that
implementation of exisﬁing confidence-building measures has made good
progress, and a considerable number of new confidence-building measures have
been agreed upon. Confidence-building measures have been widely 2:cepted as
an important step towards prevention of conflict and, in times of political
tension and crisis, as an instrument for the peacefui settlement of
conflicts. This is underlined by the fact that the First cﬁmmittee is
considering at this year's session three draft resolutions on
confidence~building measures agreed upon in different regions of the world,
namely draf: resolutions A/C.1/47/L.2, L.24 and L.29.

Permit me to highlight some of the developments that have occurred during
the last two years'in va;ious regions. In Africa, major efforts have recently
been undertaken by Sgatcs members of the Economic Community of Central African
States to promote confidence-building measures in that particular region, as
elaborated in detail in draft resolueion A/C.1/47/L.2, entitled "Regional
confidence-building measures”.

Among Asian nations, confidence-building measures seem to have become a
well-established element of bilateral and regional stability, conflict
prevention and inéreased cooperation. On a subregionai.scale; the increased
cooperation among States parties to the Treaty of Amity and Cooperation in

South-East Asia, whose purposes and principles the First Committee is called
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upon to endorse in draft - ssolution A/C.1/47/L.24, bears witness k'tp"‘ thié h
development. Wa trust that all States partiq'a;;ﬁtd':. that Treaty ,wi‘kll;'mhet the :

commitments they have subscribed to in aécor"aance: with the prihciplgg :stated -

therein.,

We have also learned of ‘the most recent: agresments. between India. & 1_:-_»;;;;;{‘

Pakistan in this f;eld, namely the. agremnts on advance not;f:.cataon of
military exercises, manoeuvres and troop movements. and on’ the prevention of
air-space violations. 'The so-callied Basic: Agreemem:a betwsen the D,emocyrati:q ‘
People's Republic of Xorea and the Republic of Korea: incluoes i
confidence-building measures as an aauntial ‘means of overcoming confrontat:on
and paving the way for dialogue and cooperation.

In Laztin America, the value of confidence-building ’.me"a'surres,hbas ;png': fbeén
recognized. Suffice it to point to the Mendoza »D’eelar'at‘i_dn:.'gnd'“th,ef_éfaﬂ;ag'i,efni;;_;::
Declaration, to the measures undertaken in the :.mplumentat:lon of ‘the SRR
Esquipulas II Agreement among Central American States. ‘an@d’ to: the Galapagos
Declaration of 1989 among the members of the Andean 'Pacb.:‘--as‘ well: as to the.
process of expanding econemic integration and-~~1§§ace£u1' nuclear cdépe.iiat-iqn;-a R
betweer Argentina and Brazil. » - k '

In the Middle East, the peace process initiated among Al:he-fbsta't‘:éf.‘:;qfr't!__xé
region with the participati,n of other 'si:ai:‘ea"includes ,'multila.tier'a]éjfafxfgrtéz}. 14:6.;9»
agree’ on confidence- and ‘securit‘-’y-bixilding"measuffes,‘fr in: paé:t‘.igulé": -ia " the: .

military field.
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In the European regicn, as elaborated in draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.29,
historic developments have taken place since the forty-fifth session of the
- General Assembly - developments that brought about and were accelerated by
speedy progress in building éonfidence and laying the foundations of
cooperative security structures in that reqgion. At the same time, new
conflicts have arisen in some parts of the region, including acts of
aggression and use of military force, which cause deep concern. These
conflicts highlight the necessity of applying confidence-building measures as
a concrete, continuous and sustained process that must never stop if it is to
attain its objective: to defuse conflicts, to tackle their underlying causes,
and thus to promote the peaceful settlement of disputes.

As laid downm in the 1988 guideline; (resolution 43/78 A),
confidence-building measures are conceived of as a broad concept. Confidence
reflects a set of related factors of a military as well as of a non-military
character. A plurality of approaches is needed to overcome fear, tension and
mistrust between States and to replace them by confidence.

Confidence-building measures in the military field can play a key role in this
process of overcoming distrust and confrontation and laying the foundation for
new understanding, cooperation and stability. Especially when applied in a
comprehensive manner, they can be conducive to achieving structures of
security based on cooperation and openness and thus contribute to the wider
objective of the renunciation of the threat or use of force. They can also
pave the way for disarmament measures.

It is against the background of this experience that the sponsors of
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.22 recommend the guidelines for

confidence-building measures to all States for implementation and appeal to
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all States to consider the widest use of confidence-building measures in their
international relations. We hope that draft resolutionrhlc.1/47/L.2§ will be
adopted by consensus.

The CHATRMAN: I call on the representative of Indomesia to
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.35.

Mr. WISNUMURTI (Indonesia): I have the honour and privilege to
introduce the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/47/L.36, eﬁtitled'
"Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations and nuclear disarmament", on behalf of
the Russian Federation., the United States of America, the non-aligned‘
countries and a large numbe: of other countries that are spomsoring the draft.

The draft resolution reflects the profound change and transitign that
have occurred in the international landscape and the resultant shifts in
perception and attitude towards nuclear disarmament. A significant change hag
been particularly evident in the conclusion of the Treaty on,the,Reduction and
Limitation of Strategic Offénsive Arms between the United States and the
former Soviet Union, the unilateral decisions of their leaders to reduce
significantly the size and nature of nuclear deployments world wide, to
eliminate certain nuclear weapons, and to enhance stability. We welcome these
developments as constituting substantive contributions to disarmament.
especially nuclear disarmament. We welcome alsc the determination to seek
deep reductions as well as cooperative efforts with the former Soviet
Republics to ensure the safety, security and environmentally sound destruction
of nuclear weapons. In this context, we look forward to a continued and
constructive dialogue among them.

All Member States have a vital iaterest in the success of negotiations on

armament limitations and a duty to contribute to efforts in the field of
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disarmament. Bilateral and regional initiatives with regard to specific
issues are useful and should be intensified. Major questions of disarmament
have bilateral, regional and global implications, and negotiations at these
levels can complement and réinforce one another.

The draft resolution we are submitting is the outcome of comncerted
efforts by the Russian Federation, the United States, the non-aligned and
other interested countries, and for the first time in many years'our
endeavours have drawn the broad support of this Committee. It is our firm
conviction that the international community should speak with one voice
through the General Assembly and thereby further encourage the two major
Powers to sustain the momentum of their efforts with the objective of
achieving the elimination of nuclear weapons. It is in this spirit that we
recommend the draft resolution for unanimous adoption.

The CHATRMAN: I call on the representative of Mexico to introduce
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.40.

Mr. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Séanish): At the
beginning of the general debate in the First Committee, on 12 October, my
delegation stated that Latin America and the Caribbean were most pleased by
the concrete steps that had been taken in 1992 to consolidate the
denuclearization regime established by the Treaty of Tlatelolco. We were
particularly gratified by the deposition by France, on 24 August, of its
instruments of ratification to Additional Protocol I,

Today we are honoured, as representative of the depositary Government of
the Treaty of Tlatelolco, to introduce in the First Committee the draft
resolution contained in docﬁment A/C.1/47/L.40, under agenda item 142,
“Consclidation of the regime established by the Treaty for the Prohibition of

Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (Treaty of Tlatelolco)".
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The title of the item is new and this change is dqe to a very simple
reason. For years, emphasis was placed oa the two‘Addition§1~Protoéols open
for signature, respectively, to the States which de jure or de facto are
internationally responsibile for territories located within the zome of
application of the Treaty and the nuclear-weapdn States. Since 1974,
Additional Protocol II has been in force for the five auclear-weapon States.
On this twenty-fifth anniversary of the Treaty, Additional Protocol I has come:
fully into force, thus ending the long first phase.

Draft resolutiom A/C.1/47/L.40 is sponsoted'by Antigﬁa and"ﬁarbuda; the
Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Colombia, Costa Rica, the Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ghatemala.‘naiti,‘Honduras;'aamaicé; Mexico,"
Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Pezu, Saint Lucia, Suriname, Trinidad Ana prago,'
Uruguay, Venezuela and the United States of America.

The first seven preambular paragraphs’give a briéf.sumMaryfof“ﬁhe
background of the Treaty of Tlatelolco and of the waf in which éhe*Geﬁétal\'f
Assembly encouragéé the‘adoptioﬁ of that inétiument;k Thé'Treaty‘Qﬁé'the‘
outcome of the collective efforts of the countries of the region and bfzményi
individuals. However, the decisive contribution that ensured thefsuceeES‘of'
this endeavour came from Ambassédor Alfonsé Garcia Robleégy‘ |

The eighth to the fourteenth preamﬁular parag&aphs’summarize,majétﬁe&ents
;hat have taken place in the past few months ih ieséeét'of the Trééty~6f ,
Tlatelclco. First of all, we should mentiocn thag; with~£h; 1992 accéSéioh'of’
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, the Treaty is now'in-fétceb§6£724:6f;€hé 33
soveraigr States of the region; VReference is also made to tﬁé.comiﬁgfiito.
force of the two Additional Pfotocclé. and it is statéd-thafiinternaEiOnal
conditions are moré propitioﬁsvfcr the comsolidation of the regime éétabiished

by the Tfeaty.'
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The fourth meeting of the Treaty signatories and the Seventh Special
Session of the General Conference of the Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (OPANAL) was held on 26 Auéust 1992
in the capital of my country. OPANAL approved and opered for gignature a set
of amendments to the Treaty aimed at ensuring its full implementation. This
will enadle full effect to be given to it in the very wear future by
Argentina, Brazil and Chile.

Moreover, the Goverrment of Cuba has expressed its support for both the
letter and the spirit of the Treaty and has stated that even though there are
still circumstances preventing it fromiacq;ding to ;he Treaty,’it would be ;
prepared to do so oﬁce 2ll the States in the region had assumed the Treaty
commitments.

Under the opsrative part of draft resolutionyhlc.1/41ln.40 the General
Assembly would welcome these concrete steps, as it‘would ratification by
France of Additional Protocol I. It would also urge

"all Latin American and Caribbean States to take speédily the necessary

meas ires to attain the full eatry into force of the,T;eaty of Tlatelolco

and, in particular, the States in reséect of which the Treaty is open for
signature and ratification immediately to carry out the ¢o:responding
formalities so that they may become parties to tha:.international
instrument, thus contributing to the consolidation of the regime
established by that Treaty". (ALQLILQZLL;QQ‘_2§;§+_$)

Finally, the sponsors of draft resolution ;/c.1/4i/L.4o éipress the hope
that the members Qf the First Committge will adopt it unanimously. |

. Mr. VIEGAS (Brazil)_(interpretatiqn from SPAnish); »The delagation
of Brazil is pleased to h‘“’,th°‘°PP°tt“niﬁf-t° 9!pre;s ita‘satisfaétion,with

draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.40 on consolidation of the regime established by
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the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America ahd'éhé
Caribbean, Brazil fully supports the text introduced by the regres?ntstive of
Mexico, Ambassador Marin Bosch. |

In our opinion, the draft resolution adequately reflects the substantial
advances achieved recently to ensure that the Treaty of Tlatélolco"comaﬁlfﬁlﬁy
into force, advances as a result of wﬁich the Treaty has now been updated and’
strengthened.

The various amendments to the text of the Tréatyrof 2;atelo;cokpropd§ed'f
by Argentina, Brazil, Chile and Mexico, and adopted by acclamation at the;
Seventh Special Session of the General Coﬁferénce of'thebAgency’for'the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and theidatibbeaﬁ,fare
basically technical and in n§ way affect the Treaty's principlés and’
purposes. Together with the ratification of Additional Protocol I’by Fraﬁcéi
which we welcome, it opems up concrete prospects ﬁfktyé ear1y com§1ete entff |
into force of the Treaty throughout the region. | :

These measures are a sigrificant step in the cdngoiidaéion'ofgan N
international legal instrument which cam in many ways be éénsiﬁéréﬂ'a:modelz
binding in nature, designed to ensure nnéleérln§n;§rolifé§étion‘énd "
characterized by equal rights and duties for all the States Parties to it.

I would like to repeat heiérfﬁe declaration df‘Ehé'vaétnméﬁt‘pf Brébiii'_,

and the Governments of Argentina and Chile, to the effect that as soon hé‘thgfh'vrv:

internal ratification prbceﬁéldfithé amended text of theTTréaty'is?édmpletea
we will waive all the requirements set fortﬁ‘ih‘paragréphvlldf“artiéiel28"6f‘"
the Treaty that still remain to be met. | :

In this connection, we attach particular importance to the provision in

paragraph 4 of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.40, which urges: .
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“*all Latin Americen and Caribbean States to take speedily the necessary

measures to attain the full entry into force of the Treaty of Tlatelolco".
as amended. .

u:_._mmunﬁ'ﬁ (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): I would

1ike my first words in the Committae to be words of congratulation to
Ambassador Elaraby and the other officers of the Ccmmittee.
Ambassador Elaraby’'s election as Chairman is not omnly recognition of his
outstanding attributes as a lawyer and diplomat, but an implicit tribute to
his country, which 13 years ago set an example of maturity, determination to
ensure peace, and pragmatism in adopting the path of negotiation, thus
avoiding greater sacrifices for its people. I should also iike. albeit
perhaps belatedly, to extend my delegation's feelings of solidarity to the
people of the capital of Egypt ard other cities in that country that suffered
such destruction in iast month's earthquake. I algo wish to pajr tribute to
the Chairman's predecessor, Mr. Robert Mrozievicz, who so wisely ard
authoritatively chaired this Committee during the forty-sixt;h session of the
General Asssmbly, with the invaluable cooperation of its secrastariat, and
particularly Mr. Kheradi, whom I greet and to whom I pledge our cooperation.

The historic process of internat;ional rela;ions since the 19408 has in my
view had two turaning points in b;inging to fruition thé internationalk
community's constant des.ire for a new order, now known as the new world
order. Two optioas put hope on the hariapn after the de_vastation and
suffering of war. The first came about at the end of t.he Second World War.

Its birth, inq.the United Nations Charter, would seem from this distance in
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timé to be an act of contrition following the ﬁumetous‘hoiocadéts;tﬁa£7t§$‘aar
created on all battlefronts.% | | :

Looking back across the years, we see that we should havé>pu£ ﬁeﬁiﬁﬂlﬁé
the invasions, violatibg 511 the norms of law, the'cOncbnthtioi,éhd |
extermination camps, the implacable'bombardments of'Loﬁéon,"vaenﬁry'aﬁd:
Dunkirk and the subseguent reprisals that left Berlin in ruins.:Shortly-'_
afterwards Hiroshima and Nagasaki were devastated in the firstnexpeiiments'bn

civilian targets. Thus nuclear energy made its diabolical entry onto the

scene as an apocalyptic weapon. And thus began the cycle of ag,ja‘?ﬁ;f;f—5"‘,‘;—1-_-»:5--w:,

two months after the signing of the Charter in San Francisco. v
While the majority of the founding Members of the oféanizaﬁibgitried to

implement and strengthen the principles emshrined i# our Charter, 5om§.‘
sceptical about the weakness of human nature, tried to subqrdinafe those aoble
ideals to their own desire to dominate, iutérpfeting them és avtacit
concession of privilege as the fruits of victory. As a result, fﬁﬁy‘ehlargéd
their arsenals and developed their military poﬁenti&l}'wiéh‘hbjothef  R
justification than protectibn of their security intetesté;yﬁhétévex‘they :
deemed it necessary. They deliberately overlooked thgugacﬁrthat.fas thé .
representative of Togé said in the Committee: ‘ | |

"Military deterrence does not gugraﬁéaé'peace‘or”éeduiiﬁy;“"

(A/C.1/47/PV,14, p. 16)

* The Chairman returned to the Chair,
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That is a maxim that we developing countries fully support, as a genuipe:
programme to avoid wars requirés the creation oflqonditions for dignified
coegistencef And‘this can be achieved only by eliminating all forms of
oppression a;d subjugation, whether due to poverty, through lack_of access to

health care and education, or a lack of fairly paid work.
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Thus, a feudal regime that seemed to be behind us for ever began to
re-emerge, Such an anachronism can be maintained only through the depressing
and deceptive persuasive action of nuclear warheads or supersonic aircraft,
tanks and quns, for the ravages wreaked by conventional weapons during the
recent Gulf war, as was confirmed in this forum, were said to be the
equivalent of seven atomic bombs used in Hiroshima and Nagasaki, which,

according to recent reports in The New York Times, killed 60,000 and 80,000

persons, respectively. This demonstrates not only that has progress been made
in applying atomic energy to surface-to-air or air-to-air internally or
remote-controlled missiles, which are now patrolling the world from land, sea
or in the air, but also that there has been an ongoing refinement in
conventional weapons, which are freely traded, thus increasingly impoverishing
peoples when used against one another in pursuit of Utopian hegemonies in
disregard of the fact that peaée itself will always be ephemeral as long as we
fail to work together to overcome the problems that are hindering the
harmonious and sustained development of humanity on our planet. In this
spirit we join the sponsors of the draft resolutions concerning all aspects of
general and complete disarmament, in particular, those concerning the
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons and its logical complement, the
draft resolution on agenda item 54: "Comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty".
It is no secret to anyone that the cold war encouraged an arms build-up
and contributed greatly to an increasg in social problems. The producers of
such weapons find a favourable market in the developing countries for ridding
themselves of surpluses. Encouraged by the possibility of acquiring expensive
weapons, which they can pay off over the long term, the developing countries

do not hesitate to increase their defence budgets to the detriment of such
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urgent items as health, edu%ation and housing. What is even more disturbing
is that they also yield to the temptation of security based on military
power. If those countries had spent on such items even a fraction of the
amount used to arm themselves, they could have avoided the moral and economic
collapse that dashed the hopes created by the ideological panaceas endorsed by
their Govermments. For all thése reasons, my delegation joins in supporting
the useful views that we have heard on arms build-up, and reconfirms its
conviction that our goal must be general andbcomplete disarmament and good
faith among States.

We believe that a historic step is being taken through the draft
resolution contained in document A/C.1/47/L.1, on prohibition of the
production,‘stockpiling and use of chemical weapons, to which the Ambassador
of Germany to the Conference on Disarmament, Mr. Adolf Ritter von Wagner, has
devoted so much effort, and of which my delegation has the honour of being one
of the sponsors. While achievement of the goal - that is, the signing of the
Convention, which will take place in Paris in 1993 - has takem 20 years, we
must, with equal determination and encouraged by this achievement, face
undaunted the difficult task that is before us, the task of ensuring a
comprehensive ban on nuclear weapons. We hope that this action will not take
such a long time and that we can count on the cooperation of that select
minority whose security is >ased on a privilege that is in every way
discriminatory vis-a~vis the other members of the international community.

Our commitment to peace has been, and will continue to be, unswerving,
and we welcome any move towards the objective of disarmament. We welcome the
decisions taken by some Powers to refrain from nuclear tests for a specified
time - a moratorium that we hope will lead to the complete elimination of this

odious practice.
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Need we say how much we welcome the broad acceptance of the pioneer
institution in the field of disarmament, the Treaty of Tlatelolco. Acceptance
of the amendments proposed by Argentina, Brazil and Chile opened the way for
its prompt entry into force. The Treaty of Rarotonga also covers a broad
geographical area, which should be supplemented by similar agreements in the
countries scattered in the Pacific Ocean archipelagos, as their insular
isolation exposes them to the risks of nuclear tests or of deposits of atomic
wastes in their adjacent waters. The draft resolution submitted by Mauritania
in document A/C.17/47/L.13 is relevant in that regard. This environmental
protection movement, which seeks a legal barrier to protect the signatories
from such risks, deserves ouar full support.

In the course of our deliberations we have listened to several
distressing statements on the vast increase in weapons production. Certain
countries that are still in the developing world none the less have factories
for the manufacture of high-technology conventional weapons. Reliable sources
have stated that once peace has been achieved or through demobilized forces or
deserters, countries in Asia, Africa and Latin America, particularly those in
which there have been civil wars, have many options for obtaining the latest
models of firearms at bargain prices, because once these weapons have been
used or are no longer in the immediate control of those who acquired them,
they lose their real value and become instruments used in crimes or they are
auctioned off to the highest bidder. Here again, regional disarmament can be
most useful.

Fortunately, there are indications that the changes that we so much
desire are well under way. We are particularly pleased about the strategic

arms limitation agreements signed between the United States and the former
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Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. With regard to the verification system,
we should mention the outstanding contribution made by the International
Atomic Energy Agency, whose cooperation is always effective in the
clarification of situations relating to the possession of nuclear facilities
or precursors for the use of atomic energy for military purposes or illicit
trade, as is clear from the sudden increase in countries with such factories,

Another historic landmark that I had in mind at the beginning of my
statement is the possibility that we might be on the threshold of a new
cycle - a new era that seemed to be heralded by a rainbow of peace following
the end of the Persian Gulf war, a ray of peace of which, to some extent, we
caught a glimpse. This conflict was not as widespread as the two previous
wars, but given the vast resources deployed and the loss of human life and
material property involved, there were grou;ds for a meeting unprecedented in
the history of the United Nations, the Meeting of the Heads of State and
Government of the members of the Security Council held on 31 January 1992.

The January Summit Meeting sounded a warning note with regard to failure
to comply with some of the principles proclaimed in the Charter, witness the
conflicts in various regions of the world in the half century since the San
Francisco Conference. The Declaration of Heads of State and Government at
that Summit Meeting was duly followed up by Secretary-General Boutros-Ghali in
his "Agenda for Peace" (A/47/277) and expanded on in the report given in his
statement on 27 October on the occasion of Disarmament Week. In that report
the Secretary-General called on the international community “to integrate
disarmament” {(A/C.1/47/PV.18, p. 12), that is, to take part in any initiatives
that could contribute to the strengthening of peace in response to the

destructive violence of war as the antithesis of peace.
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. The doctrine has been laid down. Tee instruments that we have can be
improved. Much can be do.. thiough the proper use of preventive diplomacy at:
the regional and international levels. There is a phased process involved,
leading to a single goal, that is, peace-building, reéto:atiog of peace where
peace has been breached and consolidation éf peace, which should not
correspond to a subjective ideal but rather to a deep conviction based 6n-
balance, reflecting the rights and dutiss that are a prerequisite for péace.
For peace canmot be imposed by force; xather, it should come from»a<soveteign
agreement, without preferences or. paternalism, that is, throuch theioptimal
implementation of confidence-build@ing measures as a basis,for_dialdgue,le;diné

to spiritual disarmament and negotiation.
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Nothing is more instructive than history. Reéent events that we have
observed and witnessed from a distance that has been miraculously overcome by
modern technology have allowed us tc observe just how far the obstinate
blindness of those who have opted for violence can go. We have just seen this
in the collapse of one of the protagonists in the bipolar confrontation of the
cold war.

The alienation resulting from the possession of weapons is a vicious
circle. First, the lion's share of fimancial resources is allocated to
enhancing the creative capacity of scieantists and technologists so that they
can‘apply their theories ang tur . them into instruments of the mass
destruction on which their diabolical effectiveness depends, and then we get
the State and business interasts that instead of making tractors, ploughs and
the communications and transport equipment tc bind people together in a
crusade for peace, divert those resources into the production of armoured
cars, tanks and weapons of every calibre needed to do their job of
extermination with the greatest precision. Thus thers has been a conjunction
'of interests involving all social classes engaged in a business that is
annihilating the conscience of the human race ianmuch as it has to do with
highly profitable industries which, paradoxically, are seen as factors of
development and social stability.

Another measure that is useful by anyone's standards is the verification
and registration, by the United Nations, of arms transfers; I would make just
one further point about this, which is that the arms Register should come with
additional lists giving the area of each country, its population, its economic
resources and the ratic of its military budget to its expenditures on social

security. Of course, the effectiveness of this proposal is based not so much
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on the transparency of the system as on the honesty of the Governments
responsible for providing the information and on what opportunities they
afford for carrying out the effective monitoring that, without adversely
affecting the sovereignty of the country providing information for the
Register, can give the truest picture possible of reality. This is conducive
to confidence-building.

These are the general outlines within which we shall give our fullest
support to the draft resolutions that are to be considered by our Committeeﬂ

and that we hope it will adopt.

Ihe CHAIRMAN: As I stated at an earlier meeting, an informal paper
setting out the list of all the draft resolutions on all disarmament agendg
items in six different clusters has been prepared, after careful
consideration, by the officers of the Committee.

In this connection, * should like to indicate that I have tried to
distribute the paper containing the clusters as early as possible in order to
enable delegations to undertake the necessary consultations and to seek .
instructions, as appropriate, from their capitals, with a view to facilitating
the smooth conduct of the work of the Committee during the vpting proce§ute, -

These clusters, as members are well aware, were devised by the officers.
of the Committee on the basis of the pattern that has evolved during ;herpgs;
several years, with, I may add, some changes in accordance with the
circumstances of this year. 1In the process of grouping the varioqs draft
resolutions, the officers of the Committee took into account the most logical
and practical criteria available, and made every effort to group them
according to related subject-matter, to the extent possible.

Furthermore, I should like to stress that no other signifigance.shqulq,bg

attached to this endeavour than the desire to facilitate and expedite the work
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of the Committee with a view to utilizing fully and in the most effective and
efficient manner possible the time and conference facilities availablg for
this phase of the Committee’s work.

With regard to the programme of work and timetable for action on draft
resolutions, on the basis of precedent it is my intention to move, in so far
as possible, from one cluster to another sequentially upon the conclusion of
action on each cluster. Nevertheless, in following this procedure I should
stress that we shall of course maintain the desired degree of flexibility.
Whenever I am in a position to give a precise indication of the days on which
any particular cluster will be taken up, I shall advise the Committee
accordingly.

The procedure during the decision-taking stage om each cluster will be
that delegations will first have the opportunity to make any introduction, or
statements other than in explanation of vote, that they régard as necessary
with respect to the draft resolutions listed in that cluster. Subsequently,
delegations wishing to explain their positions or votes on any or all of the
draft resclutions in a particular cluster before a decision is taken will be
able to do so. Then, after the Committee has taken a decision on the draft
resolutions contained in a given cluster, delegations will be ‘able to éxplain
their positions or votes if they wish to do so. °

In order that’thésédmmittee's work ‘imnay ‘proceed in a systematic and’
efficiénﬁ manner, delegations are urged to make, as far as possible, only one
sﬁéﬁéﬁénﬁtin/éiplahaéion of position or vote on the draft resolutions in ‘a
given cluster. '

I do hope thaﬁ'the’Committée'isfin-ag:eement‘Withzﬁhe“programme of work

and the procedures that I have just outlimed. If I hear no objection, I shall
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take it that the Committee approves the suggested programme and the procedu:e' 
that I have outlined, and that it will accordingly proceed to the sﬁags of Q‘;t
taking action on disarmament draft resolutions beginning on Thursday,
*12 November.
It wa i‘ . ;
The CHATRMAN: I call on the Secretary of the Committee to make someb‘
announcements. ‘ |
Mr. KHERABI (Secretary of the CQmmittée)s I should like to ipform
the Committee that the following countries have becbmé ép-sponsors of thei3“
_ﬁbllowing draft resolutions: » TR TR e ”j";‘““éff““ —_—
A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.1l: Burkina Faso;
A/C.1/47/L.8: Czechoslovilia; o
A/C.1/47/L.15: Australia, Austria, Colombia,‘CzecbosloQakia, Dénmérk.
Hungary, Norway, Peru, Poland anﬂ Russian Federation; |
A/C.1/747/L.18: Albania:.‘ |
A/C.1/47/L.20: Albaniakand Hungary;
' A/C.1/47/L.24: Albania, sstohié anafméiga;-
A/C.1/47/L.25: Albania, Czechoslovakia and 2o1an&:’

A/c.1/47/L.26:.'Viet Nam;

A/C.1/47/L.30: Albania, Aléér;é, Caﬁad; and S1ngapore;lj
A/c01/47/L.35: Albania, Czechoslovakxa and Hungary,»' |
A/¢.1/47/L.36=  Kazakhstan.l

A/C.1/47/L.37: Bulgaria, Egypt, Italy and Kazakhstan, i;ﬁ,,f

A/C.1/47/L.42/Rev.1l: Denmark, Russ;an Federat:on, S1ngapore and Tha;land.{"

- The meeting rdsc’a§f11§50 §;m. .






