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The m i w 1 rder 10.2 m.
AGENDA ITEM 63 (ggg;igggﬂ)
REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATICNS AND DECISIONS ADOPTED BY
THE GENERAIL ASSFMBELY AT ITS TENTH SPECIAL SESSION (A/747/887 and Add.l and 2,
A/47/902; A/C.1/47/14)
The CHATRMAN: Let me extend a warm welcome to all of ycu as we

reconvene the meetings of the First Committee, pursuant to decision 47/42;.

As members are aware, in the course of the Committee's regular session,k
the consideration cf the report of the Secretary-Gemeral (A/C.1/47/7), "New
dimensions of arms regulations and disarmament in the post-cold-war era”,
presented on 27 October 1992 on the occasion of the observance of Disarmament
Week, provided us with the opportunity to address a number of crucial issues
regard1ng the role of the United Nat:ons and its various organs in the field
of dxsarmament and arms control and their 1nterrelataonshlp, funct:ons, agenda
and priorities in the context of the rapidly changing world orderf In view,
inter alia, ef the relevance of such issues and the linited ﬁime—frame we. had
at our disposal to discuss them at length, it was decided to hold the present
resumed session of the First Committee.

As stated in.the draft decision, which was adopted without a vote by the
General Assembly, the purpose of these meetings will be to reassess the
multilateral arms-control and disarmamenc machirery, in patticular. the
respective roles of the First Committee, the ﬁnited Naticne Disarhament
CdmmiSsicn'anq the Conference on DiSarmament and their inter:elationship, as
well as the role of the 0ffice of Disarmament Affairs, including ways and
means. to enhance ‘the functlonxng and eff;czency of this machinery, bearing in
mind the competence of the Secur:ty Counc11 in tbese matters. The aim of the
.session 1s to conduct the reassessment ‘with a vaew to reachzng concrete,‘

agreed“recommendatzons for approprlate actxon.- With respect to.the Conference
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on Disarmament, it was understood that the primary responsibilitwacrfmakinq
recemmendations on its future rests with that body. R
The proposals advanced on ll,Nbvembet, at the'speciﬁl meeting of. the ™ .
First Committee devoted to the consideration of the report of the . P R

Secretary-General, the decision that was finally adopted ap& the replies .o

received from Member States wouldgseem to indicate that this resumed,Seasidnvfz
will probably he centrgd maialy on issues related to disarmament machigery..::
In that context, it is perhaps pertinent £o note that in considering such.. ' -

LN

items we shall need to be mindful, first and foremost, of the aim and

objec:ive of -our endeavours.—~Accordingly;“our'effarts*to*considgr“all .
questions related to disarmément'machinery and the need to édapt»it;'as‘
necessary, to meet new challenges of the pcst-coldaﬁar era must be'géared to
the ultimate goal thatkwe wish to attain. It is in this spirit of a bélanced .
approach to the issues before us that we shall need to address Ehe.ghallenges"
and opportunities that have opened up in texms of arms control, disarmament
and international security through the integration, gldbalizétibg and B T
revitalization of the work of *he Uaited Nations in_theéabdve—mentionedlafeés,
taking into account the enlwncédw;blerof thé Secu:ity1COﬁncil. ﬁ |

In the present'intexnscibnal situation, the world ﬁas beéqmé‘incéaas;hgiy
dependent on the United Nations for the‘solutioh of sociai; écénomic‘andi: |
pelitical conflicts. Thé OrganizationAhas been calié&<u§6n go élay-a‘ﬁﬁchv:“
more active role in the maintenance‘of'peaqe'énd inﬁefnatiénal:Seéﬂ;iﬁy,iﬁhi¢§;;5‘
means an increased responsihility in th@'fielﬁ‘of,armslcoﬁtroljandf ’ .
disarmament. As the SecrevéryéGenéfél;meﬁfio#e&.whenipieéeﬁtihg his réport £pf

this Committee,
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(The Chairman)
“Disarmament is an inherent part of preventive diplomacy, peacemaking,

peace-keeping and poSt—conflict~peacé;building.“ (A/C.1/4%/PV.18, p. 12)

The issues cdnfronting the United Nations in terms of arms conrtrol and
disarmament, while not entirely new, cértainly need to be dealt with from a
perspective that is différent ffom the one that prevailed during the cold-war
era. The consideration of the adequacy of the machinery the internaticnal
community has at its disposal to deal with these issues is undoubtedly a

crucial aspect of a much-needed new approach.
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(The Chairman)
The views expressed by Member States.pnrsuant-to paragraph’(b} of )

dec;s;on 47/422, as well as the documents transm;tted hy the Conference on .

Disarmament pursuant>to paragraph (e) of that dec;sxon,vindlcate that there
seems to be a general consensus among Member States about the adeguacy and,
dlstxnctlve fun«t;ons o‘ the current dasarmament mach;nery 1n 1ts‘varzous

areas. However, there is also an obv1ous desxre to address_the p0551b111ty of :
greater'coordlnataon among the various elements of that mach1nery, o assess |

their respectlve ongo;ng processes of rat:onallzatxon and f1na11y to cons;der

alternatxves to strengthen the effeetxveness ot the Unxted Natlonszln_the
f;eld of d:sarmament, arms control and 1nternatxona1 security.t;;%; | |
One of the polnts that has been repeatedly underi;ned 15 the gnest;on qﬁ
better modal;t;es for coordxnat;on among tLe Fxrst Commattee, the COnferenee ;ﬁf
on D:sarmament and the starmament Comm:ssxon. In that connect;on 1t may be‘

relevant to note that paragraph (d) of dec:sion 47/422 reguested the Chalrman '

of the First Commxttee, w1th the assxstance of the other off;cers of the ;;’*.,“'

Commxttee and the Secretariat, torooord;nate the actxons:referred”topanmtmgf
preced;ng paragraphs.p:b | | | - Ry :

In order to take full advantage of the opportun;ty we.have to dxscuss 1ft
these erucial matters and to make the most of the txme allocated to us. let me a
suggest that in our delxberatxons we keep zn mznd the fundamental obJectlve ofjti
dxsarmament. wh;ch 1s to lay the foundat;ons of a long-lastxng peace based on -

1ncreased trust among nat;ons.‘ In order to ensure that our, efforts come to

fru;txon, we need to exercise some restraxnt 1n 1ay1ng down the parameters of :_*

our d1scussaon and to remazn focused on concrete 1ssues so as te be able to
come up thh well- defxned, agreed and pract-cal proposals that ean be

meaningfully implemented as expeditiously as poss1b1e,-i"'
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Let me express my hope that the present session will make a significant
contribution to the future work of the First Committee and to that of other
relevant forums dealing with disarmament, arms control and international peace
and security.

This morning we were to have heard a statement by the Sécretary-Generala
I was informed this morning that the statement will be delivered tomorrow
morning.

PROGRAMME OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN: Following those opening remarks, let us now tﬁrn to
the next stage of our work, namely‘the Committee's programme of work and |
timetable for this session. In that connection, members will recail that in
the course of the past several weeks the Chairman has undertaken extenSive
informal consultations in New York and in Geneva, with tﬁé assistance of the
Secretary of the First Committee, Mr. Sohrab Rheradi.

As far as the programmebof work is cdncerneﬁ, we should bear in‘ﬁind
first and foremost that the Committee will have at ité éisposal a relatively
short period of time to accomplish the tasks at hand. Indeed, we wili have no
more than five working days - that is a total of 10 meetihgs - to accomplish
our work, which is related to a wide range of iésues that will need tb be
addressed. In view of thisvtime consérainﬁ, I would like fifst of all to
propose that the Committee devote only two meetings - this morning and tﬁis
afternoon - to a brief general exchange of views 6n the iSSues befofe it;
Tomorrow morning the Committee will convenme to hear the statement bf the

Secretary-General, following which it will gd into informal meetihgr4
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Since we have a long list of speakers for todéy's two meétings. anﬁ in
order to accommodate all the' delegatioms aléeady on the list, I suggest that,
with the concurrence of the COmmitteé, the iiét of speakers be deélaredfcloséd‘
and that a time;limit of 10 minutes for éach statement be set. -

If I hear no obﬁeétion, I sha'l take it that the Committee agrees to the
procedures I have just butlined.

It was so dec.ded.

The CHAIRMAM: I would suggest that followingzéhe qéneQai exdhange‘
of views the Committee move on to the next stage of its work, namely |
consideration of its conclusions and recommendationms, which could iaéerlbé ,h
reflected; as necessary, ir a draft resolution or draft decision for
consideration and action by the Committee. I propose Ehat‘we:debdﬁeyfﬁgédaf;
Weduesday and Thursday, a total of siz meetings, to thét purpose.

Furthermore, I would like to Suggest that the déadlin; fét'ﬁhé;sgﬁgissién'
of draft resolutions or draft decisions be set for Wednesday, IGfMé?éh;i993;b
at 12 noon. I am fully cognizant of the fact that this éppeéfé'tb Se an eérly ’
deadline, However, in view of the short tiﬁe7ffamé’to ﬁﬁiéh.l‘ﬁaveﬂélreédyr
referred, it seems that the Committee has very little flekiﬁility ih'that ‘
respect. In this context, we also heea‘tb'he'mindful'Ofithéiteguiiement tob
set aside sufficient time for delegations to carry‘aug.éonéﬁltétidn;;émgngA
themselves and, if need be, to seek necessary instructions frbm'thei£i  o
authorities, as well as for’thé'Secrétariat‘£§ prepare«?rogéammévbudgéé
implications, if requireds | |

Finally, on Friday, 12 March 1993, the First Commitﬁee willyprbgééd to
consider and takefaCtion upon any draft resolution or draff‘decision thétlméy

be placed before it.
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I believe that the programme of work agd timetakle I have just outlined,
vwhich is based oca the results of broad and extensive consultations, will meet
the Comnittee's needs and will enable it to carry out the task entrusied to it
in the allotted time.

If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the Committee agrces to the
suggested programme of work and timetable.

The CHAIRMAN: I would like to draw attention to one other matter.
It would greatly facilitate our work as we proceed to the next phase if we
were able to conduct our informal deliberations in some kind of structured
framework. Accordingly, I would greatly appreciate it if delegations wishing
to do so were to submit their suggestions, ideas or proposals to the
Secrstariat in writing at their earliest convenience. That will enable the
Chairman to attempt to consolidate the proposals in a non-paper which would
then be distributed, as necessary, in due course.
GENERAL EXCHANGE OF VIEWS

The CHAIRMAN: I have great pleasure in calling first on
Mr. Radoslav Deyanov, President of the Conference on Disarmament.

Mr. DEYANOV (Bulgaria), President of the Conference on Disarmament:
I am honoured to be starting the discussion today in the First Committee,
which has resumed its session with the task of reassessing the multilateral
arms control and disarmament machinery with a view to reaching concrete,
agreed recommendations on appropriate actiocn to enhance its functioning and
efficiency.

We look forward to hearing the important statement the Secretary-General

will make before this Committee tomorrow.
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I am glad to welcome hevs today the Dirscter of t‘he Bﬁi@‘e for -
Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Prvoslav Pavimic, and the Seefet?rg&@ehagal ef the "
Conference on Disarmament, Mr., Vicente Barasategui. o

I am speaking today in my capacity as President of the ;é@nf@ren"‘eg on
Disarmamsnt, to introduce the reports zdopted by ths Nonference ir comaccticn
with the regquest centaired in parzgragph {¢) of General Asseublf

decision 477422.
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(Mr. Deyanov, President.
Conference on Disarmament)

By that paragraph the General Assembly requested the Conference on
Disarmament to transmit to the Chairman of the First Committee the results of
its consideration of the report of the Secretary-Genmeral of the United Nations
entitled "New Dimensions of Arms Regulation and Disarmameant in the
Post-Cold-War Era" by 15 Feﬁruary 1993, as well as the status of its ongoing
review of its agenda, composition and methods of work by 20 February 1993. 1In
response to that request, Ehe Conference on Disarmament adopted two reports at
its 643rd plenary meeting, held on 18 February 1993. Both reports were
transmitted by me to you, Sir, as Chairman of the First Committee of the
General Assembly, by a letter dated 25 February 1993. The reports annexed to
the letter of transmittal have been distributed as an official document of the
First Committee under the symbol A/C.1/747/14.

The first report, originally issued as document CD/1183, is contained in
annex I of document A/C.1/47/14. It deals with the consideration of the
Secretary-General's "New Dimensions" report. In that connection, I wish to
underline that, as noted in its paragraph 2, the report expresses the
collective consideration by the Conference on Digsarmament of the issues within
its competence addressed in the Secretary-General's report. While a large
number of members of the Conference also stated their national views on the
report of the Secretary-General, the report that I am introducing reflects the
common view of the members of the Conférence on the important matters
discussed in the report of the Secretary-Gemeral. I wish to note this fact,
as the report has been adopted by consensus, following the relevant rules of
procedﬁre of the Conference® cn Disarmament. |

I wish also to underline that, as noted in paragraph 1 of the report, the

Conference expresses its appreciation to the Secretary-Gemeral for his timely
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(Mr. Deyanov, President,
Conference on Digarmament)

and useful report, which offered an opportunity to ponder important issues of
the present international reality.

The second report; originally issued as CD/1184, is contained in arcnex II
of document A/C.1/47/14. It deals with the status ef the Conference's ongoing
review of its ageada, compasition and methods of work. As indicated in
paragraph {a) of decision 47/422, it is understood that the primary
responsibility for making recommendations on its future rests with the
Conference on Disarmament.

Again, let me emphasize that the second report containS‘the‘colleetive '
views of the Conierence on Disarmament on the review of its agenda,’
composition ana methods of work. with whieh it has been active1y~iavolved
since it itself decided, at the end of its 1992 session,: to:review those
questions. | |

Since the beginning of'its 1993 session the Cerference has been able»
quickly to agree on its organization of work and haevproceeded, oa that basis.
to consider both organizarional,and gubstantive questionS'relating ﬁoiits wdrk.

The Chairman of the open-ended consultatidas-oa~im§reyedeand-effeative
functioning of the Conferenpe. Amﬁaesedor'bhmad Kaﬁal of Pakistan,rhae'aireaGQ
started the consideration of that important:suhject,.as;hare taeftwosspeciail
Coordinators -~ Ambassador Paul 0'Sullivan of Australia and Ambassadcr”

Miguel Martin Bosch of Mexico, charged w;th the respons;b;l;ty of - eonductlag
consultations on the issues of memhersh1p and agenda, - respectavely._‘kv |

These questxons will contxnue to be addressed, as noted-in. thekreport. -as
important and urgent matters, and the Conference will report to “the: General
Assembly on the results of 1ts del;berataons on its memhersh:p. agenda and

methods of work at the end of the 1993 session.
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{Mr. Deyanov, President,
Conference on Disarmament)

I shall confine my introduction of the two reports of the Conference on
Disarmament to these few words, leaving it to the delegations to the First
Cowmittee to examine in more detail the reports' substantive parts contained
in document A/C.1/47/14.

The CHATRMAN: I now call on the representative of Denmark,
Ambassador Knut Eliasen, who will speak on behalf of the European Economic
Community and its member States.

Mr., ELIASEN (Denmark): May I first say., Sir, that we are happy to
see you chairing the resumed session of the First Committee. We are confident
that under your ablé guidance, of which we had ample proof last year, this
session will be put om the right track to accomplish its task. -

The European Community and its member States reiterate their thanks to
the Secretary-General for his report "New Dimensions of Arms Reguliation and
Disarmament in the Post-Cold War Era", which has initiated an urgently needed
discussion on the future role of arms control and disarmament and how it can
be implemented, with the assistance of t.» United Natioms.

The purpose of reconvening the First Committee is to take this discussion
further and to reach concrete, agreed recommendations for appropriate action
to enhance the functioning and efficiency of the multilateral arms control and
disarmament machinery.

‘in their statement in -the First Committee on 11 November 1992, and “in
their reply of 29 January 1993 to the Secretary-General's report, the European
Community and its member States have provided their views on the report and
put forward a number of suggestions as to how to rationalize and revitalize

the existing arms control and disarmament machinery.
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In this connection, the European CQmmunity‘and-its member States fglly
support the view of the Security‘Councii ; as oﬁtlined in the statement by the
President of the Counecil on behalf of its members on 31 Januwary 1992 - that
all member States should fulfil their obligations in relation to arms control
and disarmament, prevent the proliferation in all its aspects of nuclear and
other weapons of mass destructi#n, avoid excessive and‘deétabilizing “
accumulations énd transfers of arms, and resolve peacefully, in’accdrdagce
with the Charter, any problems conceraning these maﬁters ﬁhteatening'nr
disrupting the maintenance of regional and global stability;

The multiiétefalhapproach to afms>§ontrol and disarmament has béqdme~m§ré
important. This implies that the international community shbuld'ﬁakelﬁhe ‘
fullest use of ‘the instruments at its disposal.- Collective‘éecurity'ié
closely linked to the streagthening of the authority of'the United'Nétiohs. i'
and the Organization.shéuld therefore undertake appropriate tasks in the fiel&
of arms control and disarmament, for example: to encouraée»and faciliyatggr |
discussion of ways and means of achieving consensus in the’internagiénai
community with regard to disarmament.-érmé'contrél ah& nonéﬁroiiferatibn: to
support the development of general guidelines and bésid prinéiplesyih the
field of arms control and disarmament;,té support the iﬁplémenﬁétioﬁ éf
existing disarmament, arms control and nan-érblife;ation”égréeménis'ahé the
negotiation of rew international instruments in this field: and’ﬁo mdﬁitor‘ -
compliance with arms control and disarmament treaties as ﬁell as éénsidef s

sanctions in cases of violation thereof, - .
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The arms control and disarmament machinery should be able to cope with
the new realities and priorities of changing times, and to address arms
control and disarmament problems in a prompt, efficient and flexible way.
These requirements have a bearing on the structure of the future machinery and
the relationship between its individual components, its functions, methods of
work and working agendas,

Ways and means of fulfilling these raquirements could, in our view, be:
to strengthen the role of the Security Council, inter alia in the field of
arms control and disarmament; to rationalize considerably the work of the
First Committee; as far as the United Nations Disarmament Commission (UNDC) is
concerned, to aim at reaching coasensus on concrete guidelines or principles
likely to be applied universally with a view to enhancing arms control and
disarmament and thus international security, and to establish closer links
between work to be carried out by the UNDC, expert groups set up by the
Secretary-General and the Conference on Disarmament, respectively, in order to
avoid duplication; to recommend to the Conference on Disarmament, the unique
global nggotiating party on disarmament issues, a realistic enlargement of its
membership and an adaptation of its agenda to reflect current realities and
concerns of the international community, while maintaining the rule of
consensus; and to ensure that adequate resources are provided to enable the
Office of Disarmament Affairs to fulfil the important tasks assigned to it by
Member States.

All this is but an outline of possibilities. The European Community and
its member States invite the Committee to engage in a substantive discussion.
In this connection, they would like to refer to the more detailed proposals

contained in their reply cf 29 January 1993 to the Secretary-General's report
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“New dimensions of arms regulation gnd,disarmament in the post—cold—ﬁarheraﬁw
(A/C.1/47/7), and to the separate working paper ébﬁigiﬁiﬁéﬁéiggngEEQS‘é;%ﬁgff:?::
ways and means of revitalizing and rationalizing,thevwork*df the First “
Committee, copies of which have been distributed to.representatives. oz

The European Community and its member States sincerely hope that this

week's discussions will bring about decisions, ia particular on the -
rationalizatiop of the work of the First Committee, and that .they will be...
implemented this year. We consider this exercise'as;aff;rst;step'in,ay
continual process;.i;dispensable if we are to cope with theanew*réalities and |
priorities and to address arms control and disarmamen;_pidblemseingékprompt,A

efficient and flexible way, thus ensuring progress in real disarmament and . .

arms control and the strengthening of internatibhalApééce_andﬁsecurity.:ff'

Mr. O'SULLIVAN {Australia): ‘Thank you, Mr. Chairman(_fof_your e
practigally focused introduction to this resumed session and for’;bury~g- e
suggestions for the efficient use of our time th;s'weék, 'vaillVabide’beyquf
injunction to keep my :ema;ks short. - k

Australia unambiguqusly.suppo;ts the :eform‘processesrsetliﬁjtrain'by ﬁhe:
Secretary—Geperal. Reform of the United Natioas SYstem;#nd‘iﬁsyiﬁternélv'

administration is needed in order to produce more rational, effective and = . .-

revitalized mechanisms suited to the demands ofVQur times.‘?Thisiihéiﬁagsgif
re—examination and a st?enggbenihg of the disar@ament,machinery. i> k
Therefore we are pleased to upport,this.:esumeﬁ Seséiéhtof;§h§~Eirsttv;?
Committee to consider how to make the existing diSEfmaﬁgiifﬁééﬁiﬁé§§?S§;}5tef?!7' B
better and whether new or-diffgien; elements are neéded; ’ |

At cne level, the current machig§r¥ hasraéqgntaig;;qgicg'”thg'United:Q;u

Nations Disarmament Commission (UNDC) tqVdelibg;gte;kthe'Fitst»ﬁdmmiﬁtgegtnf:.;_;
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set forth the declarations of the international community and the Conference
on Disarmament to negotiate legally binding instruments.

In practice, quite a degree of overlap has developed, partlybbecauSe 6f
the stasis imposed by the constraints of the cold war. However, as last |
year's reform of the UNDC agenda, rationalizatioa of the First Committee
proceedings, and the Conference on Disarmament's successful danélﬁsibn of the
Convention on Chemical Weapons illustrate, we now have new opportunities for
making the disarmament machinery work effectively.

While we think the Disarmamemt Commission has a valuable fuhcéioh, the
reform of its agenda should continue. It should organize itself so that 6£é
item is reported out and one new item added cach Year: thefe should be an
agreed "shelf-life" of items; and there should be a comnection between agenda
items in the UNDC and other disarmament forums., In sayingﬂﬁhe;e sﬁbuld be a
connection, we do not wish to argue for a direct transference between items on
the UNDC agenda to other forums. But equally it is clear that some -
disarmament aﬁd'érms control issues need time for reflection, clarification
and maturation before they are ready for elaboration into treaties or other
format:  the UNDC provides such a forum for deliberation. ‘A closer link
befweénythg Unitedvﬂatioﬁs Institute for Disarmament Research and UNDC would
bé”apprdpriaté. ;"3 o | k o
| ‘Aus§¥aliaiisidpeh-mihded“ahbué'rationéijZEAg éndvteCESting'thé United
ﬁgtions Generai’AsSémbiY‘c?mﬁittee’syétém;"Bhe We'wbﬁld:nbéiwéﬁt;éhéffirSt.
Cqmmitféé tovhéﬁe’its:fdéué'oﬁ'éeéutity; aiméyébhérdi and diséiﬁament‘éiiﬁtédhA
to a point where its essenEia1'fu5cti6n"far declaring the views of Member
1tStatésiéh;pfiméfy‘security inﬁé:ests'was'viiiﬁﬁéﬁ.

o ‘The \F_‘:“.'z":é‘t-Commift;tee‘ has _beenfehhaxi;sed'ﬁy ,fhé' aadi't_ibn_ of the-_ SR

%international securitg items;' The,égenda of the First Committee could be
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recons;dered in the llght of these changes to the. General Assembly cbmmittdw
system. We expect there are ways to.regroup the global armsecontroh 3 ueen

,for example, its 1nst1tutzonal reports could be consxdered together. a5~nnuid

space items, nuclear resolutrons,»general pr;ncxples such as‘verrfmcatloc

international security, confidence—huilding guidellnesbandvso on. T£e+51§;£
Commlttee could be made mose focused by adoptlng an agreed thematic approech-
each year, by mergzng overlapplng resolutlons - part;cularly on reg;onal o

dlsarmament - by more b;ennxalmzatron of resolutlons that come up w;th greatf,

frequency and by shortening the time allotted to the Flrst Commzttee byfone ':‘"

week.

Australla fully supports the 1ndependent negotxatang role of the wh.
Conference on Dlsarmament. The Conference s autonomy, 1ts consensus appro&ch
and 11m1ted membershxp arekthe elements that 9erm1t it to functzon as a2
negotlatlng body. We would therefore oppose eny proposals ‘to change the
Conference on D;sarmament s fundamental character. we support the consensus
subm1551ons made by the Conference in response to the Secretary—General'
report, "New d;menszons of arms regulataon and dlsarmament 1n the . |
post-cold—war era“ (A/c 1/47/7), the report of whxch ‘has ]ust heen.xntroduced
by the Preszdeut of the Conference on D;sarmament.' As well, Australza has
submxtted dlrectly to the Secretary—General 1ts v1ews on that report.;;i;:erh;‘

One partlcular matter of 1nterest to us 1s the cons:deratlon of
membershlp of che Conference on Dlsarmament, sance“I have the honour‘to berthe
Conference s Specxal Coordanator for the 1ssue of 1ts membersth. It“ns,aj’gfj'

WS1gn of the t1mes that many countr;es are: pres51ag act1vely and w;th

1mpat1ence for the Conference on D;sarmament membershxp to he expanded. :l’1t:‘
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believe that the Conference as a body is willing to move ekpeditibdslj-a(
certainly during its 1993 session - to address this question in ways that
preserve its character but alsoc make it a more contemporary and therefore more

useful body.
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Australia is aware of debate sbout the location of‘thernited;natﬁeneﬁ JCvEwo

disarmament mechinery. We are not committed, for or agaxnst any partxeulaf Fes

proposals, we favour strengthen;ng the Offxce -of D;sarmament AfEairs., makﬁm?

zt more capable of delxverlng effectzve outcomea and maklng it as- acce&SJh&e

[

to Member States as possible, because we' see a .close relatmonshlp between th&yw
security role of the United Nations and 1ts armS’cqntrel;andAdxsarmament;g ENIE O
functions. Whatever errengements are.made‘fgr theklocetion‘of'the;disermamenbvi .

machinery, there needs to berptcductive interaction between~those«funcéiunsuf;;*”

careful cons:derat;an. We also apprecxate the fact that no flnal decxszonzhas

been taken, .as we bel;eve in the 1mportance of consultat;on w;th members cnf»-qc?

such an important 1ssue,, R ~;i e j'e'i,lﬂi; ST

To conclude, we see usefel work:fe:,thiseresﬁmee-sessichiand‘ldék{féiwaﬂ&g;j,,
to participating actiyél?‘;n:itf N | = | |

Mr. FOUATHIA (Algeria)“(ieﬁerpretationﬁfiem,FrenCh): in‘ife tepiy ?-

to the Secretary—General s note verbale in connect;on w;th h;s regort ent:tled
"New dzmensaons of arms regulat;on and dxsarmament 1n the post-cold-war era"-
the Algerian Government commented on . the current multzlateral dzsarmament
i maqh;nery. I wish to take the opportunlty ﬁ‘forded by the Flrst Ccmmzttee s
tesumpt;on of 1ts wnrk to share some of my delegat;on s vxews on. that suhject.

In seek;ng to reevaluate the‘multalateral d1sarmament machlnery, we
cannot but refer to that decxszve mzlestone, the erst spec1a1 sess:on of the il
Gene:al.Assembly,devoted:tq'd;sa:mament,vwhese;analfDocument entrusted»*"

certain §pecific,tasks,to'quiesigreatedjfgx;thatépu:pbsexjjowinggtotthechld,t-'
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war, those tasks were not completed by the multilateral machinery, and they
must-.be re-examined in the current context of the new international climate,
whiéh holds great promise for the multilateral disarmament process.

‘We are full of hope that the new post-cold-war political situation will
open the way to genuine multilateral disarmament negotiations, particularly in
areas already identified and givem high priority by the international
community.

Within its mandate, the existing multilateral disarmament machinery has
played and can continue to play a role sc long as all the positions takenm in
disarmament negotiations have politiecal will as their basis. Each of the
United Nations bodies created since 1978 has a clearly defined role in the
disarmament arenra, a role that meshes with and complements the roles of the
other bodies. My delegation considers that any attempt to overhaul the system
must be accompanied by a concern for ratiomality and effectiveness and must
take account of the precedents in the field of disarmament. We cannot use
insufficiently considered ideas as the basis for changing a framework that
yielded only the results that it was wished it would yield.

My delegation therefore continues to believe that owing to a‘laék of
political will the multilaterai disarmament machinery in its present form has
not yet revealed all its possibilities. But we are inclined to favour any
initiative that would 1lift all threats to the future of disarmament activities
in the United Nations. It is from that perspective that the Algerian
delegation wishes to make a few observations concerning the multilateral
disarmament machinery vis-a.vis the proposals set out in the report of the

Secretary—Genetél which is before the Committee.
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I would stress that the present machinery was desigaed o carry sut a
specific programme endorsed by the entire intgrnational equuni&y in |
circumstances far less favourable than those of today and set ocut in the Final
Document of the first special session of the Gensral Ass mbly devotgd to
disarmament, held in 1978, Any change in the present multilateral ﬂisaruément
machinery, to rationalize it and set up a coordinated system, must be viewed
in the light of the orierntation of that programme, whose priority matbers nave
unfortunately not yet been adeguately tackled.

In the field of disarmament more than in any othey area, the tasks of tﬁe
two main United Nations organs, the General Assembly and the Security coﬁnéil,
can be assessed only in the laJht of Article 11 of the Charter.

With respect to the First Committee, my delegation coazsiders that this
Main Committee must remain a forum for the consideration and adoption of
decisions on matters whose priority has already been established by the
}international community. Its agenda should coatinue to focus mainly on
specific items relating to disarmament and security, inclvding any new coancern
of the iaternational community in those areas. As ia the past, ratioazlizing
its methods of work could take place as a coatinuoas, gradual process of
adaptation to changing requirements and circumstances.

With respect to the Disarmament Commission, & deliberative bedy dealing
with specific items, it could well continue its activities that complement
those of other bodies, including the First Committee. But it should be
encouraged to add, if possible, to the reforms introduced in 1990 by adepting

an even briefer agenda of more practical matters, to facilitate the adoption
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of disarmament measures in sther beodies, on the understanding that theve
should be consultat ns on the rationalization of the Commission. like thess
envisaged for the First Committee.

With respect to the Conference on Disarmament. the Sole muliilater-"
negotiating forum in the field of disarmament, we think it proper that tie
Conference be free through consultations to decide on questions relating to
its agenda, its composition and its working methods. As to its agenda, we are
heartened by an increased movement towards consideration of the concerns of
all delegations, as expressed during . first special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament. In our view, enlargement of the membership
of the Conference should reflect better regional balance, which will guarantee
better representation of the entire international community. but without
sacrificing the effectiveness of that body.

Moreover, it is to be feared that giving the Geneva forum new
responsibilities beyond its original mandate could alter its prineipal mandate
and hamper its effectiveness at the very time when there is a certain impetus
following the recent conclusion of the chemical-weapons Convention and a
greater inclination to work towards negotiations on matters of interest to the
entire international community.

With respect to the Office of Disarmament Affairs, we anticipate that
carrying out the Secretary-Gemeral's proposals will revitalize the Office,
inter glia'through reevaluating the work: it carries out in New York and, above
all, by providing it with resources commensurate with its aspirétions.

I wish in qdnclusion to assure you, Sir, of my delegation's full

- cooperation in striving for success in our current work.
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Mr, MARIN BOSCH {Mexico} (interpretation from SPaoish)z VQace aéain
we congratulate you, Mr, Chairman, on the way you have been directinopthe'work
of the First Committee. We are sure.thatkour work will have a euoceseful
outcome, which is augured by your enthusiasm, together-with your krowledge of

disarmament and international security matters and the functioning of this

Organization, and is confirmed by the expeditious manner in which our work"
this morning is organized. M

On 9 December last the General Assembly declded to resume the meetlngs of
the First Commxttee w;th the aim of reassess;ng the multzlateral dxsarmament
machlnery, in part;cular the respectxve funct1ons of the Fxrst’Commlrtee,bthe
United Natlons D;sarmament Commxssxon and the Conference on Drsarmament and ‘
their 1nterrre1at1onshxp, as well as the functlonlng of the Office of |
Dlsarmament Affa;rs, 1nc1ud1ng ways an& means to enhance the functzon;né and
effectlveness of the machlnery. That dec1s;on (47/422) had its orlgzns in the
meeting of the F;rst Commzttee, held at the behest of the non—alxgned
countr;es, on 11 Novemher to consider the report of the Secretary—Cenerai
(A/C. 1/47/7), entxtled "New d1mens;ons of arms regulatzons and d;sarmamenr in
the post-cold—war era". On that occasron we mentloned the possxb;lxty of
holding | o | ) | | _

“a brxef resumed session of the Fxrst‘Commxttee 15 febroary orbMarch"‘

(a /g,1/47/pv, 29, P. ZO)V | | : - |
We added that | "

"'Brzef' should be understood to ‘mean about fxve daps.~ The purpose of ‘;

the sessdon would bebto examine the funct;ons and 1nterre atlonshlp of

the vardoos d;sarmament forums as well as proposals to chanqe the

structure of éhd Secretarxat in thxs\area. There should be an openmand

detalled exchange of op;n;ons 1n order to ach:eve agreement on what we

Tt
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expect of the various forums and of the Secretariat in the field of
disarmament. For this, it will be necessary to knoy in detatil the
opinions and intentions of countries and the Secretariat itself."

(ibid, p. 21)

We we;e very pleased to learn, a few moments ago, that tomorrow morning we
shall have the honour of hearing the Secretary-General speak in this regard.

That decision of the General Assembly has already had the desired effect,
as it has given us a brief pause, a sort‘of parenthesis for individual and
collective reflection, which has served to clarify certain proposals and to
sharpen our ideas on these questions. Severai Member States have given their
opinions on the above-mentioned report of the Secretary-Gemeral. The opinions
of the Government of Mexico appear, along with others,‘in document A/47/887.

In response also to decision 41/422. the Cohferenee on Disarmament has
submitted to the First Committee two reports, oee on‘the report of the
Secretary-General and the other on the ongoing review of its agenda,
composition ahd methods of work. It should be pointed outkthet the timely
drafting of those reports of thevéonference on Disarmament was made possible
thanks, in large part, to’the savoir fgirg of its Chairman’in Januwary and
February, Ambassador Amorim of Brazil.

In your capaeiey as Chairman of'this Cemmittee, Sir, you have carried out
consultations on these questions, including a round with ehe ﬁembers of the
Conference on Disarmament, which we greatly appreciate, You have sﬁggested
that after this br;e; exchange of views informal consultatxons should be held.,
open to all States, with the aim of reachxng agreeement on a sefzes of
recommendations relat;ng to United Natxons machxnury in the fleld of
disarmament. This course of action seems approprlate to us and will help us

to carry out the work of the F1rst Commlttee in tn;s brlef resumed session.
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It should be emphasized that the point of departure for United Nationésﬁ
disarmament machinery is the Final Document of the speciai session on
disarmament held by the General Assembly in 1978. That document was app;ovedié
by all the States Members of the United Nations, and. any change to its

contents should enjoy equally broad support. Short of comvening another. .

special session of the General Assembly, the First Committee will have to
examine thoréughly these and other questions relating to United Nations
machinery in disarmament matters. -

I should now like to present my Government's views on these mattefs.

As agreed in 1978, we consider that

"The First Committee of the General Assembly should deal in the .

future only with questions of disarmament and reléted inﬁéih$£i¢#él:

security guestions." (S-10/2, para. 117)

In recent years the First Committee ‘has been rationalizing-its work, and—_
it should continue to do so, with the aim of focusing its: debates evenfmbfe on
disarmament items. At present the General Assembly is considering the
possibility of reducing the number of its Main Commitﬁees,  Any‘reaalocatidnafbﬁ'
of agenda items should avoid-.assigning to~the:Firs£ Commi;tgg;gggggggég?;ﬂ¥_; a
unrelated to disarmament and international1§ecurity.~ | 7 | |

Made up of all the States Members of the Unitgdiations; the ﬁniteﬁ“ygv-kff
Nations Disarmament Commission is, as agreed in 1978, a subsidiaty,T” |
deliberative Qrganqof the General Assembly. Its fun¢tioﬁ‘is;t¢ édhﬁiéét*ahéi'w?“
make recommeqdations on .the various problems in the spherekof disérmameﬁtjap¢ .f -
follow up the relevant decisions»of~the,speéia1 sessio§aOnidisarmément,?vIﬁ'Pﬂgg
provides an annual report to the General Assembly andui#precént7yéa§s:it'haéf’“5x‘*

introduced a number of changes in itsuwnrking,methuds.vj»
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On the other hand, some countries have expressed doubts about the
advisability of maintaining a forum such as the Disarmament Commission. My
delegation shares some of those doubts, but it considers it highly appropriate
that the States Members of the United Nations continue to have a disarmament
forum in which alil can participate on an equal footing. Hence we should like
to suggest that the possibility be explored - I repeat, that uhe possibility
be explored - of the First Committee's establishing a subcommittee, open to
all States Members of the Organization, that would meet for a period of three
or four weeks in New York at the same time as the Disarmament Commission is
meeting. That working group, or subcommittee, would be charged with a dual
task: first, to consider, and make recommedations on, certain disarmament
items that would be identified by the First Committee during its autumn )
session, and, secoadly, te coasider proposals aimed at the further
rationalization of the work of the First Committee itself. This proposal has
the advantage of preserving a forum that is similar to the Disarmament
Commission while at the same time achieving greater coordination with the
First Committee.

Established by the General Assembly in 1978 the Conference on Disarmament
is the only multilateral forum for negotiation on disarmament. Its membership
is restricted, and its decisions are made by consensus. Its membership was
agreed in 1978, and it has recently stepped up the process of reviewing its
agenda, membership and working methods, as described in document CD/WP.442.
The Geneva Conference on Disarmament enjoys a unique status in the United
Nations system, and it should maintain that status and continue its functions
in Geneva with the provision of needed services by the Office of Disarmament

Affairs. A year ago a new Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament
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was appointed; he is also Personal Representatave of the Secretary-Genetal of
the United Nations. The post of Assxstant Secretary-General is stxll vacant.

ST L MR

and we hope that it will bg,leled\soon.x*a
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After 1978, the United Kations Centre for Disarmament was stfengthened
and its research and informatioa functions extended. It was transformed into
the Department for Disarmament Affairs, headed by an Under-Secretary-General.
A year ago it was again downgraded, this time to an Office. Durin§ this
resumed session of the First Committee, it will be necessary to review the
role and resources of the Office of Disarmament Affairs in order to enable the
United Nations to continue to fulfil the role we have assigned to it in the
field of disarmament. Careful consideration will have to be éiven to the
suggestion that the Office transfer the bulk of its operations from United
Nations headquarters here in New York to Geneva. This should be examined in
the light of the new functions that Member States decide'to assign to the
Office of Disarmament Affairs in order to enhance the role of the United
Nations in the field of disarmament and ensure a more effective functioning of
its disarmament machinery.

Those are our brief observations. We offer you, Sir, the full
cooperation ¢f the delegation of Mexico in the search for agreements on these
questions, which enjoy wide support among the States Members of the
Organization.

Mr. DE ARAUJQ CASTRO (Brazil), Chairman, United Nations’Disarmament
Commission: I welcome the opportunity tec conéribute to this exchange of views
as Chairman of the United Nations Disarmament Commission (UNDC).

In accordance with Generél Assembly decision 47/422, the purpose of this
collective exercise is to reassess the multilaﬁeral arﬁs conirol and
disarmament mach;nery, in partxcular the respective roles of the F;rst
Committee, the United Natioms Disarmament Commxss;on and the Conference on

Dzsarmament and their interrelationship, as well as the role of the Office of



A/C.1/47%/5V.41 «
3z

{Mr. de Arauwjo Casktr g. thm:mgg

Disarmamen mmi n)
Disarmament Affairs. 1Ia this process.'we afe to congider "ways ana*means'td -
enhance the functioning and.efficiency; of this machinéryQi It is to this
point as it relates to the Commission that I wish to direct my remarks.

Over the last few years, the Commission has already been engaged in a -

carefully. consxdered process of review and reform,_with a v1ew to enhanczng

its funct;onlng and efficiency. Th1S’ong01ng process has so far’achleveaza:‘f
considerable measure of success, and I believe that it should be ehcbﬁrégednto  B
proceed. | |

It may be recalled that the United Nations Disarmament CommisSibh:was
established in 1978 by thé first special session of the Géhéral-ASéeﬁbly"
devoted to disarmament as a successor tb the.Commissian 6riginaliy'creatéd byr'“
the General Assembly in 1952, Open to the part;cxpat:on of a11 Mbmber States*_
of the United Natioms, the’ Commzss;on functxons as. a subs:d;ary organ of the |
General Assembly. It is from- the General Assemblyfandilts Fmrst'Commxttee ;~fﬁl
that the Commission receives gﬁidance, and it is to them that the1¢§mmi35i6£ é*
reports énnﬁally.' The UNDC has a cleariy defined :éie*és_f*f .

"the specialized; deliberaﬁiVe‘body'within the“Uhﬁted Natibhs;- v”

multilateral disatmament machinery thatiallowsbfor'iﬁ-&epth déiibeia€i6hS

on specific disarmament issues, leadxng to the submmss:on of. concrete

recommendations on those issues”. (resolu 1ob 44/119

The ongoing reform process of theﬁnisarmamentlCbmmiSsiohli$ $ésea qn?tﬁéf 
document on "ways and means to enhance the functiﬁning df”the Diéérmamén£ 
Comm1s51on", adopted by the: Commsz1on in 1990, in- the l;ght of General
Assembly resolution 44/119 -C.- v K

In 1991 and 1992, under thefchairmanship of-AmbaSsaddr‘Petér!nbhenféllner'1‘
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of Austria and Ambassador André Erd3s‘of~nungaty, respectively, the
Disarmament Commission proceeded to implement its reform-progtammé.

In accordance with the "ways and means"-document,Ait concentrated its
work in 1991 and 1992 on fhe consideration of four-sﬁbsgantive'items in four
different working groups: objective information on military matters; the -
ptécess of nuclear disarmament in the'frameworiAof inﬁernatidnal.peace and
security with theﬂbbjective of the elimination of-guclear weapons; a regional
approach to disarmament within the context éf §iobal security; and the role of
science and technology- in the context of interna;ional security,'disarmament
and other related fields. |

Last‘year. the Commission successfully cbncluded the'éonsideration,of*the
first of these four items, adopting a set of guidglines and‘recommendationSA
for objective information‘on military matters.vthe‘text Of'which is feproduced
in the 1992 report of the Commission. The General Assembly subsequently:
endorsed these guidelines and recommendations and recommendédsfhem»to all
States for implementation. | |

In 1991 and 1992, the Commission beéaniand continuéd iﬁs'ébnside:ation of
the three other items on its substantive~agenda,'thgse reiatiﬁdﬂto huclear
disarmament, to the regional approach and tofscience;and £echnoio§yat.mhe
progress achieved to date in the délibetations.on_these-tﬁiée«éu;stions'is
reflected in the reports submitted by the: Commissxon to the General Assembly
and is linked to a large extent to the many thoughtful work;ng papers that
were submitted by delegations or groups of delegations and:dis:ributedlas s
documents of the Commission. | V L

In 1992 théitommission also considered informally the éanvéﬁiénce of

further refining the reform programme embodied in thellggo'documéng~°n-ways
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and .means. - This. f;ne—thn;ng of the,Commrseaan s refoxm pracess;cﬁmehtjﬁa?j
reflected later 1n the year, at the organzzatlonal sess;cn of the*Cbmmnssaxﬁk :
held on 8 December.lgszre :n‘aecordance thh~nperat;ve\paragraghfaeeieqeneral
Assembly reselhtiohf47(54,A,,the Commissioﬁgdecided;tg;begipemeeingpiteeagenaa7ffi
in‘thebeireetiqnveg,a threemitem>phasedaapproaeh,-hy"which; inepr&neepiéeaatéq
each annual substantive session of therCommisaicn.{onefsubstantieefiteﬁrﬁilltx"
be in the first year of. consxderatlon, one. item- in its mzddle year andecne |

1temy;n_;ts th;rd qr:eohcludxng,year;' It is expected that thls-programme*cann kf

be fully ,impl,eiﬂ!e#?—%ﬁ by the ,,1994»5?55;0:1 of . the ,Comm;,ss;zon-»-e SRR

As nmoted in reselutio:g -47/54 A, 1893 will be aa_trensip;ibaal yearfczthe
Disarmament;Commissiogr »?hequmhissiehfhae,decidedhthatget:itsEfaftheqhihgfi_q'
subStahtive!sessioh,;~togbehhe1ﬁ from 19;Aprii'teliQ;ﬁayi1993:;3ﬁerh%5heulds£e L

coneludeduon»two of.the!itemsvmn’itsfsubstantive agenda,fthe7itemsdhkthe-53é§af

regxonal approach. to drsarmament and the 1tem on’ sclence and technolqu. :Thé*ﬁVj

Comm;ss;an has also. dec;ded to hold over the 1tem on: nuclear dxsarmament*for
conclu51on in 1994, | ’ |

I am at present eonductxng consultatzons, whlch I hope will seon he : e
concluded, on ‘the quest;on of whether to. hegxn in 1993 the consmderatron ef a;r

new substantxve.xtema_ As ncted in resolutlon 47/54 A, support has heen

expressed in. the Comm1551on.for the 1nc1u51on 1n 1ts agenda of a new 1tem an h’n?
the quEStlon °f non—Prollferatlon.e, | ' ’ - A

It should also be recalled that, An preper;ng for. Jtsv1994 eesslgn, the
Commlsslon wzll have.before Lt.a.proposal on the"“91“5‘°n“0f*an~1tem,é#gv;;gﬁ_'

matters related to international .arms. transfers. .-H_M;_"»

It is my expectat1on that,we w111 be ahle to achleve 519n1f1eant resultsffl‘”

this: year in each of the two xtems scheduled for conclusron at the Substantzve
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session of UNDC: the regional approach to disarmament and the role of science
and ‘technology.

It should be noted that a very useful input to our work in this resumed
session of the First Committee is contained in the views expressed by a number
of Member States in accerdance with decision 47/422 and compiled in the report
of the Secretary-General contained in documents A/47/887 arnd A/47/887/3dd.1.

In examining these different replies, in particular as they refer to the
Disarmament Commission, certain common or recurring elements car be extracted
which are, I believe, relevant to our work here today. Among these, I would
mention the references made to the following points:

There is the importance of the Commission as a universal forum that
provides all States with the opportunity to participate in deliberations on
disarmament and arms-control issues, thus involving and engaging States of all
regions in this process of concern for the entire international community.

There is also the distinct mandate of the Commission as a deliberative
forum for the focused consideration of issues that cannot be debated in depth
during the annual sessions of the First Committee or that have not yet been
defined sufficiently to be takem up for negotiatiom. "

Another point is the role of the Commission in promoting conceptual
discussion, consensus-building and the identification ofkglobal'and‘regional
measures for negotiation in the Conference on Disarmament, in regional forums
or elsewhere. In this comnection, the Commission is said to have‘an:important
part to play in encouraging, supporting, supplementing and'preparing”the

groundwork for disarmament negotiations conducted in other forums.*

# Mr. Suh (Republic of Korea), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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Another poxnt is the general support for the reforms already undertaken
by the Comm1ss:on and for further steps to streamlrne‘;ts agenda and norkzng
methods, wzth reference in partlcular to the three-ltem phased approach..
| There is also the need for the Dasarmament Comm;ssxon to £ocus more
dlreotly on its worklng agenda, lrmxted to a few concrete subjeets, for
detailed d;sﬂus51ons w;thout the pressure of votzng on resolut:.ons°

Another po;nt is the need for more consultat1ons between the annual
sessions of the Commmssxon and for moreracvance prepara 1on bé delegatlons;
w1th the presentatlon, as approprlate, of workxng papers.-~ |

Next there is the notxon that the Flrst Comm;ttee, the Dmsarmament
‘Comm1351on and the Conference on Dzsernament have dxst;nct but complementary
and 1nterre-ated roles, and that there is a need tor a greater degree of
dzalogue and coordination, for c]oser 11nks and for a strengthened
relatlonshxp between these three hodaes., |

F;nally -a po;nt of relevance to the starmament Comm1531on as‘well as
to other components of the Unzted Natlons d1sarmament machxnery - there is the
4need to strengthen the Offlce for Dlsarmament Affenrs, prov1d1ng 1t with
adequate staff and other resources, so as to enable 1t to carry cut. the

1mportant tasks assxgned to 1t by Member States.

As Cha1rman of the Dzsarmament Comm1551on. i welcome the hold;ng of these

retonvened meet;ngs of the Flrst Commzttee,vunder your chamrmanshxp, Slr. The
exchange of views in thls openlng debate and 1n the consultatzons to he -
conducted under your always very able gu:dance wzll, I am sure, contrihute to
our common goal of enhanclng the functxonxng and effzclenoy of the

multilateral arms control and dlsarmament~mach1nery.; I am ready—to cooperatel

fully with you and with all othker delegations in this endeavout.
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Mr. FQSTERVOLL (Norway): My delegation welcomes this opportunity to

address the resumed session of the First Committee under your able guidance,
Sir. As you will be aware, Norway has submitted a written contribution
outlining our views on the Secretary-General's report "New Dimensions of Arms
Regulation and Disarmament in the Post-Cold War era'. 1In this brief statement
I want to highlight our position on some of the key issues confronting us.

Having studied carefully the replies provided so far to the
Secretary-General's report, and listened to the statements made here this
morning, we note that broad agreement seems to exist regarding the need to
restructure and revitalize the international framework for negotiations and
consultations on disarmament. The task is to adjust the disarmament machinery
to new opportunities and challenges.

The emerging internatiomal consensus on vital security issues, manifested
by a revitalized Security Council, should be fully exploited so as to enable
us to make further progress on the international disarmament and arms-control
agenda. The following four issues are in our view of particular importance.

First, the danger of proliferation of weapons of mass destruction in all
its aspects constitutes a growing challenge to peace and security.
Non-proliferation has been >n the agenda for decades. The time has now come
to renew our efforts to halt the spread of such weapons. Efforts should
include a strengthening of the control regarding transfer of technology and
sensitive expertise. 1In this respect, the right of States to have access to
technology necessary for their economic and industrial development should be
ensured. All States which have not yet done so should accede to the

Non-Proliferation Treaty.
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Secondly, a comprehensive puclezr-test ban remains an issue of Ehsh "%
highest priority. Lack of substantial progress prior to the 1995 Conference
of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty will undermxne our efforts’ to
bolster thes non-proliferation regime. May I add one further ;mpOrtaﬁg.’
consideration. Nuclear test explosions presgntVg:aVéfénvirohmeﬁﬁalﬁaﬁd he§1th
hazards. My country would be deeply eoncefned“ifftesting'ﬁeré‘to be resumdd
at Novaya Zemlya, an.archipelago in~a-vulnerablémgfiiie'enéironment.i S
Thirdly, the chemical-weapons C&nvention'féprBSentsAé*dedisiVé'sﬁéﬁ;:’
towards the total elimination of thése pafticularly 6tﬁel-weapbn§.: Univefsal -
‘adherence to the Convention is a central obJecc:.vec ‘To anaiﬁ:a trulj o
effective ban on chem:cal weapons it will be essent:al to ensure full
implementation‘of its provisions by all its signatéries. A‘well—fﬁnctioiiﬁé;
and effective secretariat in Thé Hague7i8”df'thé}utmbét'impﬁfﬁéncé‘iﬁ this% '
regacd. | s |
Foutthly, the global respausab;l;ty of the’ Unxted Nations: shouid be
supplemented and strengthenad by b:lateral and tegzonal arrangaments. They
should include efforts to halt and reverse regxonal arms zaces through greaterf"
transpar2sncy in armaments, non-pro!zferatzon regnmes and a reductlen in arms
- transfers.. Progress. and ezperzence in arms—control and confadence-bulla1ng‘
measures made in one’ regzon ‘could be applxed to other reg:ons. Reg10n31
secu;zty arfangements should be: encoutaged through an exchange of 1nformatxo§ :
and ezper;enee in a wuder 1nternat10na1 framewbrk.  _,!;-\ ’
Inev;tably, there is'a substantxal overlay in. the éubjects d:seussed by t

the three ma;n bodies" that make up the mult:lateral d:sarmament mach;nery,  —.

although the approach may he"dlfferent. The futute dzsarmament mach;nery mustg;'*

-
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be adapted to current economic and political realities. There is clearly
scope for improved efficiency and savings of economic resources. We have
commented in more detail on these issues in our written contribution. May I
on this occasion just make the following brief pcints.

One possible course of action would be to concentrate resources towards a
restructured Conference on Disarmament and a more smoothly functioning First
Committee. Te First Committee should at the same time be given the
opportunity to conduct a broad political discussion as well as to provide
input to the Conference on Disarmamen. .

The Disarmament Commission has kad a role to play in encouraging,
supporting and supplementing disasmament negotiations conducted in other
multilateral, regional and bilateral forums. Despite the promising
developments in the Ccwmission's work after the adoption of the reform
programme, further improvements in the structure and functioning of the
Disarmament Commission are iaecessary.

The essential fourth part of the machinery is the Office of Disarmament
Affairs, We trust that it will be given sufficient resources to allow it to
continue to carry out its tasks effectively..

Analyses, studigskand research activities should in the future be carried
out by the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR). Nerway
favours a further strengthening of the Institute, including its financial
basis.

The time has: come for an enlargement of the Conference on Disarmament.
Expanding its membership would broaden the political basis for the
negotiations and enable the Conference to benefit from the experience and’

contributions of a larger group of nations.
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Norway supports the proposal to accept as members thdse'States*ﬁhich have
applied and shown a genuine interest in the work of the Conference. We'i
believe that a‘éecision to enlarge the Conference on Disarmameﬁﬁ‘should'Be‘“
taken without further délay. The outcome of this resumed session of the First
Committee should heip bring about such a decision.

Since 1986, Norway h=»s beer the endorsed candidate -of the Western Gr@up
to become a full member of the Counference on Disarmément. Our kégn‘intefest
in the work of the Conferénce remains undiminished and has been dempﬁstrated:
throughout the years. We are ready to assume all the réspénsibilitiesléﬁét”
full membership entails. | .

Mr. PONCE (Bcuador) (inteérpretation frém'spanish): Document
A/47/887 contains, inter alia, the views of my GbVernment on the feportﬁpf the
Secretary-General entitled "New dimensions df’arms‘regulaﬁion'5nd‘disafmamént,
in the post-cold-war era". In this brief statement, I shall therefore deal |
mainly with institutional guestions. But‘before’¢oing sb; I shﬁuld iike'£6'T
make two preliminary comments., - . R
-First, the objectives and plan of action contained in the3fin31 Doéﬁm;h£f.:1

of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assémbly devoted to disarmament,

of 1978, -remain valid, and‘it‘iSﬁour'obliggﬁion~E0v¢bnti§u57tb7méke5piogfeSS‘ . >3

along thoserlines;;.The.qelugeVO£~intérnationél évéhts th§£'§§ef the 15§t fé§*;kf7

months have demanded the participationiof;thé’UpitedﬁNéEionSiihfﬁafioﬁéﬁareé§ gVC;

of the world through massive humanitarian or peaée—kéépiﬁékOpetatibns,éhdﬁiaf[fﬁ““

not lead us into the error of subordinating to the pfessiﬁgfnééds“bfithé B

moment the objectives of arms control and disarmament aehieﬁedfinﬁiébdf;§ﬁ§.5;if[ﬁ

negotiations in 1978.
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Secondly, a comprehensive nuclear-test ban, progress towards a
non-discriminatory and universally accepted non-proliferation system, and the
strengthening of regional conventional disarmament schemes are tasks that the
international community can and should promote immediately. The new reality
makes that possible, as can be seen in the flexibility of the negotiatiomns on
the Convention on chemical weapons, and we can take these decisive steps. We
must make progress before the expansion and growth of conflicts generated in
the many latent situations of tension jeopardize the prevailing international
climate, which is favourable to arms control and disarmament.

I turn now to disarmament machinery.

The results obtained so far by the First Committee of the General
Assembly, the Disarmament Commission and the Conference on Disarmament reflect
the political will of Member States. Their institutional structure and their
procedures have made it possible for concrete and positive results to be
achieved whenever the political will has existed. The successful agreement on
the chemical weapons Convention is clear evidence of the effectiveness of the
Conference on Disarmament., For its part, the Disarmament Commission has been
gaining strength as a valid universal forum for the exchange of ideas and the
conciliation of disarmament positions. Not only has the work of the
Commission yielde” the outlines of consensus that pave the way for the
completion of certain items through negotiations in the Conference; in certain
cases, it has also made possible the adoption of concrete mechanisms of
universal scope, such as the registry of objective information on military
matters. For its part, the First Committee of the General Assembly has
reflected the positive chanyes brought about in the climate of international

cooperation by the end of t.ie cold war.
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It is encouraging to note that every year there is a larger number of . -
resolutions adopted by consensus - 60 per cent at the most recent session of.
the General Assembly - and that most of the resolutions put to-the vote are
subjected to fewer and fewer objections by Member States.

My Government believes that if Member States remew their political will
in the cause of disarmament and make use of the potential offered by the
present machinery, the benefits to the international community can beAéertain
and concrete_results can be achieved. Making use of the negotiating -
possibilities offered by an expanded Conference on Disarmement to adopt-a
convention on a definitive nuclear-test ban, and the-building of consensus by‘
the Disafmament Commission, particularly on such priority issues as
non-p;oliferation -~ which would be an important contribution tO‘the\reviéwf
Conference of the non-proliferation Treaty -~ are clear instances of the
immediate possibilities offered by those forums.

My delegation does not object to the First Committee's incorporating in
its agenda new items currently being dealt with by other Committees of ﬁhe“
General Assembly if the objeétive is to regroup the items relating to -~
international security. If we reach such a decision, we shall have to adopt
relevant measures so that disarmament issues maintain in Qur.debates,theuhigh;.
priority called for by the present situatior. In reorganizing the agenda;,wg>
shall have to decide whether an annual review of all items is justified, and -
in preparing resolutions for adoption we should exhaust all efforts to mérge,.
drafts on closely related items.

The Office of Disarmament Affairs plays a basic role in the smooth .
functioning of multilateral disarmament organs. Its technical aﬂd
administrative support is at the heart of the work of the General Assembly,

the Disarmament Commission and the Conference on Disarmament. Its
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contributions to publicizing the tasks of those organs and in support of
specialized-personnel training in our countries deserve our praise. That i.
why its downgrading and the recently effected reductions in persomnel and
resources were of concern to my Government. New ideas on a new change in its
administrative structure, just a few months after the last one, will be
carefully and constructively analyzed by Ecuador. Our Government believes
that no decision should be made on this matter until all Member States, based
on the technical analyses and assessments of the Secretariat, receive the
necessary input on which to base their opinions.

Mr. WHANNOU (Benin) (interpretation from French): Now that the
First Committee is resuming its work of the forty-seventh session of the
General Assembly, in keeping with decision 47/422 under item 63 of the
Assembly's agenda entitled "Review of the implementation of the
reconmendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth
special session” - the first to deal with general and complete disarmament
under international control - the delegation of Benin wishes to express its
satisfaction, Sir, at your competent and dynamic leadership.

Benin is convinced that, through concerted efforts, we can achieve the
aims of the international community to eliminate States' aggressive capacities
through disarmament, starting with the elimination of the danger of nuclear
war and the application of measures to halt and reverse the arms race and pave
the way to a lasting peace. The tenth special session stressed the importance
of an international machinery toc deal with the problems of disarmament in its

various aspects and of operating effectively.
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Since then the international community haS'beéome'increasinglyraware that
mankind is threatened with self-destruction through the maséive stockpiling,
improvement and proliferation of weaponry. but it must be sfated~that*the'k'
multilateral process has not kept pace with that‘awafeness.' Indeed, owing ‘to
the persistent cold war, marked by bloc politics and ideologic31 riva1rieé in
a world of clashing interests, Membér States héd to focus on their own
security and that of their ‘allies. But with the end of that'periodvof global
rivalry, the world has become more in;erdependent,»which‘requireS"GOIleqtivé
measures such as disarmament to guarantee the securiﬁy Ofbal;.:ﬂ |

While the goals of disarmamert are well known, it is none‘the’le:s
necessary to re-evaluate and strengthen arms4c§ntr017aqd disérmament f~"'
machinery. In that comnection, the report of -the Secfetary;General{issﬁéa'”b
during last year's Disarmament Week, “New dimensions of arms :egulétipﬁ“and
disarmament in the post-cold-war era", provides a good basis for 6ur= "'
deliberations. |

In that important report, which in a sense supplements "An Agenda{for t
Peace", submitted to Member States for theirﬂconsidefation, the‘>
Secretary-General proposes adopting a qomprehenéive”intégrated ap§foacﬁ'an&  :':
revitalizing United Nations activities,‘includiﬁg the greatér rblé‘tbkbé‘
played by the Security Council. Disarmament, which should be the cdﬁéérn*df {“k
all, would be.integrated into the overall effort»to étrengthenJintgtﬁafiohélh;
security, and the United Nations would play the»centfa1 rolé'in’the Seérdh'fdrv
consensus, in setting priorities and in advocatingrthe mdst appropriate o
machinery. In the Secretary-Gemeral's view, what makes it evan'ﬁbfe”§ita1'tb: 
explore the new dimensions of disarmament ié‘that’the’end pfrbipolaiity has

failed to reduce the need for disarmament.
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The delegation of Benin welcomes the report of the Secretary-General,
particularly since it reflects our own conviction that the strengthening of
international security should enable each State to live and develop in peace.
True disarmament must take account of the multidimensional concerns of
international security, the ultimate expression of which is peace, to be
ensured, in turn, by the absence not only of military threats but also of
non-military threats, such as the problems of ensuring sustainable
development: progress in either of those areas has a positive effect on the
other.

But we can scarcely make progress without interaction among the
multilateral structures that are important for setting guidelines, for
deliberation and for negotiation; these structures are, respectively, the
First Committee, the Disarmament Commission and the Confersnce on
Disarmament. We are convinced that the success of disarmament efforts in
bringing about the adoﬁtion of effective measures depends upon concerted
action by those bodies with the guidance of the Gemeral Assembly, which, under
Article 11 of the Charter, considers "the principles governing disarmament and
the regulation of armaments".

Since disarmament must be the result of negotiations, the role of the
Security Council, which bears responsibility for the maintenance and the
restoration of international peace and security, must fall within the
framework of Article 26, which states that

"In order to promote the establishment and maintenance of
international peace and security with the least diversion for armaments

of the world's human and economic resources, the Security Council shall
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be responsible for formulating ... plans to be submitted-to the Memhérs

of the United Natiqns for the establishﬁent of a‘system‘forbthe

regulation of armaments". 7 |

The Conférence on Disarmament has shown its capability by‘agreeing onrthe
elimination of ome type of weapons of mass deétruction, némely,'chemical
weapons; But it is important to alter its membership so as to reflect heﬁ‘
international realities and especially to take intd account the security
concerns of the entire, diverse international c'ommunity.t dtherwisé,.fhere can
be no true disarmament measures. The Conference's agenda should take{accbuﬁt'
of the priorities established at the tenth special”séssion, espeCiaily-gﬁcIeai'i»
disarmament in all its aspects, including the cessation of huclear-weap§n -
tests, non-proliferation, the prevention of nucléar war, 5eéurity guérantees'“’fy
for ron-nuclear-weapon States against the use or”threat\bf use ‘of Qﬁciéért*
weapons, and measures to prevent an arms race in outer space. Aﬁténﬁidn‘muﬁf*”J
be paid too to the question of verification,‘which ca§ guaranteé*thé‘adbﬁtidn;”“
of disarmament measures by States and the effectiveness of thosevmeasureé.“” T

The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Wuclear Weapoﬁs will éxpiref1a¢3“"'”
1995; it should be transformed into a genuine instrumentffor7£he*¢§mplété'“3“
elimination of nuclear weapons and for the promotion OE~ﬁu¢leér éechnOib§Y'fbf“ B
peaceful and developmental purposes. | A3

Successful functioning of the multilatera1~disarmament_madhiﬁéry4élso
requires the strengthening of the téchnical functions of the Secretafia#i
especially at Headgquarters in New York. My delegation is'grateful'tOLthé?"
Office of Disarmament Affairs for its efforts in the cause of disarmament,’
especially its efforts to gain needed public support and to promote the =
regional action that is a valuable adjunct to world-wide disarmament.’ The‘:'

Office must be made capable of serving us better.
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Today the international climate is more favourable than ever to
implementing the recommendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly
at its tenth special session, devoted to general and complete disarmament
under effective international control. All that is needed is that we should
seize the opportunity and show greater openness iniorder to reconcile our
different viewpoints and stress what unites us in the interest of security for
all.

Mr. ACHARYA (Nepal): My delegation welcomes this opportunity for amn
exchange of views on the effectiveness of United Naticns disarmament machinery
in the post-cold-war era. I take this opportunity to express our appreciation
to the Secretary-General, who has presented important ideas in that regard
within the triple concept of integration, globalization and revitalization.

My delegation approaches the issue on the basis of a few fundamental
premises: first, the central role of the United Nations in translating global
consensus on disarmament and security issues into operative reality; secondly,
the continuing validity of the priorities set out in the Final Document of the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament:; thirdly,
the need for‘disarmament efforts to be predicated on a clear understanding of
the rel;tion between disarmament, international security and development; and
lastly, acceptance of the linkage between arms regulation and disarmament on
the one hand and the removal of the uanderlying causes of tension and conflicts
on the oéher[

New challenges of the post-cold-war era have underlined the necessity of
such an integrated approach, The First Committee, a deliberatﬁve body with
universal membership, provides an indispensable forum for identifying

priorities in disarmament and security issues. It has contributed to rallying
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wider support for and ( .2rating momentum towards arms control and

disarmament. It is the most appropriate forum for integrating the Aiscussion.
of new dimensions of disarmament with rélatedgccncerns of ‘the intermational
community, such as development and the underlying causes of tenéion ahdi*_;~
conflicts in many areas. of the world today.

We have seen remarkable progress in ratiomalizing the work'o£ the o
Committee in the last few years; that process is bound to be continued in the
future, along with a focus on streamlining the'agenda'and~providing more time

for issue-oriented consultations rather than general debate.
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The process of reform comtinues in the Disarmament Commission, a process
launched by the adoption of the ways and means document in 1990. The
institution of a three-item agenda for the Commission, each maturing in a
phased manner, is a remarkable achievement. My delegation therefore sees no
need to interfere with the ongoing process. Having said that, I wish to
underline the fact that the Commission is a deliberative bedy with a mandate
distinct from that of the Conference on Disarmament. The short time available
for the substantive session cf the Commission could be even better utilized hy
avoidizng 2uplicative general debate and, instead, by focusing on an in-depth
analysis of items on the aceanda with a view to evolving a set of guidelines
and recommendations.

Nepal places great importance om the Conizrence on Disarmament as the
sole multilateral negotiating forum. We sinperely hope that with the landmark
seilevement in the area of chemical weapons, the Conference on Disarmament
will focus on universally recognized p:ibrity items such as a comprehensive
test ban and the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. My delegation is not
convinced that the Conferencre should take up the additional burden as a
permanent review ard supervisory body for disarmament agreements. As a
non-member, Nepal finds the present composition of the Conference on
Disarmament fairly represéntative. It i7, however, a guestion to be decided
by the Conference itself.

The Office of ‘isarmament Affairs has been facing an expanding number of
tasks. The establishment of the Register of Conventional Arms and of a
dataebaseqféystem in the Office of Disarmament Affairs alome élace a very
heavy burdea o.. the alxcady threadbare Secretariat gagpooxty the Office is also
‘expected to play a major role in the inter-departmental task force to give

advice on the palitical, economic and technical aspects of cowversicn. The
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Office of Disarmament Affairs also has a major role to play ix inteératinéfthe
efforts towards coafidence ané security-building measures through the United 3
Nations regional centres, The changing nature of international reiatibns
calls for closer coordination‘betweeg the 2Efice of73isa;mamen£'§ffairs, the
Security Council and even the Department of Peace-keeping Ogeratibps;

With this in mind, my delegation strongly suﬁports étrengthening‘the°‘
Office of Disarmament Affairs to enable it to perform the functions ex@euﬁed'k
of it in a rapidly changing situation. We stroagly support maiﬁtainiﬁﬁ’fhé |
integrity‘bf.the'Office and are opposed to woving the entire bffiée‘ér_itS~’
units away from New York.. :

The Unitéd Nations Charter defines the role of the Security Council in
the regulation of armaments and disarmament. - The epochai changes~iﬁ
international relations demand that these provisions be activated.
Democratization of the Security Council will enhance its role énd'creéihility '
in matters of arms coatrol and disarmament. The Council cduld'aisélbéhefgi*1 
from a system of coordination with the Conference on Disarmament. - |

Those are a few of the observations' of my delegation 0n~théfiésﬁes'hefbfé
us. While complimenting the Chairmax, for the marmer in which he has heén
guiding the deliberations of the First Committee at the’fqrty;éévéuth;seﬁsioﬁ;'
my delegation looks forward to'the'impbréant'coﬂsuitations:Ehét;éfe £6:téké'j;
place in the next few days. “ | s

" Mr, MARSCHIK (Austria): ' Austria is among the countries that have

submitted written comments on the Secretafy;Géneral'Sjrépdrt; £hey‘aféi"
contained in document A/47/887. My statement ﬁiil,théréfdré be.é#ﬁ;éméiY”:igk
brief. et

We share the Secretary-General's opin‘on that,'af‘h‘time‘ﬁhén';i';’”'

international relations are marked by a néw atmosphere of fdtente and
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cooperation, new cpportunities have also arisen for multilateral disarmament
efforts. _

To meet this new challenge, the international community reguires a
functioning and efficient multilateral arms regulatior and disarmament
machinery. The division ¢f responsibil ties betweea the complementary
elements of this machinery will have to be carefully balanced.

The First Committee has been and should continue to be the main
multilateral forum for the consideration of all disarmament and arms control
issues. It has been able to streamline its agenda, to concentrate its work,
to reduce duplication and to facilitate consensus resolutions. A constructive
spirit of cooperation during the recent sessions will further enhance the work
of the First Committee.

The United Nations Disarmament Commission, after having implemented its
reform programme, further strives to improve its efficiency while at the samc
time providing all interested States with the opportunity to participate in
and to contribute to its work. A centinued conceatration on a few
well-defined topics will surely facilitate concrete results.

The Conference on Disarmament has served effectively as a multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum. We have all been impressed by and applauded
its success in concluding the chemical-weapons Ccnvention. Now the Conference
is reassessing its agenda as well as its comlssition, Auscria strongly
believes that at this point the Conference on Disarmament would benefit
greatly from the addition of a number of couatries that are willing and abie
to make substantial contributions. We share the notion that an early
enlargement would more adequately reflect the level of interest in its work in

the international community as a whole.
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Austria has repeatedly expressed its interest in becoming a member of the
Conference on Disarmament. It submitted its application for membership as
early as 1982. Ever since non-members were given the possibility to
participate in the work of the Conference, Austria has been granted the status
of participating non-member and has over the years actively participated in
the work of the Conference. We sincerely hope, as do a number of other
countries, that the time has now come to be given full membership in the
Conference on Disarmament.

The Security Council has in the recent past reconfirmed and strengthened
its role as the central organ for the maintenance and restoration of
international peace and security. We welcome an active involvement by the
Security Council also in the areas of arms control, disarmament and
non-proliferation. In this respect, as to verification, we recall the
important role in the nuclear field of the International Atomic Energy Agency
under the Non-Proliferation Treaty and safeguards agreements, and in the field
of chemical weapons of the future Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons, which we are confident will be fully operational within the next two

years.
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been obvious progress on arms control and disarmament in recent years. The
rapid changes in the world after the end of the cold war are opening
favourable possibilities in disarmament and the safequarding of international
security. At the same time, they are creating new problems which call for
innovative solutions. For that reason, the delegation of Belarus was pleased
with the Secretary-General's injitiative in presenting his report "New
dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the post-cold-war era"
(A/C.1/47/7). The report's concept of integration, globalization and
revitalization in the area of arms control and disarmament and its other
important proposals have received broad support. We agree in particular with
the idea that disarmament plays a central role in safeguarding international
peace and security and that all countries. must participate in the disarmament
process.

Belarus will make a concrete contribution to the solution of disarmament
problems. We shall act responsibly in fulfilling our obligations under
international agreements.

During the First Committee's general debate last October our delegation
presented details of the measures we have taken with regard to disarmament and
international security, as well as our efforts to reach a non-nuclear, neutral
status. We are pleased to report that Belarus has recently taken important
new steps in this regard. On 4 February 1993 Supreme Soveit of the Republic
of Belarus ratified the Treaty between the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Reduction and Limitation of
Strategic Offensive Arms, dated 31 July 1991, as well as the Protocol to it

signed at Lisbon on 25 May 1992, We also decided that the Republic of Belarus
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should become a party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty as a non-nuclear State.
0f all the successor States of the former Soviet Union with respect to that
Treaty, only Belarus has indicated its readiness to carry out its obligations
under the Lisbon Protocol in full and without reservations or conditions.
Thus for the first time in the history of the international community, a
sovereign State has voluntarily renounced the possibility of the actual
possession of nuclear weapons.

The Republic of Belarus believes that its position on nuclear disarmament
will be properly appreciated by the international community and feels that it
has good reason to count on comprehensive financial assistance in carrying out
all the measures associated with the practical implementation of the
obligations it assumed under those agreements, as well as in converting its
armaments industry and modernizing its technologies.

The delegation of Belarus welcomed the decision that the First Committee
should proceed to an exchange of views and prepare concrete, concerted
recommendations on enhancing the effectiveness of multilateral disarmament
machinery. Of course, the international community must make maximum use of
the means at its disposaland adopt measures to reform the existing machinery
and improve coordination between the First Committee, the Disarmament
Commission and the Conference on Disarmament, Interesting proposals on these
matters have been made in the replies (A/47/887 and addenda) submitted by
States in response to the Secretary-Gemeral's invitation.¥

We all know how important is the role of the First Committee in the
consideration of disarmament and security matters. Accordingly, we can only

welcome the desire on the part of delegations to enhance the effectiveness of

* The Chairman returned to the Chair.
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the Committee's work. That is precisely the purpose of measures such as the
joint consideration of disarmament and security questions, the reduction in
the number of draft resolutions, the merging of related questions and the
adoption of a growing number of resolutions by consensus. At the same time,
like other delegations, we believe that additional efforts must be made to
revitalize the First Committee's work.

The delegation of Belarus values the work of the Disarmament Commission
and therefore supports the proposal further rationalizing the Commission's
activities; we favour establishing closer links with the Conference on
Disarmament and the adoption of a three-item agenda providing for
stage~-by-stage consideration of the questions to be dealt with.

Concrete proposals to enhance the effectiveness of the Conference on
Disarmament have been examined in the Conference itself. We wish only to
point out the need to correct its priorities, make forms and methods of work
more flexible and enlarge its composition. Our delegation takes this
opportunity to confirm that Belarus has applied for membership in the
Conference on Disarmament.

In conclusion, the delegation of Belarus would like to stress the
increasing role of the Office of Disarmament Affairs and the need to
strengthen it and revitalize its activities.

The delegation of the Republic of Belarus wishes to express its readiness
to cooperate with you, Mr, Chairman, and with all delegations in preparing,
and in reaching agreement on, concrete recommendations on the matters we are
considering, which would, in our view, enable the international community to

respond with more flexibility in the new challenges and priorities of today.
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Mr. MORADI (Islamic Republic cf Iran): Allow me at thé outset, Sir,
to express my delegation's satisfaction over the way ia whiéh you and the
other members of the Bureau have conducted the proceedings of»thé-Firét‘
Committee during this forty-seventh session, and especially ybur“efforts;in
convening the resumed sessiog of the Committee.

In reviewing the disarmament machinery in the post-cold-war era,ﬁwe,,‘
should be guided by the following three basic principles.

First, we should build on our past achievemenﬁs, especiélly the'Final.b_.
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoteé to
Disarmament.

Secondly, we should bear in mind that what prevented the internatiomal ..
community from making subs;antial progress on disarmament'and'related~éecu;ity"
issues in the cold war era was more a lack of political will to negotiétévthan
of the disarmament machinery itself.

Thirdly, we should be aware that in a more diversified and less .- .
centralized world any risk of excessive centralization in dealing_éith matters
of reform must be avoided.

The three multilate:al disarmament and arms-control bodies have_distinct
and interrelated functions, which have been carefully crafted. Theyce#ﬁ#al
issue in the reform process should be how best we can rationalize the'wdrk;bf
these bodies to emsure that, both individually and collectively, they

contribute as effectively as possible to the process of cooperative~sécurity.
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Having said that, my delegation expresses its reservations about the
notion of greater Security Council involvement in disarmament matters and, in
particular, the eaforcement of non-proliferation as suggested in paragraph 44
of the report of the Secretary-Genmeral incorporated in document A/C.1/47/7.
The democratization of the Security Council must be given priority before any
expansion of its agenda is considered, for the work of the Security Council
does not reflect an awaremess that the Council is acting on behalf of Member
States, as stated for in Article 24 of the Charter of the United Natioms. It
is true that recourse to the Security Council has already been envisagel .2
Article 6 of the biological and toxin weapons Convention and Article 12 of the
chemical weapons Convention, but this means must be handled with great care to
avoid possible misuse. Therefore, we believe that the involvement of the
Security Council in disarmament matters should not at the present time go
beyond the provisions of Articles .5 and 47 of the United Natioans Charter.

The General Assembly, as stipulated in the Final Document of the first special
session devoted to disarmament, should remain the main organ of the United
Nations in the field of disarmament.

The First Committee’s working methods have improved in recent years. 1In
this regard, fewer resolutious with more consensus and merging of topics in
the debate on disarmament and security issues are noticeable. But much
remains to be done to streamline the work of this Committee and make it more
goal-oriented., This could be achieved by reducing the length of the general
debate, focusing the debate on selected items or clusters, reducing further
the number of items and resolutions through the merging of similar items and
resolutions and the bi- or tri-annualizaticn of items, and terminating the

consideration of obsolete items.
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The United Nations Disarmament Commission has made some progress since it
was reorganized by the reform programme adopted in 1990. The work of the
Commission should aim at a three-item phased agenda for the future. When
including new items on the agenda, priority should be given to .relevant
subjects that do not overlap with those of the First Committee and the
Conference on Disarmament. In order for the Commission to ensure in-depth
dialogue on complex issues where rather fundamental differences of view: exist,
focused working papers must be circulated in advance of the session so that
delegations may come prepared. The work of the Conference on Disarmament, the
Disarmament Commission and the First Committee should be viewed in. conjunction
and be mutually complementary.

The Conference on Disarmament should become the sole real negotiating
body of the international community on disarmament issues, not a forum for -
prepared policy statements and debate on the mandates of the various ad hoc
committees. The Conference should not become open-ended or a forum with a-
large membership, for the disadvantages of this far outweigh any advantages.
Past experience has shown the problems of a negotiating body with a large
membership, especia’’y when it works by consemsus. There are other fisks as
well. The delegati. : of Finland, in the special meeting of this Committee on’
11 November 1992, expressed the view that:

"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'bfgan

once the open Conference on Disarmament is in play.” (A/C.1/47/PV, 24,

pp. 24-25)
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We look forward to seeing an informal background paper on the composition of
the Conference on Disarmament promised by its then President on
8 December 1992,

With regard to the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament in the
post~cold-war era, we are of the view that it should focus on priorities in
disarmament negotiations as set out in paragraph 45 of the Final Document of
the first special session devoted to disarmament. The end of the cold war and
the fall of the Soviet Union have not diminished the danger of nuclear weapons
and other weapons of mass destruction. 1In this regard, we express our
reservations about the notion of having the Conference on Disarmament take on
the role of a permanent review and supervisory body for some existing
multilateral arms-control and disarmament agreements, as was mentioned in the
report of the Secretary-General. Orne of the problems with this mnotion is that
the membership of the Conference is not identical to the parties to any given
agreement.

The Office of Disarmament Affairs was downgraded last year from a
Department to an Office, despite the fact that its workload in the light of
the conclusion of several agreemeants, including the Register of armaments and
exchange of information in the framework of the biological and toxin weapons
Convention, had increased. We hope that this Office will be adequately
financed and staffed so as to be able to cope with new challenges.

And firally, there are some ideas of moving the Office of Disarmament
Affairs to Geneva. We have no disagreement with this as long as it does not

affect the interactions between delegations based in New York and the Office.
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arms requlation and disarmameat - but no other issues. It is also important
to streamline its agenda in oider to make the work of the Committee more
systematic and efficient. To that end, the agenda should be organized ia
subject-related clusters. This would also make it easier to grasp the work of

the Committee and to channel the results in an appropriate and effective way.
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The Conference on Disarmament should remain the singie global
multilateral negotiating body. Its present composition, however, reflects a
bipolar world system that no longer exists. The expansion of the membership
of the Conference is Ibng overdue, preferably to include all States which
apply. It is becoming increasingly difficult to defend the exclusion of a

large number of candidates, many of which have amply demonstrated their -

interest and their competence to contribute to what should be a truly global '

effort.

The Conference should take the decision om its expansior during its next

session, in May and June. It is a most urgent question and may be a key to
important decisions on the disarmament machinery as a whole.

The fundamental task of the Conference should also be, in the future, to
negotiate global disarmament treaties. It could, however, in the new -
international context, also serve to elaborate politically binding"
commitments, both globally amd regionally. Only an expanded and more open -
Conference can adequately reflect the new situation and meet its needs.

In conclusion, the time has come to reform the international disarmament
machinery. Our task this week is to reach cencrete, agreed recommerdations

setting reform in motion.

Mr., SHOURRY (Egypt) (interpretation from Arazbic): The delegétibn'of:

Egypt is glad of the opportunity, through the resumed-session’offtheiFirst"ﬂ

Committee, in accordance with Gemeral Assembly decision 47,422, to wndertake -~
this important round of dialogue and consultation among different deleéatibns f

in order to reassess and review the disarmament machinery of the United*ar S
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Nations and take up the ideas put forward by the Secretary-General in his
report (A/C.1/47/7) "New dimensions of arms regulations and disarmament in the
post—-cold-war era'.

The changes in international relations in the recent past have had very
important repercussions for the present and future of the international
community. Despite the disappearance of military confrontation between the
two super-Powers following these political changes, the international
community continues to face a major challenge to international peace and
security and to the stability of all peoples of the world, especially in the
light of the emergence of new hot spots of conflagration in many parts of the
world. Egypt supports the ideas contained in the report of the
Secretary-General on the need to integrate the issues of disarmament and
international peace and security as two sides of the same coin. We believe
there is a need to continue attempting to eradicate those threats to
international peace and security as a result of the continuing stockpiling of
weapons of all kinds. Hence, on the basis of our membership in the United
Nations - an Organization on which we pin our deepest hopes for the future -
we believe that we must all spare no effort in our search for the best
possible means to ensure that the disarmament machinery of the United Nations
will be adapted to current international variables; and we must all put
forward ideas to ensure that this machinery will continue to strengthen
disarmament measures in order to preserve intermnational peace and security
and, finally, achieve complete disarmament.

With regard to the United Nations machinery in the field of disarmament,
we should like at the outset to express our firm dedication to the principles

and bases upon which this machinery must be founided when dealing with the
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issues of disarmament which are contained in the Final Document ofvthe>tpeé§&{
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament;rheié;ih‘19?8.

Tme interrelationship between. the achievement of progress on the basis of
these prin;iples and the strengthening ofiiﬁternational peace‘and security has -
been agreed by the vast majority of the internatiomal community. 'Hence,_ngypt
attaches special importaace to international efforts aimed at eliminating theé
- Qangers presented by weapons of massvdestrucfien,‘particalarly nuclear
weapons. Egypt has sincerely welcomed efforts to-achieve progress in this
field, particularly in multilateral forums and United Hatipns bodiés; becauég ;
we believe that this is the best guarantee that all members of the
international community will remain committed to any agreement that i§ e
reached. We also welcome bilateral:achievements in thfs field: and we’
continue to hope that more steps will be taken to eradicate tbg threét-pdsed
by weapons of mass destruction in gemeral. | |

At the same time, we cannot ignore the-needﬂfor‘the*United Haﬁions*tﬁ
face up to all manifestations of instability and miiitary confrontatioh in the
world by shouldering its responsibility in ﬁhe field of dis%rmameﬁt in ali*itsik
aspects. We therefore acknowledxe the importance of taking up;regidnal :
disarmament as one of the ele: .ats: for strengthening ihﬁefnationél'&ééurity}'
We also stress the need for'fegidnal negotiationsvandiinitiativeslbn
disarmament to take fully -into account those priuriﬁies agréea‘té‘inftﬁéfFiﬂ31> 
Document of the special session. = e

On the basis of this conviction, Egypt has put forward thiinitiaéivés;rir 

the first, making the Middle Eastga~nucléan—Wea?cnafreefzbﬁe;'éﬁd{the‘éeédnd,i L
making the Middle East a zone free of all weapons of mass destruction, - We are
fully convinced that United Nations machinery~can,contribﬁte’ﬁoﬁérds, »

translating those two initiatives into reality, prgvided~the'ihtgzéstgd':ff‘
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parties show the necessary political.wiil. We believe that the Security

Council has a major role in this area because it is the main political organ
concerned with maintaining international peace and security and determining
approaches to the regulacion of armaments. On the other hand, Egypt has
expressed its continning readiness to consider all arms-control initiatives at
the regional level, as long as any such initiative places equal obligations on
all the States of a given regiom, while taking into consideration the
political and security conditioms in that region when finalizing the terms of
the initiative.

The United Nations disarmament machinery has always had a high degree of
complementarity. In putting forward ideas to review this machinery, we must
therefore be very careful to avoid creating an imbalance in that
complementarity. Furthermore, we must not ignore the many achievements that
United Nations bodies have been able to attain despite the many problems that
faced the Organization during the cold war.

Egypt supports the current trend in the First Committee towards
rationalizing its work by integrating similar draft resolutions. We should
also like to see a larger proportion of resolutions adopted without a vote,
which would-highlight the Committee’s ability, reflected in its membership, to
maintain the current inclination to reach compromise solutions that take into
accoﬁnt,the interests of all, instead of escalating confrontation out of
individual interests. On the cther hand, we believe there is a positive trend
in the First Committee towards elaborating practical measures in the field of
disarmament, such as;maintaining'a.Register of Conventional Arms. “Egypt

supports the discussion of ideas on having the First Committee revert to
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dealing with issu

Y

either d;rectly on the agenda of the General Assembly or'bexng cons;dered

conhegcy T wmn

other Main Committees. . : ; . S
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The close iinkbbetween the issues of intergational peaqegapd\securi;y and
disarmament requires tmat they be dee;tﬁwith‘in eomplemqntarx fashion within
tﬁe COmmittee. | |
As for the Conference on Disarmament, we believe it has a very
distinctive and prominent position among ﬁnited.Nations mechanisms because it
is the only negotiating forum on disarmament in the United Natioms. The
deliberative, negotiating mission of the Conference‘demands_that it continue
to remain independent of other United Nations mechamiems. The Conference was
created umder international circumstances whichrere totally differeat from
those in which we are 1ioing today, the membershié of the Conference must
therefore be revised,kén order to reflect'current reality. :here are many
ideas on the subject, ranging from limited. expansion of the membership of the
Conterence tokeccepting as members all those States wishing to participate im
its deliberations. We must reach a compromise on the proposals if we are to
support and revitalize that forum.

" Moresver, to emeure that the Conference is imbued with genuine political
will, all decisions concerning its future muet’he tﬁe product of\consultations
among the full membership and in keeping with'the;epplioable rules of
procedure. The Conference must‘also maintain its‘neéotiating character, and
we object to all attempts to weaken that'role, At the same time; we would
warn of‘the danger posed by the attembt on‘the pert ofycertain delegations to
twist the Conference's rulee offprocedure tovtheir marrow, selfish purposes
wh1ch are at odds with the current th:nk;ng of most members of the
1nternatxona1 communxty. Such a method, we believe, is an utter v;olatlon of

_the pr;ncxples of democracy and equal;ty among members of the 1nternat1ona1

community and a return to an era that we hoped had ended.
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The delegation of Egvpt is joined by many of the members of the o
Conference on Disarmament in itS'concern~over the,fact'that the‘Conferenéé'haew
not achieved the desired progress in the fielﬁ‘of‘nﬁelean'disermahenﬁ.e wé'_ o
hope the Conference will qulckly be able to overcome tnese obstacles. whlchv
will reaffirm its credlbzllty and its readlness to’ take up 1ts responsxbllaty‘
to face the threat posed by armaments A all 1ts aspects, and not selectlvelyae
As to the Disarmameant Commission, most delegaﬁlons_haVe pa;d tr1bute‘tox_w -
the reform plan it adoptedeinf1990}’and;mehy heve}cbﬁwehtédfdn tﬁefpiaﬁ'S'?;ii;
effectiveness. Indeed, in 1992 the Coﬁmiséibhiweé ébie‘tb coeelude ite;
consideration of the 1tem on obJectlve 1nformat10n on mllmtary matters.k ﬁ8&3‘;

‘that we have reached the end of the first tr1a1 perxod and have sat:sf;ed

ourselves -that the Commission is’ ab1e~to‘keep pace wuth ;nternet;pnall_ff"f

5

developments, Egypt believes-that‘itvshoula continue its activities;aefcﬁeene;'
major deliberative body of the United Neﬁibns5in”tﬁe:field'of‘dieermament;_«x‘;
By the same teken, the Office of Disarmament Affairéihas»en inﬁiepeﬁéabie"v
complementary role in support of the three United Nations disarmamenﬁ,x o
mechenisms and their Member States. GiVen:the widening scope of the
activities of the United Natioms dlearmament mach;nery, ‘the Offlce of
Dlsarmament Affairs should be supported so that it can continue to perform 1ts;”
work with the effectlvenessrwe a11 expect, not only in provmd;ng serv;ces to |
the three mechanisms but also in‘participeting in subetanclve efforts towards

disarmament.
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Better coordination among the three mechanisms is needed, particularly in
the light of current internatiomal changes and in order to achieve decisive
results in the field of disarmament. At the same time, we must stress the
need for the three mechanisms to remain independent.

We hope this resumed session will provide an opportunity to exchange
opinions on these important subjects, and that the spirit of cooperation which
has now become customary among members of this Committee will allow us to take
important decisions on the United Rations bodies working in the field of
disarmament. The delegation of Egypt looks forward tc effective participation =~
in this resumed session.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Arabic): May I point out that the

representative of Egypt went well beyond the 10 minutes that we had agreed to.

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m.





