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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 SECRETARY-
GENERAL ISSUED 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 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-coid-war era" (A/C.1/747/7).

The first speaker is the Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs,
Mr. Vladimir Petrovsky, on whom I mow 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 point in the work of the Committee, I should like again to draw
the attentior of representatives to the report "New dimensions of arms
regulaticn and disarmament in the post-cold-war era" (A/C.1/47/7), which was
recently presented to the Committee by the Secretary-Gemeral. 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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In the field of disarmament we face a twin challenge of problems and
structure. The answer to the substantial part of this challenge is the triple
concept in the report: integration, globalization and revitalization.

To achieve genuine d;sarmament, 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 concerans. The conflict
resolution efforts - preventive diplomacy, peacemaking, peace-keeping and
peace-building, should go rand 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 chemical 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 requlation and disarmament. The existing
system of agreements and treaties form a solid basis for further achievements.

As for the challenge of structure, the Secretary-General raised in his
report some important and urgent issues, which in my opinion should be
addressed by the Committee. 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
revitalization may be particularly helpful in this respect. As a practical
example, I should like to refer to the work of the 1978 special session of the
General Assembly ondisarmament apd the papers presented there,

It was once said ﬁhat the documents 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 that it contains a wealth of
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jdeas whose time may finally have come. Not only are the documents of the
session of considerable importance, Lut so are the annexes,

While comsidering the larger gquestion 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 integratioan. The
number of draft resolutions submitted for approval has slso 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 multilateral 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 2ifairs 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. 1In 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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In my opinion, the focus of the Committee's efforts in the changing world
should be to concentrate on the substance of disarmament and internaticnal
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 regiornal comnflicts 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 beéinning
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 notkyet
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 problems in the field of arms regulatioh:énd

~ disarmament.
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~1ll our aims and priorities as set forth in the report of the
Secretary-General are practical and achievable. It can be said that as long
as history has been recorded human beings have fought each other. Let
philosophers argue whether aggressivemess 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 inte
non-violent channels, and in international politics one of the most important
means of reducing violence in inter-State relations is arms regulation aad
disarmament - one of the major aims of the United Natioms.

I strongly hope that the representatives in the First Committee, who are
actually the best of the disarmament ezperts in our world today, will be able‘
to find the solutions to the urgent issues we are facing today in this
changing world.

T HAIRMAN: I am sure that the Committee will reflect upon the
Under-Secretary-General's statement, and will fully share the views he has
expressed.

Sir Maichael WESTON (United Kingdom): The European Community and its
member States would like to thank the Secretary-Gemeral for his report
entitled "New dimensions of arms requlation 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. Chairmam, in welcoming

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

for his statement, which will be studied with great interest.



A/C.1/47/PV.29
7

{(Sir Michael Weston, United Kingdom)

As we made clear in our contribution to the general debate on 12 October,
we share the Secretary-Geneval's view 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 - partiéularly thanks to the ending of the cold war -
new uncertainties and challengés have appeared in the armed conflicts raging
in a depressing number of parté of the globe. This underscores the
Secretary-General's contentiog that disarmament remains centrally relevant to
the intermnatiocnal agenda.

The Secretary—Gené;alboffered a pertinent perspective with his three key
words - integration, globalization ard revitalization., We should like teo
reflect briefly oa these.

First, integration. It is very true that many problems of the world are
interrelated. Security is indivisible and has many components. Disarmament
matters affect, and are affected by, political and economic facters.
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
place recently, we agree with the Secretary-General that there is greater
scope for integrating disarmament and arms requlation isssues into the broader
structure of the international peace and security agenda.

Thus, in addition to existing efforts to achieve increased securiLy at
the lowest possible level of armaments, we need to give renewed emphasis to:
the peaceful settlement of conflicts, in particular at the régional level; the
need to curb the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, ?hich is a
threat to interamational peace and security> as stressed by the éecurity

Council om 31 January this year; and the growing importance of
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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 utilizing the appropriate expertise. This leads us to the
concept of globalization: we completely share the Secretary-Gemeral's view
that all States should be genuinely engaged in the process of disaramament.

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.1/47/7, para. 15)
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.1/47/7, para. 15)

In sum, our view is that glcbalization implies giving appropriate weight Lo
unilaterxal actions, to bilaceral agreements and to multilateral arrangements
at both regienal and global levels. |

The concliusion of the chemical weapons Convention is the most rqcent/
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 the process of nuclear disarmament.

The 154 States parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear



A/C.1/47/PV.29
9-10

(8ir Michael Weston. United Kingdom)
Weapons are preparing for the 1995 Conference, which should lead, as the
Secretary-General stressed, to the indefinite extension of that vital Treaty.

The United Nations has established the Register of Conventional Arms aed
is committed to considering modalities for its early expansicn. We look
forward to full participation in the Register by Member States.

The Couference on Disarmament hes begun to address the meaans of
increasing transparency in armaments and transfers ¢f high technclegy with
military applications. We should build on this firm foundatiza. It is for
each ard every one of us to play his full part,

Revitalization: recent breakthroughs in all aspects of arms control and
disarmament - bilateral, global and regicnal - have created a real P
determination to comtinue the process effectively. We must now ensure that we
have the tceols to build on “hat success. In this regard, major developments

1

are occurring in the United Nations system.
~

Witk its historic Summit Meeting of 31 January 1952, the Securi;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 managéhent of
crises and the enforcement of international norms relating toithe

-
non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.
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The Genmeral 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 te 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. With 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 security.
In order to enable it fully to assume its responsibilities, we support an
early enlargement of the membership, which would more adequately reflect the
level of interest in its work om the part of the international 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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As the Secretary-General's report makes clear, much hard work lies
ahead. All of us should do our utmost to 2nsure that the goals of the
international community highlighted by the Secretary-Gemeral 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 té
“"An Agenda for Peace" (A/47/277). It offers the prospect of real solutions 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 prometing a
system of global cooperative security.

In the field of non-proliferation, arms control and disarmamexnt, the
Canadian Government strongly supports the central thesis of the report, that
three key themes - integration, globalization and revitalization - are the
foundation-stones of an intensified international effort to emhance the
effectiveness of arms control and disarmament. In particular, we echo the
assertion - as the representative of the United Kingdom, speakin;-on behalf of
the Twelve, has just done - that the process Sf arms limitation and
disarmament is the business of every State. Likewise, we echo the agreement

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

continues to be centrally relevant to international peace ard security.
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We agree in principle with the concept that disarmament and inspection
procedures play an important part in the field of peace enforcemeat. 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 sse 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 Gffice for Disarmament Affairs in
supporting regiomnal approaches to disarmament and in putting into operation
the United Natioas Register of Conventional Arms. As I stated in my statement
in the general debate on 15 October, Canada believes that the United Natioms
has an important role te play in promoting informal mechanisms for Qialogue., .
particularly in regions or subregions where institutional frameworks for such
discussions are not yet fulliy 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 wifice for Disarmament Affairs, at the Tenth Dnited

.
Nations Pledging Conference for the World Disarmament Campaign. Participating
Member States will zecall that this year a trend of the past few years towards

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

50 per cent from the previous year‘'s total.
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We wholeheartedly agree with the Secretary-General's observation that
transparency in armaments and other confidence-building measures are an
important trend to encourage and that the United Nations Register of
Conventional Arms is an important practical step. We particularly welcome the
Secretary-General's assurance that the United Nations will do all it cam to
make the Register a success. including, we assume, ensuring that sufficient
resources are devoted to it. For our part, Canada has consistently and
actively supported the concept of transparency in armaments. We intend to
work actively to ensure tha: as many States as possible comply fully with the
arms Register, providing both data and information by the due-date of April
19903,

Despite positive developments in recent years, we recognize that the
proliferation of technology and equipment capable of making weapons of mass
destruction continues to be a source of instability’anql 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_fesponq
quickly and continue to focus on two key approaches. The first is to confi;m
and strengthen existing global instruments - the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriolegical
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons, to name two - including alsc such tasks as
signing ard ratifying the chemical weapons ‘Convention, concluding a
comprehensive nuclear-test-nan treaty, and developing further and, whera
possible, harmonizing export controls on sensitive technologies. Th>» spcond
approach is to develop and apply;regional arms control regimes linking glebal

and specific regional measures as required.
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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 NPT must be extended indefinitely and
unconditionally.

The proposal to examine the role of private international arms dealers
and their connection to the burgeoning probiem of international arms transfers
is noted with interest. It is disturbing tc 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 our 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 Disarmament.
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In Canada's view, the lole of the First Committee, a global deliberative
body, is to identify priorities om the multilateral arms control and
disarmament agenda, to spotlight issues and to build support and momentum,
that is, to expand the comnon 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 steps which the international

community can take towards the achievement of the broader goals or anorms,
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I turn to the United Nations Disarmament Comnission, 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, oI 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 for Disarmament Affairs as the focal point of a
revitalized United Nations role in multilateral arms control and disarmament.
Therefore, Canada particularly welcomes the commiiment given by you, Mr.
Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky, in his statemeatr here toda;, to the
strengthening of the Office for Disarmament Affairs so that“ié can indeed
serve as such a focal poiat.

With regard specifically to the First Committee, we clearly ueed 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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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 Disarmament 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 toc much time to engage in general debate, but - without
more advance preparation by delegations - too liittle 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 haviny the Conference on
Disarmament take on the role of a permaneant review and supervisory body for

some existing multilateral arms control and disarmament agreements. In our
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view, the focus of the Conference on Disarmament tshould not be diverted away
from being the sole body in the United Nations 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. 1In
Canada's view our reform process - including any inter-session mechanism which
might be develcped - 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 issvue.

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 most welcome.

Mr. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico)(interpretation from 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 is embarking on a collective quest
in the field of disarmament following decades of bipolar confrontation. In
that quest we should identify the problems and the multilateral structure to
try to resolve them. We must also endeavour to make our interventions brief

and our discussion concrete on these subjects, both today and in the future,
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Since its establishmeunt 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 weapons of mass destruction and general and complete disarmament under
effective international control. With the passage of time we succeeded in
strengthening the United Nations Secretariat in the field of disarmament and
the General Assembly at its special sessicn 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 Commission and the First
Committee of the General Assembly. A few years ago the Disarmament Commission
began a process of reform, and the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva is now
examining its role as the single multilateral negctiating forum, in the light
of the conclusion of the Convention on the elimination of chemical weapcns.

Moreover, with the end of the cold war and the change of
Secretary-General, the United Nations is trying to adapt to the new
international reality. The Summit Meeting of the Security Council on 31
January last and the report of the Secretary-Gemeral entitled "An\Agenda for
Peace" (A/47/277) are clear signs of that process of adaptation, as is the
report of the Secretary-Generél_entitled "New dimensjions of arms regulation
and disarmament in the post-cold-war : ~a" (A/C.1/47/7), which should be
carefully considered, since it points in new directions, 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.
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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
was at the special session of the General Assembly in 1978, and it may be
appropriate to convene another special session. That will take time, and time
is precisely what is lacking row. That is why we have star?ed to talk of the
possibility of holding a brief resumed session of the Firs:¢ Committee in
February or March. "Brief" should be understood to mean about five days. The
purpose of the session would be to examine the functions and interrelationship
of the various disarmament forums as well as proposals to change the structure
of the Secretariat in this area. There should be an oper and detailed
exchange of opinions in order to achieve agreement on wha: we expect of the

various forums and of the Secretariat in the field of disarmament.
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For this, it will be necessary to know in detail the opinions and intentiomns
of countries and of the ﬂfcretatia;;itself.

In conclusion, my delegation considers that the many achievements in the
Secretariat and 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 pr&gmatic'
approach to the present situation. Of course, no one can deiend all the
bureaucratic preserves and structures, but no one can deny that the United
Nations Secretariat has done good work in this fi=14, and to reduce it just
for the sake of reducing it would not make much sense. It is true that
East-West confrontation has disappeared, but the weapcons are still there.

They are still Leing produced, and they are still being sold., Our appreach ~
our starting point - may have changed since the cc” 1 war, but the goals remain
the same: to achieve a more secure and therefore less armed world.

Mr. PATOFALLIO (Finland): The delegation of Finland is grateful for
this opportunity to address the Secretary-General's recent repoit entitled
“New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the post-cold-war era"
(A/C.1/47/7). The report and the Secretary-Geueral's remarks at the meeting
of the First Committee on 27 October.(#/C.1/47/PV.18) constitute a timely cail
for a new look at the United Nations role in arms control and disarmament.
They have now been followed up by an important statement’ﬁy Mr. Petrovsky,
Under-éecretary—eeneral for Political Affairs, for which we thank him. 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.



A/C.1/747/BV.29
22

(Mr. Patockallio, Finland)
At the same time, it is important to note that with the end of

bipolarity, the traditional United Nations}disarmament agenda dominateri by
| j

i .
that same bipolarity is increasingly out of focus. In our view, the nsed for

incfeased United Nations involvement in arms control and disarmamexnt dues not
lie in the zealous pursuit of the o0ld agenda. It lies in getting to grips
with the new dimensions of the problem of overarm=ment. It lies ir. .Jdvessing
new kinds of threats and new kinds of opportunities. The break-up of the
rigid divisions between last, West and the non-aligned has created an
unparalleled opportunity for cooperation along new, issue-oriented lines.

As the Secretary-Gene:al cbserves, disarmament is an inherent part of
preventive diplomacy, peacemaking, :ace-keeping and post-conflict
peace-building. All of these 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 Natioﬁs peace enforcement. Disarmament and inspection
procedures play a direct role in the implementation of Security Council
resolution 687 (1991) concerning Iraq. Despite difficulties, the jcb is
getting done successfully. TIn our view, the activities of the United Nations
Special Commission could provide useful experience and guidance for further
innovation in the event that similar operations zre required by the

international cemmunity in the future.
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It is vital for the security of all Member States that the United Natioms
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-General's report contains valuable
thoughts on this complex issue.

In broader terms, there is a need to integrate discussion of the new
dimensions of disarmament with other major preoccupatic.s of the international
community, such as development, the enviromment and respect for humanitarianm -
law.

Discussion of the relationship between disarmament and development, £or
example, is more and more influenced by the levels of military versus social
spending in recipient countries., Military technology can also be used to'
support protection of the environment; 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 heed to
relate disarmament efforts to the rigorous implementation of international
humanitarian law.

The globalization of the bipolar confrontaticn stymied much of the

multilateral and regional =2fforts towards disarmament. Linkages abounded.
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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" approach to disarmament do.
As the Secretary-Geaneral aptly notes, the arqument advanced by some States
that the major military Powers should disarm first is too often used to avoid
practical disarmament measures.

The relentless accumulation of conventional weapons, whether through
transfers or local production, in regions of tenmsion requires much more
attention than heretofore. 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 Europea;\
experience in the context of the Conference on Security 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 institutions, We fully agree with the SecretaryTGene;al when
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 bocy 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 member. In our view, membership should be open to
all those who apply for it and demonstrate a willingness to make a
contribution. We thus noted with particular appreciation that the

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

Disarmament must be open to a larger number of States.
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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, open Conference on Disarmament in operation, 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 deliberative 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 ghe appropriate time might be
an option.

Building on past achievements is not only sersible, it is wvital. That is
nowhere more so than in the case of non-proliferaiion. 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 reminds us that all States should
adhere to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation bf Nuclear Weapons (NPT), and
that it should be extended indefinitely and unconditiénally in 1995. We
wholeheartedly agree. We also consider that all States should sign, ratify
and implement the Convention on chemical weapons. Prompt adherence is N
particularly important in those regions where chemnical weapons constitute a
clear threat to regional stability, even peace.

Multilateral export control regimes will be . necessary complement to

non-proliferation efforts for guite some time ahead. Finland fully subscribes
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to a number of them. This does not, in our view, uxclude a wider multilateral
dialogue on universally acceptable international norms or guidelines
concerning international transfers of high techno.ogy with military
applications,

The United Nations can facilitate non-proliferation and arms regulation
efforts. A start has been made. The United Nations already plays an
operational role in confidence-building in the bislogical weapons area. It
will be the custodian of the Register of Conventional Arms., With these
growing tasks, it is impor-.ant to assure adequate funding and staff for the

Office of Disarmament Affairs over the long term.
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We welcome Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky's statement just a moment
ago that it is the intention of the Secretariat to streangthen the Office of
Disarmament Affairs as a focal point in disarmament.

The Uanited Wations Special Commission has gained unique experience in
verification. It is important that, in view of these and other experiences,
the United Natiomns 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
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 disarmameat 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 Arabie): 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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The link belween disarnament and international peace and security, and
the importance of the pursuit of the globalization of commitment to
disarmament, as well ®s the necessity of reinforcing the exzisting machinery,
are matters that are worthy of comsideration. As the Secretary-General states
in his reports, we must exchange views on how to move forward to a more
profound examinatien of such issues,

The report puts forth a number of constructive proposals that command
consideration, of which I wish to cite the following as examples: reinforcing
the role of the Security Council in implementing disarmament and arms
regulation measures; follow up and monitoring of arms control and
peace-keeping by observer aid peacekeeping forces:; expansion of the role of
the United Nations in the avea of peace enforcement; a larger role for
regional organizations in the field of disarmament in order to facilitate the
task of the United Nations at the world lewvel in this respect, in addition to
the importance of transparency and arms transfer control,

All the abeve praposals are worthy of profound consideraticn in order to
determine the means by which the desired goal may be achieved. However, we
must stress, in this respect, that the key to success in achieving such a goal
resides, first amd foremost. im close consultation with the parties directly
oonreraed, in taking into astcount the odbjective c¢haracteristics and
circemstances of the regions in Juestion, in addition te complete objectivity
in implamentation, and eschewing selectivity as well as preferential or

dizcriminmzstory traatment.



A/C.1/747/PV. 29
28

(Mc, Khalil, kgypt)

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 om 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. Trarsforming military-oriented
industries into enterprises serving peaceful production together with the safe
destruction of the arms stockpiles represent indeed the major challgnge that
faces the international community and the developing countries in éarticular.
While we welcome the role of the United Nations in p;oviding technical
expertise in this respect, we have to try and define that role so ;hat 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 recognized as a

main component of national security.
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Mr. HYLTENTIUS (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 Indomesia 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 0ffice 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 disarmamént
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
testing and the goal of the completé elimination of nuclear weapons, his
statement that all States should adhere to the Nomn-Proliferation Treaty, and

his positive appraisal of the recently concluded Convention on chemical

weapons.
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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 secﬁrity 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 questiouns 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 poirt would be to make use of the
deliberating body of the United Nations - namely, its Disarmament Cqmmiséion -
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 Naéions 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 lock at
international private ‘'arms dealers'". He also stutes that

"it is both possible and necessary to impose stricter ;egulations on such

activities." (As/C.1/47/7 X i)

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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mention this in this context not only because these proposals are made by
those two countries and will affect one of the draft resolutions before the
First Committee: I mention them because they also illustrate the usefulness
of the Disarmament Commission as a forum for deliberations on issues that
concern the entire international community but ar: not yet ripe for
negotiations;

My delegation noted with great interest the section entitled "New
machinery” in the report of the Secretary-General. In our view, the present
machinery serves its purposes rather well. The difficulties in making
progress on disarmament issues have 1i!tle to do with the present machinery,
established by the Member States through the General Assembly. They have
their background in the international political situation, as we all know.
This does not mean, however, that we should not actively consider what could
be done to improve the machinery.

I have already referred to the Disarmament Commission. Its working
methods and agenda have recently been reformed with success, and éhere is no
reason to doubt that it will have an important function in the future too. I
have also given examples of two topical issues which should, in our view, be
included in its agenda in the next two years.

The Conference on Disarmament, through its President, is actively
involved in consultations regarding its agenda and membership and has for
several years continuously been reviewing its effective and improved
functioning. Furthermore, the recent conclusion of the chemical weapons
Convention was a great achievement of the Confercnce. The First Committee is
also involved in a process of considering its working methods under the

leadership of its Chairman.
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Several efforts are thus already being made "0 adopt the machinery to
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, I should like to express my

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

today. This is a very important meeting since it provides what might be the

N

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 a1 31 hope that he will apprise the Secretary-General of the results of our
discussion. The report, eantitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and
disarmament in the post-cold-war era", is an important document, and I believe
it is appropriate that its author has a clear understanding of how disarmament
specialists think about it. Xfter all, dialcjue is always more fruitful than
monologue.

’
The report is the first comprehensive document in which the
Secreta;y-General has presented his views on how arms-control and disarmament
efforts should proceed. It complements another important report which he
prepared on security issues: "An Agenda for Peace”. I sincerely app}eciate

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, &1d if the
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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 securit; are irdeed 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 conventiocnal arms. It is
gratify*~g to know that the Secretary-General shares this view.

With regard to revitalizatiown, I am obliged to commeant on secktion o of
chapter III, especially paragraph 36, because Japan has a stroag interest in
the question of trsnspareacy in armaments and the Un:ted Nztions Register of
Conventional Arms. Paragraph 36 states that: ~

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

available for this task." (A/C.1/47/7, para. 35)

.

I wish to state once 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 undarstanding is that, with this
contribution, the data-base system could be established and made aveilable for

the Registr to~~.
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At the initial stage, the Register can be operated and riaintained within
the existing resources cf the United Nations Secretariat if only the
Secretary-General recognir s it as an importamt tnask of the Organization and
gives it sufficient priority. I thereforz wholeheartedly welcome the
Secretary-General's assurance that the

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

and successful service for Member States." (A/C.1/47/7, para. 36)
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Japan fully supports the Secretary-General in his efforts to restructure
the Organization and to make it mére efficient. Within the context of these
efforts and within existing levels of the Organizacion's overall resources, we
tfust that the reorganized Office for Disarmament Affairs will be adequately
staffed to permit it not only to develop and operate the Register and the
disarmament database but also to carry out efficiently its other priority
tasks in the field of disarmament. In this connection, I 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), I have no obhjection to the Military
Staff Committee providing assistance to the Security Council, as called for in
the United Nations Charter. I 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 could in turn benefit from the aivice of the Conference, in
whose work the expertise of these military advisers is duly reflected. The
negotiations on the Convention banning chemical weapons, for e#ample, were
greatly enhanced by the input of these military staff members.

Lastly, I would like to note that the Conferznce 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 sane time the President of the
Conference, Mr. Servais of Belgium, together with Mr. Nunes Amorim of Brazil,
incoming President, has taken up the question of how the Conference might

adapt itself to the needs of the post-cold-war era and has started work.
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I take 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 the 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 conciuded its nsygotiations on the Convention
banning chemical wespons. 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) (interpretation 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
gnd disarmament in the post-cold war era" (A/C.1/47/7), and to express our
satisfaction that ir wil® e given due attention. 1In 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 our 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 undef way in the
international community about further ways and means to develop multilateral
disarmament in the post-confrontational period. M. Boutros—éhali's report
contains a well-thought-out analysis of the state of affairs in the

disarmament process, with many innovative approaches and initiatives that cast
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new light on the United Nations role and responsibility in the maintenance of
international peace and security. To repeat what some speakers have said
before me, we must fully support the threefold concept of iutegration,
globalization and revitalization of efforts to control armaments and achieve
disarmament. Finally, the Secretary-General's report leads to the conclusion
that it is necess?ry to set up new coordinated disarmament machinery that
would enable the international community to respond actively and with more
flexibility to the new challenges and priorities of the day.

We must answer the question of whether the existing machinery can be
improved. Of course it is working now; it does yield fruit. In my opinion,
the question as to whether we could improve it has many important and related
aspects. There is a strategic triad, so to speak: the First Committee of the
General Assembly; the Disarmament Commission, the deliberative body: and the
Conference on Disarmament, the negotiating body. Further, we have a whole
system of conferences to consider the operation of various multilateral
agreements. International organizations that are now playing, or will in
future play, an ir;ortant role in carrying out multilateral disarmament
agreements include the International Atomic Energy Agency in Vienna and, soon,
the organization to be set up to deal with the ban on chemical weapons.

We cannot forget the new role already being played and to be played in
future by ‘he Security Council, including the Military Staff Committee, since
the dissemination of various types of weapons could threaten international
peace and security. As to the relationship between this and other links of
the machinery, I would like to take note of the idea just expressed by

Mr. Tanaka about possible interrelationships between the military staff
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the Conference on Disarmament and the Security Council. It is very important
that the machinery be based on the concepts of in:zegration and revitalization,
which would apply not only in the political fi~1ld but also in a purely
practical sense, especially in promoting an optimum relationship between cost

and security.*

* Mr. Suh (Republic of Korea), Vice-Chairmamn, took the Chair.
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That also applies to such 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 efforts made by
the Secretariat to that end: we especially welcome today's statement oy
Mr. Petrovsky on this subject.

We must obviously continue our thorough study of the report of the
Secretary-General. Its various propositions require further 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 undert;ke 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 process would be businesslike,
effective and non-discriminatory, so that everyone could make a specific
contributiou 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 Tirst 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 and interesting

idea put forward by Ambassador Marin Bosch of Mexico, on the possibility of
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holding an extended session of the First Committee, resuming its work some
time in March, for example. We think that is a very interesting idea, and we
are ready to study it with favour and attention.

Mr. FUJITA (Brazil): Like previous speakers, my delegation welcomes the
opportunity to discuss the report of the Secretary-General om the new
dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the post-cold-war era
(A/C.1/47/7). My delegation also thanks Mr. Petrovsky,
Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs, for his interesting statement
this morning. A warm word of appreciation is also in order for the members of
the Secretariat who collaborated in the preparation of this interesting and
timely document.

At the outset I should like to highlight a passage which for our
delegation encapsulates the fulcrum of our task in the post-cold-war eras

“Today there is a real opportunity to iritiate a process of glcbal
disarmament. This should be closely coordinated with efforts in other
fields and should be seen as part of the larger mnetwork of international
cooperative behaviour which is designed to safeguard the security of all
nations. Disarmament, the structuring of a new system of international
relations and improving economic conditions should be regarded as

complementary measures and as far as pessible should be implemented in a

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

In this regard, my delegation has expressed - during last year's general
debate in the First Committee and again this year - the view that disarmameant,
democratization of international relations and development should be the three

main foundations of a new structure for peace.
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Like other delegations. I would like to address the three concepts of
integration, globalization and 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 thirnk that the
concepts it contains must be further re’ined.

Starting with integration, we believe that this concept should tramslate
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 internatiomal
environment. Proliferation of dangerous 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 ceat originate in the more
advanced industrial countries: considering the population ratio between
industrialized and developing countries, the disproportion 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 ceat or 2 per cent of respective gross national product, plus tﬁe
urgent conversior 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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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 and to the regional arms
races. The relatio.ship of disarmament and intermational security should thus
be a reciprocally stimulating one.

We note the parallel i: 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 destruction, 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 chemical 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 euforcement are
distinct from the process of disarmament through negotiation. This confirms
that, while there may be similarities, the process of disarmameat 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 iaternational
peace and security agenda deserves careful <:ought,

I now turn to the conc:upt 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 zxzcess of
legitimate needs for them,

We note the importance attached in the report to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclea: Weapons (NPT). In this re¢ard, while we take
note of that reference, we vould also like to point out there are other

non-proliferation treaties, with more than sufficient verification procedures,
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which can assure the international community of a State's peaceful intentions
regarding its domestic nucliar programme., This is the case, for instance, of
the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which we hope will 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 evolve towards a post-nuclear-weapons age through the
prohibition of the use, development, production and stockpiling of all weapons
of mass destruction. By eliminating all existing weapons of mass destruction,
we shall be able to go beyond the partial logic of non-proliferation. Like
the chemical weapons Convention, which completely eliminates a whole existing
category of weapons on a universal, non-discriminatory, verifiable and -
equitable basis, without unduly hampering the peaceful uses of science ané
technology, we must now aim to formulate a similar instrument in thé field of
nuclear weapons.

An important point also in this connection is the need to preserve the
peaceful uses of science and technology while preventing proliferation, as
recognized in paragraph 29 of the Secretary-General's report. This
constitutes, in essence, the heart of the Brazilian proposal submitted to the
Disarmament Commission, which is currently on its agenda.

As to conventional arms, the report rightly notes that

"Production overcapacities and surplus equipment in industrialized States

are now increasingly feeding arms markets in parts of the developing

world."” (A/C.1/47/7, para. 30)

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

developing countries, which spend on armaments 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 competitive 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 oif the population
depzndent on military production. ... The arms industry and the military
establishment, which usually enjoy considerable privileges, will esist
changes." (A/C.1/47/7, para., 39)
This is indeed cause for deep concern by the internationas community, and
makes an even stronger case for an urgent common effort towards a
post-nuclear-weapons age beyond the partial logic ot non«@roliferation. In
this regard, while welcoming the establishment of the United Nations Register
and its speedy implementation, we hold that transpareancy is no substitute for
reduction in arms.

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

for a coordinated system that would allow the international community to
address 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 y=t in place is the necessary political will to
make it work. Like the Security Council, which for a long time 4iR not work
adequatel - because of a lack of political will, the existing forums of the
First Committee, the Disarmament Commission ard the Conference on Disarmament,

each with its own characteristics, mandate aad function, should be able to

addre .8 any me’or disarmameat problems as so<® 3% the necessary poiitical will
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exists.

As to the suggestions on the possible role of 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 d2fined in the Charter of the United Nations. 1Im
this regard, we also note that the report rightly points out that

"The use of disarmament measures within the framework of peace

enforcemeat is quite distinct from the process of dizarmament through

negotiation, which several States and elements of the international
community have been pursuing for years. The two should never be

confused... ." (A/C.1/47/7, para. 13)

In concliusion, 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 Nationrs on the ways and
means to address new challenges, as well as the c¢ld challenges‘ihat still
remain in the field of disarmament. -

t

Mr. BIVERG (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): Our
delegation appreciates this opportunity for an exchange of views. As we
stated in the general debate in the First Committee, in spite of the
significant progress in som: areas of arms limitation and reduction and
disarmament, new threats and challegges have arisen for the internaticnal
community. These new develepments, combined with the sequels to the arms race
in all its forms, particularly in the field of nuclear weapons, require us to

continue to attach the utmost importance to disarmament-related issues and, mno

doubt, to coasider whether we need to adapt our empectatioans. We therefore
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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 diséussion 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 comstructive

way.
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The present response, in 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, placing 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
Document of the first special session of the General Asseshkiy devoted to
disarmament as long ago as 1978.

The arms race, with its seriour "~ wwlications 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
disarmameant 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 oan
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 tc 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 regulation and disarmament in the

post-cold-war era".
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First of all, the very title of the report raises certain criteria that
merit consideration, for it announces the existence of "new dimensions in the
sphere of disarmament” and establishes "arms regulations” as a priority. 1In
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/ /747/1)

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 of disarmameant could leéd to
a review of the action programme adopted during the Corference on the
Relationship between Disarmament and Development in 1987. 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 purposer not c;nsidered at that Conference, in particular, the
protection of the environme:t.

In principle, we are pleased at the conmests on conversion of military

industry to civilian purposes.
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I turn now to section II, entitled "Globalization. Enhancing the
Multilateral Approach". Ia highlighting a regional approach to disarmament
the Secretary-General places special emphasis on the conventional arms race,
élossing over the proposals and efforts on other categories of weapons,
particularly those to establish zones free of nuclear weapons and of weapous
of mass destruction, as well as other initisives. 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
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 race to outer space. That subject has been on the
agendrs of the Conference on Disarmament and certain proposals have been made
designed to £ill the gaps in the present regime govermning 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 weapens. 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 of
nuclear arsenals and their gualitative improvement in accordance with the
"minimum nuclear deterrence" theory.

Venezuela feels that the intermational community should insist or further
work aimed at putting an end to the cycle of production and development of

nuclear weapomns, including the testing stage, which has not lost any validity.
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Hence, we ueed to avail ourselves of the progress achieved in certain
disarmament spheres in order to devote further attention to this subject in
the Conference on Disarmament - and this, too, is not mentioned in the report
now before 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 weapons 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 of reciprocal and non-discriminatory principles and through
universal application, to strengthen the international regime in the existing -
Treaty on the Ron-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). We are not
convinced by the idea of an unconditional and indefinite extension of the NPT,
as proposed in the report, because this could lead to lacy of b;iance
affecting the validity of the Treaty. Its extension should be aimed at
achieving a commitment that makes it possible to strengthen the-NPT and to
induce other States tc "2come parties to it. Unless and until that goal is
achieved, nuclear-weapon States should commit themselves to adopting effective
and convincing measures to prevent the use or threat of use of such weapons.

-

Neither does the report mention problems deriving from scieatific and
N

technological advances in the development of new wnd more sophisticated

weapons and weapons sy:tems, with their comsequent effect on intermational

‘

security. ,

We believe that the section devoted to arms transfers only partially

addresses the issue. In focusing on rejional measures to limit such
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transfers, it fails to take into account clearly cenough 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
entrusted with considering gisarmament issuves, 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 &ud the future of the Office of Disarmament Affairs. None the less,
we are grateful for the complementary observations made here today by the
Under-Secretary-General.

In conclusion, we trust that the Committee will have the opportunity to
continue studying all of these gquestions 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

keeping with the dimensions of the subject.
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delegation of Cuba would like, first of ail, to thank the Chairman of the
First Committee for enabliing the Committee to devote a meeting to
consideration of the report submitted to us by the Secretary-Gemeral 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 tl:3 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 i? 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 Conferance 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 contents 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 te 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 2isarmament measures (As/C.1/47/7, 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 wview 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 develeoping 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
Developmes* 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 comfliicts:
preventive diplomacy, peacemaking and‘peace-keeping. The report states that
these can be strengthened by concrete measures of arms regulation and

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 chapter 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 disarm 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 responsibility. While important disarmament
agreements have been secured in recent years, it seems to my delegation that a
level of arms reductioa that would make it possible to put these States on @n
equal footing with the other members of the international community has not

been achieved.
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In the chapter on revitalizatiom the report records what has been
achieved recently - in the nuclear field, for example. It mentions
aspirations and objectives chat the delegation of Cuba shares completely -
such as the need for 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 source 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 commonly 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 technoclogies of mass destruction - for 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 prejudging
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 attentiom 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 new realities,

for the great majority of countries they are still the same; indeed, they
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are even more pressing than they were in the past, apart from the fact
that the peace to which our peoples aspire has not been achieved. Our
priorities are still those agreed by consensus, unanimously, in 1978, at
the tenth special session of the General Assembly, which, incredibly, has
been glossed over in the report.

The Secretary-General is in favour of greater Security Council
involvement in disarmament matters, and in particular in the enforcement
of non-proliferation, There is no need o recall that in some of its
Articles the Charter gives a mandate to the Security Council in arms
control and disarmament matters, in which it should have the assistance of
the Military Staff Committee, but it should be noted that it has nc blank
cheque in this respect, and that the General Assembly, the most important
organ of the United Nations, mot only is called upon to 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 fuvture role of our First Committee as a political and
decision-making body in the field of multilateral disarmament. The report
indicates that the efforts of the Conference on Disarmament should be
focused on well-defined and ~rgent issues. Our delegation wonders
whether, for example «¢he nuclear items on its agenda are not questions of
such a natvure.

It is also suggested that the present negotiating body become a sort
of supervisory body for what are called existing multilateral
regulations. My delegation does not share the view that the Conference on
Disarmament should cease to be the single multilateral negotiating forum

jn the field of disarmament, and that it should in this way give up its
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task in the search Jor new international instruments in this sphere, or
that it could take the place nf 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 £all 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 ezxpressing our views to the
Secretary-General at the appropriate time. We repeat that Member States
should be qgked to express their opinions on the report, and that an
appropriate feorum should be established f£xr the consideration of those
opinions.

Mr. RAMAL (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 ome's mind. First and
foremost is the growing interlinkage between preventive diplomacy,
peacemaking, peace-keeping and peace-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 conflicts, whether
they have their roots in unresolved disputes in ethnic disequilibrium or
in the outright hegemonistic domination of pecples in territories
recognized as haviag 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 destabilizing acquisition of conventional
arms well beyond the reguirements of legitimate national defence.

The third interlinkage lies in the interrelationship between
different organs with overlapping respomsibilities 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 curreat report shows, by the
Secretary-General himself.

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 resolutionms.
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My delegation would therefore like to propose two simultaneous 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
report.

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
achievable 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
entitled "New dimensions of arms regqulation and d’sarmament in the
post-cold-war era" (A/C.1/47/7), AMy 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 dJdisarmament, 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 impression 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, security and stability.

In our view, the report on new dimensions fulfils 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" (A/47/277).

Delegations addressing the new report of the Secretary-General in this
Committee have already referred to it as "An Agenda for Peace Part II" or as
"An Arms Control Agenda for Peace". 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-Ghali rightly pointed out
in his introductory address,

... the end of bipolarity has not diminished the need for disarmament;

\

if anything, it has increased it". (A/C.1/47/PV,18, p.13)
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In this respect, I wish also to recall the equally valid point made by
Mr. Petrovsky in his opening statement at the beginning of this session of the
First Committee that:
",., it is a most welcome development that disarmament is now more than
ever regarded as one of the key elements in the integrated approach to

international peace and security ...". (A/C.1/47/PV.3, p. 9-10)

My delegation fully agrees that the three concepts suggested by the
Secretary-General in his report on mew dimensions - integration, globalization
and revitalization - can be the foundation stones for an enhanced
international effort in the field of disarmament and arms regulation. Like
him, we see these three dimensions of reassessment 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 dicarmament 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.1/47/FV,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 building confidence, thus

contributing to greater stability and common security in the world.
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I wish to reaffirm my delegation's expectation - mentioned in the same
context ¢n a previous occasion - that the rich conceptual basis provided by
the Secretary-General's report on new dimensions will be followed by actions
unde:taken both by Governments and by the Secretariat to stabilize the
institutions supporting arms-control-related activities as seen from the new
perspective.*

With reference to the concluding part o¥ the Secretary-Gereral's report,
I wish to indicate that my delegation alsoc feels that the United Nations is
confronted today with an entirely new set of problems rightly referred to as
" post-disarmament issues. The correlation between disarmament measures and
economiec conditions has indeed drawn more attentisn over recent years as
democratic trends influence development.

These emerging issues highlight the immediate need for post-disazmament
efforts as economies and Govermments try to transform military-oriented
industrial complexes into enterprises serving social, humanitarian and
development reguirements. E£astern European countries, which are now
undergoing a major transition from 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 consasquent 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 baianced manner.

* The Chairman took the Chair.
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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. Yes,
we believe that the Organization is an appropriatz 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 must
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 te the conversion of military industry to civilian purposes as
part of the dialogue going on within the Nortl Atlantic Cooperation Council.
My Government values also conversion-related bilateral contacts with countries
with experience and an active interest in exploring the possibilities for

establishing joint ventures or other kinds of cooperation of mutual interest.
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Bulgaria looks forward to benefiting from the forms of cooperation that
could be developed within the glowal mechanisms of the United Nations. In
that context, the delegation of Bulgaria canmnot but support the
Secretary-Gerneral'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 21so 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 tc 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 shoulé@ be reassessed to meet the realities and priorities
of our time. My delegation agrees that we now need a coordinéted 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 earmest 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 base, but also to carry out
efficiently its other priority tasks in the field of disarmament. In this
connection, my delegation welcumes 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 poirc for
‘United Nations activities in the field of arms control and disarmameﬁf.

In conclusion, I wish to 2xpress 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 nc 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 dimensions are
indeed practical and attainable; none seems Utgpian. In international
politics disarmament is one of the most important means of reducing 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 should rededicate our efforts to completing the unfinished

arms-control agcada and to defining the outline of a new agenda

commensurate with the magnitude of the problems at hand®.

(A/C.1/47/PV.18, p. 8)

The delegation of Bulgaria considers the report of the Secretary-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 comstituency 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 (Islamie Republic‘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 fer his
report entitled "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the
post-cold-war era", which was circulated in observance of Disarmament Week. I

wish also to thank Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky for his impoztant

statement this moraing.
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The report of the Secretary-General clearly sets out new ideas and
approaches in the area of disarmament 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

[

ndicates in his report that there are three concepts that can serve as
foundation-stones on which to build enhanced_inte}national 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 genuine 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 with
the Secretary-General's observation in his report "An Agenda for Peace" tﬁat

“Democracy within the family of nations ... requires the fullest
consultation, participation and engagement of all States, large énd

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 Committee 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 entitied 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-proliferation Treaty can be further strengthened by
removing its shortcomings as expeditiously as possible.

We have noted the importance of the Secretary-General's observations
concerning nuclear disarmament. Nevertheless, several other issues need to be
addressed in a more immediate fashion, consonant with the legitiﬁate security
interests of non-nuclear-weapon States. I will confine myself to highlighting
briefly only two of them. .

First, the logic of nuclear doctrines and th> possession or acquisition
of nuclear weapons should be closely examined by “he international community.
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

international law.
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Secondly. greater importance should be attached to the most well-defined
priorities on the nuclear disarmament agerda, including negative security
assurances and a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing.

In conclusion, given the interest shown by representatives with regard to
the issues at hand and in the light of the fact that several important
elements have not been touched upon in this repori, I wish to propose that a
group of friends of the Chairman, or a working grocup of the First Committee
should be established which could meet as necessary between now and the end of
the next session of the General Assembly to explore this subject-matter more

thoroughly.
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The meeting was suspended at 1 p.m. and resumed 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 some very important statements by delegations, and I should
also like to make some preliminary comments.

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 some 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 Assenmbly devoted to disarmament
and also to the full implementation of its Final .ct. It also demonstrates
the international community's growing concern about disarmament issues and
shows that the international community, 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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I also wish to make scme comments on the question of integration raised
by the Secretary-General.

The Secretary-General correctly points out the close interrelationship
between disarmament and international peace and security. We concur with this
presentation and this point of view. Facts have shown that although the cold
war has come to an end, the task of safeguarding international peace and
security has not disappeared.

Arms control and disarmament face new challernges. Disarmament and peace
and security are indivisible. We cannot have one without the other, nor can
we put them in confrontation. We should handle and resolve these issues in an

integrated manner.
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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 common 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 all, naturally, important elements of peace and security. However, they
are not everything. Disarmament and arms control also need to occupy an
important place. B

In carrying out the foregoing activities we cannot deﬁart from
disarmament and arms control. For the spcurity 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 sourées of
insecurity. We must also resolve the issue of long—te;m.stgbility,
construction and development. Therefore, peace-keepihg and.peacemaking cannot
be separated from disarmament and arms control. DJtherwise it is hard éo
conceive of a stable peace or enduring security.

Another point I wish to bring up is the question of the globalization of

disramament, which the Secretary-General rightly addresses. Even though this

is not a novel notion, it is necessary to reiterate it in current
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circumstances and to interpret it comprehensively and correctly. The Chinese
delegation is of . he view that the ebjective of globalization should be to
promote peace, security and development; whether in bilateral, regional or
global disarmament activities, this should be one of the objectives.

Globalization should be conducive to promoting the establishment cf a new
international order in the post-cold-war era. Therefore, we sih»uld carry out
the democratization of internaticmnal relations. Sirce disarmament bears upon
the security of States and regions, the whole international community should
attach importance to it. All the States Members of the United Nations should
participate on an equal footing in deliberations conceraning disarmament and
the resolution of problems in this area. We should especially stress that all
countries, large or small, strong or weak, rich or poor, should have the right
to participate on an equal basis in the resclution of problems. We should not.
allow a small aumber of strong and large countries to monopolize all such
activities.

In talking about globaslization, we feel that that should be one of the
principel elements. In order to achieve such an objective, it is our view
that we should not, in any sense, denigrate or igmnore the role played by the
United Nations and its organs, much less attempt *o do away with tho;e
important organs. We should, through the process cf reform, increase their
efficiency and enhance their effectiveness so that they can become truly
broad-based, authoritative and democratic world-wide disarmament forums.,

The role cf the First Committee of the Gezeral Assembly is important. As
is well known, the role of the United Nations Disarmament Commission is also
important. Particularly in the last few years, after underéoing reforms, it
has made new contributions. The international cosnunity has new hopes for the

Commission.
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I wish to emphasize particularly that the importance of the Conference nn
Disarmament, as the sole multilateral negotiating body in the world, is even
more obvious. The conclusion of negotiations or the chemic..l wezpons
Convention demonstrates that the Conference on Disarmamert, fzr from having
nothiing to do after the cold war, has a lot of important worx ¢s carry oaut.
Weibelieve that, after the reasonable solution of the gue= ioxn of its
expansion and following the improvement of its agenda, it will play an evexn
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 -hat globalization should be conducive to the better
implementation of the relevant resolutions of the General Assembly, incluéing
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 preseantation of the issue of globalization to evade their special

responsibilities,



A/C.1/47/PV.29
91

(Mr. Hou Zhitong, China)
We believe that they will make further, necessary, greater contributionms.

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 & matter solely for a small group of countries.
Reform should be supported by the entire membership of the United Nations, and
receive their understanding.

I alsoc wish to point out that reform and raticnalization 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 be
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 situatio;, there has been no
change to the Charter of the United Nations. The purposes, principles and

role of the United Nations have not been changed: the practice of the United



A/C.1/47/PV.29
92

(Mr. Hou Zhiton China

I am very happy to say that I have listened today to many constructive
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
de .egations for their further consideration. I should like, 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 thg
Republic of Korea, I would like to thank you for convening this special
meeting of the First Committee to review the Secretary-Gemeral‘s report "New
dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the pest-cold-war era"
(A/7C.1747/7).

As the title of the report implies, this new era of world history has
provided us with new opportunities and new hope for progress 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 esseantial foundation-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 for 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 nct 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-General's recent reports are timely and significant. "New
dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the post-cecld war era"
(A/C.1/47/7) 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 relatioas

and improving economic conditions should be regérded as complementary

measures and...should be implemented in a coo¥dinated manner,

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

This focus on the relationship between the underlying causes of
instability and arms build-ups is long overdue. Consequently, we welcbme 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 recogniz3d the importance of regional

arrangements as appropriate networks for implemerting arms control and

-
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cenfidence-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 strengthened, with the
example set by the major military Powers now followed by the international
community. We fully share the view of the Secretary-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 that in the light of the many
implications whicH 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.1/47/7, 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 ths 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.



A/C.1/47/PV.29
96
Mr. WISNUMURTI (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 cbservaticns 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 @irectly on the problems of
harmonizing the most fundamental and sensitive precccupations with the most
vital long-term interests of the global community. It can be highlighted,

/
first, by acknowledging that arms build-up, the emergence of new wgabons ,
systems, and the refinement of existing systems and their proliferatiog have
led to rivalry, tensior and apprehension. Secondly, progress in disarmament
would vastly increase the scope for international cooperation, particular&yvin
fostering political and economic rglations,.and ;einforce respect for the

principles of natiomal indevendence and sovereignty, equality and the right of

~
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nations to determine their own destiny. Thirdly, disarmament would also
facilitate the attaimment of solutions to a number of critical problems, at
the core of which is the interrelationship of security, disarmament and
development.

Progress in disarmament is thus a gine qua non for strengthening security
in all its aspects, including the non-military ones. Conversely, the question
of security, in the narrow sense of the term, lies at the very heart of the
disarmament process, and that relationship is largely determined by the
intensity and pervasiveness that has long characterized the arms race.

One way out of this seemingly vicious circle is to have both disarmament
and international security addressed simultaneously. Specific steps in one
field would constitute a prerequisite for specific steps in the other.
Parallelism and coordination of measures in both these fields represegt the
only logical and practical means to seek a solution to this problem. Sucﬁ an
approach does not, and cannot, imply any rigidity, for certain disarmameﬁt
measures may not necessarily require simultaneous measures af a political 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 comcerning progress in arms
reductions and the maintenance of peace and security. Ultimately,” the crux of

the problem is to agree on medalities to ensure the security of States at



A/C.1/747/PV.29
98

(Mr. Wispumurti. Indonesia)
progressively lower levels of conventional armaments and with the total
elimination of nuclear weapons. This would necessitate the mutual regulation,
limitation and reduction of armaments, as well as the implementation of the
collective security provisions of the Charter.

We do not share the view that issues of so-called strategic stability and
verification pose formidable problems for nuclear disarmament. While nuclear
doctrines have lost their relevance and applicability in the post-cold—ﬁat
era, decisive progress has been achieved in the field of verification,
provisions for which are now included so as to ensure compliance with
agreements. We need only recall that the conclusion of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty has been stymied owing to the lack of political will, rather
than to questions of verification, which have long been resolved as a result
of technolecgical capabilities.

As a signatory to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of ﬁﬁcleat’Weapons
(NPT), Indonesia recognizes the crucial need to maintain a viable regime for
non-proliferation despite its shortcomings and asymmetrical obligatioms. But,
also, we cannot be oblivious to the failure of some depositary States
faithfully to fulfil the obligations undertaken in the Treaty. Hence, rather
than extending the Treaty unconditicnelly and indefinitely, its longevity
should be determined by a fresh appraisal of its functioming, especially in-
the areas of availability of nuclear maéerials. equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on ar assured basis.

The report also calls for multilateral &isa:mament agreements to be
implemented at the global, regional and subregional levels. Indc:wsia
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 efforts in ¢ae region cannot 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 region 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
concérning the General Assembly's ro;e in the formulation of principles
governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments.

All Member States have a vital interest in the success of disarmament
negotiations and a duty to contribute to efforts to limit armaments. To our
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 all nuclear-weapon States
on questions concerning nuclear disarmament. . -

Finally, the Non-Aligned Movemeg; has approachea the questions of
disarmament and security on the basis of ceftain fundamental premises. First,

the objective of seeking unilateral security through armaments is a dangerous

* Mr. Suh (Republic o: Korea), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair,
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illusion. Second, political objectives can no longer be achieved by military
means. Third, the build-up of military power undermines rather than
strengthens security. Fourth, neither qualitative improvements nor
quantitative additions to weapons have reduced a State's vulnerability or led
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
nuclear-weapons-free world, which alone can ensure human survival, is the
collective responsibility of all nationms.

These premises were emphatically affirmed at the Tenth Summit Conference
of non-aligned countries, held in Jakarta last September. Based on these
considerations, many non-aligned countries are committed to the effective
implementation of collective security provisions as enshrined in the Charter.

The changed, and changing, international environment preseats
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 possiblities. My delegation will exzplore the
various proposals and approaches that are likely to contribute to the
collective interests of all States.

Let mz conclude by stating that the Bulgarian proposal to have the

Secretary-General's report circulated as a separate publication deserves our

support.
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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", particularly as it focuses on
disarmament, 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 ended, 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
prominence, but its unique and distinct character should be maintained and
strengthened. Indeed, more than at any other time, 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, regional and global levels in order to 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 ensure the continued
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 conflict. Arms producers
have a moral obligation to 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,
guestions 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 be 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 tc 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 regiomal 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 thaunk Under-Secretary-General Petrovsky 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 engaged 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 rot necessarily applicable to
another. 1In this context we 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 newrus “g.n illegal arms
transfers and State-sponsored terrorist activities diracted against other
countries. Terrorism, especially of this kiné, kas tcday emerged as a
disturbing threat to the stability and sccurity of States. Regional
disarmament can only come to full fruitiom if all States concerned fulfil
their obligations under international law and vefrain from organizing,
instigating, assisting or participating in terrorist acts against other States.

I: regard to the ar>roaches to controlling prcliferation, 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 have advocated that rather than just extending
the non-proliferation Treaty indefinitely and unconditicaally, we snould

r- 17 and improve it, making it more equitable between nuclear-weapcn
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States and non-nuclear-weapons States and thus turning it into an instrument
for achieving the complete elimination of nuclear weapong lecading to a
nuclear-weapon-frae¢ _nd nua~violent 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 aay
decision emanating from the Cowncil 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 other
United Nations organs. The Council must enjoy the confidence of the entire
United Nations membership, for only then will its actiohs carry credibility.

These are only preliminary comments. The report comtains many ideas with
far-reaching implications. We therefore need to address it with much greater
study and atteation. After further deliberation, I think it will be
worthwhile to discuss the report in depth in the various disarmament forgms
and amongst interested parties and groupings. T would therefere 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 idgas

.
i

expressed here today. N
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Mr. ERRERA (France) {interpretation from French): As the
representative of the Uni;e& 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 débate 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 . 1\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 Undcr-Secretary-General for Political Affairs have stimulated
reflection on this matter by all of 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 international
security situation proceeds in an orderly, transparent and realistic faéhion.

Disarmament certainly is not what it used to be. It is not isolatad 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
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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 Gemeral Assembly, in
resolution 46/36 L, entrusted to, respectively, the Secretariat and the
Conference on Disarmament various distinct but complementary tasks conceraing
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 wears 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, as 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-preliferation.
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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 necessary 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,
therefore, cannot reasonably envisage a process such as the one that in the

past led to special seasions of the Gemeral 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 should therefore like to underscore two points. First, we
support the propesal 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
problems 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 Conferernce 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
like to say that I welcome the presence of the Under-Secretary-Gene;al,
Mr. Vladimir Petrovsky, during the discussion of the Secretary-General's
report on arms regulation and disarmament and that we are very grateful to
the Chairman for having called this meeting.

While I am speaking ia my personal capacity, I believe that it is my
duty, as President of the Conference 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
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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, I 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 aware 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. I believe that that is 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. FOUATHIA (Algeria) (interpretation from Fremch): 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 dQuring Disarmament Week this year.

I take this opportunity to express my delegation's gratitude to the
Chairman for kaving given us the opportunity 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 delegatiorn 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 comnsider 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

Qo 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 aad 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.1/47/L.28/Rev.1, which was introduced yesterday by Ambassador Servais

of Belgium,.*

* Mr. Patokallio (Finland), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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As to the substance, this report seems to contain a number of ideas with
which we agree in so far as they offer a promise of success in the field of
disarmament itself. Thus, we note with interest the recommendation that
disarmament should be iﬁtegraked into the agenda for peace and international
security whiih the Secretary-General made at the same time as he stressed the
relationship between the problems in this field and questions of a political
and ecqnomic order, which we will have to take into account from now on.

We also share his concern about the threat from weapons of mass’
destruction, the risk of weapons proliferation and increased military
expenditures, which are sometimes attributable to legitimate security needs
that have not been met in some parts of the world. On the other hand, the
solutions being advocated need further clarification.

We aiso think that it would be an illusion to try to base a just and
lasting peace on as shaky a foundation, as problemaﬁic a notion as the
imposition of peace. For our part, we consider that for peace to be lasting,
it should rather be the result of a freely negotiated process, and this holds
true for disarmament measures too.

Concerning the globalization of disarmament, we are also convinced that™
the United Nations may be called upon to play a particular role in promoting,
at the regional level, conditions favouring specifig disarmament~measﬁrés.
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 weapbns"in“
question} As each region has its own special features, these must be taken
into account in any assessment, particularly if (he purpose is to highlight
the adverse effects caused much more by stockpil:i .y weapons of mass |

destruction than by accumulating conventional weapons.
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Speaking of revitalizing the task of disarmament, we are rather inclined
to think that, even if some multilateral legal instrument; in this field have
allowed a degree of stability to be achieved, others, unfortunately, seem to
have sanctioned some de facto imbalances in the obligations of the parties and
in addition even seem to ignore some undertakings that were freely entered
into at the outset.

Concerning weapons of mass destruction, we should note that the bilateral
negotiating process, even if it has enabled some 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 likely 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 are obliged to remark - 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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We think that 1t will be difficult, in respect of arms transfers, to
establish, without prejudicing the legitimate security of States, objective
indices to make it possible to measure a level above which transfers become
excessive, and even more difficul: to establisk what body would be entitled to
maie that determination.

As to transparency in the field 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 thwarted. This, unfortunately,
could lead 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 Ragister cannot be effectively
guaranteed without universal, honest and effective participation which would
encompass all arms-related aspects and all categories of weapoms. Only in
this way will real openness and transparency achieve their true goal, that of
building confidence, at regional level to begin with and taking into account
the features peculiar to each region, and then at the world level.

In speaking about the individual role of the various United Nationms
bodies in a field as complex as that of disarmament, I must reaffirm Algeria‘'s
commitment 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 take into account the important role of the General Assembly.

Turning to realities and priorities, I hardly think it necessary to
recall that our assessment is also shared by the . rervwhelming majority of
States: we continue to beiieve that the realities of international life have

not fundamentally changed and that the priorities in negyot’ s in the field
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of disarmament are the same as those established in 1978 during the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted tc¢ disarmament.

In conclusion, I should like to tell you, M» Chairman, that my
delegation is of the opinion that an open-ended g-oup 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 follow up this important document,
which requires our thorough consideration and rather frequent exchanges of
views to enable us to develop new ideas in this area using all the means at
our disposal.

The CHAIRMAN: We have now heard the last speaker inscribed on the
list of speakers for this ispecial meeting of the First Committee devoted to

the consideration cof the Secretary—General'é repctt (A/C.1/47/7).

The meeting rose at 4.35 p.m.





