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The meeting was called to order at 10.30 a.m.

SPECIAL MEETING DEVOTED TO THE CONSIDERATION OF THE REPORT OF THE SECRETARY­GENERAL ISSUED UNDER AGENDA ITEM 63 (f), ENTITLED "NEW DIMENSIONS OF ARMSREGULATION AND DISARMAMENT IN THE POST-COLD-WAR ERA" (A/C.l/4717)

The CHAIRMAN: In accordance with the Committee's decision taken at

its 26th meeting on Thursday, 5 November, this morning's meeting is devoted to

the consideration of the report of the Secretary-General submitted under

agenda item 63 (f), entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and

disarmament in the post-cold-war era" (A/C.1/47/7).

The first speaker is the Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs,

Mr. Vladimir Petrovsky, on whom I now call.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs): I am

pleased to have another opportunity to address the First Committee. At this

session the Committee, under your able leadership, Sir, has already achieved

tangible results, and the debates, from my point of view, have been both

inspiring and constructive.

At this po.tnt in the work of the Committee, I should like again to draw

the attention of representatives to the report "New dimensions of arms

regulation and disarmament in the post-cold-war era" (A/C.l/47/7), which was

recently presented to the Committee by the Secretary-General. The report

outlines how the world Organization can become an effective instrument for

translating international consensus on disarmament issues into operating

reality, thus fulfilling its objective of maintaining international peace and

security, which is indeed the essence of the Charter.
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(Mr. Petrov5ky)

In the field of disarmament we face a twin challenge of problems and

structure. The answer to the 5ubstantial part of this challenge i5 the triple

concept in the report: integration, globalization and revitalization.

To achieve genuine disarmament, both nuclear and conventional, we need to

integrate it into the broader structure of an international system of peace

and security, along with economic and social concerns. The conflict

resolution efforts - preventive diplomacy, peacemaking, peace-keeping and

peace-building, should go tBnd in hand with concrete, specific measures of

arms regulation and disarmament. We need to globalize disarmament and to

engage all States in the process. The draft Convention on a comprehensive

prohibition of chemieal weapons is one example of the globalization of the

process. And, of course, we need to build upon, and revitalize, past

achievements in the field of arms regulation and disarmament. The existing

system of agreements and treaties form a solid basis for further achievements.

As for the challenge of strueture, the Secretary-General raised in his

report some important and urgent issues, which in my opinlan should be

addressed by the Cornmittee, In particular, I have in mind the reassessment of

the international machinery for disarmament negotiations. Reform, renewal and

revitalization are part of the life of any organization. The concept of

for

ng

ace and

¡

í
¡

revitalization may be partieularly helpful in this respecto ~s a practical

example, I should like to refer to the work of the 1978 special session of the

General Assembly ondisarmament and the papers presented there.

It was once said that the doeuments of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament were the "Bible" of disarmament.

Indeed, if we review this material we will see ttat it contains a wealth of
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(Mr. Petrovsk~)

ideaD whose time may finally have come. Not only are the documents of the

session of considerable importance, tat so are the annexes.

While considering the larger question of the machinery, we find it

encouraging that this year the Committee has noticeably enhanced the

efficiency of its work. For the first time there is a joint discussion of the

disarmament and international security agenda items, which probably should be

considered as practical implementation of the concept of integration. The

number of draft resolutions submitted for approval has also decreased

significantly. However, these are just the first, and very cautious, steps in

the right direction.

I should like to tell the Committee quite frankly that we do not have any
ready-made recipes for the reorganization of the maltilateral machinery for

disarmament. Rather, we suggest a collective search on the basis of past

experience and the new vision of the world. The only strong intention that we

have is to strengthen the Office for Disarmament ~ffairs of the Department of

Political Affairs as a focal point of the Secretariat in this field. We are

very thankful for the contribution to the World Disarmament Campaign, which

continues to be our major activity. We believe that the Office for

Disarmament Affairs, while continuing its valid experience in the field of

dissemination of information and bringing disarmament know-how to different

regions of the world, should become much more action oriented. In this

context, the arms Register to be put into effect next spring will be of

particular importance. We need the strong support of Member States in order

to carry it out successfully.
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(Mr. PetrovsKy)

In my opiniun, the f~cus of the Committee's efforts in the changing world

should be to concentrate on the substance of disarmament and international

security issues, rather than on the form; to go ahead boldly; and to

d~monstrate an unorthodox, innovative approach. There is an urgent problem of

linking disarmament measures with the efforts to settle regional conflicts and

the work of preventive diplomacy. We have just taken the first step in this

direction by dealing with matters of preventive diplomacy and peacemaking in

Europe and Asia.

It is also very important to look at the new problems which are beginning

to appear on the disarmament agenda. As I have mentioned. an entirely new set

of so-called post-disarmament issues is emerging, issues which have aot yet

been properly addressed by the disarmament community. The challenge is to

formulate a vision of what must be done in order to come face to face with a

new and varied generation of problem~ in the field of arms regulation and

disarmament.
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(Mr. Petr9Yllky)

nIl our aims and priorities as set forth in the report of the

secretary-General are practical and achievable. It can be said that ~s long

as history has been recorded human beings have fought each other. Let

philosophers argue whether aggressiveness is inherent to human nature.

However, with the advances in the development of weapons, societies can no

longer afford to solve their problems by means of the threat of mutual

annihilation. We must find new and improved ways of directing conflicts into
non-violent channels, and in international politics one of the most important

means of reducing violence in inter-State relations is arms regulation and

disarmament - one of the major aims of the United Nations.

I strongly hope that the representatives in the First Committee, who are

actually the best of tha disarmament experts in our world today, will be able

to find the solutions to the urgent issues we are facing today in this

changing world.

The CHAIRMAN: I ~ sure that the CommitteQ will reflect upon the

Under-Secretary-General's statement, and will fully share the views he has
expressed.

Sir Mi~hael WESTQR (United Kingdom): The European Community and its

member States would like to thank the Secretary-General for his report

entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the

post-cold-war era", which he introduced in his statement on the occasion of
the celebration by the First Committee of Disarmament Week.

We would also wish to join you, Mr. Chairman, in welcoming

Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky to this important meeting, and to thank him

for his statement, which will be studied with great interest.
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(Sir Michae1 Weston. United Kingdom)

As we made clear in our contribution to the general debate on 12 October,

we share the Secretary-Gene~al'sview of the dramatic changes that have

occurred in the world and the significant progress that has been achieved in a

number of important areas of disarmament. It is also true that, while the

world has become safer - particularly thanks to the ending of the cold war -

new uncertainties and challenges have appeared in the armed conflicts raging

in a depressing number of parts of the globe. This underscores the

Secretary-General's contention that disarmament remains centrally relevant to

the international agenda.

The Secretary-Gen~ra1 offered a pertinent perspective with his three key
, .

I

who are

be able

words - integration, globalization and revitali2ation. We should like to

reflect briefly on these.

First, integration. It is very true that many problems of the world are

11 the

interrelated. Security is indivisible and has many components. Disarmament

matters affect, and are affected by, political and economic factors.

has Disarmament cannot and never could be isolated from the various aspects of the

security of States. Furthermore, in the light of the changes which~have taken

structure of the international peace and security agenda.

scope for integrating disarmament and arms regulation lsasues into the broader

I
Thus, in addition to existing efforts to achiev& increased security at

place recently, we agree with the Secretary-General that ~here is ,greater

the lowest possible level of armaments, we need to give 'renewed emphasis to:

the peaceful settlement of conflicts, in particular at the regional level; the

need to curb the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, which is a
\

\
threat to international peace and security, as stressed by the Security

Council on 31 January this year; and the growing importance of

anI! its

n of
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(Sir Michael Weston. United Kingdom)

confidence-building measures and transparency with regard to armaments as well

as transfers of high technology.

These interrelated aspects call for complementary approaches by the

international community through the relevant multilateral frameworks,

maintaining and ~tilizing the appropriate expertise. This leads us to the

concept of globalization: we completely share the Secretary-General's viev

that all States should be genuinely engaged in the process of disar&Jament..

As he pointed out:

"The argument advanced by some States that the major military Powers

should disarm first is too often used to avoid practical disarmament

measures and is no longer valid." (A/C.l/47/7. para. 121

and:

"The goal is to extend disarmament efforts to include not only

bilateral agreements but also multilateral arrangements in a world-wide

process involving all States". (A/C.1/41/7. para. 15)

In sum, our view is that globalization implies giving appropriate weight to

unilateral actions, to bila~eral agreements and to multila~ral arrangements
at both regional and global levels.

The conclusion of the chemical weapons Convention is the most recent

evidence of successful action at the global level. In the nuclear field,

beyond the decisions of the two major nuclear-weapon States drastically to

reduce their arsenals, other nuclear-weapon States have made reductions in

some of their nuclear weapons programmes, limitations on testing have been

introduced by several nuclear-weapon States and the international community

has an important role to play to further t.h~ process of nuclear disarmament.

The 154 States parties to toe Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
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(£ir Michael Weston, United Kingslgm)

Weapons are preparing for the 1995 Conference, which should lead, as the

Secretary-General stressed, to the indefinite extension of that vital T~eaty.

The United Nations has established the Register of Conventional Arms and

is committed to considering modalities for its early expansion. We look

forward to full participation in the Register by Member States.

The ~onference en Disarmament hps begun to address the means of

increasing transparency in armaments and transfers ef high techncl~9Y with

military applications. We shculd build on th,s firm foundati0~. It is for

each and everyone of us to play his full part.

Revitalization: recent breakthroughs in all aspects of arms control and

disarmament - bilateral, global and regional - have created a real

determination to continue the process effectively. We must now ensure that we

have the tools to build on that success. In this regard, major developments

are occurring in the United Nations system.

With its historic Summit Meeting of 31 January 199'2" the SecuriJ::Y Council

has enhanced its role as the supreme organ of the international, community for

"the maintenance and restcration of peace and security, for the management of

crises and the enforcement of international norms relating to.the
/"

non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction •

cJ

I
I
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(Sir Michael Weston, United Kingdom)

The General Assembly and its sUbsidiary organs are working in a new

spirit. The Disarmament Commission. as the United Nations deliberative organ

on disarmament_ has streamlined its work. and we support its efforts to focus

on more concrete subjects. The First Committee is experiencing a growing

sense of consensus on forward-looking and practical endeavours. which enables

member States to take a global view of disarmament and security.

The Secretariat is engaged in a process of restructuring. which we

welcome. We expect that this will allow it to continue to perform effectively

the tasks assigned to it by Member Sta~es.

The central role of the Conference on Disarmament as t~e single

multilateral disarmament negotiating body of the international community has

once again been demonstrated. Wi~h the conclusion of the chemical weapons

Convention. the first world-wide treaty to eliminate in a verifiable way a

whole class of weapons of mass destruction, the Conference on Disarmament has
demonstrated its capacity to perform effectively challenging and complex

tasks. As the Secretary-General notes. the Conference on Disarmament has also
decided to embark upon a process of review of its agenda. membership and

methods of work with a view to fulfilling its role. taking into account the

necessary interrelationship of the various aspects of international seaurity.

In order to enable it fully to assume its responsibilities. we support an

early enlargement of the me~ership. which would more adequately reflect the

level of interest in its work on the part of the i~ternational community as a

whole. We trust that the Conference will report to the General Assembly in

the near future on the results of its consideration of these issues.
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(Sir Michael Weston. United Kingdom)

As the Secretary-General's report makes clear. much hard work lies

ahead. All of us should do our utmost to 9nsure that the goals of the

international community highlighted by the Secretary-General are indeed

achieved. For their part. the European Community and its member States will

spare no effort in that direction.

Ms. MASON (Canada): The Canadian Government considers that the

Secretary-General's report entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and

disarmament in the post-cold-war era" (A/C.1/47/7) is a welcome complement to

"An Agenda for Peace" (A/47/277). It offers the prospect nf real lJolutions to

the problems which face the United Nations in the field of peace and security

as it moves away from the cold-war rhetoric that so typified past debate and

begins to define a course of action to enable the international community to

respond more effectively to the new post-cold-war challenge of promoting a

system of global cooperative security.

In the field of non-proliferation. arms control and disarmament. the

Canadian Government strongly supports the central thesis of the repQrt. that

three key themes - integration. globalization and revitalization - are the

foundation-stones of an intensified international effort to enhance the

effectiveness of arms control and disarmament. In particular. we echo the

assertion - as the representative of th~ United Kingdom. speaking on behalf of

the Twelve. has just done - that the process of arms limitation and

disarmament is the business of every State. LiKewise. we echo the agreement

of the Twelve with the Secretary-General's assertion that disarmament

continues to be centrally relevant to international peace and $scurity.

I
I

I
I
I
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(M§. Mason, Canada)

We agree in principle with the concept that disarmam~nt and inspection

procedures play an important part in the field of peace enforcement. We would

add that verification of arms-limitation and disarmament agreements can also
facilitate United Nations activities with respect to preventive diplomacy,

peacemaking, peace-keeping and post-conflict peace-building.

Canada is also encouraged to see a growing interest among nations in

developing regional approaches to arms control and disarmament. Canada's view

is that regional approaches to disarmament can make valuable contributions to

the collective pursuit of the broader objectives of disarmament and

international security.

Canada notes the important role of the Office for Disarmament Affairs in

supporting regional approaches to disarmament and in putting into operation

the United Nations Register of Conventional Arms. As I stated in my statement,
in the general debate on 15 October, Canada believes that the United Nations
has an important role to play in promoting informal mechanisms for dialogue, .
particularly in regions or subregions where institutional frameworks for such

discussions are not yet fully developed. Canada commends these ongoing

activities of the Office for Disarmament Affairs.

Clearly, many other Member States feel the same way, as is evidenced by.
the support given to the three United Nations regional centres, and to other

related activities of the ~ffice for Disarmament Affairs, at the Tenth united

Nations Pledging Conference for the World Disarmament Campaign. Participating
Member States will ~ecall t~at this year a trend of the past few years towards

less and less pledges, was dramatically reversad, with an increase of over

50 per cent from the previous year's total.

---
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(MS. MasQn. Canada)

WewhQleheartedly agree with the Secretary-General's Qbservation that

transparency in armaments and Qther cQnfidence-building measures are an

impQrtant trend to encQurage and that the United NatiQns Register Qf

Secretary-General's assurance that the United NatiQns will dQ all it can tQ

;

make the Registe~ a success, includingg we assume, ensuring that sufficient

resQurces are devQted tQ it. FQr on~ part, Canada has consistently and

actively supported the conc~~t Qf transparency in armaments. We intend to

work actively to enSUTe tha: as many States as possible comply fully with the

arms Register, providing both data and information by the due-date of April

1993.

Despite positive developments in recent years, we recognize that the

proliferation of technolQgy and equipment capable of making weapons of mass

destruction continues to be a source of instability an~. in the words of the
\

historic Security Council summit statement of 31 January 1992, a threat to

-
international peace and security. The multilateral system must respon~

I
quickly and continue to focus on two key approaches. The first is to confirm

and strengthen existing global instruments - the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation Qf Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and the Convention on the

Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacterio10gical

(Biological) and Toxin Weapons, to name two - including also such tasks as

signing and ratifying the chemical weapons'Convention, concluding a

comprehensive nuclear-test-oan treaty, and developing further and, wh~re

possible, harmonizing export controls on se,nsitive technologies. Th'~ t;aeond

approach is to develop and apply'regional arms control regimes linking (]J.obal

and specific regional measures as required.
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(Ma. Mason. Canada)
We encourage all countries to become original signatories of the chemical

weapons Convention and to sign the nuclear non-proliferation Treaty. In the
words of the Secretary-General, the NPr must be extended indefinitely and
unconditionally.

The proposal to examine the role of private international arms dealers
and their connection to the burgeoning problem of international arms transfers
is noted with interest. It is disturbing to observe that such transfers are
being made at the cost of human, social and economic development. The
proposal for the establishment of a task force to provide Member States with
advice on military conversion programmes is also, in our view, to be commended.

The global security environment has been changing rapidly since the end
of the cold war. Opportunities and challenges abound as the international
order is restructured. As the Special Commission established by the Security
Council has demonstrated, there are opportunities for the Council to become
involved in peace-keeping, peace-building and peacemaking, particularly in the
field of verification methods. In this regard, Canada would be most
interested in receiving further details concerning the role the
Secretary-General envisages for the Security Council in disarmament matters,
and in particular in the enforcement of non-proliferation.

We strongly support the Secretary-General's proposal to undertake a
reassessment of the United Nations disarmament machinery in order to ensure
that it is able to meet the new realities and priorities of our time. A
useful starting-point, in O'lr view, would be to recall the main functions of
each of the three multilateral arms control and disarmament bodies: the First
Committee, the Disarmament Commission and the Conference on Disa~ament.

11
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(Ms. Moson, COUadQ)

In Canada's view, the ~ole of the First Committee, a global deliberative

body, is to identify priorities on the multilateral arms control and

disarmament agenda, to spotlight issues and to build support and momentum,

that is, to expand the cownon ground as an essential first step in the broader

process of international norm-building as it relates to arms control and

disarmament. This process not only contributes to the identification and

promotion of broad principles, but increasingly, as the arms Register so

graphically demonstrates, focuses on concrete ste~s which the international

community can take towards the achievement of the broader goals or norms.

I,
I
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(Ms. Mason. Canada)

I turn to the United Nations Disarmament Comr.•ission, the second global

deliberative body. In our view, its prime role is to allow focused discussion

of a limited agenda without the pressure of voting on resolutions. Its role

encompasses conceptual discussion and consensus-building with respect to arms

control and related international security issues - for example, transfer of

technology - as well as the identification of global and regional measures for

negotiation elsewhere.

The role of the Conference on Disarmament, ot course, is to negotiate

global arms control and disarmament instruments.

Thus the three multilateral arms control and disarmament bodies have

distinct yet complementary and interrelated functions. The central issue in

the reform process then is how best to rationalize the work of these three

bodies to ensure that each singly - and the three in combination - contributes
as effectively as possible to the promotion of global cooperative security.

In Canada's view, as I stated on 15 October, the starting point should be
the role of the Office fo~ Disarmament Affairs as the focal point of a

revitalized United Nations role iill multilateral arms control and disarmament'.

Therefore, Canada particularly welcomes the commi~ment given b~ you, Mr.
\.Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky, in his stateme~r here today, to the

strengthening of the Offics for Disarmament Affairs so that"it can indeed

serve as such a focal point.

With regard specifically to the First Co~~ittee, we clearly need to

accelerate the task of rationalization, of setting concrete and practical

priorities and of continuing to ensure fewer rasolutions and more genuine
dialogue.
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(Ms. Mason. Canada)

The Friends-of-the-Chuir process under the auspices of the Chairman of

the First Committee is an important mechanism, in our view, and we therefore

need to consider how we can pursue this work between sessions in an effective

manner.

It is with regard to the United Nations Disar~ament Commission that the

reform process is most advanced. We have moved beyond conceptual discussions

and are in the midst of tackling very concrete problems with respect to the

management of the new agenda in order to ensure predictability, while allowing

us to incorporate contemporary issues in a timely way.

Beyond this, however, in our view the Disarmament Commission is at a

stage where it has too much time to engage in general debate, but - without

more advance preparation by delegations - too little time for in-depth

dialogue on complex issues in respect of which there still exist some

fundamental differences of view. In order for the Disarmament Commission to

live up to its full potential, every effort must be made to circulate focused

working papers - preferably reflecting the joint efforts of a number of

countries spanning differences of view - in advance of the session so that

delegations come prepared for in-depth dialogue.

Canada strongly supports the Secretary-General's call for the Conference

on Disarmament to intensify its efforts to rationalize its agenda and

membership in order to reflect changed geopolitical circumstances. However,

Canada has reservations about the notion of havin~ the Conference on

Disarmament take on the role of a permanent revi~w and supervisory body for

some existing multilateral arms control and disaI~ament agreements. In our

I
f

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



Jl

r,

AlC.1I47/PV.29
18

(Ms. Mason, Canada)

view, the focus of the Conference on Disarmament ~hould not be diverted away

from being the sole body in the United ~ations family with the authority to

negotiate global arms control agreements.

I noted earlier the interrelationship of the three multilateral arms

control and disarmament bodies, and this is one issue that has been singled

out in the Friends-of-the-Chair process to which I referred earlier. In

Canada's view our reform process - including any inter-session mechanism which

might be developed - must take account of this interrelationship and of the

fact that no one of the three bodies is competent on its own to take full

charge of this issue.

The report entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in

the post-cold-war era", like "An Agenda for Peace", is a thought-provoking

document. We agree with the assertion that there is a parallel between

conflict resolution and disarmament; the process of conflict resolution must

be supported by concrete arms control and disarmament measures. The

Secretary-General's personal commitment to these issues is nlost welcome.

Mr. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico)(interpretation trom Spanish): A proposal

by the non-aligned countries made this meeting possible. We appreciate this

opportunity for a dialogue with Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky on questions

of interest to all the members of the First Committee. We share his opinion

that with this meeting the General Assembly ie embarking on a collective quest

in the field of disarmament following decades of bipolar confrontation. In

that quest we should ident~fy the problems and the multilateral structure to

try to resolve them. We m~st also endeavour to make our interventions brief

and our discussion concret9 on these subjects, both today and in the future.
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(Mr. Marin Bosch, Mexico)

Since it~ establishment the United Nations has worked to achieve

disarmament, starting with nuclear disarmament. In the 1950s the two main

goals of United Nations action in this field were defined as the elimination

of waapons of mass destruction and general and complete disarmament under

effective international control. With the passag~ of time we succeeded in

strengthening the United Nations Secretariat in the field of disarmament and

the General Assembly at its special session in 1978 reached unanimous

agreement on the content of a document covering the whole spectrum of

disarmament-related issues~ including the so-called disarmament machinery:

the Conference on Disarmament, the Disarmament Co.nmission and the First

Committee of the General Assembly. A few years ago the Disarmament Commission
I ~

began a process of reform, and the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva is:now

examining its role as the single multilateral negotiating forum, in the light

of the conclusion of the Convention on the elimination of chemical weapons.

Moreover, with the end of the cold war and the change of

Secretary-General, the United Nations is trying to adapt to ~he-new

international reality. The Summit Meeting of the Security Council on 31

January last and the report of the Secretary-Gener<.ll entitled "An Agenda for

Peace" (A/47/277) are clear signs of that process of adaptation, as is the

report of the Secretary-General entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation

and disarmament in the post-cold-war l "a" (A/C.l/47/7), which should be

carefully considered, sinc~ it points in new dire~tions, directions that

perhaps we have not yet all understood. We are concerned, for example, that

the report contains no mention of the 1978 Final Document.

I,
I
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(Mr. Morin BP8Ch, Mexico)
Of course, in any process of change Member States should be in a position

to participate actively in defining the changes. The last time that was done
vas at the special session of the General Assembly in 1978, and it may be

is precisely what is lacking novo That is why we have started to talk of the
possibility of holding a brief resumed session of the First Committee in

appropriate to convene another special session. That will take time, and time

purpose of the session would be to examine the functions and inter~elationship

exchange of opinions in order to achieve agreement on what we expect of the

February or March. "Brief" should be understood to mean about five days. The

various forums and of the Secretariat in the field of disarmament.

of the various disarmament forums as well as proposals to change the structure
of the Secretariat in this area. There should be an open and detailed
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For this, it will be necessary to know in detail the opinions and intentions

of countries and I)f the <'cretariat itself.

In conclusion, my delegation considers that the many achievements in the

Secretariat ana as regards organs, forums and machinery - what the

Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs. Mr. Petrovsky, termed "the

structure" - should not be set aside for the benefit of a supposedly pt"~atic

approach to the present situation. Of course, no one can defend all the

bureaucratic preserves and structures, but no one can deny that the United

Nations Secretariat has done good work in this fi~ld, and. to reduce it just

for the sake of reducing it would not make mnch sense. It is true that

East-West confrontation has disappeared, but the weapons are still there.

They are still Leing produc~d, and they are still being sold~ Our approach -

our starting point - may have changed since the cC"cl war, but the goals remain

the same: to achieve' a more secure and therefore less armed world.

Mr. PATOKALLIO (Finland): The delegation of Finland is grateful for

this opportunity to address the Secretary-General's recent report entitled

"New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the post-cold-war era"

(A/C.l/47/7). The report and the Secretary-General's remarks at the meeting

of the First Committee on 27 October (A/C.l/47/PV.18) consti~ute a timely call

'l:or a new look at the United Nations role in arms control and disarmament.

u

They have now been followed up by an important statement by Mr.. Petrovsky,

Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs, for which we thankhirn. We

fully agree with the Secretary-General that the end·of bipolarity has not

diminished the need for disarmament; if anything, it has increased it.
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(Mr. Patokallio. Finland)

At the same time, it is important to note that with the end ot

bipolarity, the traditiona~. United Nations disarmdl1lent agenda dominate'~ byI fI

that same bipolaritl' is increasingly out of focus. In our view, \:~,e !\1~e~l fCH.-

increased United Nations involvement in arms control and disarmame~t due~ not

lie in the zealous pursuit of the old agenda. It lies in gettlnlJ to g%'3.1'''

with the new dimensions of the problem of overarm~ent. It lies iT. ,:.,id:r(=s~ing

new kinds of threats and n~w kinds of opportunities. The break-up nf the

rigid divisions between ~ast, West and the non-a~igned has created an

unparalleled opportunity for cooperation along new, issue-oriented lines.

As the Secretary-Gene~al observes, disarmament is an inherent part of
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preventive diplomacy, peacemaking, ;ace-keeping and post-conflict di

peace-building. All of th~se tasks can be supported by various concrete

measures from demobilization to de-mining, and it is important that they be so

supported. Conceptually, however, there is very little new about this type of
United Nations activity in comparison to the cold·war era, except its scale

and geographical dispersion.

What really is new in the post-cold-war era is the integration of

disarmament with United Nations peace enforcement. Disarmament and inspection
procedures play a direct role in the implementation of Security Council

resolution 687 (1991) concerning Iraq. Despite difficulties, the job is

getting done successfully. 'In our view, the activities of the United Nations

Special Commission could provide useful experience and guidance for further

innovation in the event thut similar operations 2r~ required by the

international community in the future.
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(Mr.Patokallio, Finland)

It is vital for the security of all Member States that the United Nations

1 1
I ~

L. ~ .
• < ......?,.

/,
I

is ready to act in accordance with its Charter if faced again with grave

violations of multilateral disarmament agreements or with other threats to the

peace.

In our view, the United Nations could also play a useful role in

assisting conversion of military assets into more productive uses. This is

particularly important with respect to the nuclear weapons industry within the

former Soviet Union. The Secretary-Generalis report contains valuable

thoughts on this complex issue.

In broade~ terms, there is a need to integrate discussion of the new

dimensions of disarmament with other major preoccTlpatiQ~s of the international

community, such as development, the environment and respect for humanitarian

law.

Discussion of the relationship between disarmament and development, for

example, is more and more influenced by the levels of military versus social

spending in recipient count~ies. Military technology can also be used to

support protection of the ~nvironment; also, existing treaties such as the

Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of

Environmental Modification Techiques can be employed to deal with novel

environmental threats.

The tragic situation in the former Yugoslavia points up the need to

relate disarmament efforts to the rigorous implemc.ntation of international

humanitarian law.

The globalization of the bipolar confrontatinn stymied much of the

multilateral and regional ~fforts towards disarmament. Linkages abbunded.

lJ
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(Mr. Patokallio. Finland)

The end of bipolarity offers a unique chance for a true globalization of

disarmament efforts. particularly in terms of. the regional approach. No

longer will what could be called the "after-you" 3pproach to disarmament do.

As the Secretary-General aptly notes, the argument advanced by some States

that thb major military POtlers should disarm first is too often '~sed to avoid

practical disarmament measures.

The relentless accumulation of conventional weapons, whether through

transfers or local production, in regions of ten~ion requires much more

attention than heretofo=e. In the case of the Middle East as well as that of

the former Yugoslavia, we note with hope that the respective peace processes
"'-pay attention to the need for confidence-building. The wider European

experience in the context of the Conference on Se~urity and Cooperation in

Europe (CSCE) process provides useful pointers in this regard.

There is another aspect of globalization I would like to touch upon,

namely that of institution~. We fully agree with the Secretary~Geqeralwhen

he says that the machinery should be reassessed in order to meet the new

realities and priorities of our time. There is a particular need to take a

new look at the Conference on Disarmament, the bo~y that is there to negotiate

for all of us, even if all of us are not members. It is well known that

Finland wishes to become a membe~. In our view, membership should be open to

all those who apply for it and demonstrate a willingttess to make a

contribution. We thus noted with particular appleciation that the

Secretary-General stated in his remarks that membership of the Conference on

Disarm&~ent must be open to a larger number of States.
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(Mr. Patokallioc Finland)

We hope that the Conference on Disarmament concludes its ongoing

consultations rapidly. The time has come to proceed to practical action on

expanding membership. The new, open Conference on Disarmament can then tackle

the new priorities in terms of its working agenda with renewed vigour. With a

new, ~pen Conference on Disarmament in ope~ation, the role of, and indeed the

need for, the United Nations Disarmament Commission should be reviewed. There

might not be a need for a separate deliberattve organ once the open Conference

on Disarmament is in play.

In any event, it would seem to us that the review of the United Nations

disarmament machinery should be accomplished in a coordinated and

comprehensive manner. A special session of the General Assembly, the first

post-cold-war special session on disarmament, at the appropriate time might be

an option.

Building on past achievements is not only seLsible, it is vital. That is

nowhere more so than in the case of non-proliferation. Non-proliferation was

not an East-West issue. It is not, and should not come to be viewed as, a

North-South issue. The Secretary-General remind~ us that all States should

adhere to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), and
I

that it should be extended indefinitely and unconditionally in 1995. We

wholeheartedly agree. We also consider that all States should sign, ratify

and implement the Convention on chemical weapons. Prompt adherence is '

particularly important in those regions where che~ical weapons constitute a

clear threat to regional stability, even peace.

Multilateral export control regimes will be :l necessary complement to

non-proliferation efforts for quite some time ahead. Finland fully subscribes

J
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(Mr. PatokalliQ, Finland)

tQ a number Qf them. This dQes nQt, in Qur view, ~xclude a wider multilateral

dialQgue Qn universally acceptable international ~Qrms Qr guidelines

cQncerning internatiQnal transfers Qf high technQ~Qgy with military

applicatiQns.

The United NatiQns can facilitate nQn-prQliferation and arms regulatiQn

effQrts. A start has been made. The United NatiQns a:~eady plays an

operational rQle in confidence-building in the biolQgical weapQns area. It

will be the custodian of the Register of CQnventional Arms. With these

grQwing tasks, it is impor'~ant to assure adequate funding and staff for the

Office of Disarmament Affairs over the lQng term.
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ago that it is the intention of the Secretariat to strengthen the Office of
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We welcome Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky's statement just a momentral

The United Nations Special Commission has gained unique experience in

n verification. It is important that, in view of these and other experiences,

the United Nations role in verification is looked at as a whole, and that

future needs are anticipated. The Canadian proposal to that effect has our

full support.

The Secretary-General's present report provides an important complement

1
!
i

/
to his earlier report, "An Agenda for Peace"

Disarmament is one of the first means of making peace. It would be

paradoxical indeed if now that disarmament is no longer a distant vision but

an everyday reality, the United Nations were to abandon its role in advancing

disarmament. The Secretary-General's report leads us to expect that this will

not be the case.

Mr. KHALIL (Egypt) (interpretation from Arabic): I wish at the

outset of my statement to pay tribute to the Secretary-General for his

valuable report entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament

in the post-cold-war era". I also wish to thank Mr. Petrovsky, the

Under-Secretary-General, for his important opening statement.

I also wish to convey the profound appreciation of Egypt's delegation for

the unstinting efforts of the Secretariat and the Office of Disarmament

Affairs in particular in this respect.
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(Mr. Khalil, Egypt)

'rhe link bet1teen disl!lnl!!1ftent and international peace and security, and

the importance of ~~ pursuit of the globalization of commitment to

disarmament, a~ well ~s the necessity of reinforcing the existing machinery,

are metters that are worthy of consideration. As the Secretary-General states

in his reports, we must exchange views on how to move forward to a more

profound examinetion of such issues.

the report puts forth a number of constructive proposals that command

consideretion, of which I wish to cite the following as examples: reinforcing

the role of the Securi~y Council in implementing disarmament and arms

regulation measures~ follow ·up and monitoring of arms control and

peace-keeping br obsetver ald peacekeeping forces; expansion of the role of

the United Nations in the are~ of peace enforcement; a larger. role for

regional o~ni~ations in the field of disarmament in order to facilitate the

All the ~ve ~rQposal~ are worthy of pro£ound consideration in order to

task of the UBited Nations at the world level in this respect, in addition to

the importance of transpa~ucy and arms transfer control.

~5id~5, first. ~ f~~t.. in oclo5e consultatio\\. with the ~:rties directly

d~t~rntine tM !!'e:ans hy wi~h the d4!'~ired qoal may be achieved. However, we
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(Mr. Ibalil. ~gypt)

This applies to the countries and the regions in question, as much as it

does to disarmament issues. It is difficult, for example, to accept that a

certain type of weaponry should be focused upon because it is much more

amenable to measures of arms control while other more lethal weapons are

pushed aside until circumstances allow us to tackle their problems.

Sense of trust that may impel countries to commit themselves to arms

limitation is indivisible. Security is indivisible as well. This calls for

the integration and focusing of efforts on all the conventional and

non-conventional areas of armaments alike with regard to arms limitation,

transparency and arms trade controls.

In conclusion, the report refers to an important variety of issues,

namely those of the post-disarmament era. Tra~sformingmilitary-oriented

industries into enterprises serving peaceful production together with the safe

destruction of the arms stockpiles represent indeed the major challenge that

-
faces the international community and the developing countries in particular.

While we welcome the role of the United Nations in providing technical

expertise in this respect, we have to try and define that role so that its

real objective may be achieved, and thereby help the international community

in general and the developing countries in particular, to face up to the

challenges of the coming phase in which development will be recognised as a

main component of national 3ecurity.
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Mr. HILTENIUS (Sweden): Mr. Chairman, at the outset I should like

to express to you my delegation's appreciation for holding this special

meeting of the First Committee, and I should also like to thank the delegation

of Indonesia for having proposed it. I note with great pleassure the presence

of Mr. Petrovsky, Under-Secretary-General, and I thank him for his interesting

statement. I especially welcome what he said about the intention to

strengthen the Office of Disarmament Affairs.

It is a very timely meeting indeed, and it provides an opportunity to

discuss the implications of the new international situation for arms

limitation and disarmament in general and for the role of the United Nations

in this field in particular.

My delegation listened with keen interest to the Secreta~y-General's

statement on 27 October on the occasion of Disarmament Week. We have also

studied his report entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament

in the post-cold-war era". It contains a number of interesting observations

which, I am sure, will stimulate the debate in the area of arms limitation and

disarmament. My delegation noted with particular interest and satisfaction

that the Secretary-General emphasized the importance of enhancin~·the

multilateral approach, his strong support for a comprehensive ban on nuclear

t~sting and the goal of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, his

statement that all States should adhere to the NOD-Proliferation Treaty, and

his positive appraisal of the recently concluded Convention on chemical

weapons.
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(Mr. Hyltenius. Sweden)

The new international situation provides a number of new possibilities,

not least in the field of disarmament. It is of the utmost importance,

however, not to overlook the new dimensions in terms of an increased number of

actors on the international scene and the disintegration of earlier structures

in the domain of security policy. It is therefore more important than ever to

apply an approach to these issues that takes into account the need to reach

multilateral and global agreements on many of the most pressing issues on the

international agenda. I am thinking in particular of the questions of

non-proliferation and international arms transfers.

The problem of non-proliferation concerns all States. It was referred to

by virtually all delegations in their statements in the general debate of the

First Committee. It is high time the United Nations took a comprehensive

approach to this matter. A natural starting point would be to make use of the

deliberating body of the United Nations - namely, its Disarmament Commis~ion -

to discuss these matters and to prepare some general guidelines for

non-proliferation with special emphasis on weapons of mass destruction.

The issue of international arms transfers also is already, to a

considerable extent, being dealt with by the United Nations and the Conference

on Disarmament in Geneva. Nevertheless, there is also a need to look into the

problem of illicit arms transfers, and I note with interest that the

Secretary-General in his report recommends that States "take a closer look at

international private 'arms dealers·... He also stlLtes that
\

"it is both possible and necessary to impos~ stricter regUlations on such

activities." (A/C.1/47/78. para. 31)

Against this background, it is particularly timely to take up these items -

the issues of non-proliferation and illicit arms cransfers - on the agenda of

the Disarmament Commission, as has been proposed by Sweden and Colombia. I
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have also given examples of two topical issues which should, in our view, be

also involved in a process of considering its working methods under the

Convention was a great achievement of the Confer,'nce. The First Committee is

functioning. Furthermore, the recent conclusion of the chemical weapons

several years continuously been reviewing its effective and improved

involved in consultations regarding its agenda and membership and has for

The Conference on Disarmament, through its President, is actively

included in its agenda in the next two years.

My delegation noted w':.th great interest the section entitled "NeT!T

reason to doubt that it will have an important function in the future too. I

progress on disarmament issues have li'tle to do with the present machinery,

.
methods and agenda have recently been reformed with success, and there is no

I have already referred to the Disarmament Commission. Itsworking

(Mr. Hyltenius. Sweden)

machinery serves its p1lrposes rather well. The difficulties in making

leadership of its Chairman.

negotiations.
/

machinery" in the report of the Secretary-General. In our view, the present

their background in the international political situation, as we all know.

established by the Member States through the General Assembly. They have

mention this in this context not only because these proposals are made by

concern the entire internat,ional community but ar: not yet ripe for

First Committee: I mention them because they also illustrate the usefulness

those two countries and will affect one of the draft resolutions before the

of the Disarmament Commission as a forum for deliberations on issues that

This does not mean, however, that we should not actively consider what could
\

be done to improve the machinery.
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(Mr. Hyltenius, Sweden)
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changing circumstances. The division of labour between the various parts of

the disarmament machinery has been carefully crafted. However, we should, in

this new international situation, give further thought to the established

structure and to the role of the United Nations in the field of arms

limitation and disarmament. Any possible changes must be carefully studied

and considered before any decisions are taken. This is an important process

which should engage all Member States. My country looks forward to

participating in such a process.

Mr. TANAKA (Japan): First of all v I should like to express my

appreciation to Mr. Vladimir Petrovsky for his presence and valuable statement

today. ~his is a very important meeting since it provioes what might be the

only opportunity for all members of the First Committee to discuss the

Secretary-General's report. Therefore, I am very pleased to see Mr. Petrovsky

here aLi hope that he will apprise the Secretary-General of the results of our

discussion. The report, entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and'

disarmament in the post-cold-war era", is an important document, and I belie'<:e

it is appropriate that its author has a clear understanding of how disarmament

specialists think about it. After all, dialG~ue is alWays more fruitful ~han

monologue.

The report is the first comprehensive document in which the

Secretary-General has presented his views on how arms-control and disarmament

efforts should proceed. It complements another important report which he

prepared on security issue,>: "An Agenda for Peace". I sincerely appreciate

this report and I am pleased to say that I support most of the elements

contained in it. However, I do have some remarks to make, ~~d if the
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(Mr. Tanaka, Japan)

opportunity arises I would be pleased to present more detailed comments at a

l~ter time. Today, however, I shall limit myself to some preliminary remarks.

I heartily support the three main themes advocated in the report, namely,

integration, globalization and revitalization. I agree with paragraph 8,

~oncerning integration. The connectious between disarmament progress and the

creation of a new system of international securit7 are i4deed crucial. I

believe they must complement each other. As for globalization, I agree in

particular with the contents of paragraphs 15, 16 and 17. With the end of the

cold war, disarmament is no longer chiefly the responsibility of two

super-Powers, but the responsibility of all States: the five nuclear-weapon

States and all non-nuclear-weapon States. And our experiences in the Gulf War

have taught us that we must not limit our efforts to weapons of mass

destruction, but should also work to reduce conventional arms. It is

gratify'~g to know that the Secretary-General shares this view.

With regard to revitalization, I am obliged to comment on section J of

chapter Ill, especially paragraph 36, because Japan has a strong interest in

the question ot trz;nsparency in armaments and the Ul<" ted Nations "Register of

Convent;onal Arms. Paragraph 36 states that:

"For your part, it is vitally important that sufficir"nt resources be made

available for this task." (A/C.1/4717, i/ara. 36)

I wish to state onl~e again that Japan has declared its intention to make a

substantial financial contribution for the establishment of a data~base system

in the Office for Disarmament Affairs. My una~rstandin9 is that, with this

contribution, the data-base system could be established and made available far

th
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(Mr. Tanaka, Japan)

At the initial stage, the Register can be operated and maintained within

the existing resources ef the United Nations Secretariat if only the

Secretary-General recogni~'J it a.l an important t~sk of the Organization and

gives it sufficient priority. I thereforg wholeheartedly welcome the

Secretary-General's assurance that the

"Organization will do a.ll that it can to make the Register an efficient

and successful service for Member States." (A/C.I/47/7, para. 36)

,

/

I
I

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



A/C.1I47/PV.29
36

(Mr. Tanaka, Japan)

Japan fully supports the Secretary-General in his efforts to restructure

the Organization and to make it more efficient. Within the context of these

efforts and within existing levels of the Organizacion's overall resources, we

trust that the reorganized Off ice for Disarmament Affairs will be adequately

staffed to permit it not only to develop and operate the Register and the

disarmament database but a150 to carry out efficiently its other priority

tasks in the field of disarmament. In this connection, 1 wholeheartedly

welcome Mr. Petrovsky's statement today on his firm intention to strengthen

the Office.

Turning now to the concluding parts of the report, especially the section

entitled "New Machinery" (part IV B), 1 have no olJjection to the Military

Staff Cornmittee providing assistance to the Security Council, as called for in

the United Nations Charter. 1 wish to point out, however, that the

delegations to the Conference on Disarmament include many competent military

staff members whose advice has always been useful. My feeling is that the

Security Council cQuld in turn benefit from the a1vice of the Conference, in

whose work the expertise of these military advisers is duly reflected. The

negotiations on the Convention banning chemical weapons, for example, were

greatly enhanced by the input of these military staff members.

Lastly, 1 would like to note that the Confe::'~nce on Disarmament is now

studying the ways and means of improving its effe :tiveness under the able

chairmanship of Mr. Kamal of Pakistan. At the sai,le time the President of the

Conference, Mr. Servais of Belgium, together with Mr. Nunes Amorim of Brazil,

incoming Pre5ident, has taken up the question of how the Conference might

adapt itself to the needs of the post··cold-war elñ and has started work.

repOl

on t}

ConfE

regal

Disal

bannJ

Plea~

undel

The <:

givex

and <:

sati!:

the e

frame

to se

he mE

a sell

a sig

inte:r

disar

conta

disar

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



............. ,
I

;'1 I

f. ~ ,
f ~.:

._w.....J

iMiJl!!

A/C.l/47/PV.29
37

(Mr. Tanaka, Japan)

I tak~ note of and appreciate the views expressed in paragraph 45 of the

report, but sincerely hope that the Secretary-General will formulate his views

on the Conference on Disarmament on the basis of ~he work to be done by the

Conference itself in the coming months. One point I wish to stress in this

regard is that we must not lose sight of the importance of the Conference on

Disarmament as the sole multilateral negotiating body on disarmament.

The Conference successfully concluded its negotiations on the Convention

banning chemical weapons. Its usefulness has been clearly demonstrated.

Please be assured that I will not support any effort or proposal that might

undermine such an important character of the Conference on Disarmament.

Mr. BATSANOV (Russian Federation) (inte~pretation from Russian):

The delegation of the Russian Federation would like to join in the high praise

given to the Secretary-General's report, "New dimensions of arms regulation

and disarmament in the post-cold war era" (A/C.l/47/7), and to express our

satisfaction that ir wil' J9 given due attention. In this respect, we welcome

the opportunity provided by the holding of a special meeting here within the

framework of the First Committee. I should also like to say how happy we are

to see Under-Secretary-General ?etrovsky among us. We consider the statement

he made today a very important contribution to ou~ discussion.

The Secretary-General's report is particularly important in that it is in

a sense a conceptual sequel to his report "An Agenda for Peace" (A/47/277) and

a significant and timely contribution to the discussion under way in the

international community about further ways and means to develop multilateral

"disarmament in the post-confrontational period. l~~. Boutros-Ghali's report

contains a well-thought-out a~alysis of the state of affairs in the

disarmament process, with many innovative approaches and initiatives that cast
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(Mr. BatsanQV, Russian
FederatiQn)

new light Qn the United NatiQns rQle and respQnsibility in the maintenance Qf

internatiQnal peace and security. TQ repeat what SQme speakers have said

befQre me, we must fully suppQrt the threefQld cQncept Qf iutegratiQn,

glQbalizatiQn and revitalizatiQn Qf effQrts tQ cQntrQl armaments and achieve

disarmament. Finally, the Secretary-General's repQrt leads tQ the conclusiQn

that it is necessary tQ set up new cQQrdinated disarmament machinery that
I

WQuld enable the internatiQnal community tQ respQnd actively and with mQre

flexibility tQ the new challenges and priQrities Qf the day.

We must answer the questiQn Qf whether the existing machinery can be

imprQved. Of CQurse it is wQrking nQW; it dQes yield fruit. In my Qpinion,

the questiQn as tQ whether we CQuld imprQve it has many impQrtant and related

aspects. There is a strategic triad, SQ tQ speak: the First Committee Qf the

General Assembly; the Disarmament Commission, the deliberative body; and the

Conference Qn Disarmament, the negotiating body. Further, we have a whQle

system of cQnferences to consider the QperatiQn of various multilateral

agreements. International QrganizatiQns th~t are now playing, Qr will in

future play, ·an ir.'J."')rtant role in carrying Qut multilateral disarmament

agreements include the InternatiQnal Atomic Energy Agency in Vienna and, SQOn,

the Qrganization to be set up to deal with the ban Qn chemical weapons.

We cannQt fQrget the new role already being played and to be played in

future by ne Security Council, including the Military Staff Committee, since

the dissemination of various types of weapons could threaten internatiQnal

peace and security. As to the relatiQnship between this and other links Qf

the machinery, I would like to take note of the idea just expressed by

Mr. Tanaka abQut possible interrelationships betWEen the military staff
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(Mr. Batsanov. Russi~

Federation)

the Conference on Disarmament and the Security Council. It is very important

that the machinery be based on the concepts of integration and revitalization,

which would apply not only in the political fj~ld but also in a purely

practical sense, especially in promoting an optimum relationship between cost

and security.*

* Mr. Suh (Republic of Korea), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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That also applies to sueh an important element as the United Nations

Secretari ..·., and more specifically to the Office for Disarmament Affairs. We

fully support the strengthening of the Office and welcome the effort~ made by

the Secretariat to that end: we especially welcome today's statement o~

Mr. Petr~vsky on this subject.

We must obviously continue our thorough study of the report of the

Secretary-General. Its various propositions require f~rther serious work at

State level and within the United Nations, at the Conference on Disarmament

and so forth. Even preliminary analysis of the document shows that it already

forms a solid foundation for work over a broad front in the sphere of

multilateral disarmament. This frontal attack was last undertaken through the

machinery of a special session, of itself a large-scale, one-off event. We

think that it would be more important at the present juncture to undertake a

proper organization of the process of analysis in common and ·the search for

solutions, and to ensure the necessary continuity with the discussions in the

First Committee. We would like at the same time to see the necessary

coordination, and we would hope that the pr6cess would be businesslike,

effective and non-discriminatory, so that everyone could make a specific

contributio~ to it.

I do not think that we would be able today to solve all the issues, and

therefore we think maximum use should be made of the remaining time before the

end of this session of the ~irst Committee to decide how we shall act in the

so-called inter-session period.

Finally, we think that there is not much time to arrive at the right

decisions, and in this connection I note the very important aud interesting

idea put forward by Ambassador Marin Bosch of Mexico, on the possibility of
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hQlding an extended sessiQn Qf the First CQmmittee, resuming its work SQme

time in March, fQr example. We think that is a very interesting idea, and we

are ready tQ study it with favQur and attentiQn.

Mr. FUJITA (Brazil): Like previQus speakers, my delegation welcQmes the

QppQrtunity tQ discuss the repQrt Qf the Secretary-General Qn the new

dimensions Qf arms regulatiQn and disarmament in the PQst-cold-war era

(A/C.l/47/7). My delegatiQn alsQ thanks Mr. PetrQvsky,

Under-Secret3ry-General for Political Affairs, fQr his interesting statement

this mQrning. A warm wQrd Qf appreciatiQn is alsQ in Qrder fQr the members Qf

the Secretariat whQ cQllabQrated in the preparatiQn Qf this interesting and

I
f

I
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e
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,e

timely dQcument.

At the Qutset I shQuld like tQ highlight a passage which for ~ur

delegatiQn encapsulates the fulcrum Qf Qur task in the PQst-cold-war era:

"TQday there is a real QppQrtunity tQ initiate a process of global

disarmament. This shQuld be clQsely cQQrdinated with efforts in other

fields and shQuld be seen as part Qf the larger network Qf internatiQnal

cOQperative behaviQur which is designed tQ safeguard the security Qf all

natiQns. Disarmament, the structuring Qf a new system of international

relatiQns and imprQving eCQnQmic cQnditions shQuld be regarded as

cQmplementary measures and as far as possible shQuld be implemented in a

CQQrdinated manner." (A/C.1/47/7, para. 10)

In this regard, my delegatiQn has expressed - during last year's general

debate in the First CQmmittee and again this year - the view that disarmament,

democratizatiQn of international relations and development should be the three

main foundatiQns Qf a new structure for peace.

I
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(Mr. Fujita. Brazil)

Like other delegations, I would like to address the three concepts of

integration. globalization onG revitalization contained in the document of the

Secretary-General. My delegation agrees with the general thrust of the

interesting framework represented in the report. However. we think that the

concepts it contains must be further re:.ined.

Starting with integration. we believe that this concept should translate

into a positive correlation between disarmament. democratization of

international relations and development. We fully agree that the world is

still a dangerous place. despite recent improvements in the international

environment. Proliferation of danqerous weapons. the new momentum in trade in

weapons and the still high level of military expenditures are far too

excessive in relation to unmet human needs. World military expenditures are

in the order of a trillion dollars. Eighty per cent originate in the more

advanced industrial countries; considering the population ratio between

industrialized and developing countries. the disprop~rtion in military

expenditures both in absolute terms and on a per capita basis is still very

great.

This picture is further aggravated in that most of the arms acquired by

the developing countries originate in a few advanced industrialized countries.

which seem to find difficulty in curtailing or restraining such transfers. A

drastic reduction in military expenditures of every country to a level of.

say. 1 per cent or 2 per cent of respective gross national product. plus the

urgent conversion of the military industries rendered useless by the end of

the cold war. would channel much needed resources for international

development.
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(Mr. Fujita, Brazil)

We agree that disarmament efforts should not be abandoned now that the

cold war is over. On the contrary, the end of global confrontation should

help accelerate disarmament, in relation both to the huge arsenals built up in

the context of the competition of the cold war an~ to the regional arms

races. The relatio~ship of disarmament and international security should thus

be a reciprocally stimulating one.

We note the parallel i. t the report between disarmament measures and

conflict resolution, as well as the relationship between disarmament and

preventive diplomacy, peacemaking and peace-keeping. We find that parallel

very interesting and very stimulating. Disarmament, however, since it

involves fundamental national security issues and very complex technical

factors, has to be thoroughly and carefully negotiated. On the one hand, only

through negotiations can legitimacy in disarmament be acquired. On the other

hand, the process, which, from verification to destructiou, is technically

very intricate, calls for very careful consideration of all the details by all

the parties involved, whatever their level of armament.
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As the recently concluded negotiations on a chomical weapons Convention have

indicated, disarmament requ:res a complex and specialized machinery, for both

the negotiation and the implementation phases. Therefore, as the report duly

underlines, disarmament measures within the framework of peace el1forcement are

distinct from the process of disarmament through negotiation. This confirms

that, while there may be similarities, the process of disarmmnent and the

techniques used in the context of possible peacemaking, peace-keeping and

peace enforcement measures should not be confused. In brief, the topic of

integration of disarmament and arms limitation issues into the international

peace and security agenda deserves careful t.,"ought.

I now turn to the conc·.Jpt of globalization. It is our belief that that

concept should translate into a true commitment to multilateral negotiations

for arms limitation and disarmament. Although unilateral and bilateral

initiatives are to be praised, it is only through multilaterally negotiated

documents that are binding, verifiable and non-discriminatory that the

international community can feel secure at the lowest ppssible level of

armaments.

As to the concept of revitalization, my delegation believes that it

should translate into a genuine building of a new system of international

security free of all weapons of mass destruction, of all possibility of their

proliferation and of unwarranted arms production and transfers in excess of

legitimate needs for them.

We note the importance attached in the report L~ the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclea~ Weapons (NPT). In this regard, while we take

note of that reference, we ~ould also like to point out there are other

non-~roliferation treaties, with more than sufficient verification procedures,
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which can assure the internationa1 community of a State's peaceful intentions

regarding its domestic nuc1,'ar programme. This is the case, for instance, of

the Treaty of Tlate10lco, which we hope wi1l be in full force in the region in

the near future after the adoption of amendments to the text proposed by

Argentina, Chile, Mexico and Brazil, and approved by the Agency for the

Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (OPANAL).

We must urgently evo1ve towards a post-nuclear-weapons age through the

prohibition of the use, developrnent, production and stockpiling of a11 weapons

of mass destruction. By eliminating all existing weapons of mass destruction,

we shal1 be able to go beyond the partial 10gic of non-prdliferation. Ltke

the chemica1 weapons Convention, which comp1etely eliminates a whole existing

category of weapons on a universal, non-discriminatory, verifiable and

\

equitable basis, without undu1y hampering the peaceful uses of science and

technology, we must now aim to formulate a similar instrument in the field of

nuclear weapons.

An important point also in this connection is the need'to preserve the

peaceful uses of science and techno10gy whi1e preventing pro1iferation, as

recognized in paragraph 29 of the Secretary-General's reporto This

constitutes, in essence, the heart of the Brazi1ian proposa1 submitted to the

Disarmament Commission, whi~h is current1y on its agenda.

As to conventional arma, the report right1y notes that

"Production overcapacities and surplus equipment in industrialized States

are now increasing1y feeding arms rnarkets in parts of the developing

world." (A/C. 114717 , para. 30)

The lost "opportunity costs" caused by such transfers are incurred not only by

developing countries, which spend on arrnaments resources needed in other
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sectors of their societies, but also by industrialized countries, which

misailocate human and technological resources that are much needed in an ever

more ~ompetitive civilian world economy.

As the report notes:

"the existence of huge military production capacities makes disarmament

an uncertain development •••• In many countries, in particular,

economically advanced ones, there are large segments of the population

e

d

dep~ndent on military production. The arms industry and the military

I

I
I

_J.

establishment. wr.ich usually enjoy considerable privileges, will esist

changes." (A/f;..,l/47/7, para. 39)

This is indeed cause for deep concern by the internationa~ community, and

makes an even stronger case for an urgent common effort towards a
,

post-nuclear-weapons age beyond the partial logic at non-proliferation. In

this regard, while welcoming the establishment of the United Nations Register

a~d its speedy implementation, we hold that transparency is no substitute for

reduction in arms.

I have a final word to say about machinery. The report mentions the need

--
~or a coordinated system that would allow the international c?mmunity to

addres~ major disarmament probleMS promptly, flexibly and efficiently. In the

view of my delegation¥ such machinery is already in place within the United

Nations system. What is not Y9t in place is the nece3sary political will to

make it work. Like the Security Council, which for a long time di~ not work

adequate' ' because of a lack of political will, the exiating forums of the

First Committee, the Disarmament Commissi.on and the Conference on Disarmament,

ea~h with its own characteristics, mandate u~d f.unction, should be able to

audrt ,s any me~ol' disarmOOle'1t problems all1 I5Cp;::(); a;;s the necessary political will

u
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exists.

A~ to the suggestions on the possible role ~f the Security Council in

disarmament matters. my delegation believes that any discussion on Security

Council action in the field of disarmament should be undertaken carefully.

strictly within the purview ~~fined in the Charter of the United Nations. In

this regard. we also note that the report rightly points out that

"The use of disarmament measures within the framework of :E-eace

enforcement is quite distinct from the process of disarmament through

. "
t ,

I

negotiation. which several States and elements of the international

community have been p~rsuing for years. The two should never be

confused•••• " (A/C.1I4717« para. 13)

In conclusion. my delegation once again welcomes the discussion we are

undertaking today on the report of the Secretary-General. It is the belief of
\

the Brazilian delegation that this discussion marks the beginning of a deep

and thorough dialogue among the Members of the United Nations on the ways and

remain in the field of disarmament.

means to address new challenges. as well as the cId challenges that still

,!new developments. combined with the sequels to the arms race
\

particularly in the field of nuclear weapons, require us to

t

Mr. BIVERQ (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spa~ish): Our

delegation appreciates this opportunity ~or an exchange of views. As we

disa~mament. new threats and challenges ha~8 a~isen for the international

stated in the general debate in the First Committee~ in spite of the

significant progress in som! areas of arms limitat~on and reduction and

community. These

in all its forms,

continue to attach the utmost importance to disa~ament-related issues and, no

doubt, to consider wh~ther we need to ~dapt our expectations. We therefore
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(Mr. Biyero, Venezuela)

appreciate this opportunity to consider what practical, realistic measures

might be relevant with regard to disarmamen~ in the near future, and what

procedure should be followed for the discussion of these measures. The views

and priorities expressed by a large majority of countries at the forty-seventh

session of the General Assembly illustrate the diversity of opinion that

exists and the interest in discussing these issues in an open and constructive

way.
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The present respon~e, 1n our view, is that our efforts must not be aimed

at establishing a new disarmament programme, but rather that we should explore

ways and means of achieving agreements in an expeditious way on the various

subjects already under consideration, Flacing emphasis on those issues we have

agreed to identify as being of greatest urgency.

There is no doubt that the adoption of measures aimed at arms reduction

and limitation and disarmament plays an important role in strengthening

international peace and security as was reflected explicitly in the Final

I,
I

Document of the first special session of the General Asse~mly devoted to

disarmament as long ago as 1978.

The arms race, with its seriour- :,"m}ications for international security,

justifiably led to an urgent task for all countries, calling for special

studies to determine its specific characteristics, including related issues,

as well as appropriate mechanisms to deal with all questions related to

disarmament matters.

In our view, the task cemains important and we are now witnessing the

results of this undertaking. The following achievements deserve mention: the

consensus achieved within the framework of the Disarmament Commission on

various questions and, more recently, the success of the Conference on

Disarmament in concluding negotiations on the Convention on Chemical Weapons.

On the basis of these considerations, we believe it appropriate to make a

few comments and to pose a few questions of a preliminary nature on the report

of the Secretary-General, submitted to the Committee during Disarmament Week,

entitled "New dimensions of arms regulatio~ and disarmament in the

post-cold-war era".

j
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(Mr, Biyero, Venezuela)

First of all, the very title of the report raises ~ertain criteria that

merit consideration, for it announces the existence of "new dimensions in the

sphere of disarmament" and establishes "arms regulations" as a priority, In

our view, both criteria affect the nature and the scope of disarmament as we

have thus far understood it,

We wish at this stage to make some preliminary comments in connection

with the three areas suggested in the report: integration, globalization and

revitalization for the future consideration of disarmament issues,

In connection with integration, we believe it relevant to study in

further detail the significance and the scope of the concept contained in

paragraph 4, which states:

"Problems in this field" - that of disarmament - "can be resolved only in

conjunction with other political and economic issues, while solutions to

political and economic issues are often found in conjunction with

disarmament measures," (A/C.1/47/7)

Although the report refers to the joint solution of such issues, we note

that no mention is made of the relationship between disarmament and

development. In our view, progress in the field o~ disarmament could lead to

a review of the action programme adopted during the Conference on the

Relationship between Disarmament and Development in ~987. Hence, it is

appropriate to continue efforts to allocate some of the resources released by

disarmament to social and economic sustainable development, as well as the

other purposes not considered at that Conference, in particular, the

protection of the environme:lt.

In principle, we are pleased at the c~n~~~ts on conversion of military

industry to civilian purposes.
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I turn now to section II, entitled "Globalization. Enhancing the
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Multilatet"al Approach". In highlighting a regional approach to disarmament

the Secretary-General places speci~l emphasis on the conventional arms race,

glossing over the proposals and efforts on other categories of weapons,

md

particularly those to establish zones free of nuclear weapons and of weapons

of mass destruction, as well as other inith·-,ives. We believe it is both

appropriate and timely to continue to give the same attention to each one of

these initiatives, in keeping with the situations and the security interests

in

to

te

to

of the countries of the region concerned.

Neither does the report deal with the subject of the dangers inherent in

the transfer of the arms ra~e to outer space. That subject has been on the

sqendr of the Conference on Disarmament and certain proposals have been made

designed to fill the gaps in the present regime governing activities in outer

space.

Another question that remains relevant in disarmament-related issues is

the need to achieve, as soon as possible, a comprehensive ban on nuclear

testing, the only way to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons. What

has been called the step-by,-step approach, which is reflected in paragraph 25

of the report, suggests as desirable the maintenance of +he monopoly ~f.

nuclear arsenals and their qualitative improvement in accordance with the

"minimum nuclear deterrence" theor:f.

Venezuela feels that the international community should insist on further

work aimed at putting an end to the cycle or production and development of

nuclear weapons, including the testing stage, which has not lost any validity.

/
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Hence, we ~Ged to avail ourselves of the progress achieved in certain

disarmament sphe~es in order tQ devote further attention to this subject in

the CQnference on Disarmament - and this, too, is not mentioned in the report

now befQre us.

Neither is mention made of the Review Conference of the Partial Test Ban

Treaty of 1963, whose work is fundamental to preventing the continuation of

nuclear testing.

As long as nuclear weapon~ and the desire to improve them exist, and as

long as they can be acquired by other countries, it will be appropriate, on

the basis Qf reciprocal and nQn-discriminatory principles and through

universal appH.cation, tQ strengthen the international regime in the existing"

Treaty on the NQn-ProliferatiQn of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). We are not

convinced by the idea of an unconditional and

as propQsed in the report, because this could

indefinite extensiQn of
"­

lead to lack Qf balance
/

the NPT,

I
'I'/;

"I-I
ij
; i
J I

: I
I

affecting the validity of the Treaty. Its extension should be aimed at

achieving a cQmmibnent that makes it possible to strengthen the NPT ana tQ

induce other Statt~s tt, 1 ,3come parties to it. Unless and until that goal is

achieved, nuclear-weapon State& should commit themselves to adopting effective

and convincing measures tQ prevent the use or threat Qf use, Qf such weapQns.

Neither does the report mention problems deriving from scientific and
"­

technolQgical advances in the development Qf new ~d more SOFhistic~~ed

weapons and we&pons sy~tems, with their consequent effect on international

.
f; '"

f '
\1 .:...

~1"

;IL.~."' '.'.'.'..•...'.

l~' :
l:)t .'

ill ;
I'i'
t'!!

~ ',:

.;;

·~~o::f_';

./

i
I

I

'\1
·":t··

J
I
I
I

I

security.

We believe that the section devQted to arms transfers Qnly partially

addresses the issue. In focusing on regional measures to limit such
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transfers, it fails to take into account clearly enough the role of producers

and suppliers, nor the possibility of restrictions being placed on exporters.

Lastly, we would like ~o express our concern at the lack of mention of

the work of the Disarmament Commission and of the First Committee as organs

en~rusted with considering dis~rmament issues, including the interrelationship

of these two organs and the Conference on Disarmament.

We are also concerned about the implications of this entire approach on

the work and the future of the Office of Disarmament Affairs. None the less,

we are grateful for the complementary observations made here today by the

Under-Secrctary-General.

In conclusion, we trust that the Committee will have the opportunity to

continue studying all of these questions thoroughly, so that the efforts of

the United Nations will enable us to maintain an integral and interrelated

apprOach to disarmament problems and make progress towards their solution in

keepiUg with the dimensions of the subject.
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Mr. RIVERO ROSARIO (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): The

delegation of Cuba would like, first of all, to thank the Chairman of the

First Committee for enabling the Committee to devote a meeting to

consideration of the report submitted to us by the Secretary-General under

agenda item 63 (f). This report, which is contained in document A/C.1/47/7,

is entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the

post-cold-war era". In this context, the presence of Under-Secretary-General

Petrovsky at our meeting is a positive sign and will undoubtedly help to make

the Secretary-General aware of the reaction of the Member States represented

in the Committee to the points raised in the document.

Once again the Secretary-General, on his own initiative, has "ubmitted to

us proposals of great importance that require thorough and careful analysis.

I should like briefly to express the preliminary views of the delegation of

Cuba on some of the questions raised in the report we are considering.

A simple glance at the document enables us to arrive at an immediate

conclusion: that, while tU" meeting is intended to make it possible for us

to express a few views on the report, proper consideration of the content,

scope and meaning of the ideas put forward in it requires a much wider,

framework. My delegation would therefore like to propose that the report

prepared by the Secretary-General be sent to Member States and that they be

asked to express their opinions. Once their replies have been received, this

exercise might lead to the establishment of a working group open to all

interested delegations, to consider the opinions of States with a view to

arriving at conclusions and assessments for subsequent discussion by the First

Committee.

It would also be appropriate to send the report to the Conference on

Disarmament for study in that multilateral negotiating forum, which could then

submit its conclusions to the General Assembly.
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With regard to the cont.ents of the document, we shall confine our

preliminary statement to a few points. We shall not at this stage try to deal

with all the issues that certainly warrant comment.

One of the paragraphs of the introduction to the report, referring to the

need to strengthen international peace and security, states that problems in

this field can be resolved only in conjunction with other political and

economic issues and that solutions to political and economic issues are often

found in conjunction with disarmament measures (A/C.l/47/7, para. 4). We

agree in essence with this idea, which in our opinion corroborates what many

delegations have said about the link between peace, international security and

the solution of political and economic problems.

None the less, apart from mention of the conversion, applicable above all

to arms-producing countries, we could not find in the following paragraphs of

the report any reflection of the view that this linkage can help to solve the

grave and urgent problems now confronting the great majority of the States

Members of the Organization - the developing countries. In this respect, it

is striking that the link between disarmament and development and the

principles established by the international community in the Final Document of

the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and

Developmel.,'';:' held in 1987, are not mentioned.

The chapter of the report that deals with integration refers to the

Secretary-General's report "An Agenda for Peace". In this connection", there

is' mention of three innovative concepts for the solution of conflicts:
,

preventiv~ diplomacy, peacemaking and peace-keeping. The report states that

these can be strengthened by concrete measures of arms regulation ~nd

disarmament. This idea requires further thought to enable us to arrive at a

!
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conclusion, but it is evident that an analysis of this type cannot be partial

in nature. We recall that the Secretary-General's report "An Agenda for

Peace" is being considered thoroughly by an open-ended Working Group of the

General Assembly. The delegation of Cuba wonders whether the ideas to which I

have referred should not be studied in conjunction with that report.

In the chapte~ on globalization the report mentions the need to broaden

disarmament efforts to include multilateral arrangements as well as bi: teral

agreements, with the participation of all States. It is indicated that too

often, in order to avoid disarmament measures, some States argue that the

major military Powers should disarnl first, and the report states that that

argument is no longer valid. The delegation of Cuba believes that security

and other considerations that lead to a State's making a sovereign decision

not to participate in a given disarmament measure ought to be regarded as

aspects of the exercise of sovereignty. We must therefore take account of

reasoning that goes beyond what is put forward here.

We recognize that, as has been agreed, all States must make a

contribution to efforts to achieve disarmament. But, at the same time, we

believe that the nuclear-weapon States and the States with large military

arsenals have a special r9sponsibility. While important dlsarmament

agreements have been secured in recent years, it seems to my delegation that a

level of arms reductio~ that would make it possible to put these States on ;.,u

equal footing with the other members of the international community has not

been achieved.
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In the chapter on revitalization the report records what has been

achieved recently - in the nuclear field, for example. It mentions

aspirations and objectives ~hat the delegation of Cuba shares completely -

such as the need fo~ a comprehensive ban on nuclear-weapon testing and the

elimination of all nuclear weapons. But these aspirations are not translated

into concrete proposals for action in the report.

A few paragraphs later the .:eport deals with chemical weapons. There, we

do not see a clear conclusion as to the origin of the statement that currently

20 States possess or seek to acquire a chemical weapons capability. It would

certainly be helpful if we knew the snurce of this information. We have not

found it in any United Nations document.
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It is significant that in referring to proliferation control the

report says that there can be no justification for any State. anywhere. to

acquire the tools and technologies of mass destruction. but that it makes

no mention of what is aommonly termed vertical proliferation. My

delegation wonders whether there is any justification. or whether there is

an attempted justification. for the fact that certain States continue to

possess instruments and technologies of mass destruction - fvr example, in

the nuclear sphere.

In referring to the non-proliferation Treaty. the report recognizes

that it has contentious aspects. My country is not a Party to the Treaty.

for reasons that have been clearly explained. But when the report states

that when the Treaty comes up for extension in 1995. it should be extended

indefinitely and unconditionally we wonder whether that is not prejudgin~

the work to be done by the preparatory committee that is to be set up and

by the Conference itself. including the possibility of an exchange of

views between the Parties to the Treaty and non-Parties. with a view to

the possible improvement and full universality of the Treaty?

I have a few brief comments about the conclusion. My delegation is

struck by its very title. since it appears that new tasks will replace the

tasks and goals we have set for ourselves in the past and have not yet

achieved.

There is mention of new machinery and the attention it should give

to the new realities and priorities. It is quite clear to my delegation

what the new priorities are. Even in the context of the n~w realities.

for the great majority of countries they are still the same; indeed. they
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are even mQre pressing than they were in the past, apart frQm the fact

that the peace tQ which Qur peQples aspire has nQt been achieved. Our

priQrities are still thQse agreed by CQnsensus, unanimQusly, in 1978, at

the tenth special sessiQn Qf the General Assembly, which, incredibly, has

been glQssed Qver in the report.

The Secretary-General is in favQur Qf greater Security CQuncil

involvement in disarmament matters, and in particula~ in the enforcement

Qf nQn-proliferatiQn. There is nQ need 0 recall that in some Qf its

Articles tho Charter gives a mandate tQ the Security CQuncil in arms

cQntrQl and disarmament matte~s, in which it shQuld have the assistance Qf

the Military Staff CQmmittee, but it shQuld be nQted that it has no blank

cheque in this respect, and that the General Assembly, the mQst impQrtant

Qrgan Qf the United NatiQns, nQt only is called upQn tQ maintain and

increase its role in this area, but is also charged with examining the

Security Council's activities. Therefore, my delegation does not see

clearly the future role of our First Committee as a political and

decision-making body in the field of multilateral disarmament. The repQrt

indicates that the efforts ~f the Conference Qn Disarmam~nt should be

fQcused Qn well-defined and "'lZ'gent issues. OUll:' delegation wonders

whether, fQr exampl~ ~he nuclear items on its agenda are nQt questions Qf

such a nature.

It is also suggested that the present negQtiating bQdy becQme a sQrt

of supervisory bQdy for what are called existing multilateral

regulatiQns. My delegation does not share the view that the Conference on

Disarmament should cease to be the single multilateral negotiating forum

in the field of disarmament, and that it should in this way give up its

I

I
I
I
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task in the search ~or new international instruments in this sphere, or

that it could take the place 0f the review conferences of various treaties

and conventions, which are held as often as the respective States parties

decide. We feel that it would undoubtedly be more appropriate to allow

the Conference on Disarmament and its members to decide on those issues\

that fall within their sphere of competence.

In proposing new machinery, the report omits any mention of the

deliberative body In which all Members of the United Nations participate,

the Disarmament Commission, which our delegation believes plays an

important role.

Those are the preliminary views that the Cuban delegation wished to

express now, without prejudice to our exprassing our views to the

Secretary-General at the appropriate time. We repeat that Member States

should be a~ked to express their opinions on the report, and that an

appropriate forum should be established f~~ the consideration of those

opinions.

Mr. KAMAL (Pakistan): My delegation would like to join other

delegations in thanking the Chairman for convening this meeting to

consider the Secretary-General's report on new dimensions of arms

regulation and disarmament in the post-cold-war era. We congratulate the

Secretary-General on his initiative in putting forward many interesting

ideas in a report which will no doubt focus the attention of Member States

on the many interlinked issues involved. The report could thus well

become the catalyst for an intensive examination in capitals, as well as

in the First Committee, in the Conference on Disarmament and elsewhere.
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Many preliminary ideas, however, spring to one's mind. First and

foremost is the growing interlinkage between preventive diplomacy,

peacemaking, peace-keeping and peac:e~building in a post-cold war world

where arms regulation and disarmament must inevitably go hand in hand with

the removal of the underlying causes of tensions and co~flicts, whether

they have their roots in unresolved disputes in ethnic disequilibrium or

in the oLtright hegemonistic domination of peoples in territories

recognized as having a legitimate right to self-determination.

Another interesting linkage is between the global disarmament agenda

and the regional disarmament agenda, both in weapons of mass destruction

and in the much more pervasive destabili2ing acquisition of conventional

arms well beyond the requirements of legitimate national defence.

The third interlinkage lies in the interrelationship between

different organs with overlapping responsibilities in the field of

disarmament and security - the well-known trio of the First Committee and

the Disarmament Commission in New York and the Conference on Disarmament

in Geneva - as well as the increasing role now being played by the

Security Council, and, as the current report shows, by the

Sec~etary-Generalhimself.
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All these are issues of great import and substance, and they require

consideration in a more relaxed atmosphere than exists one day before

voting is to start in the First Committee on disarmament draft resolutions.

Cl-'-'
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My de1egation wou1d therefore 1ike to propose two simu1taneous and

parallel courses of action. The first would be to hold a special session of

the First Committee to be devoted entirely to the consideration of these

important issues. The second would be to invite Member States to give their

considered views in writing on the ideas contained in the Secretary-General's

reporto

The overall purpose of both would be to examine the traditional concepts

of disarmament and security to see which parts have continuing validity and

which might have been overtaken by new developmen;s: to identify what is

achievab1e in the disarmament agenda in a specific time frame over the next

few years: to clear possible confusion about the roles and responsibilities of

various overlapping organs: and to do all this by encouraging all Member

States to participate actively in making known their views on this subject.

Mr. DEYANOV (Bulgaria): Before I address the subject of our meeting

today, I wish, on behalf of the delegation of Bulgaria, to welcome the

important statement made at the outset of this meeting by the

Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs, Mr. Vladimir Petrovsky, who has

highlighted the issues analysed in the report of the Secretary-General

enti t1ed "New dimensions of arms regulation and d,:~,sarmament in the

post-cold-war era" (A/C .1/4717). My delegation t •.kes his keen interest in our

discussion as a clear indication of the determination of the Secretariat to

preserve the viability of the United Nations disarmament machinery while

adapting it to the new realities of a changing wcrld.

The delegation of Bulgaria has already had more than one opportunity to

welcome the submission of Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghali's report

concerning new dimensions of arms regulation and Jlsarmament, which he

introduced in this Committee.
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We have studied the report of the Secretary-General and have been able to

confirm our initial impres~ion that his new initiative is a timely and

adequate response to the widely shared wish of Member States that a decisive

impetus should be given to the arms control activities within the United

Nations from the perspective of a new vision of its role and important place

in efforts to strengthen international peace, sec~rity and stability.

In our view, the report on new dimensions fu]fils these expectations. It

represents a concrete development of the vision of change and reinforcement of

the United Nations that the Secretary-General outlined in his famous report

entitled "An Agenda for Peace lO (A/47/277).

Delegations addressing the new report of the Secretary-General in this

Cornmittee have already referred to it as lOAn Agenda for Peace Part IIIO or as

lOAn Arms Control Agenda for Peace lO • We take this as a reflection of the

fundamental importance of ~he Secretary-General's attempt to explore in this

report the new dimensions of arms negotiation and disarmament in a changing

world.

The delegation of Bulgaria shares the view expressed in the report of the

Secretary-General that disarmament is centrally relevant to international

security needs. It is, indeed, one of the basic pillars of global efforts to

maintain peace and security. As Mr. Boutros Boutros-~hali rightly pointed out

in his introductory address,

lO •.. the end o~ bipolarity has not diminished the need for disarmament;

if anything, it has increased it lO • (A/C.l/47/PV.18, p.13)
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In this respect, I wish also to recall the equally val id point made by

Mr. Petrovsky in his opening statement at the beginning of this session of the

First Committee that:

cont.

the l

" it is a most welcome development that disarmament is now more than undel

ever regarded as one of the key element~ in the integrated approach to

international peace and security ... ". (AlC.1/47/PV.3, p. 9-10)

My delegation ful1y agrees that the three concepts suggested by the

Secretary-General in his report on new dimensions - integration, globalization

and revitalization - can be the foundation stones for an enhanced

international effort in the field of disarmament ünd arms regulation. Like

him, we see these three dimensions of reassessmen~ as something which may not

be fundamentally novel but is still very much needed at this particular moment

in history. What is certainly novel in trying to adapt the tasks of arms

control to the new political environment is the new content of these three

concepts, which have been introduced at a time when they seem achievable if

"concerted and well-focused actions are taken.

My delegation fully shares the Secretary-General's understanding that:

"We must also move away from the idea that dü:armament is a subject for

negotiations alone. It is also an area for action through

self-restraint, mutual example and public awareness of the costs and

benefits of weapons acquisition". (A/C.1I47 /PV .18, p. 13)

To this, we can add only our belief that such a course of action by Member

States opens an extremely important avenue for bu.~lding confidence, thu~

contributing to greater st~bility and ,common security in the world.
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I wish to reaffirm my delegation's expectation - mentioned in the same

context on a previous occasion - that the ri~h conceptual basis provided by

the Secretary-Gener~l's report on new dimensions will be followea by actions

unde~·taken both by Governments and by the Secret"iriat to stabilize the

institutions supporting arm~-control-relatedactivities as seen from the new

perspective.'"

With reference to the concluding part o~ the Secretary-GeLeral's report.

I wish to indicate that my delegation also feels that the United Nations is

confronted today with an entirely new ~et of problems rightly referred to as

post-disarmament issues. The correlation between disarmament measures and

economic conditions has indeed dra~ more attenti~n over recent years as

democratic trends influence dev~lopment.

These emerginq issues highlight the immediate need for post-disaxmament

efforts as economies and Governments try to transf0rm military-oriented

industrial complexes into enterprises serving social, humanitari&n and

development requirements. Eastern European countries, which are now

undergoing a major transition ft'om centrally planned to free-market economies,

particularly feel the urgency of dealing with these new challenges.

In this context, the Secretary-General's report correctly points to the

three major problems that stand out in terms of their urgency and complexity:

the safe destruction and storage of armaments consequent to disarmament

agreements; the conversion of military capacity to peaceful uses; and the

provision of adequate technical and financial resources to complete the

transition in a balanced manner.

* The Chairman took the Chair.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



AlC.1/47/PV.29
70

(Mr. Deyanov, Bulgaria)

My delegation has been happy to read in the Secretary-General's report

that the United Nations is ready to assist in exploring these concepts. Ys~,

we believe that the Organization is an appropriata forum for fostering

dialogue on this matter so that effective ways can be found to deal with it.

We agree with the view expressed in the report that advanced economies m~st

share their expertise and experience with other nations.

I wish to mention that Bulgaria, like other Eastern European countries in

transition, has already embarked on the difficult process of dealing with

issues relating to the conversion of military industry to civilian purposes as

part of the dialogue going on within the Norti. Atlantic Cooperation Council.

My Government values also conversion-related bilateral contacts with countries

with experience and an act~ve interest in exploring the possibilities for

establishing joint ventures or other kinds of cooperation of mutual interest.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



laria)

!port

YSc;,

:h it.

m'lst

ries in

th

05es as

ncil.

untries

or

erest.

A/C.l/47/PV.29
71

(Mr. Deyanov, Bulgaria)

Bulgaria looks forward to benefiting from the forms of cooperation that

could be developed within the gloual mechanisms of the United Nations. In

that context, the delegation of Bulgaria cannot but support the

secretary-General's appeal to all Member States to consider methods to

alleviate the problems arising from the painful transition to a

post-disarmament world.

We have also noted with keen interest the information contained in the

report on new dimensions, that the Secretary-General is establishing an

interdepartmental task force at the United Nations to provide Member States

with political, technical and economic advice on the various aspects of that

transition. My delegation looks forward to the first substantive results of

that important group.

With regard to that portion of the report dealing with the new machinery

of disarmament, my delegation starts from the same premise as the

Secretary-General. Because the United Nations was created during the cold

war, its machinery shoulc be reassessed to meet the realities and priorities

of our time. My delegation agrees that we now need a coordinated system which

would allow the international community to address major disarmament problems

promptly, flexibly and efficiently.

Bulgaria has already had the opportunity to express its support for the

idea of greater Security Council involvement in disarmament matters, in

particular in the enforcement of the non-proliferation of weapons of mass

destruction. We view this suggestion as a part of the overall reform of the

United Nations, which has many interrelated aspects.

,
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It is our earnest hope also that in the course of introducing the

necessary institutional changes, full use will be made of the expertise and

rich experience of the Secretariat units that have been dealing successfully

with arms control and disarmament. We believe that the Secretariat should

continue to serve, equally, effectively and efficiently, the various needs

that Member States may have with respect to promoting priority measures in

this important area.

My Government endorses the Secretary-General's efforts to restructure the

Secretariat and to make it more efficient. Within the context of those

efforts, I know that it is the strong belief of a number of Member States,

including Bulgaria. that the reorganized Office for Disarmament Affairs will

be adequately staffed to permit it not only to develop and operate the United

Nations arms Register and the disarmament data basa, but also to carry out

efficiently its other priority tasks in the field of disarmament. In this

connection, my delegation welcomes the commitment stated today in the'

statement of Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky that the Office for Disarmament

Affairs will be strengthened and will continue to serve as a focal poir.~ for

United Nations activities in the field of arms controi and disarmament.

In conclusion, I wish to express again the full support of the delegation

of Bulgaria for the endeavours of the Secretary-General to make the United

Nations an organization which is better equipped to meet adequately the new

challenges of the post-cold-war era. We share the vision of the

Secretary-General's vision that in today's world societies can no longer

afford to solve problems by the use of force. Along with him, we believe
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that all the aims and priorities discussed in the report on new dimen~ions are

indeed practical and attainable; none seems Utqpian. In international

politics disarmament is one of the most important means of reducinq violence

in relations between States.

If I may quote the President of the General Assembly, Mr. Stoyan Ganev,

who is also Foreign Minister of my country,

"we shoulCl. rededicate o~r efforts to completing the unfinished

arms-control a9~4da and to defining the outline of a new agenda

commensun'.~e with the magnitude of the problems at hand".

(A/C.l/47/PV.18. p. 8)

The delegation of Bulgaria considers the report of the Secreta~y-General

dealing with the new dimensions of arms control and disarmament to be an

important contribution to this end. With that in mind, we believe that the

report should be given wider distribution, perhaps as a separate publication,

so that a larger constituency of interested readers can become better

acquainted with its analysis and recommendations with respect to how

disarmament activities and their machinery should be changed and strengthened

in line with the new requirements of our time.

Mr. NAIMI-ARFA (Islamic R~public of Iran): Let me begin,

Mr. Chairman, by expressing my appreciation to you for convening this special

meeting of the First Committee, as well as to the Secretary-General for his

report entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the

post-cold-war era", which ~as circulated in observance of Disarmament Week. I

wish also to thank Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky for his important

statement this morning.

'[
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The report of the Secretary-General clearly sets out new ideas and

approaches in the area of disarm~nent and international security which deserve

to be considered very carefully by Member States. Indeed, now that the

international community is aspiring to move towards a new era of enhanced

global security and tranquility, and now that global efforts in the area of

arms control and international security are continuing to show promising

signs, we need to develop new ways of thinking to solidify international peace

and security. In that context, we have noted that the Secretary-General

indicates in his report that there are three concepts that can serve as

foundation-stones on which to build enhanced. international efforts towards

disarmament and arms regulation: integration, globalization and

revitalization. Let me make several preliminary observations concerning those

three concepts.

As regards integration, we agree with the Secretary-General that

disarmament, the restructuring of a new system of international relations and

the improvement of economic conditions should be regarded as complementary

measures and, as far as possible, should be implemented in a coordinated

manner. My delegation has expounded its views on this matter on numerous

occasions. We believe that, as part of any genuin~ effort to strengthen arms

control and disarmament, the destabilizing effects of the widening North-South

gap must be taken into account and addressed, with a balanced and integrated

approach.

With respect to the concept of globalization, it needs to be stressed

that it is in the interest of all States to extend disarmament' efforts to
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include not only bilateral agreements but also multilateral agreements as part

of a world-wide process involving all States. In addition, we believe that,

as the Secretary-General emphasizes in his report.. the United Nations system

can play a much more significant role in the globalization of disarmament. In

this regard, two points are of particular importance.

First, one should not lose sight of the responsibility that rests with

nuclear-weapon States to make the world a safer place for all mankind by

accelerating their efforts towards the reduction and ultimate elimination of

nuclear arsenals from the face of the Earth.

Secondly, with regard to the role of the United Nations, we agree wit~

the Secretary-Generalis observation in his report "An Agenda for Peace" tl{at
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consultation, participation and engagement of all States, large and

small, in the work of the Organization". (A/47/277, para. 82)
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We therefore strongly support the greater involvement of the General

Assembly, and of the First Corr~ittee as one of its main organs, in disarmament

and international security issues. Indeed, democratization and transparency

are among the major characteristics of the emerging international system.

Therefore the General Assembly, comprised of representatives of all Member

States, is entitled to consider all problems of common concern to the

international community and should not be even nominally sidelined in cases of

international peace and security, including disarmament matters.

With regard to the concept of revitalization, there is a general interest

among Member States to build on the success of past achievements. However, my

delegation also recognizes that such past achievements can be further

strengthened by embracing a forward-looking and all-encompassing approach.

For instance, the non-prolifer.ation Treaty can be further strengthened by

removing its shortcomings as expeditiously as possible.

We have noted the importance of the Secretary-Generalis observations

concerning nuclear disarmament. Nevertheless, several other issues need to be
,addressed in a more immediate fashion, consonant with the legitimate security

First, the logic of nuclear doctrines and th~ possession or acquisition

briefly only two of them.

As my delegation underscored in its statement during the general debate in the

First Committee, the time has come to reinvigorate the efforts of the past

decade to delegitimize the possession or use of ruclear weapons under

of nuclear weapons should be closely examined by ~he international community.

interests of non..nuclear-weapon States. I will confine myself to highlighting

international law.
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Secondlyc greater importance should be attached to the most well-defined

(Mr. Naimi-Arfa, Islamic
Republic of Iran)

assurances and a comprehensive ban on nuclear Lesting.transparency

in disarmament

-Arfa, Islamic
of Iran)

he General

al system. In conclusion, given the interest shown by representatives with regard to

all Member the issues at hand and in the light of the fact that several important

1:0 the elements have not been touched upon in this report, I wish to propose that a

led in cases of group of friends of the Chairman, or a working group of the First Committee

should be established which could meet as necessary between now and the end of

meral interest the next session of the General Assembly to explore this subject-matter more

,. However, my
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The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resu~ed at 3.25 p.m.

Mr. HOU Zhitong (China) (interpretation from Chinese): I wish to

thank you, Mr. Chairman, for convening this special meeting today. Earlier

today, we heard sorne very important statements by delegations, and I should

also like to make sorne preliminary cornments.

I wish to thank the Secretary-General, Mr. Boutros-Ghali, for attending

the 18th meeting, held on the occasion of Disarmament Week, and for the

important statement he made on that occasion. His report on new dimensions of

disarmament (A/C.1/47/7), in which sorne new concepts were presented, has

generated widespread interest and discussion.

We also very much appreciate Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky's

attendance at this meeting, as well as his statement.

All of this is a source of great encouragement to us, because these

important questions have given rise to in-depth discussion in the

international community. This indicates that the inauguration of Disarmament

Week was one of the key decisions taken at the tenth special session on

disarmament. It demonstrates that the Secretary-General, like the

international community, continues to attach importance to the decisions taken

at the first special session of the General Asse~~ly devoted to disarmament

and also to the full implementation of its Final ;~t. It also demonstrates

the international community' s growing concern abOl.lt" disarmament issues and

shows that the international cornmunity, faced with a new situation, requires

not only an agenda for peace but also an agenda for disarmament and arms

control, just as it also needs an agenda for development. All of these

strategies and agendas are interrelated and indivisible.
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The Secretary-General correctly points out the close interrelationship

I also wish to make some comments on the question of integration raised

war has come to an end, the task of safeguarding international peace and

111 rlUIII•• 1111.

(Mr. Hou Zhitong, China)
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by the' Secretary-General.

between disarmament and international peace and security. We concur with this

presentation and this point of view. Facts have shown that although the cold
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It is my delegation's understanding that the primary responsibilities of

the United Nations under the Charter are the maintenance of international

peace and security and the promotion of cornmon development and cooperation.

All that we are doing in the disarmament field is in the service of these

important objectives, be it in the First Committee, the Disarmament Commission

or the Conference on Disarmament. In this regard, we have made contributions

but there are more contributions to be made in the future.

It is also our understanding that disarmament has always been an

indispensable element of peace and security. Without disarmament and arms

control, there can be no international peace and security, and there can be no

disarmament or arms control without peace and security.

In our view, the resolution of hot-spot issues and regional conflicts,

the effecting of cease-fires and the continuance of peace-keeping activities

are al1, naturally, important elements of peace and security. However, they

are not everything. Disarmarnent and arms control also need to occupy an

important place.

In carrying out the foregoing activities we cannot depart frorn

disarmament and arms control. For the s~curity of a State, just having a good

firefighter is not enough. We have to resolve the question of security from a

fundamental standpoint, so we have to eliminate all other sour~es of

I

insecurity. Ne rnust also resolve the issue of long-termo stability,

construction and development. Therefore, peace-keeping and peacemaking cannot

be separated from disarmament and arms control. )therwise it is hard to
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Another point I wish to bring up is the question of the globalization of

disramament, which the Secretary-General rightly aJdresses. Even though this

is not a novel notion, it is necessary to reiterate it in current COl'TUni:
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lary responsibilities of circumstances and to interpret it comprehensively and correctly. The Chinese

Ice of international delegation is of ,he view that the objective of globalization should be to

Iment and cooperation. promote peace, security and development; whether in bilateral, regional or

he service of these global disarmament activities, this should be one of the objectives.

e Disarmament Commission Globalization shou::'d be conducive to promoting the establishment ofa new

have made contributions international order in the post-cold-war era. Therefore, we s~1"'uld carry out

ure. the democratization of international relations. Since disarmament bears upon

always been an the security of States and regions, the whole international community should

cisarmament and arms attach importance to it. All the States Members of the United Nations should

ity, and there can. be no participate on an equal footing in deliberations concerning disarmament and

the resolution of problems in this area. We should especially stress that all

d regional conflicts, countries, large or small, strong or weak, rich or poor, should have the right

ace-keeping activities to participate on an equal basis in the rp.~olution of problems. We should not

curity. However, they allow a small uumber of strong and large countries to monopolize all such

need to occupy an activit.ies.

In talking about globalization, we feel that that should be one of the

depart from principal elements. In order to achieve such an objective, it is our view

:ate~ just having a good

ltion of security from a

that we should not, in any sense, denigrate or ignore the role played by the

•United Nations and its organs, much less attempt ~o do away with those

broad-based, authoritative and democratic world-wide disarmament forums.

The role ef the First Committee of the Ge~eral Assembly is important. As

important organs. We should, through the process ef reform, increase thEiir
(

efficiency and enhance their effectiveness so that they can become truly

is well known, the role of the United Nations Disarmament Comrois~ion is also

Commission.

has made new contributions. The international cOIlJ'.lunity has new hopes for the

important. Particularly in the last few years, after nndergoing reforms, itf the globalization of

'ise it is hard to

ses. Even though this

I and peacemaking cannot

.
ler sources of

'm, stability,
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I wish to emphasize particularly that the importance of the Conference 0n

Disarmament, as the sole multilateral negotiating body in th~ world, is even

more obvious. The conclusion of negotiations on t.he ch'3mi'J•. l weapons

Convention demonstrates that the Conference on Disarm~ne~t. f~~ from having

noth~ilg to do after the cold war, has a lot of import~nt worK to c~rry '1ut.

We believe that, after the re,~sonable solution o! t-he que-:iorr. o~ its

expansion and following the improvement of its agenda, it ,illl play an even

greater role. We wish to express our appreciation for the work done by the

Office for Disarmament Affairs. That constructive work should also receive

widespread support.

I wish to emphasize~at globalization should be conducive to the better

implementation of the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly, including

the resolutions and documents of the three special sessions devoted to

disarmament, which address, among other things, the priorities in disarmament

and arms control and the special responsibility borne by countries possessing

the largest arsenals. We are pleased to point out that those countries

possessing the largest nuclear arsenals have not: claimed to have already done

enough.' They are prepared to continue to go forward, and there is much more

to be done. Therefore, we have reason to believe that they will not make use

of the presentation of the issue of globalization to evade their special

responsibilities.
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We believe that they will make further, necessary, greater contributions.

Finally, I wish to comment on the question of the reform of the United

Nations disarmament bodies. The Minister for Foreign Affairs of the People's

Republic of China, Mr. Qian Qichen, commented very fully on this issue in his

statement during the general debate at the forty-seventh session of the

General Assembly (A/47/PV.8), but I wish to emphasize now that the so-called

reform must be conducive to the maintenance of peace, security and

development, because reform is a matter for the entire membership of the

United Nations; it is not u matter solely for a small group of countries.

Reform should be supported by the entire membership of the Uuited Nations, and

receive their understanding.

I also wish to point out that reform and rationalization are necessary,

but that this is not a once-and-for-all matter, which will be an overnight

success; it is something that is long-term and continuous. We should proceed

cautiously. We are not going to be conservative, and we are not going to he

complacent. We should not hope to achieve everything in one fell swoop. When

we are carrying out reforms of the disarmament bodies, the important thing is

to have an objective and comprehensive basic assessment. Therefore, we should

carry out very specific reforms that really tackle the problems.

We also wish to consider whether it is important to carry out extensive

surgery on a fairly healthy body. In the last fifty years, during which there

have been many changes in the international situation, there has been no

change to the Charter of the United Nations. Th~ purposes, principles and

role of the United Nations have not been changed: the practice of the United

7
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I am very happy to say that I have listened today to many constructive

,

I
I
I
;

proposals from a number of delegations, and I wish to make a procedural

proposal - that the Secretariat collate the important proposals and points of

view which have been put forward by delegations today and distribute them to

d~.egations for t~eir further consideration. I should lik~, if possible, for

us to have further meetings of this kind for the purpose of having more

consultations in order that all of the bodies in the disarmament field may be

able to play their due role.

Mr. SUH (Republic of Korea): On behalf of the delegation of the

Republic of Korea, I would like to thank you for cl;)nvening this special

meeting of the First Committee to review the Secretary-General's report "New

dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the pest-cold-war era"

(A/C.1/4717) •

As the title of the report implies, this new era of world history has

provided us with new opportunities and new hope for ptogress in the field of

arms control and disarmament. Clearly, as the Secretary-General pointed out

in his statement before this Committee at the 18th meeting, disarmament is one

of the foundation-stones for a peaceful. world. However, we must also

recognize that laying this most essential foun~ation-stone successfully will

require the sincere cooperation of each and every member of the international

community.

Conversely, if no country is willing to overlook self-interest ~or the

benefit of all, if rhetoric and empty words are used in place of genuine

commitment, then our task will amount to nothing mOre than an exercise in

futility. If long-held positions developed during the cold war do not adapt
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to this vastly different period in history, if fresh perspectives and

objective viewpoints are not allowed to influence the work of the

Organization, then our efforts are doomed from the very outset.

Given the critical - and perhaps fleeting - nature of this opportunity,

the Secretary-Generalis recent reports are timely and significant. "New

dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the post-COld war era"

(A/C.l/47/7) and "An Agenda for Peace" (A/47/277) have provided an effective

impetus in initiating the adjustments necessary for the United Nations to

succeed in a world completely different from that of only a few years ago.

In his report on arms control and disarmament, the Secretary-General has

provided us with several thought-provoking concepts - integration,

globalization and revitalization - which deserve our full consideration.

First, he has broadened the concept of international security by

highlighting the links between disarmament and peace and security on the one

hand and socio-economic progress on the other. As the report affirms,

"Disarmament, the structuring,of a new system of international relations

and improving economic conditions should be regarded as complementary

measures and••• should be implemented in a coordinated manner."

(A/C.l/47/7. para. 10) •

This focus on the relationship between the underlying causes of

instability and arms build-ups is long overdue. Consequently, we welcome the

emphasis in the report on the integration between peace and security and the

structuring of a new system of international cooperation.

Secondly, the Secretary-General has recogniz~d the importance of regional

arrangements as appropriate networks for implementing arms control and

'1
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ccnfidence-building measures. As we have witnessed all too often, the welcome
end of the cold war has unleashed a barrage of regional conflicts throughout

the world, leaving new threats to the fledgling opportunities for peace.

Therefore, regional approaches should be further st=engthened, with the

example set by the major military Powers now followed by the international

community. We fully share the view of the Secret.ary-General that regional and

subregional approaches can enhance the process of global arms reduction.

Indeed, the significance of the regional approach not only can but should be

placed on a par with that of the traditional global approach.

In the concluding section of his report, the Secretary-General focused

with foresight on new problems which he labels "post-disarmament issues",

particularly the "new machinery". We believe tha~ in the light of the many

implications whic~ these emerging issues have for present and future

disarmament efforts, they deserve to be fully considered by Member States as
soon as possible.

The ball is now in the court of Member States. My delegation fully

shares the view that "the time has come to proceed from exploratory

discussions to practical actions" (A/C.l/47/7, para. 45), bearing in mind that

the United Nations should be a place, not of deadlock, but of hope and

inspiration.

In this regard, suggestions for review of tea issue of arms control and

disarmament in the post-cold-war era in a more comprehensive context on

appropriate occasions merit our positive consideration, particUlarly in the
light of the Secretary-General's report.
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Mr. WISNUMQRTI (Indonesia): First of all, my delegation would like

to thank the Secretary-General for his important statement introducing his

report entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the

post-cold-war era". I also wish to thank Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky

for his interesting statement earlier in this meeting.

My delegation has read with care and interest the report of the

Secretary-General on new dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the

post-cold-war era, which was submitted during Disarmament Week. We have noted

the numerous proposals contained therein. Their implementation will have

far-reaching ramifications for all Member States. Hence, they warrant careful

scrutiny in the broader context of promoting our collective endeavours for

disarmament and security. For that reason, my delegation wishes to offer some

preliminary observations while reserving more detailed comments for a later

stage.

My delegation fully agrees that a more effective strategy is needed to

begin the process of reduction and elimination of armaments and of

progressively strengthening international security. Undeniably, this is a

complex, many-faceted relationship, and impinges directly on the problems of

harmonizing the most fundamental and sensitive preoccupations with the most

vital long-term interests of the global community. It can be highlig~ted,

I

first, by acknowledging that arms build-up, the emergence of new wea~ons

systems, and the refinement of existing systems and their proliferation have

led to rivalry, tension and apprehension. Secondly, progress in disarmament

would vastly increase the scope for international cooperation, particular~y in

fostering political and economic relations, and reinforce respect for the

principles of national inde,?endence and sovereignty, equality and the right of

I,
f
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natiQns tQ determine their Qwn destiny. Thirdly, disarmament WQuld alsQ

facilitate th~ attaiument Qf sQlutiQns tQ a number Qf critical prQblems, at

the CQre Qf which is the interrelatiQnship Qf security, disarmament and

development.

PrQgress in disarmament is thus a sine gua nQn for strengthening security

in all its aspects, including the nQn-military ones. CQnversely, the question
Qf security, in the narrQw sense Qf the term, lies at the very heart Qf the
disarmament prQcess, and that relatiQnship is largely determined by the

intensity and pervasiveness that has lQng characterized the arms race.

One way out of this seemingly viciQUS circle is tQ have bQth disarmament
and internatiQnal security addressed simultaneQusly. Specific steps in Qne
field WQuld cQnstitute a prerequisite for specific steps in the Qthar.

Parallelism and cOQrdination Qf measures in both these fields represent the,
only lQgical and practical means to seek a solution to this problem. Such an
approach does not, and cannot, imply any rigidity, for certain disarmament,
measures may not necessarily require simUltaneous measures of a pQlitic~l or

legal nature in order to strengthen international security. However, there

are other disarmament measures that cannot be given effect without

commensurate political and legal arrangements to strengthen security. The

more far-reaching and the more militarily significant the disarmament measures
are, the more need there is to coordinate them with measures to strengthen
international security.

The interrelationship of disarmament and international security

constitutes the very basis of many of the problems concerning progress in arms

reductions and the maintenance of peace and security. Ultimately,' the crux of

the problem is to agree on modalities to ensure the security of States at
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We dQ nQt share the view that issues Qf so-called strategic stability and

(Mr. Wispumurti. IndQnesia)

verificatiQn pQse formidable problems for nuclear disarmament. While nuclear

tl::;:+~:-...r.''-'-lIn.7.''__!ll!!l!!M'!'':'Z

1
i

~ent and

~rtL IndQnesia)

" the questiQn

Lening security

leart Qf the

)uld alsQ

~rQblems, at

, by the

race.

h disarmament

teplil in Qne

othe'r.

~resent the
~

lem. Such an
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?olitical Qr

doctrines have lost their relevance and applicability in the post-co1d-war

era, decisive prQgress has been achieved in the field of verification,

prQvisions for which are nQW included so as to ensure compliance with

agreements. We Deed only recall that the conclusion of a cQmprehensive

test-ban treaty has been stymied owing tQ the lack of political will, rather

than tQ questiQns of verification, which have long been resolved as a result

of technQlQgica1 capabilities.

As a signatory tQ the Treaty on the NQn-Pro1iferatiQn of Nuclear WeapQns

(NPT), IndQnesia recQgnizes the crucial need to maintain a viable regime for

nQn-pro1iferatiQn despite its shQrtcQmings and asymmetrical obligations. But,
lver, there

also, we cannot be obliviQUS to the failure of SQme depositary States
It

'ity. The

l1llent measures

;trenqthen

ity

faithfully to fulfil the obligations undertaken in the Treaty. Rence, rather

than extending the Treaty unconditionally and indefinitely, its longevlty

shQuld be determined by a fresh appraisal of its functioning, especial1~ in

the areas of availability Qf nuclear materials, equipment and technoloqy for

peaceful purpQses Qn an assured basis.

The report alsQ calls for multilateral disarmament aqreements to be

gress in arms

,- the crux of

tates at

implemented at the qlobal, reg;Qnal and subreqional l~vels. IndO;j~sia

believes that these approaches should complement and reinforce one another.

Progress at each level would contribute to the enhancement of the security of

all States. Yet disarmament effQrts in ~4e regiQn cannQt be divorced from
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disarmament efforts in other regions, as well as from global efforts,

especially those involving the major Powers. At the same time, efforts

towards the ultimate objective of general and complete disarmament cannot

simply be regionally compartmentalized, with each region deciding on what can

or cannot be achieved, since such an approach could distort global disarmament

efforts and might result in imbalance in security, both for the States within

a regíon and in relation to States outside the region.*

The report calls for greater involvement by the Security Council in

disarmament questions and cites in that context the relevant provisions of the

Charter. But it conspicuously omits reference to Article 11 of the Charter

concerning the General Assembly's role in the formulation of principIes

governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments.

All Member States have a vital interest in the success of disarmament

negotíations and a duty to contribute to effor~s to limit armaments. To aur

profound dismay, however, the Conference on Disarmament has so far been

prevented from effectively discharging its responsibilities on the items that

have been accorded the highest priority. It can no longer be reduced to a

body for mere debates on nuclear issues; rather, the Conference on Disarmament

should open negotiations with the participation of ~ll nuclear-weapon States

on questions concerning nuclear disarmament. /
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Finally, the Non-Aligned Movement has approached the questions of Secr
/

disarmament and security on the basis of certain fundamental premises. First,
J

the abjective of seeking unilateral security through armaments is a dangerous

* Mr. Suh (Republic o~ Korea), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.

supp
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collective responsibility of all nations.
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Second, political objectives can no longer be achieved by militaryillusion.

A/C.1/47/PV.29
100

These premises were emphatically affirmed at the Tenth Summit Conference

means. Third, the build-up of military power undermines rather rnan

strengthens security. Fourth, neither qualitative improvements nor

to absolute security. Fifth, security cannot be pursued at the cost of other

countries, but rather should be pursued in concert with them. Sixth, a

quantitative additions to weapons have reduced a State's vulnerability or led

of non-aligned countries, held in Jakarta last September. Based on these

the States within

global disarmament

~y Council in

snumurti • Indonesia)

L of the Charter

ime, efforts

ciding on what can

rmament cannot

.1 efforts,

: provisions of the

: principles
considerations, many non-aligned countries are committed to the effective

of disarmament

maments. To our

so far been

on the items that

e reduced to a

nee on Disarmament

ar-weapon States

!stions of

implementation of collective security provisions as enshrined in the Charter.

The changed, and changing, international environment presents

unprecedented possibilities, as well as challenges, for cooperation between

nations. The need to integrate disarmament and security, the globalization of

disarmament efforts and the revitalization of those efforts dealt with in the

report, are among those new poss~blities. My delegation will explore the

various proposals and approaches that are likely to contribute to the

collective interests of all States.

Let me conclude by stating that the Bulgarian proposal to have the

Secretary-General's report circulated as a separate publication deserves our

premises. First,

:s is a danqerous

support.

Chair.
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Mr. AZIKIWE (Nigeria): The Nigerian delegation welcomes the

Secretary-General's report on "New dimensions of arms regulation and

disarmament in the post-cold-war era". The document complements the

presentation in "An Agenda for Peace"l particularly as it focuses on

disarmament l a key element in any consideration of matters relating to

international peace and security.

Disarmament has always enjoyed prominence in any political security

organization. It is a vital element in confidence-building and it is a tool

in building and securing peace. Although the cold war has endedl many of the

weapons accumulated during that era still exist and are still exported and

used in many regional conflicts.

Nigeria believes that disarmament should not only continue to enjoy

preminence l but its unique and distinct character should be maintained and

strengthened. Indeed l more than at any other time l those priority items

identified in the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament have more relevance and should be vigorously pursued at the

national l regional and global levels in order te achieve the ultimate goal of

a safe and more secure world.

In the pursuit of this objective, we should continue to focus on weapons

of mass destruction, especially nuclear weapons. We should move decisively to

achieve a comprehensive test-ban treaty. This will ensura the continuad

viability of the non-proliferation Treaty regime.

Attention should also be devoted to conventional weapons, particularly

the transfer of such arms to areas of tension and conflicto Arms producers

have a moral obligation te restrain themselves in the sales of arms. Positive

elements in international relations in the last five years have raised
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questions about the way international diplomacy is conducted. In particular,

questions are being raised about the viability and vitality of disarmament

machinery established during the cold war era. Nigeria believes that,

ile the machinery of disarmament could re fine-tuned to reflect post-cold war

developments, care should be taken not to unravel this machinery. We believe

that the Committee should be given an opportunity to deliberate in detail on

any change proposed in the machinery of disarmament.

The cost of peace is enormous, but it is insignificant compared with the

cost of war. Disarmament is an instrument for peace. Hence any expenditure

on disarmament should be seen as a peace investment. That is why the Nigerian

delegation strongly calls for adequate funding of disarmament-related matters

such as regional confidence-building measures and projects directed at

non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.

Mr. CHANDRA (India): As a country which has always been in the

forefront of the cause of disarmament, India will give serious consideration

to the report of the Secretary-General. We greatly appreciate his effort in

focusing on this issue in the context of the post-cold-war era. We would also

like to thauk U~der-Secretary-Genera1Petrovsky for his presentation and

presence.

There are many elements in the report that immediately commend

themselves. Among these are:

First, the thought that, despite the end of the cold war, disarmament is

still relevant to international security as the world remains a dangerous

place.

Second, the idea that all States should be ~n~aged in the process of

disarmament.

!
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Third, global and regional approaches have ~ role in arms control, but

the types of proposals adopted in one region are not necessarily applicable to

another. In this context ~1e need to take note of the specific characteristics

and security concerns of each region. We must also exercise due care in the

definition of regions.

Fourth, the goal before us should be no less than the complete

elimination of nuclear weapons, and there should be a comprehensive ban on

nuclear testing with that end in mind. In fact, that is why India has always

urged a negotiating mandate for the Conference on Disarmament in this regard.

Fifth, there is the continued importance and relevance of multilateral

negotiating processes.

Sixth, there are concerns expressed on problems relating to arms

transfers

An even greater concern is, in our view, the nex~s ·~.n illegal arms

transfers and State-sponsored terrorist activities direete6 against other

countries. Terrorism, especially of this kind, has today emerged as a

disturLing threat to the stability and ~ccurity of States. Regional

disarmament can only come to full fruition if all States concern6~ fulfil

their obligations under international law and ~efrain from organizing,

instigating, assisting or participating in terrorist acts against other States.

I'~ regard to the a~~roaches to controlling p~cliferation, we are of the

view that such controls should not divide the world into haves and have-nots.

It is for this reason that we havF advocated that rather than just extending

the non-proliferation Treaty indefinitely and unconditioaally, we s~ould

r- 5..: 1 and improve it, making it more equitable between nuclear-weapcn
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S~ates and non-nuclear-weapons States and thus turning it into an instrument

for achieving the complete elimination of nuclear weapons ldading to a

nuclear-weapon-fraf ~d ~vn-vio1ent world.

As of now, disarmament is not on the agenda of the Security Council.

Before considering any expansion of its agenda, we should ensure that any

decision emanating from the Copnci1 should reflect a consensus of the United

Nations membership. It is for this reason that we have been calling for

priority to be giveu to the democratization of the Security Council and othe~

United Nations organs. The CouDcil must enjoy the confidence of the entire

United Nations membership, for only then will its actions carry credibility.

These are only preliminary comments. Tl.'l:! report contains many ideas with

far-reaching implications. We therefore need to address it with much greater

study and attention. After further deliberati~n, I think it will be

worthwhile to discuss the report in depth in the various disarmament forums

and amongst interested parties and groupings. ~ would therefore support the

proposal made by the representative of China, who called for the compilation,

and distribution in a document, of the many valuable suggestions and ideas

expressed here today.
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Mr. ERRERA (France) (interpretation from French): As the

representative of the United Kingdom spoke earlier in the meeting on behalf of

the European Community and its member States, I did not intend to speak.

However. in view of the great substance of the speeches that have been made

since then and the content of some of them I wish to make a few brief comments.

First. we are aware of the usefulness and soundness of this debate and of

the extent to which it demonstrates the vitality of the First Committee and

the extreme clairvoyance of its Chairman. I think the debate has also

demonstrated the responsibility felt by Member States and their determination

to respond appropriately to the changes which we are witnessing. From that

point of view. we can _.,ly welcome the fact that the Secretary-General's

report. his introduction of it here and the statement made earlier in the

meeting by the Und~r-Secretary-Generalfor Political Affairs have stimulated

reflection on this matter by all ~f us. We are very grateful to Mr. Petrovsky

for devoting such a large part of his very full agenda to our work.

I shall not dwell on the substance of the suggestions and ideas contained

in the Secretary-General's report as it would be premature to do so; I want

merely to say a word about our objective, as we see it, and about the ways and

means of achieving it.

In our view. the objective is to ensure that this movement of reflection,

restructuring and reform necessitated by the new elements in the internationaY

security situation proceeds in an orderly, transparent and realistic fashion.

Disarmament certainly is not what it used to be. It is not isolat~d from

reality - abstract and without substance - as in the past. Disarmament has

become a reality and must therefore, to an ever greater extent. take account

of new parameters. new aspects, including the non-·proliferation of weapons of

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



-I
I

,ehalf of

k.

made

comments.

e and of

e and

ination

that

's

the

l1ated

~trovsky

lntained

want

rays and

.action,

.ationaJ:

shion.

0d from

has

count

ons of

AlC.1I47/PV.29
107

(Mr. Errera, France)

mass destruction, confidence-building measures, transparency and regional

security. These are all part and parcel of our common intellectual heritage,

and we cannot but welcome the fact that last year the General Assembly, in

resolution 46/36 L, entrusted to, respectively, the Secretariat and the

Conference on Disarmament various distinct but complementary tasks concerning

transparency in the field of armaments.

The question is how the competent bodies now in existence can be

intelligently organized to achieve that objective. It is obvious that various

bodies competent in the field of disarmament have already given the matter

some thought. The Disarmament Commission started to reform its methods of

work two years ago, and last year we began to see the fruits of that reform.

The Secretary-General, in his report, has put forward a number of new

ideas. The First Committee has begun to rationalize its work and I think we

should welcome this. Once again I wish to thank Ambassador Elaraby for

convening the meet. J5 of the "Friends of the Chairman", for a friendly and

useful exchage of ideas.

As everyone knows, the Conference on Disarmament, having successfully

achieved a Convention on che prohibition of chemical weapons, has embarked on

a process of reflection on and reform of its agenda, membership and methods of

work. As the Chairman of the Conference said a few days ago, there is no

doubt that this is an important process. We believe that, when the time

comes, decisions taken by the Conference will be brought to the attention of

the Secretariat.

I am also mindful of the fact that, ~~ has been said many times, the

Security Council held a Summit Meeting on 31 January last and defined a number

of totally new ideas in the field of disarmament and non-proliferation.

I
I
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It seems to us that these various processes must be developed. The world

has become more diversified, less centralized, and that is another reason for

avoiding any concept that is too global or too abstract, as well as any risk

of excessive centralization that would disregard this diversity. In other

words, we must take care to ensure· that this important and n~cessary reform

movement succeeds. In an ideal world we would have time to achieve that end.

But, as the Ambassador of Mexico said this morning, we are short of time and,

therefo~e, cannot reasonably envisage a process such as the one that in the

past led to special sessions of the General Assembly.
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We have no time, unfortunately, to decide on a fourth special

session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. We all know that

this requires time and effort, and that during such time we would have to

come to a number of quick decisions.

We shoul& therefore like to underscore two points. First, we

support the proposal of the representatives of Mexico and Pakistan that a

brief special session of the First Committee be held, in February or March

of next year, for the specific purpose of discussing these various

problelns and so that careful consideration might be given to all questions

before any decision is taken, and so that the decisions and opinions of

each one might be put forward and discussed as a basis for various

changes. Secondly, and in conclusion, I think that it would be useful for

the thought processes of those of us who are members of the Conference on

Disarmament if the Secretary-General's report were to be communicated to

the Conference on Disarmament as an official document, so that the

Conference might be able to take account of its important content in its

future decision-making process.

Mr. SERVAIS (Belgium) (interpretation from French): I should
I

like to say that I welcome the presence of the Under-Secretary-Genera1,

Mr. V1adimir Petrovsky, during the discussion of the Secretary-Generalis

report on arms regulation and disarmament and that we are very grateful to

the Chairman for having called this meeting.

While I am speaking i~ my personal capacity, I believe that it is my

duty, as President of the C?nference on Disarmament, to explain to the

First Committee the concerns which are felt by a number of the members of

the Conference on Disarmament regarding the rumours, opinions and views

I
f

f
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expressed confidentially on different occasions, during the exercise which

is going on now in the various bodies of the Secretariat relating to

disarmament in general and the relationship between the First Committee,

the Conference on Disarmament and the Disarmament Commission in particular.

As President of the Conference on Disarmament, 1 should like to

reaffirm its original status and exclusive competence as a negotiating

body. The Conference has paid special attention to the words

"rationalization and reorganization" because of their implications and

ramifications. It is well dware of the need to adapt our ambitions and

working methods to the evolving international situation. We also paid

great attention to the suggestions that the Chairman put forward last week

during the informal meeting of the Friends of the Chairman.

The question of the relationship between the various competent

bodies in the field of disarmament is of both political and technical

importance. We must bear in mind that each of our institutions has its

own specific powers and membership and its own decision-making machinery.

Careful consideration will doubtless demonstrate that the development of

proper machinery will ensure harmonious functioning. Let us make sure

that the gears are well oiled before we try to shift them. While we must

not remain prisoners to past patterns, at the same time it is essential

that we maintain and keep in working order the instruments that have

already proved their effectiveness. 1 believe that that i5 the thrust of

the message in the Secretary-General's important report on the new

dimensions of arms control and disarmament in this post-cold-war era.
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Mr. FQUATHIA (Algeria) (interpretation from French): First,

may I say how grateful my delegation is to the Secretary-General,

Mr. Boutros Boutros-Ghali, for his report entitled "New dimensions of arms

regulation and disarmament in the post-cold war-era", which was presented

to us during Disarmament Week this year.

I take this opportunity to express my delegation's gratitude to the

Chairman for having given us the opporcunity to have an exchange of views,

which I am sure will enable us to concentrate our thoughts and the debate

on the disarmament task facing us as a result of the new climate born of

the recent upheavals in the international community.

I also take this opportunity to welcome the presence among uS of Mr.

Petrovsky, Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs.

First, the Algerian delegation would like to welcome the efforts of

the Secretary-General to direct the action of the United Nations towards

concretization of the objectives inscribed in the Charter, and we should

like to assure him of our full support.

My delegation would like today to make a few preliminary remarks

about this report, it being understood that this document, which is very

important, is still being studied by various competent bodies in my

country.

As concerns form, we consider that this document is obviously an

innovative approach to the question of disarmament, which takes into

account some secondary aspects of the problem. This approach tends, to be

global to the extent that it tends to avoid compartmentalizing questions

which are obviously linked, as was the case up till now. Finally, this

approach has the merit of objectivity in the evaluation of the complex

data relating to disarmament.
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However, we feel that, in view of the importance of the field of

disarmament, we should certainly have preferred to see this document

published simultaneously with the report entitled "An Agenda for Peace",

failing its incorporation pure and simple into this report so as better to

reflect the correlation between the questions of disarmament and the

requirements of preventive diplomacy. Furthermore, this initiative of the

Secretary-General was made public at a certain stage of the First

Committee's work during the present session, which does not seem to us to

have taken into account all the practical considerations, such as the time

required for a wider exchange of views between the various interested

delegations. Finally, we would have wished for more time in which to give

very careful thought to such important aspects as those having to do with

disarmament and security.

Another observation on form that we should like to make today has to

do with the role of each of the competent bodies in the field of

disarmament. Thus, we note that the report advocates some measures which

run counter to the work of the Conference on Disarmament, the single

multilateral disarmament negotiating forum having an agenda a~d a specific

negotiating mandate. It is up to the General Assembly to recommend to the

Conference a specific task, as can be seen in draft resolution

A/C.l/47/L.28/Rev.l, which was introduced yesterday by Ambassador Servais

of Belgium.*
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As to the substance, this report seems to contain a nUrnberof idea~ with

relationship between the problems in this field and questions of a political

disarmament should be integrated into the agenda for peace and international

security whi~h the Secretary-General made at the same time as he stressed the

which we agree in so far as they offer a promise of success in the field of
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eem to us to We also share his concern about the threat from weapons of mass

h as the time destruction, the risk of weapons proliferation and increased military

terested expenditures, which are sometimes attributable to legitimate security needs

ItIhich to give that have not been met in some parts of the world. On the other hand, the

;J to do with solutions being advocated need further clarification.

We also think that it would be an illusion to try to base a just and

:oday has to lasting peace on as shaky a foundation, as problematic a notion as the

of imposition of peace. For our part, we consider that for peace to be lasting,

lsures which it should rather be the result of a freely negotiated process, and this holds

single true for disarmament measures too.

Id a specific Concerning the globalization of disarmament, we are also convinced that-

rnmend to the the United Nations may be called upon to play a particular role in promoting,

at the regional level, conditions favouring specific disarmament'~easures,

dor Servais given that such measures cannot be viewed in isolation from the world context

and even less so in isolation from the destructive capacity of the weapons in

question. As each region has its own special features, these must be taken

into account in any assessment, particularly if the purpose is to highlight

the adverse effects caused much more by stockpili~g weapons of mass

destruction than by accumulating conventional weapons.
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Speaking of revitalizing the task of disarm&nent, we are rather inclined

to think that, even if sorne multilateral legal instruments in this field have

allowed a degree of stability to be achieved, oth~rs, unfortunately, seem to

have sanctioned sorne de facto imbalances in the obligations of the parties and

in addition even seem to ignore sorne undertakings that were freely ente red

into at the outset.

Concerning weapons of mass destruction, we should note that the bilateral

negotiating process, even if it has enabled sorne cuts to be made in the main

arsenals, has unfortunately not yet involved other nuclear Powers. Further,

these initiatives should, in our view, be strengthened by prohibiting all

nuclear tests as an additional measure to block the development of new weapons

systems. Even though moratoriums are measures li;cely to open, gradually, the

way towards a total nuclear-test ban, they cannot, in our view, be a

substitute for concluding a binding legal instrument in this area, a legal

instrument which must, first and foremost, be verifiable.

As to the Conventions on chemical and on biological weapons, they seem to

us to be elements that are supplementary rather than necessary to the efforts

to solve the problem of all weapons of mass destruction, including the nuclear

weapons which must have pride of place in the negotiations.

The struggle to prevent weapons proliferation cannot be seen as a

priority objective unless we intend to wage it rigorously and with no

exceptions, as the report so rightly stresses. In terms of nuclear

non-proliferation, we aroe obliged to remar k - to cur regret - that none of the

fundamental elements of the problem has been mentioned. This is why we want

there to be further consideration of this matter, to enable .us to take into

account all the aspects of the problem.
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Wp think that :t will be difficult, in respect of arms t~ansfers, to

establi.sh, without prejudicing the legitimate security of States, objer,:t;'ve

indices to make it possible to measure a level above which transfers become

excessive, and even more difficul~ to establish what body would be entitled to

make that determination.

As to transparency in the fi&ld of armaments. the same criticisms I

mentioned in respect of arms transfers apply, wit~ the additional difficulty

that efforts aimed at non-proliferation may be th~arted. This, unfortunately,

could leap to measures being adopted that reek of injustice, not to mention

all that that would entail as infringements on the sovereignty of States.

The operation of the planned arms transfer Register cannot be effectively

guaranteed without universal, honest and effective participation which would

encompass all arms-related aspects and all categories of weapons. Only in

this way will real openness and transparency achi&ve their true goal, that of

building confidence, at regional level to begin ~ith a~d taking into account

the features peculiar to each region, and then at the wo~ld level.

In speaking about the individual role of the various United Nations

bodies in a field as complex as that of disarmament, I must reaffirm Algeria's

cou~itment to respect for the prerogatives of each of the bodies; this role

must be reflected, in our opinion, in a careful balance which would

nevertheless tage into account the iffiportant role of the General Assembly.

Turning t~1 realities and priorities, I hardly think it necessary to

recall that our assessment is also shared by the J?erwhelming majority of

States: we continue to believe that the realities of intern~tional life have

~ us to take into not fundamentally ~hanged and that the prioritie~ in ~~got, s in the field

7
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of disarmament are the same as those established in 1978 during the first

special session of the General Assembly devoted tL disarmament.

In conclusion, I should like to tell you, M~' Chairman, that my

delegation is of the opinion that an open-ended g:0:1P of interested States

should be set up around the office of Chairman of the First Committee with the

main task of seeing what should be done to foll~w up this important document,

which requires our thorough consideration and rat~er frequent exchanges of

view~ to enable us to develop new ideas in th~.s area using all the means at

our disposal.

1he CHAIRMAN: We have now heard the last speaker inscribe~ on the

list of speakers for this ;;pecial meeting of the First Committee devoted to

the consideration of the Secretary-General's repc~t (A/C.1/47/7).

The meeting rose at 4.35~.
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