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Chairman Mr. Erdenechuluun . . ... .. ... .. .. .. . (Mongolia)
The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.m. Now that 50 years have elapsed and now that, with the
disappearance of its East-West confrontation, the chapter of
Agenda items 57 to 81(continued) the cold war is closed and no longer a substantial part of

international relations, the Cuban delegation must say it
General debate on all disarmament and international feels discouraged that, despite the clamour of the
security items international community and despite the will of the majority
of the Members of the United Nations, we have been unable
Mr. Rivero Rosario (Cuba) (nterpretation from to realize our aspirations. Nuclear weapons continue to exist
Spanish: Although we know that we are pressed for timeand, even in the subsoil of our Earth, earthquakes are being
| must nevertheless say how pleased we are to see yoaused by nuclear tests. While there have been reductions
Mr. Chairman, guiding our work. Your election, togethem the huge nuclear arsenals of the States that possess the
with the well-deserved elections of the Vice-Chairmen arldrgest stores of nuclear weapons, work is none the less
the Rapporteur, will, we know, ensure the successfuhder way to improve the weapons. It is surprising also
accomplishment of the Committee’s work. that, while the cold war has come to an end, the military
doctrines that support the possession of nuclear weapons
In recent days, in the course of the celebration of tHeave not yet become a part of the past and a subject merely
fiftieth anniversary of the United Nations, we have hearfbr historians and museums. Rather, they continue to exist
this quotation from the Preamble to the Charter repeatadd indeed some are defending their relevance.
frequently:
All Member States are faced with an undeniable
“to save succeeding generations from the scourge dfallenge. This is particularly true of States that heretofore
war’ — did not support a comprehensive ban on testing. Early in
1996 there will be a treaty banning all kinds of nuclear
one of the aspirations voiced at the time of the founding ¢ésting, including peaceful and simulated tests. My
the United Nations. Only a few weeks after the Charter wakelegation supports the adoption of a clear and unequivocal
signed, and before it came into effect, bringing the Unitethessage emanating from this session of the General
Nations into being, the unforgettable bombing of HiroshimAssembly in this regard. It should be embodied in a draft
and Nagasaki took place and the nuclear era had begresolution that would endorse the sense of the international
Fifty years have elapsed since the United Nations wasmmunity and that could be adopted without a vote.
established and countless resolutions have been adopted in
the General Assembly with regard to nuclear weapons and Our delegation once again reiterates its strong support
to the need to ban and eliminate them, and as one of tloe a ban on, and the elimination of, nuclear weapons and
first steps towards such a goal to ban nuclear tests of thall weapons of mass destruction. On 25 March 1995, in
gualitative or quantitative capacities. keeping with this position, and as a demonstration of our
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country’s will fully to join in the Latin American and Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
Caribbean community, my country decided to sign th@iological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction,
Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latirhas been working actively with other delegations in the
America and the Caribbean — the Treaty of Tlatelolco —-meetings recently held to assess and agree on possible new
and has taken the necessary steps for its ratification. measures to verify the implementation of that Convention.
The meetings that are to take place next year will continue
As the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Republic ofto receive our full attention.
Cuba indicated when signing the Treaty
In our delegation’s opinion, it is essential that we
“In the shadow of the serious dangers and togetheontinue to stress the indissoluble link between peace and
with great sacrifices this event too is the reaffirmatiodevelopment. From our perspective, the idea that just and
by the Government of the Republic of Cuba of théasting peace is impossible without the conditions for
truly pacific nature of its own nuclear programme. Weconomic and social development remains fully valid.
reiterate with a sense of responsibility that obstacléaurthermore, there can be no social justice or economic and
that have prevented Cuba’s full adherence to thabcial progress without a prevailing atmosphere of peace
Treaty continue to affect the security of our countnand security. The Cuban President’'s statement at the
seriously.” Eleventh Summit of the Non-Aligned Movement held
recently in Colombia remains particularly relevant in this
As was indicated in the statement that was affixed t@gard. He stated that:
the signature,
“The production of increasingly sophisticated and
“The only nuclear Power in this part of the world, the dangerous weapons continues. Trade in these weapons
United States of America, has practised a hostile is growing. There is ferocious competition between the
policy against Cuba, continues its economic and major manufacturers. The major weapons salesmen
financial blockade of the country, and maintains, participate as permanent members in every meeting of
forcibly and against the will of our people, an illegal the Security Council. These are the people who are
occupation of part of the national territory. Its vessels  trying to promote peace on behalf of the United
carrying nuclear weapons transit that area. The future Nations. Could it be that the end of the cold war has
solution of this problem should be considered as a allowed the tremendous resources once devoted to the
prerequisite to having our country continue to  arms race to be allocated to more noble causes?”
subscribe to this Treaty.”
There can be no doubt that the benefits to the
On that same day the Chemical Weapons Conventiesonomic and social development of our countries,
was also signed and it too is being studied with a view foarticularly the developing countries, have yet to become a
its ratification. My country attaches great importanceeality. In the new international world, it is astounding to
thereto. Accordingly, last March, together with thdearn that the United States Congress is approving military
Provisional Technical Secretariat, a regional seminar whadgets larger than those proposed by its President. One
organized on the national application of that Conventiomonders who wants more weapons when what is necessary
We are actively working at The Hague with a view tds an even greater and more decisive contribution by all
settling the outstanding issues that are being negotiatedwealthy countries to the economic and social development
of all peoples and the achievement of a just and lasting
There can be no doubt whatsoever that the tremendqesace.
efforts being made to conclude the negotiations on this
Convention — and, more recently, the residual aspects of it Miss Durrant (Jamaica): On behalf of the 13 States of
— have not yet been matched by States which, becausetttd Caribbean Community (CARICOM) that are Members
their possession of chemical weapons, should be in tbhethe United Nations, | wish to congratulate you, Sir, and
vanguard of the ratification process. Cuba calls on thbe other members of the Bureau on your election. | wish
international community to delay no longer in adhering t assure you of our full support as you discharge your
this Convention. responsibilities. We also wish to pay a well-deserved tribute
to Ambassador Luis Valencia Rodriguez of Ecuador, who
As concerns weapons of mass destruction, Cuba, aprasided over this Committee at its forty-ninth session.
party to the Convention on the Prohibition of the
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We wish to thank the Secretary-General and thesting. We view these decisions as a serious blow to the
Disarmament Commission for the reports they hawgon-proliferation regime and we associate ourselves fully
submitted on the items under consideration. We also wislith the statement on this matter issued in September 1995
to acknowledge the contributions of the Centre fdoy the States Parties to the Treaties of Tlatelolco and
Disarmament Affairs, the Advisory Board on DisarmamerRarotonga.

Matters, the Institute for Disarmament Research and the
Conference on Disarmament. In 1978, the patrticipants in the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament concluded

In recent years, significant progress has been achiewbdt disarmament had become an imperative and the most
in the field of disarmament. International treaties have beengent task facing the international community, and
established for virtually all existing categories of weaponsonsequently agreed in the Programme of Action that
of mass destruction. Arms agreements, such as STARriorities and measures in the field of disarmament should
and START II, the Treaty on Conventional Armed Forcebe undertaken as a matter of urgency in the areas of nuclear
in Europe, the Open Skies Treaty and the Lisbon Protoceleapons, other weapons of mass destruction, including
would have been inconceivable in the tense decades of theemical weapons, and conventional weapons, including any
cold war. We are making progress towards the achievemevttich may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have
of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty and a conventindiscriminate effects. There was also established a
banning the production of fissile material for nucleareomprehensive phased programme with agreed time-frames
explosive purposes, and there are progressive attemptdgaio progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of
reduce nuclear weapons globally with the ultimate goal ofuclear weapons and their means of delivery, leading to
eliminating them. their ultimate and complete elimination at the earliest

possible time.

CARICOM countries are proud to be parties to the
Treaty of Tlatelolco, which was signed in 1967. We  We also wish to recall that in 1990, in its Declaration
welcome Cuba as a signatory to the Treaty. This, thed the 1990s as the Third Disarmament Decade, the General
signing of the Quadripartite Safeguards Agreement last yesgssembly noted that the specific goals of the Second
and the ratifications by Brazil, Argentina and Chile hav®isarmament Decade were not fully realized. The General
consolidated the regime established by the Treaty. Wessembly identified common goals in the nuclear,
encourage the establishment of proposed free zones acamsventional and chemical fields and supported initiatives
the world and welcome the Declaration on thsuch asthe establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. The
Denuclearization of the South Pacific. Declaration affirmed the positive role that an informed

public could play in the process of disarmament by

We have been pleased to note the joint announcem@ndmoting a constructive and realistic dialogue on issues
made on 20 October by the Governments of France, thedating to disarmament. The Declaration ended by noting
United Kingdom and the United States of their intention tthat:
sign the relevant Protocols to the Treaty of Rarotonga in
1996, thereby joining Russia and China as signatories to the “As the world moves towards the twenty-first
Protocols. We believe that these developments can only century, it is evident that future generations will need
further strengthen international peace and security and that increasing knowledge and understanding of the
they are positive steps towards the early completion of interdependent nature of life on the planet. Education
negotiations for a comprehensive test-ban treaty. on international peace and security issues will play a

fundamental part in allowing every individual to

At the same time, we urge nuclear-weapon States to realize his or her role as a responsible member of the
respect the moratorium on nuclear testing. Like other non- world community.” General Assembly resolution
nuclear-weapon States, CARICOM countries supported the 45/62, annex, para.)7
indefinite extension of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) on the basis of the declared Over the years, our goals have not changed, although
intention of nuclear Powers to exercise restraint in relatidghey have at times seemed elusive. Most recently, at the
to vertical proliferation and nuclear disarmament. Special Commemorative Meeting on the occasion of the

fiftieth anniversary of the United Nations, we

We reiterate our serious disappointment at the recaefpresentatives of Member States adopted a Declaration
decisions by some nuclear-weapon States to resume nucktating that,
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“While recognizing that action to secure global peaceye are to attain the sought-after promise of peace, stability
security and stability will be futile unless the economiand development.
and social needs of people are addressed ... [we will]
strongly support United Nations, regional and national  Despite the progress in disarmament to which | alluded
efforts on arms control, limitation and disarmamengarlier, much remains to be done. There has, it is true, been
and the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, in afrogressive harmonization of the multilateral regimes
aspects, and other weapons of mass destruction ...diesigned to address the proliferation of materials, equipment
pursuit of our common commitment to a world free oind technology for nuclear, biological and chemical
all these weapons.'tésolution 50/6, para. L weapons and missile-delivery systems. But, as the
Secretary-General points out in his report to the General
We note that, despite these lofty commitments, wassembly at its fiftieth session on the work of the
have been unable, through the Disarmament Commissi@rganization:
to carry out the mandate of resolution 49/75 B, in which the
Commission was requested to: “... it has become increasingly evident that the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and the
“make a preliminary assessment of the implementation availability of their basic components constitute a
of the Declaration [of the 1990s as the Third growing threat to international peace and security”.
Disarmament Decade] as well as suggestions that may (A/50/1, para. 94y
be put forward to ensure appropriate progress, and to
submit a report to the General Assembly at its fiftieth ~ Moreover, with the dismantling of nuclear weapons,
session”. {esolution 49/75 B, para.)2 problems regarding means to dispose of the fissile material
they contain — plutonium in particular — have been the
CARICOM countries believe that preparations for theubject of increasing concern. CARICOM countries support
next special session of the General Assembly devotedtte view that the substantial plutonium stockpiles from
disarmament, to be held in 1997, must be based on emmmercial nuclear reactors and the proliferation dangers
appraisal of the international situation and the prospects fibley represent require immediate action. Adequate long-term
substantial progress in disarmament, taking into account thautions to the disposition of plutonium must be
interrelated factors of security, development and peace. \Meplemented as soon as possible. This has a direct
believe that recognition must be given to the fact that oaonnection with the problem of the transport of hazardous
concept of security must now include sustained economi@ste and radioactive material.
growth and sustainable development, the eradication of
poverty, the protection of the environment and the In 1992, Heads of Government of CARICOM
investment of the world’s resources in people rather than @ountries expressed their grave concern at the shipment of
weapons of war. CARICOM countries believe that, in thplutonium proposed at that time and the prospects for future
preparations for the new special session on disarmamesitipments of hazardous and radioactive material through the
the link between disarmament and development must Garibbean Sea. Consistent with this approach, Trinidad and
firmly maintained. Tobago, in its capacity as Chairman of the Alliance of
Small Island States, issued a call at the Review and
We cannot but be aware that, despite a report&ktension Conference of the States Parties to the Treaty on
reduction since the end of the cold war, global spending d¢ime Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in April 1995 for
arms still totals over $700 billion per year. This amourén end to these shipments through the archipelagic and
easily rivals the debt burden of the developing countries atefritorial seas and exclusive economic zones.
of the global expenditure needed to redress the social and
economic ills affecting most of the world’s population. The At their meeting earlier this month, the Ministers of
figures speak for themselves: some 1 hillion people liieoreign Affairs of the Caribbean Community again
below the subsistence level; half of the world’s populatioexpressed grave concern at the recurring threat posed to the
may not have access to safe drinking water; three quarteegion through the marine transport of irradiated nuclear
of the developing world do not have adequate sanitafyel, plutonium and high-level radioactive wastes. They
facilities; while at least 200 million people lack basimoted that, despite the implacable opposition of the
shelter. We need to renew our political commitment t€@ommunity to this type of activity, there are plans to
address this matter at the national and international levelcdntinue these shipments well into the next decade. The
Ministers reiterated the view that these shipments are of
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priority concern to CARICOM countries, since theyTo be effective, however, any action taken must include
constitute a lethal threat to the environmental integrity afhat the Secretary-General calls “micro-disarmament”, as
their economies and to the health and livelihood of thewell as institutional reform, improved police and judicial
peoples. They noted that CARICOM countries possesgstems, electoral reform and economic and social
neither the resources nor the capability to deal with thdevelopment.

potentially devastating effects of any possible accidents

relating to these shipments, and they recalled that the 1994 A related matter of concern to CARICOM countries is
Barbados Global Conference on the Sustainabiiee decision to shelve the project proposed by the United
Development of Small Island Developing States recognizéthtions Institute for Disarmament Research to study the
the particular vulnerabilities of these States to environmentallitary aspects of the security of small States within the
disasters and affirmed that the international community hadntext of the post-cold-war period. The project had been
the responsibility to facilitate the efforts of small islancexpected to produce comparative studies of small States in
developing States in minimizing the stress to their fragilthe Gulf, Asia-Pacific, Indian Ocean and Caribbean regions.
ecosystems. CARICOM countries intend to keep this mattére hope that the project can be revived and implemented
before the attention of the international community. as a matter of urgency.

CARICOM countries cannot ignore the need to control ~ We also wish to express our concern at the report of
the production and transfers of conventional arms. Whe imminent closure of the Regional Centres for Peace and
believe that the United Nations Register of Convention&llisarmament in Lomé, Lima and Kathmandu. We believe
Arms can be a confidence-building measure to enhanttet, with the focus now fixed firmly on conventional
global and regional security by creating transparency. Weeapons, as emphasized by the Secretary-General, these
hope that, in future, quantitative targets can be set for tntres could play a useful role in the development of
reduction of conventional weapons. We strongly support thegional initiatives and in education involving both
Secretary-General’s call for a coordinated response by thevernmental and non-governmental institutions. We hope
international community to the destabilizing effects of théhat a way can be found for the activities of these Centres
unrestrained flow of conventional weapons and th® be continued, and indeed enhanced, to reach a wider
proliferation of light arms, particularly automatic assaultross-section of the countries of the various regions,
weapons and anti-personnel mines. The Secretary-Genémaluding the small States of the Caribbean.
has pointed out that expenditure on light weapons represents
nearly one third of the world’s total arms trade. In his “Supplement to An Agenda for Peace”, the

Secretary-General has reminded us that:

Often linked to the illicit traffic in narcotic drugs and
other criminal activity, the illicit arms traffic has a “... we are still in a time of transition. The end of the
destabilizing effect, particularly on small, vulnerable, open  cold war was a major movement of tectonic plates and
societies, and poses a very real threat to international peace the after-shocks continue to be felt. But even if the
and security. The problem is compounded when this traffic  ground beneath our feet has not yet settled, we still
is directed to areas of intra-State conflicts which, as stated live in a new age that holds great promise for both
in document A/50/60, are often characterized by: peace and developmentA/60/60, para. b

“the collapse of state institutions, especially the policé we are to fulfil this promise, it is up to us and the States
and judiciary, with resulting paralysis of governanceye represent to meet the challenge of this new age.
a breakdown of law and order, and general banditry

and chaos”. A/50/60, para. 1B Mr. Sukayri (Jordan): As a member of the Bureau, |
am proud to have the opportunity to work with you very
We agree with the Secretary-General that: closely, Sir, and my delegation pledges its full cooperation

and support to you and to my dear colleagues, the other
“Progress since 1992 in the area of weapons of masembers of the Bureau. Your predecessor, Ambassador
destruction and major weapons systems must heis Valencia Rodriguez of Ecuador, and his colleagues
followed by parallel progress in conventional armsjeserve our sincere appreciation for their achievements and
particularly with respect to light weaponstbid, para. dedication during the forty-ninth session.

65)
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Over the past few decades, the question of thevery year, we commend the progress made by the United
proliferation of nuclear weapons and other weapons of maStates and the Russian Federation in the area of nuclear
destruction has enjoyed top priority on the internationalrms reduction. However, more effective steps are required,
agenda. In the past few years, however, this issue hasthe one hand, to rid the world of its existing nuclear-
become even more important. After the end of the cold wareapon stockpiles and, on the other, to stop and roll back
which brought about an end to the super-Power arms raceclear proliferation where it has occurred. The same
the proliferation of nuclear weapons and other weapons &pplies to other weapons of mass destruction, including
mass destruction has become a major threat to internatiodaémical and biological weapons and their means of
peace and security. Hence, the importance of the Reviglivery.
and Extension Conference of the States Parties to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), which ~ We commend and highly appreciate the efforts being
was held in the spring of this year. made within the Conference on Disarmament with a view

to the conclusion by 1996 of a comprehensive test-ban

Despite its significance, the indefinite extension of thereaty. We commend, in particular, the recently-announced
NPT was not the only important achievement of theaiver of the 10-year withdrawal term and urge all parties
Conference. The decisions on the strengthening of the the Conference on Disarmament to conclude their
review process for the Treaty and on the Principles amggotiations as soon as possible and come out with a zero-
Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmamenyjeld comprehensive treaty.
as well as the resolution on the Middle East, are all of the
utmost importance. The next step should be to negotiate a multilateral,

effectively verifiable cut-off treaty banning the production

As we know, two of the aforementioned decisions, af fissile material for nuclear explosive devices. Such a
well as the resolution on the Middle East, provide for thereaty would complement the CTBT.
universality of the Treaty. In view of the fact that only nine
countries are still outside the Treaty, and taking into As far as the Middle East is concerned, the
consideration the fact that some of these nine States argversality of the NPT is of the utmost importance.
already involved in other areas of the international nomRending the accession to the Treaty by all States in the
proliferation regime — namely, the nuclear-weapon-freegion that have not yet done so, it is imperative to
zones, which make their accession to the Treaty lessactivate our efforts in all forums towards the
urgent — my delegation believes that new methods ektablishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region
securing the universality of the Treaty have to bef the Middle East.
introduced. One of these could be the establishment of an
ad hoc committee with the mandate to approach each and Jordan has been participating in good faith in the
every one of these States, individually or collectively, imultilateral negotiations on arms control and disarmament.
order to secure their accession to the Treaty. In view of the recent positive developments within the

ongoing peace process in the region, we are hopeful that the

Other possibilities should be explored, and in additiomultilateral negotiations will soon lead to effective and
to the General Assembly’s efforts one can envisage therifiable arms control agreements between the States of the
Security Council playing a decisive role in this regardegion.

Without prejudice to the sovereignty of any Member State,

and as a last resort, the Council could act under Chapter VIl  The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the

of the Charter and adopt a resolution calling for thiiddle East will be a major achievement. We fully support

immediate accession to the Treaty by all Member States thhis goal and believe that, in addition to its contribution to

have not yet acceded to it and that are not parties to aggneral and complete nuclear disarmament, such a zone will

international nuclear non-proliferation treaty. Collectivenhance confidence and eliminate a major threat to regional

security, as a principle means of guaranteeintgr alia, security.

the vital interests of all of international society in peace and

security, must prevail over the interests of individual States. We should recall at this point that, in its resolution on
the Middle East, the 1995 Review and Extension

The ultimate objective of the international non-Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-
proliferation regime, of which the NPT is the cornerstondroliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed its
is general and complete nuclear disarmament. As we doncern over the continued existence in the Middle East of
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unsafeguarded nuclear facilities and reaffirmed thechievement will motivate all States in the region of the
importance of the early realization of universal adherence Middle East to follow suit.
the Treaty.
In spite of their significance as a major source of
The Conference also devoted two paragraphs of ifisreat to international peace and security, weapons of mass
Middle East resolution to the establishment of a nucleadestruction are not the only such source. There are
weapon-free zone and a zone free of all weapons of massventional weapons that are excessively injurious and
destruction in the region. Operative paragraph 5 of theve indiscriminate effects. Realizing this fact, and
resolution convinced of the importance of banning such weapons,
which cause much human suffering, Jordan has recently
“Calls upon all States in the Middle East to takeadhered to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions
practical steps in appropriate forums aimed at makiran the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May
progress towardinter alia, the establishment of anBe Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or To Have
effectively verifiable Middle East zone free ofindiscriminate Effects. Along the same lines, Jordan
weapons of mass destruction, nuclear, chemical andmmends and actively supports all efforts leading to a
biological, and their delivery systems, and to refraicomplete ban on the export of anti-personnel land-mines.
from taking any measures that preclude the

achievement of this objective. NPT/CONF.1995/32 We are satisfied with the steps taken so far pertaining

(Part 1), p. 14, para. 5) to the rationalization of the work of the First Committee.
However, in order to rationalize the rationalization process,

Operative paragraph 6 states: we here suggest the biennialization of this item on the

agenda of this Committee, i.e., we urge the Committee to
“Calls upon all States party to the Treaty on théake a decision during this session to the effect that, as of
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, and irthis session or the next, the question of rationalizing the
particular the nuclear-weapon States, to extend thework of the Committee will be taken up once every two
cooperation and to exert their utmost efforts with gears.
view to ensuring the early establishment by regional
parties of a Middle East zone free of nuclear and all Mr. Elaraby (Egypt): Allow me at the outset to
other weapons of mass destruction and their delivecpngratulate you, Sir, on your election as Chairman of the
systems.” ipbid., para. 9 First Committee. | am confident that your skill and great
diplomatic experience will carry our work to a successful
These two paragraphs speak for themselves and needclusion, and | assure you of my delegation’s support for
no further assertion. Therefore, we call upon Israel, the oréynd cooperation in the work that lies ahead. | wish also to
State in the region with significant nuclear capabilities, texpress the gratitude of my delegation to your predecessor,
respond positively to this resolution, as well as to alhkmbassador Valencia Rodriguez, for his able guidance of
relevant United Nations resolutions, by adhering to the NRfis Committee during the forty-ninth session.
and placing its nuclear facilities under the safeguards of the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), and also to The occasion of the fiftieth anniversary of the United
take all necessary steps for facilitating the establishmentigétions provides an opportunity for reflection. We should
a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middkake stock of our achievements in the field of disarmament
East. and, at the same time, we should strive to define the course
of future endeavours in this field.
My delegation welcomes the fruitful outcome of the
work of the Group of Experts which has prepared the final On 11 May of this year, the Review and Extension
text of a treaty on an African nuclear-weapon-free zone. (onference of the States Parties of the Treaty on the Non-
this occasion, | should like to congratulate all AfricarProliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) adopted three
delegations and wish to pay a well-deserved tribute to tldecisions: on strengthening the review process of the
Chairman and Members of the Group, particularly tdreaty; on Principles and Objectives for Nuclear Non-
Mr. Sola Ogunbanwo, the Coordinator and Chief Expeproliferation and Disarmament; and on the extension of the
Adviser on the African nuclear-weapon-free zone for hilPT, as well as a resolution on the Middle East.
relentless efforts in this regard. | hope that this great
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The four decisions, considered as a package, reflected In this context, | wish to recall that last week the
and continue to reflect the interests and objectives of thepresentative of Israel stated before the First Committee
parties to the NPT, and should guide the internationtiiat Israel supports the principle of non-proliferation,
community in its pursuit of nuclear non-proliferation, andecalling his country’s vote in favour of the NPT in 1968
towards an enhanced Treaty review process. and its support for the indefinite extension of the Treaty.

My delegation welcomes Israel’'s support for the principle

It was generally expected that these lofty objectivesf non-proliferation. But after a quarter of a century it is
would ensure the adoption of a final declaration by the NPfime for deeds to replace words and for Israel to accede to
Review and Extension Conference since the purpose of tie NPT. My delegation reiterates the call on Israel to
Conference — as we should remind ourselves — was &ocede to the Treaty and to place its nuclear facilities under
review and extend, and not just to extend, the Treaty. Thal-scope safeguards of the International Atomic Energy
mistaken notion will no doubt be short-lived, and myAgency.
delegation hopes that future review conferences will actually
include review. The parties to the NPT must honour their  Egypt views with great satisfaction the adoption of the
undertakings and must comprehensively and candidly fafieal text of the Treaty on a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
up to the weaknesses and deficiencies in the implementatidftica — accomplished during the thirty-first regular
of the Treaty. session, at summit level, of the Organization of African

Unity, held in June this year at Addis Ababa — and looks

After all, the success of the Treaty so far has been dimward to joining other members of the African Group in
primarily to the nuclear-weapon States’ fulfiiment of theisubmitting to the First Committee a draft resolution on the
obligations under it. It is a recognized fact that the nucleafreaty. This represents a most important achievement in the
weapon States are not discharging satisfactorily the nuclefield of non-proliferation, in the framework of article VIl of
disarmament process called for in the provisions of artictke NPT. It expands the total area covered by nuclear-
VI of the Treaty. This disparity in the fulfilment of weapon-free zones and brings us one step closer to the goal
obligations cannot be perpetuated. of general and complete disarmament.

In this context, it should be pointed out that, in | wish to express my delegation’s appreciation of the
accordance with the Principles and Objectives adopted lastorts of Dr. Sola Ogunbanwo, Chief Expert Adviser on
April and the programme of action contained therein, thbe African nuclear-weapon-free zone, who very ably
nuclear-weapon States undertook to fulfil with determinatiomssisted the group of experts. Egypt looks forward to
the undertakings with regard to nuclear disarmament, as besting the Treaty-signing ceremony next year. In this
out in article VI of the Treaty, and they reaffirmed theicontext, Egypt sincerely hopes that the nuclear-weapon
commitment to pursue in good faith negotiations oftates will without delay ratify Protocol | to the Treaty.
effective measures relating to nuclear disarmament. It is of
paramount importance that these commitments be honoured, Regrettably, the Middle East lags far behind Africa in
the programme of action accomplished and, consequentlyis respect, despite the unanimous calls by the General
the existing nuclear arsenals eliminated within a specifiddssembly over the past 15 years for the creation of a
time-frame. nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East; despite the

Security Council’s recognition, in its resolution 687 (1991),

Universality is asine qua norfor the attainment of the that the goal shall be to establish in the Middle East a zone
ultimate objectives of the NPT. In the absence dfee from weapons of mass destruction and of all missiles
universality, the dangers posed by the proliferation dbr their delivery; and despite the call, in paragraph 5 of the
nuclear weapons will persist and, with time, will increaseesolution on the Middle East adopted by the 1995 NPT
throughout the world. The current situation in the Middl&keview and Extension Conference, for
East region bears witness to such threats. One country is
engaging in advanced, ambiguous nuclear activities, which “all States in the Middle East to take practical steps in
are not subject to international supervision. This imbalance appropriate forums aimed at making progress towards,
is unacceptable. If allowed to continue, it will only lead to inter alia, the establishment of an effectively verifiable
the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East zone free of weapons of mass destruction,
region and could well carry the seeds of a regional arms nuclear, chemical and biological, and their delivery
race, with all its grave consequences. systems, and to refrain from taking any measures that

preclude the achievement of this objective”.
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(NPT/CONF.1995/32 (Part I, resolution on the Middlemay prove to be, the point to be emphasized is the timing.
East, para. 5) The initiation phase is now — and not, as the representative
of Israel stated in the Committee last week:
This clarion call from the international community is in
response to the existence of an advanced unsafeguarded “the day when conditions in the region will be
nuclear programme in Israel and in recognition of the fact auspicious for the launching of discussions on a
that the Middle East is a region that, in the light of its nuclear-weapon-free zone"QOfficial Records of the
history, cannot afford any ambiguity in this regard. General Assembly, Fiftieth Session, First Committee,
8th meeting, p. ¥
For many years Egypt has conducted extensive
consultations with all regional parties, as well as with all Peace and security are two sides of the same coin.
extraregional parties involved in the Middle East peac®ecurity, on the other hand, cannot be realized unless it is
process, and it has submitted several proposals in edciprocal and extends to all. Security cannot be the private
relevant forums at the regional and international levels wittomain of one party at the expense of all the other regional
a view to advancing specific arrangements that woulshrties. In our contemporary world, security is synonymous
contribute to the realization of a nuclear-weapon-free zométh the ability to ensure protection against nuclear threats.
in the Middle East.
Egypt will continue to advocate and strive for the
The latest of these initiatives was in the framework afreation of a nuclear- weapon-free zone in the Middle East,
the multilateral Middle East peace process, where Egypithin the broader initiative for the establishment in the
presented several proposals in the context of the WorkiMjddle East of a zone free of all weapons of mass
Group on Arms Control and Regional Security, concernindestruction and their delivery systems, and will again this
provisions and elements related the establishment of suchear submit a draft resolution on the establishment of such
zone, as is mentioned in paragraph 5 of the report of thezone.
Secretary-General on the establishment of a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East | now turn to the comprehensive test-ban treaty.
(A/50/325). There has not been any substantive, constructbespite initial slow progress on a comprehensive treaty
response from Israel to these proposals. during the first half of this year, the last session of the
Conference on Disarmament has registered satisfactory
| find it necessary to recall here that for many yeanesults, particularly on the scope of the treaty and the
Israel had stated that such a zone could be established cadgeptance by three nuclear-weapon States of a
through direct negotiations between the parties concernedmprehensive zero-yield ban on tests.
Direct negotiations began more than three years ago in the
Working Group on Arms Control and Regional Security, yet  On the question of the scope of the treaty, Egypt
all efforts to start meaningful negotiations with a view tdirmly supports a complete and total ban on all nuclear
establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region wenplosions without any exception, regardless of their
unsuccessful. In fact, Israel blocked any serioysurpose or their yield. Indeed a test-ban treaty with a scope
consideration of the issue, holding it hostage to certawhich falls short of banning all nuclear-test explosions or
preconditions revolving around “peace and reconciliatiordny other nuclear explosions would not be comprehensive
with all States in the region. and would therefore be ineffective.

If such a position might initially seem to possess some  With respect to verification and compliance, it is our
semblance of justification, closer scrutiny and theiew that the verification mechanism of the treaty must be
experience of the last three years reflect vividly the absenseuctured in such a way as to provide adequate and
of any genuine intent to establish a nuclear-weapon-freéective detection without being excessively complicated or
zone in the Middle East. costly. The possibility of providing, within this mechanism,

for sanctions against non-compliance should be seriously

It is our firm belief that a comprehensive examinatiowonsidered. We believe that agreement on the structure of
of the modalities and all the related aspects for establishisgch a mechanism and of its component parts can be
the zone should begin now in the regional negotiations irached rapidly and we urge all delegations to ensure that
the context of the Working Group on Arms Control andhis is achieved.

Regional Security. No matter how prolonged this process
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As far as the proposed treaty Organization imanner, for the following essential principles: a clear
concerned, we believe that this function should be carrielétermination that the use or threat of the use of nuclear
out by the International Atomic Energy Agency. This wouldveapons constitutes a threat to international peace and
allow us to benefit from the experience accumulated thggcurity; a trigger mechanism that would ensure a response
far by the Agency in implementing the relevant provisionby the Security Council to any attack or threat of attack by
of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weaponsuclear weapons; and a commitment by the Security
(NPT) and would be most effective in terms of cost. Council to take effective collective measures for the

prevention and removal of threats to the peace and for the

Our message to the Conference on Disarmamentsigppression of acts of aggression or other breaches of the
very clear: a universal and effectively verifiable test-bapeace.
treaty must be concluded during the first half of 1996 and
be ready for signature by the beginning of the fifty-first Such assurances should complement those provided in
session of the General Assembly. Security Council resolution 984 (1995) and would be in

conformity with the letter and spirit of the decision on

The next priority on the disarmament agenda must I&inciples and Objectives for Nuclear Disarmament adopted
a comprehensive agreement banning the production af 11 May 1995 at the Review and Extension Conference
fissile materials for weapons purposes. We must cleary the NPT, which calledinter alia, for the consideration
state that on our part we do not see much merit in a fissikd further steps to assure non-nuclear weapon States party
material ban which would only encompass future productido the Treaty against the use or threat of the use of nuclear
and thereby maintain a most unsatisfactory status quo.wéapons. These steps could take the form of an
our work on a ban on fissile material is to have aninternationally legally binding instrument.
relevance it must serve to prevent both vertical and
horizontal proliferation and produce tangible results. This In addition to the above-mentioned principles, we
dual objective cannot be achieved unless existing stockpileantinue to advocate complementary steps which would
of weapons-usable fissile material form an integral part serve to enhance the security of non-nuclear-weapon States
the negotiations, as reflected in the report of the Specianding the attainment of an internationally legally binding
Coordinator on this issue in the Conference on Disarmamenstrument. These are: the provision of more elaborate
and as indicated in the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committeecurity assurances for those non-nuclear-weapon States
established within its framework. parties to the NPT that are also parties to nuclear-weapon-

free zones in their respective regions; a renunciation by the

As for security assurances, it will be recalled that ofive permanent members of the Security Council of the
11 April 1995, in an effort to respond to the clearlyunanimity rule contained in Article 27, paragraph 3, of the
justifiable and logical demand by States which of their ow@harter pertaining to the concurring votes of the five
volition, had renounced the nuclear option and had agrepdrmanent members with regard to the application of
to live up to their responsibility for the maintenance ofecurity assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States; and a
international peace and security in accordance with Articlmmmitment by all States parties to the NPT not to use or
26 of the Charter, the Security Council adopted resolutidhreaten to use nuclear weapons against any State party to
984 (1995) to provide security assurances to non-nucleéne NPT that does not possess or place nuclear weapons on
weapon States. its territory.

However, when it came to formulating and drafting My delegation believes that, unless all these steps are
that particular resolution, the five permanent members t#gken, Security Council resolution 984 (1995) falls short of
the Security Council completely by-passed any dialoggeneral expectations and is wanting in credibility, deterrence
with the non-nuclear-weapon States — or | should say, dithd protective value.
not open this dialogue in a timely manner. Some States,
including Egypt, did engage in some negotiations with the Now some brief comments on the question of
five permanent members at a later stage. transparency in armaments. Many of us who participated in

the work of the First Committee in 1991 will recall the

We believe that non-nuclear-weapon States partiesitdensive negotiations that took place on the text of what
the NPT have the Ilegitimate right to effectivewas then draft resolution A/46/L.18, later to became
comprehensive and unconditional security assurances iGaneral Assembly resolution 46/36 L entitled “Transparency
legally-binding form which would provide, in an effectivein armaments”. It is no secret that already at the time when

10



General Assembly 11th meeting
A/C.1/50/PV.11 26 October 1995

the matter was discussed there was significant divergenceMif. Chairman, on your election to the chairmanship of this
views on the substance of that resoluttbowever, the important session of the First Committee. | am confident
modest initial steps to establish the register in 1991 wetleat with your vast diplomatic skills and knowledge of
then recognized and accepted as a practical necessity simternational affairs, particularly in the areas of disarmament
the evolutionary nature of this mechanism was abundantnd international security, you will effectively guide the
clear from General Assembly resolution 46/36 L. It wadeliberations of the First Committee to a successful
also clear at that time that there was a prescribed timesnclusion. | should also like to express my delegation’s
frame for ensuring the applicability of this evolution to besincere gratitude to your predecessor, Ambassador
completed during the 1994 session of the Group @&todriguez of Ecuador, who conducted the proceedings of
Governmental Experts which was mandated to undertattee Committee at the forty-ninth session of the General
this task. Assembly in such an exemplary manner. Let me also take
this opportunity to extend my felicitations to the other
The failure of the Group of Governmental Experts tonembers of the Bureau.
reach agreement on the issues of the development of the
scope of the Register or of the expansion of the scope of The fiftieth anniversary of the United Nations has
the Register to include information on existing stockpilegrovided us with an exceptional opportunity to assess our
and indigenous production capabiliies or on thefforts in the past five decades to save succeeding
incorporation in the Register of weapons of masgenerations from the scourge of war. It also gives us an
destruction was a clear indication to many delegationspportunity, based on the assessment that we make, to chart
including my own, of the lack of political will to embracea future course of action which best serves the United
meaningfully the principle of transparency. We can onli{ations in pursuance of its lofty goals.
attribute the reluctance of over half the membership of the
United Nations to participate in this mechanism to their It is unfortunate to note that our performance in the
legitimate concern not to associate themselves with past does not leave us much room for complacency. Right
process that is currently blatantly discriminatory. from the day that the United Nations was established, and
contrary to the letter and spirit of the Charter, a group of
Prospects for the eventual development of the Regist®tates did not leave one stone unturned in pursuit of the
in terms of the expansion of its scope seem remote in vianost destructive weapons that mankind had ever known.
of the apparent lack of political will on the part of theEven the institutions that we have created since then have
international community, or of some in the internationdhiled to curb these weapons and to reverse the arms race
community, to faithfully embrace the principles andvhich, despite the end of the cold war, continues unabated,
objectives of transparency or apply them in #&oth in quantitative and qualitative terms. In this context, it
comprehensive and non-discriminatory manner. Howevés,also important to note that in recent years certain Powers
Egypt will continue to support the application of theand their allies have launched a systematic campaign in
principles of transparency to all fields of disarmament in @arious United Nations forums to replace the priorities of
comprehensive and non-discriminatory manner that woullisarmament and security as envisaged in the Final
serve to guarantee the security interests of all MembBocument of the First Special Session of the General
States equally and ultimately lead us to a mechanism thisgsembly Devoted to Disarmament, of 1978.
would ensure transparency in armaments rather than a
register of selective and limited conventional arms transfers For the sake of brevity, | would like to review briefly
which, from the beginning, we would oppose. the performance of some of the disarmament and security
bodies and conferences in 1995. The Conference on
In conclusion, | wish to emphasize that security i®isarmament did not make any progress on any part of its
reciprocal and extends to all. We must therefore, in oagenda and was unable to establish its traditional ad hoc
collective commitment to achieve security at theommittees with the exception of a committee on the
international as well as at the regional level, ensure that aceomprehensive test-ban treaty. The United Nations
efforts are comprehensive in addressing every member@tarmament Commission, after four years of intense
the international community and that the obligationeegotiations and deliberations, could not conclude its work
prescribed will be balanced and equitable for all. on nuclear disarmament and the review of the 1990s as the
Third Disarmament Decade. As in the past few years, the
Mr. Kharrazi (Islamic Republic of Iran): At the outset Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean did not have a
| should like to extend my congratulations to yousuccessful session because those who did not share peaceful
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initiatives and approaches aimed at restoring peace, security free from nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass
and stability in the Indian Ocean region and its main  destruction. In this connection, the nuclear-weapon
branches had decided not to participate in its work. The States should, as a first step, prove their good faith by
Preparatory Commission of the Organization for the refraining from nuclear testing and finalizing a
Prohibition of Chemical Weapons at The Hague did not comprehensive test-ban treaty in 199§Official
make progress on items on its agenda, especially on those Records of the General Assembly, Fiftieth Session,
items dealing with the concerns and the inalienable rights of Plenary Meetings, 5th meeting, pp. 30-31)
developing countries, in particular article 11 of the
Convention. The 1995 Review and Extension Conference of The conclusion of the Convention on the Prohibition
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weaponsf the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of
(NPT) decided, by a majority vote, to extend the Treat€hemical Weapons and on Their Destruction, despite some
indefinitely. By using any means possible, a majority wasf its shortcomings, was a truly historic achievement
eventually established for the indefinite extension of thieecause it is the first multilateral treaty that provides for the
Treaty by nuclear States parties and their principal allieslimination of an entire class of weapons of mass
None the less, it left many principal quarters unconvincedestruction. Iran, as the latest victim of such inhumane
Even where support was expressed, it was in many casesapons, actively and wholeheartedly contributed in the
subject to reservations and conditions. The Conference alsmygotiations on the Convention, was a sponsor of the
failed to adopt a final document on the operation of theelevant resolution at the forty-seventh session of the
Treaty in the past 25 years, which indicates that th@eneral Assembly and was among the first signatories of
purposes of the preamble and the provisions of the Tredhjs important Convention.
have not yet been realized.
The Islamic Republic of Iran firmly believes that the
Despite the foregoing assessment, we consider tbffectiveness and universality of the Convention will
1995 Review and Extension Conference of the NPT asdepend, to a large extent, on the way it is implemented and,
turning-point in our efforts towards a world free of nucleain particular, on the degree to which developed, as well as
and other weapons of mass destruction. The nuclear-weapi@veloping, countries will comply with their obligations.
States have made certain commitments — reflected in tiius, the implementation of the Convention will require the
documents of the Conference, which were adopted insame degree of perseverance and resourcefulness as did its
package. We take it that these commitments have besegotiation. The preparatory work at The Hague, which has
made in good faith. They will be made subject to rigoroustherwise moved forward smoothly, has been marred by
assessment and evaluation in our review process, which wdifficulties in arriving at solutions to some significant and
be retriggered at the 1997 Preparatory Committee, asntentious issues. In fact, most of the questions that were
decided. resolved politically during the negotiations at Geneva have
met with contradictory interpretations and positions at The
In this regard, Mr. Ali Akbar Velayati, the Foreign Hague. As anticipation mounts for the entry into force of
Minister of Iran, in his statement before the Generdahe Convention, efforts need to be intensified to resolve the
Assembly on 25 September 1995, sarder alia: pending issues, including particularly those related to the
definition of chemical weapons, inspection procedures,
“The indefinite extension of the Treaty must bechallenge inspections, and old, abandoned, dumped and
viewed within the framework of three major finalburied chemical weapons, as well as the fundamental issue
documents of the Conference, together with thef the peaceful use of chemical material and technology to
necessity for all signatories, particularly the nucleansure the finalization of the preparatory work as soon as
Powers, to commit themselves to the fulpossible.
implementation of all provisions and objectives of the
Treaty. These obligations include achieving complete  Regional and international approaches to disarmament
nuclear disarmament, expanding the peaceful usesasfd arms control are mutually reinforcing. In this context,
nuclear energy, strengthening the role and enhancititge establishment of zones of peace and nuclear-weapon-
the authority of the IAEA as the only internationalfree zones strengthen the non-proliferation regime and,
body competent to oversee the good-faith discharge thiereby, international peace and security. We welcome the
Member States’ responsibilities under the Treatyrogress that has been made towards the creation of the
ensuring the universality of the NPT as an urgenifrican nuclear-weapon-free zone and consideration of new,
priority, and establishing the Middle East as a zonalternative approaches by the Ad Hoc Committee on the
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Indian Ocean to achieve a zone of peace in the Indiaelective, non-discriminatory, balanced and effective
Ocean region. reduction of conventional arms. This may be realizatkr
alia, through the reduction of military budgets and weapons

In the light of the United Nations constant support foprocurement, the elimination of the presence of foreign
the establishment of a nuclear-free zone in the Middle Eafdrces in the region and the exercise of self-restraint by the
constructive and practical measures must be taken towandajor arms-exporting countries, which pour advanced
its realization. Israel's reported possession of nucleareaponry into the Middle East and the Persian Gulf region.
weapons and its refusal to accept the NPT obligations amtle Islamic Republic of Iran has been cited by impartial
IAEA safeguards have a grave destabilizing effect in thaternational sources as the country with the lowest defence
Middle East. This is a serious issue that requires thmidget in the region and the least weapons purchases.
attention of the international community. The resolution dhdeed, Iran is committed to restoring a genuine and just
this problem is a requisite for diminishing the perceptiongeace, security and stability in the region.
of a nuclear threat in the region as well for smoothing the
way towards securing a truly universal treaty. The Finally, Mr. Chairman, my delegation should like to
institutionalization of regional confidence-building measureassure you of our full cooperation in your discharge of your
including placing all facilities and installations under thémportant responsibilities at this important session of the
IAEA safeguards mechanism, the accession by all regiorftst Committee.
States to all international disarmament instruments,
particularly the Non-Proliferation Treaty and the Convention ~ Mr. Vilchez Asher (Nicaragua) ifiterpretation from
on Chemical Weapons, are some of the urgent prerequisifsanish: On behalf of Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala,
for the establishment of a zone free from nuclear and othidonduras, Panama and Nicaragua, allow me to congratulate
weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East. Iran, fgou, Mr. Chairman, on your election to preside over the
its part, has pursued the realization of a nuclear-weapon-figiest Committee. We are sure that under your skilful
zone in the Middle East and, as an original signatory of trguiidance we will successfully conclude our work. We
NPT, the Convention on Bacteriological Weapons, the&ould also like to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Luis
Convention on Chemical Weapons and other arms-contidhlencia Rodriguez of Ecuador, and to express our
agreements, it has complied with all its obligations undeongratulations to the other officers of the Committee and
those instruments. members of the Secretariat.

The reckless build-up of conventional weapons has not  The fiftieth anniversary of the United Nations prompts
only devoured much- needed resources but has als®to reflect on the Organization’s challenges, on its future
reinforced the atmosphere of mistrust and anxiety. Differeahd on its struggle for peace, disarmament, development,
areas have, as a result, become fair ground for politichluman rights and international security.
economic and commercial exploitation by countries and
companies that manufacture weapons. In the post-cold-war In the sphere of disarmament and international
era, in particular, the reductions in national defencgecurity, many challenges still confront the United Nations
spending by most major arms-exporting nations have forcadd must be addressed before the end of this century.
the arms industries to seek foreign weapons contracts to
replace declining domestic orders. For such sales to The ideological division of the world, a source of deep
materialize and to ensure the sustainability of arndistrust and tension, has ended, but despite that, there
industries, the creation of tension and confrontation iemain serious risks to peace and security owing to the
certain regions, such as the Middle East and the Persgnowing number of regional conflicts and threats caused by
Gulf, has been necessary. the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.

In this regard, the Islamic Republic of Iran, while Thus, since the end of the East-West confrontation,
attaching great importance to transparency in armamentsaasis limitation and disarmament, and in particular nuclear
a confidence-building measure, believes that transparencylisarmament, continues to have a particular political
armaments cannot by itself control the destabilizingnportance for our countries.
accumulation of conventional arms in various regions.

Therefore, what is really necessary — globally and In this spirit we regret to say that neither the
particularly in the Middle East — is serious and genuinagreement reached in May 1995 on the indefinite extension
international cooperation for the comprehensive, noof the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
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(NPT) nor the moratorium on nuclear tests declared by tiNicaragua, where approximately 95,000 anti-personnel land-
principal nuclear-weapon Powers have had an influence omines exist throughout the national territory and where it is
the decision of some countries to engage in nuclear teddficult to implement the programmes envisaged for their
Nuclear explosions, whatever their purpose, have bemmoval because of lack of funds, although the Government
answered by justified protests from the internationas making superhuman efforts to carry out de-mining using
community, compromising the successful conclusion of thes own resources, which entails the diversion of funds
work on a comprehensive test-ban treaty and delayimgeded for development, a difficult situation for countries
achievement of the final goal sought by the majority of theuch as ours to bear.
world’s countries, namely, the total elimination of the
nuclear threat. It is important to emphasize the fact that the definitive
solution to the problem created by mines and other devices
In the international sphere, the realization of & various parts of the world lies in a total ban on the
comprehensive test-ban treaty by 1996, the initiation amtdoduction, stockpiling, exportation and proliferation of such
speedy conclusion of a treaty on cessation of the productimmumane weapons.
of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear
explosive devices, compliance with the decision on  Moreover, we regret that at the first part of the Review
Principles and Objectives adopted by the Review ar@onference of the Convention on Prohibitions or
Extension Conference of States Parties to the NPT, in whiBtestrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons
nuclear-weapon States reaffirmed their commitment ¥Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to
pursue negotiations and to endeavour to reduce nuclétave Indiscriminate Effects, held at Vienna from 25
weapons with the ultimate goals of eliminating them, anBleptember to 13 October, it was not possible to reinforce
strengthening the NPT review process — all these illustrattee provisions of Protocol Il, on the use of land-mines.
the steps which, if achieved, would mark a milestone in the
development of future progress in disarmament which must  After a decade of fratricidal war, the Central American
lead us to the final goal, namely, the total elimination of allegion, united by historical, geopolitical, economic and
weapons of mass destruction. cultural bonds, is now moving towards the consolidation of
peace, democracy, disarmament, freedom and development.
In this connection, we note with great satisfaction th€he achievement of peace through the procedure of
developments leading to the establishment of a nucleastablishing a firm and lasting peace in the region has led
weapon-free zone in Africa. to a new political, legal and institutional reality in the
Central American isthmus, culminating in the elaboration of
We believe that United Nations Regional Centres fa treaty on regional security.
Peace and Disarmament in Africa, Asia and Latin America
continue to be of fundamental importance in educating This plan was prompted by the new world and regional
people on the subject of disarmament. There is broagalities and the new regional outlook, in which security is
agreement that the political and military changes that hawet grounded solely on military considerations but includes
occurred in recent years have shown the importance @ferything related to security, nor only of States but also of
regional activities in strengthening the stability and securitpdividuals. In other words, in keeping with the plan, we
of Member States. We would therefore regret the closing ofust move from military security to human security, from
those Centres for lack of resources and we urge that soseeurity for defence to cooperative security, from security
suitable solution be found to that problem. from threats to preventive security.

In Central America, de-mining is a task of extreme  The treaty on democratic security is scheduled for
urgency and importance, with implications for civiliansigning by the Heads of State of Central American countries
safety, socio-economic development and the strengthenaigtheir forthcoming presidential summit meeting to be held
of democracy. We cannot continue to tolerate the preseringhe sister Republic of Honduras in December of this year.
of hundreds of thousands of land-mines, which have lawill mark the creation of a new model of regional
particularly serious impact on the civilian populationsecurity. As article 1 of the treaty indicates:
causing death, maiming and the devastation of large areas
of arable land. Although the quantity of mines has “The Central American model of democratic security
decreased, their removal is proceeding at an unacceptably is based on democracy and the strengthening of its
slow pace. Such is the situation in my own country, institutions and on the rule of law, on the existence of
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Governments elected by universal, free and secret In its report to the General Assembly at its forty-ninth
ballot and with unlimited respect for human rights irsession, the Conference on Disarmament recognized that in
every State of the Central American region.” 1995 it would have a number of important areas for urgent
negotiation and that these would be likely to draw heavily
The institutional apparatus of this security system is seh its time and resources. The Conference decided that the
up in keeping with the provisions of the Tegucigalp&éalance of work in 1995 would be considered more fully
Protocol, the systematic interactions established in it and thefore it determined which ad hoc committees, besides the
practical functioning of the Regional Security CommissiorAd Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban, would be
In this connection the meeting at the presidential level established in 1995. Therefore, in response to the call of the
viewed as the highest legal body, the meeting of ministeirgernational community, as contained in General Assembly
of foreign affairs as the main body, and the Securitsesolution 49/70, which was adopted last year without a
Commission as a specialized subsidiary. The Treaty doeste, the Conference re-established without delay the Ad
not create any new institutions and nor does it weakétoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban and continued
already existing security provisions; it establishes a gamiantensive negotiations, as a high-priority task, with a view
of reciprocal rights and duties in harmony with hemisphette concluding a universal and multilaterally and effectively
and world security systems. verifiable comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty that would
contribute to nuclear disarmament and would help to
In conclusion, let me say that we in Central Americarevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its
are continuing to support our regional process afspects and to strengthen international security.
modernization, which is attempting to protect the Central
American States and their populations from threats to their During its 1995 session, the Ad Hoc Committee on a
integrity, their development and their security. Nuclear Test Ban, under the dynamic and effective
chairmanship of Ambassador Ludwik Dembinski of Poland,
Our commitment to disarmament will continue to growntensified the pace of the negotiations on a draft treaty.
stronger day by day. It was in this spirit that the Centrdlhe results of these negotiations are reflected in the report
Americans signed the Chemical Weapons Convention dfi the Conference. It is heartening to note that the work of
1993, and we are now in the process of ratifying it. the Ad Hoc Committee continued in a businesslike manner,
despite the turbulence engendered by the recent nuclear-test
We hope that all the nations of the world willexplosions. Although, admittedly, there is still a long way
contribute to putting an end to the arms race and that tteego to complete a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty,
vast resources devoted to armaments will be utilized ftle progress achieved so far in the negotiations augurs well
economic and social development and, in the end, féor its completion in 1996.
improving the quality of life of all our peoples.
The most significant advance in the drafting of the
The Chairman: | now call on the representative of Treaty relates to the scope of the ban. Although there is not
Morocco, who will speak in his capacity as President of thget final agreement on the treaty text dealing with scope, a
Conference on Disarmament. clear convergence of the positions of nuclear-weapon States
on this issue is emerging. This was made possible by the
Mr. Benjelloun-Touimi (Morocco), President of the initiative of the United States, the United Kingdom and
Conference on Disarmament: Allow me, at the outset, &rance in committing themselves to a true “zero-yield”
extend to you, Sir, my warm congratulations on youtreaty that would ban all testing, no matter how small the
election to the high office of Chairman of this Committe@uclear device. Given the utmost importance of reaching
and to wish you every success in the discharge of yoearly agreement on the fundamental issue of scope, it is
responsibilities. My congratulations go also to the othdroped that the emerging consensus will be consolidated so
officers of the Committee, who assist you in your tasks. that the objective of concluding the treaty in 1996 can be
achieved.
| am speaking in my capacity as President of the
Conference on Disarmament to present to the First Another area in which very good progress was made
Committee the report of the Conference on its work durinig that of the structure of the international monitoring
the 1995 session. This report is contained in documesytstem that is to be set up to verify compliance with the
A/50/27, which is before the Committee. obligations under the treaty. While the parameters of the
verification regime and the broad responsibilities of the
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organization that will implement the treaty have beeNorway, the Republic of Korea, Senegal, Slovakia, South
worked out, these cannot be finalized until the scope awdrica, Spain, Switzerland, the Syrian Arab Republic,
basic obligations have been fully agreed upon. Moreovérurkey, Ukraine, Viet Nam and Zimbabwe would all,
streamlining of the wording of the draft treaty has resultetbgether, assume membership of the Conference at the
in a much more logical text, despite the large amount efarliest possible date, to be decided by the Conference.
material still subject to agreement.
The same decision also provides for review of the
However, further determined efforts are required iituation following the presentation of progress reports by
agreement is to be reached on other important issues, stlah President of the Conference on ongoing consultations.
as the conditions for the entry into force of the treaty —n this respect, | can assure the Committee that the
how many States must ratify it, and which States amnsultation process on which | have already embarked will
essential to its operation; on-site inspections and the pursued and intensified, with a view to implementing the
circumstances under which international inspectors would becision. | know that, in my endeavours, | can count on the
allowed access to a site in order to investigate suspicioogoperation of all members of the Conference, and | hope
events; and the composition of the Executive Council. to be able to present a report on the outcome of my
consultations at the very beginning of the 1996 session of
I am confident that, given the renewed commitment bihe Conference on Disarmament.
all to conclude the treaty as early as possible next year, the
Conference on Disarmament will be in a position to present However, a cursory reading of the report of the
to the General Assembly at this time next year an agre€bnference clearly indicates that the problems we had
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty, which the Secretagpecountered at the beginning of the session regarding the
General can open for signature as soon as possibigenda and organization of work were not solved, despite
thereafter. the strenuous efforts of successive Presidents. The
Conference was not able to re-establish the Ad Hoc
The Conference was also able to take a step forwa@bmmittees on negative security assurances, transparency
on the issue of the prohibition of the production of fissilén armaments and the prevention of an arms race in outer
material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosiwpace. Nor was it able to deal in an organized fashion with
devices. Thanks to the determined efforts of the Specihle issue of nuclear disarmament or with the question of
Coordinator, Ambassador Shannon of Canada, theviewing its current agenda to make it conform with
Conference was able to agree on the establishment of angrdsent-day political realities.
Hoc Committee to start the negotiations on a non-
discriminatory, multilateral and internationally and | do not think that it is necessary for me to dwell too
effectively verifiable treaty. The importance of such anuch on the reasons for our inability to address all items
measure, in our collective efforts to strengthen the meansth&t we deliberately placed on our agenda, as the records of
preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons and thie Conference speak for themselves. While recognizing
promote the process of nuclear disarmament, can hardlythat this year's session of the Conference was held against
overemphasized, and | am confident that the Conferenite background of the uncertainties surrounding the
will soon embark on these negotiations. preparations for, and the outcome of, the Review and
Extension Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
In addition, the Conference was able to move the lonfjon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), which
outstanding issue of expansion of its membership out of thedoubtedly affected our proceedings, we hoped that the
deadlock that had characterized it for a number of yeaindefinite extension of the NPT would instil wisdom in our
Building on General Assembly resolution 49/77 B, whickvork and would promote a balanced approach to all
was adopted by consensus at the last session, thdstanding issues regarding our agenda.
Conference was able to register a meaningful measure of
progress in this regard. After several rounds of intensive Like my predecessors, | spared no effort to bring about
consultations, at both the bilateral and the multilateral solution to these problems. | shall therefore continue my
levels, during the last stages of the session, the Conferegomsultations, both here and in Geneva, during the period
decided, without prejudice to the consideration of othdretween sessions, with a view to laying the ground for a
candidatures to date, that Austria, Bangladesh, Belarsspooth and effective start to our next session. | am fully
Cameroon, Chile, Colombia, the Democratic People@mwvare that the task is a daunting one because of the
Republic of Korea, Finland, Iraq, Israel, New Zealandundamental divergence of views that exist within the
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Conference on the international arms-control and The year 1995 is, as has been remarked, a particularly
disarmament agenda in the post-cold-war era and followisggnificant one, not only because of the fiftieth anniversary
the indefinite extension of the NPT and, in the finabf the United Nations, which provides us with an
analysis, on the role of the Conference on Disarmament @gportunity to learn from past experience and to prepare for
the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum at thike challenges ahead, but also because major developments
crucial juncture. have taken place this year in the disarmament field. While
negotiations on conventional weapons, with a view to
Needless to say, such an arms-control and disarmameggtricting the use of land-mines, and on the comprehensive
agenda must take fully into account our common concernsclear-test-ban treaty are moving ahead satisfactorily, we
to further strengthen non-proliferation in all its aspects ar@hnnot ignore the unconditional and indefinite extension of
the importance of the process of nuclear disarmament ah@ Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
strike a balance between the conventional and nucld&PT), a major, if flawed, disarmament instrument. The
aspects of our endeavours. | am confident that the outcoméclear arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States have now
of the deliberations of the First Committee will contributdoeen legitimized for all time, and the division of the world
to laying the foundation for a renewed direction and seng&o nuclear haves and have-nots has been perpetuated. In
of purpose in the Conference on Disarmament for thmur view, this is a serious development, and one that is
future. For my part, and with the cooperation of albound to have an impact on all disarmament negotiations
members of the Conference, | shall continue to seek waysless the nuclear-weapon States commit themselves to
and means to contribute to the attainment of that objectivadopt further measures towards the elimination of their
nuclear weapons within a time-bound phased programme.
It remains only for me to express my heartfelHowever, we have noted with concern that since May of
gratitude to the Secretary-General of the Conferendhbjs year there has been marked reluctance on the part of
Mr. Vladimir Petrovsky, and to Mr. Bensmail, the Deputysome nuclear-weapon States even to discuss such a
Secretary-General of the Conference, and their small teamogramme of phased elimination of such weapons of mass
of dedicated staff, for their valuable support and assistangestruction. The seriousness of the situation is further
to the Conference during its 1995 session. compounded by the recent nuclear tests carried out by some
nuclear-weapon States parties to the NPT.
| should like now to add one or two remarks with
regard to the draft resolution | would like to circulate for Let it not be said that we do not appreciate the
the consideration of the members of the First Committesignificance of the progress that has been made in nuclear-
As President of the Conference on Disarmament, | haaems control. Yet, despite that progress, the number of
with me copies of the draft resolution on the adoption of thauclear weapons that will be left over even after the
report of the Conference, and | should like any delegatigrductions are completed is not only a factor potentially
that so wishes to attend a consultative meeting to considmpable of destabilizing international peace and security but
it. is more than enough to destroy the world many times over.
Our Foreign Minister, speaking in the General Assembly a
The Chairman: | am sure that delegations will takefew weeks ago, said:
note of the information just provided by the representative
of Morocco regarding the draft resolution on adoption of the “Our goal — shared, | believe by most of us
report of the Conference on Disarmament. Delegations will here — is a world from which nuclear weapons have
also note that there will be a meeting tomorrow afternoon  been eliminated. The nuclear-weapon States claim to
to discuss the draft resolution. share this goal, but their present objective is to retain
nuclear weapons while making sure others do not get
Mr. Vajpayee (India): May | at the outset join all the them.
previous speakers in congratulating you, Sir, on your

assumption of the chairmanship of the First Committee. We “The logic of this is hard to understand. It cannot
are confident that under your guidance the deliberations of be argued that the security of a few countries depends
the First Committee will have a successful outcome. |  on their having nuclear weapons and that that of the

should also like to convey my congratulations to the other rest depends on their not having then{Official
officers of the Committee and to assure you all of the full  Records of the General Assembly, Fiftieth Session,
cooperation of my delegation in your endeavours. Plenary Meetings, 12th meeting, p. 16)
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Security doctrines are still based on ideas of nuclear a commitment to universal and comprehensive
deterrence and have moved on to newer nuances, such as disarmament.”
minimum deterrence and mutually assured safety. These
doctrines are being used to justify the continued retention Turning to the negotiations on the comprehensive test-
and the option of possible use of nuclear weapons. ban treaty themselves, we are satisfied with the progress
made so far in the Conference on Disarmament, though we
The end of the cold war and the emergence of are aware that much work remains to be done and that
increasingly interdependent world linked by the imperativasany significant gaps in positions remain. We are
of economy, commerce and technology challenge the logletermined to continue our contribution to this process with
of these doctrines. It is in this context that the Heads afview to concluding a global treaty in 1996.
State and Government of the Movement of Non-Aligned
Countries, meeting recently in Cartagena called As | have already stated, in our view the
comprehensive test-ban treaty must be an integral step in
“for a renunciation of strategic doctrines based upaihe process of nuclear disarmament. Developing new
the use of nuclear weapons and ... for the adoption warheads or refining existing ones after a treaty is in place,
an action plan for the elimination of all nuclearusing innovative technology, would be as contrary to the

weapons, within a time-bound framework”. spirit of the comprehensive test-ban treaty as violating the
NPT would be to the spirit of non-proliferation. The treaty
They further called on must therefore contain a binding commitment on the

international community, especially the nuclear-weapon
“the Conference on Disarmament to establish, on $tates, to take further measures, within an agreed time-
priority basis, an ad hoc committee to commencgame, towards the total elimination of nuclear weapons.
negotiations early in 1996 on a phased programme ©he scope of the treaty should cover the complete cessation
nuclear disarmament and for the eventual eliminatiaosf nuclear tests by all States, in all environments and for all
of nuclear weapons within a time-bound framework, agme. We do not believe that there should be any exceptions
envisaged in paragraph 50 of the [Final Document d&br carrying out nuclear tests under any circumstances. This
the] first special session of the United Nations Generahould thus inhibit, in a non-discriminatory manner, the
Assembly on disarmament, and to this end thegyroliferation of nuclear weapons in both the horizontal and
decided to introduce a resolution at the fiftieth sessiahe vertical dimensions. This needs to be clearly spelt out
of the United Nations General Assembly”. in the article on the scope of the comprehensive test-ban
treaty.
We are aware of the heavy agenda of the Conference
in 1996, yet we are sure that it would be possible to find  We believe that the verification system being designed
slots for the ad hoc committee to start meeting early fior the treaty should be universal in its application, non-
1996. We intend to work with other non-aligned countriediscriminatory and should guarantee equal access to all
to introduce a resolution on this issue. States. The International Data Centre, working as an integral
part of the Technical Secretariat, should have the capacity
We believe that the comprehensive test-ban treaty, ttee receive, assess and analyse data from the four
proposed convention on the cut-off of fissile material andomponents of the International Monitoring System (IMS).
the draft Convention on the Prohibition of the Use oOn-site inspections should be carried out only in rare
Nuclear Weapons, on which a resolution — 49/76 E — wasrcumstances and in the least intrusive and most cost-
adopted last year by an overwhelming majority, areffective manner possible. We believe that on-site requests
essential steps in the process of eliminating nuclear weapaheuld be based on IMS data. Full opportunity should be
within a time-bound framework. As our Prime Ministemprovided to the State party to be inspected to assist in
stated last week in Cartagena, speaking of the negotiatiaharifying the situation through a mandatory consultation
for a comprehensive test-ban treaty and the cut-adihd clarification procedure. The Executive Council should
convention: thoroughly examine the request and take a decision by a
three-fourths majority of its members.
“While the aims of both these treaties are laudable,
and we support them wholeheartedly, we must ensure A managed access regime should operate during the
that we do not lose yet another opportunity to obtaian-site inspection to maintain a balance between the rights
and obligations of the State party being inspected. Such an
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approach will deter frivolous or abusive requests and woulthis approach would apply also to the discussions under
add to the credibility of the treaty. | have outlined the basiway to strengthen the Biological Weapons Convention
thrust of our approach to the negotiations on the treaty, a(BWC). As a State Party to the BWC, India, after actively
| hope that we will be able to reach agreement on theparticipating in the Experts’ meeting, the Special
issues, at both the political and the technical level, ear§onference and the Ad Hoc Group, is of the view that the
next year. strengthened Convention should facilitate and not restrict
the peaceful uses of biotechnology. A commitment in this
It will be recalled that India was one of the leadegard should form an essential part of any verification
sponsors of a resolution — 48/75 L — which was adopteggime.
by consensus in 1993, on “Prohibition of the production of
fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear Moving from weapons of mass destruction to
devices”. In our view, this was a major step ahead in tlmnventional weapons, we do not see that we, the
process of nuclear disarmament. We therefore regret tlaternational community, have a choice between weapons
negotiations did not begin on this issue in the course of tiieat could exterminate entire populations and the so-called
last two years. We believe that unless this convention éenventional weapons. We feel that, while pressing ahead
squarely placed in the context of nuclear disarmament, itt@wards the elimination of weapons of mass destruction, we
unlikely to gather the universal support it should. Somghould also take steps to curb the excessive production,
nuclear-weapon States have already stopped the productiewelopment and build-up of conventional weapons beyond
of fissile material. A convention that merely recognizes thahe legitimate defence requirements of States. Arms
fact and seeks to universalize it as a purely non-proliferatitransfers need to be transparent, responsible and should not
measure is unlikely to be meaningful. aggravate tensions in any region. This applies in particular
to the transfer of small arms and light weapons. Innovative
We sincerely hope that the international communitgneans for international cooperation to control such transfers
will exhibit the same political will to ban nuclear weaponseed to be developed. The diversion of small arms and light
as it did to ban biological and chemical weapons. India hageapons to non-State entities and the illicit arms trade
actively participated in the negotiations on the Chemicatquire urgent international action, as the impact on the
Weapons Convention (CWC) and was among the first Statescial stability of countries and the destructive consequences
to sign it. We are now in the process of completing owf fuelling terrorism, subversion and drug trafficking are
internal procedures for ratifying it. India, however, does natangers to which all countries are subject today.
possess chemical weapons and therefore hopes that those
major States possessing such weapons will make strenuous At the recent Review Conference of the States Parties
efforts to ratify the Convention as soon as possible. to the 1980 Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be
As we approach the entry into force of the Chemicddeemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Weapons Convention, we note with some concern thediscriminate Effects, India had supported a total ban on a
continued existence of discriminatory ad hoc export contrabw conventional weapon while it was still at a prototype
regimes. We believe that all discriminatory restrictionstage. We were however satisfied that we were able to
contrary to the letter and spirit of the Convention should kedopt a protocol which banned the use and transfer of
removed. Our stand againatl hoccontrol regimes is well blinding laser weapons. We hope that before it is too late
known and received high-level endorsement at the recemt will reach agreement also on a ban on the production of
summit of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, heldhese terrible weapons.
in Cartagena. The Heads of State and Government of the
non-aligned countries noted that restrictions being placed on We were not so happy with the outcome of the
access to technology through the imposition of ad hawgotiations on the Protocol on land-mines. In responding
export-control regimes with exclusive membership, undés the humanitarian needs of civilians affected by the
the pretext of proliferation concerns, tended to impede thmdiscriminate effects of the detritus of war, member States
economic and social development of developing countriggarties to the Protocol made major progress in trying to
evolve a consensus and it was our view that we could have
In our view, there is a need for us to agree osuccessfully concluded our negotiations in Vienna. We
multilaterally negotiated, universally accepted, nonwere, therefore, bitterly disappointed, in view of the
discriminatory norms and guidelines for making sensitivergency of the crisis, at the postponement of the final phase
technologies available to all countries for peaceful purposes. the Conference. We look forward to a successful
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conclusion early next year and hope that all countries, in teecurity on the part of India. There is no situation that
interests of the humanitarian cause, will accept restrictionannot be resolved by bilateral talks. As the Committee may
on their own systems of weaponry. India, having agreed b® aware, India has been calling for bilateral talks with
the extension of the scope of the Protocol to norRakistan for the past several years. We have indicated, at
international armed conflicts as defined in the Genevhe highest political level, our willingness to discuss all
Conventions, has proposed a ban on the use of land-mimesues, including Kashmir. Our offer has been backed by a
in such conflicts and a ban on the transfer of thesmries of detailed proposals for confidence-building
weapons. We made this latter proposal in order tmeasures, including disarmament-related confidence-
encourage the extension of the existing voluntafyuilding measures.

moratoriums. We would, therefore, be happy to join other

sponsors of the draft resolution on a moratorium on the Our repeated offers of dialogue have received no
export of land-mines, with the goal of their eventuatesponse from Pakistan. We therefore continue to be
elimination as viable and humane alternatives ammazed that Pakistani representatives take every opportunity
developed. Until such time as agreement is reached onnanultilateral forums to raise alarms and accusations about
strengthened Protocol I to the inhumane weapolitse so-called dispute over Kashmir. The only dispute is the
Convention, we expect all countries to exercise the greatesihtinued occupation of Indian territory by Pakistan. |
control in the transfer of mines. As we have had occasisamind the Committee that the issue brought to the United
to state elsewhere, India does not export, and does MN#tions by India in 1948 was the aggression by Pakistan
intend to export, any kind of land-mines. against India.

Therefore, on conventional weapons, with the  As for the proposal for a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
establishment of the United Nations Register dBouth Asia, our views on this perennial issue are too well
Conventional Arms, to which India has contributedknown to bear any annual repetition.
regularly, a move has been made towards transparency, and
with the Review Conference of the Convention on certain | conclude by inviting Pakistan to sit at the negotiating
conventional weapons some steps have been taken towdadde to try sincerely to resolve differences so that both
restricting and in some cases prohibiting the use of someuntries might be able to work for the well-being and
kinds of conventional weapons. prosperity of their peoples.

On weapons of mass destruction the progress is less The Chairman: May | remind delegations that there
satisfactory; the Chemical Weapons Convention has yetdce still five speakers on the list for this meeting, plus at
enter into force; and the Biological Weapons Conventideast two statements in right of reply and my short
and the comprehensive test-ban treaty still require a gresaitement on the programme of work for the next few days.
deal of work. | wish only to draw the attention of speakers to the time

restraints and would ask them to try to limit their statements

As we expect negotiations and action on all thesss much as possible.
important subjects to be completed by the end of 1996, we
believe that 1997 would be an opportune time to review Mrs. Regmi (Nepal): On behalf of the Nepalese
progress in the entire field of disarmament in the post-coldelegation and on my own behalf, | congratulate you,
war era. The Heads of State and Government of tidr. Chairman, on your election to the chairmanship of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries have called for th&irst Committee. | am confident that under your able
convening of a fourth special session on disarmament gniidance the Committee will have fruitful deliberations.
1997 that would review progress in the process of
disarmament and mobilize public opinion in favour of the = The general debate of the First Committee is taking
elimination of weapons of mass destruction and of thaace at a time when the climate of international peace and
control and reduction of conventional weapons. Msgecurity is becoming increasingly positive. The year 1995
delegation will work with other interested delegations on i@ even more exciting. It is a year in which the United
draft resolution on this subject. Nations, the relentless pursuer for the past five decades of

a vision of a weapon-free world, is commemorating its

This morning the representative of Pakistan referred fiftieth anniversary. Another major focus of the year is the
the tension in South Asia. Let me make it clear that theReview and Extension Conference of the States Parties to
is no tension and no threat to international peace atfte Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
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These two events are the most memorable ones, both for the Secretary-General to further expand and develop this
United Nations and for the international community. system by 1997.

With the indefinite extension of the Non-Proliferation We also consider that the establishment of nuclear-
Treaty a major milestone has been passed in the field wéapon-free zones in more and more regions of the world
disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament. Now is tishould be further encouraged, as these efforts go a long way
time for the international community faithfully to implementtowards attainment of the goal of global disarmament. It is
the objectives adopted at the Conference. Foremost amamgcisely for this reason that Nepal supported the General
these is the early conclusion of a comprehensive test-bAssembly resolutions 49/72 and 49/82 calling for the
treaty. Nepal welcomes the progress made thus far in thstablishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia
Conference on Disarmament in Geneva to conclude aad implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean
comprehensive test-ban treaty by the end of 1996. as a Zone of Peace, respectively, and would like to reiterate

its commitments to these concepts. My delegation welcomes

Of equal importance to my delegation is the earlthe recently concluded Pelindaba Treaty, which will
conclusion of a treaty banning the production of weapomstablish the African nuclear-weapon-free zone. The
grade fissile material for weapons use. We feel that suchdacision a few days ago by the Governments of the United
treaty would be an additional instrument in our efforts t&ingdom, France and the United States agreeing to sign the
cap nuclear proliferation. Nepal therefore expresses degemtocol to the Treaty of Rarotonga is viewed by my
disappointment at the resumption of nuclear testing awiélegation as yet another important step towards peace and
hopes that this series of testing will not impede thstability in that region.
conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty in the
stipulated time-frame. Nepal holds the firm belief that regional and

subregional approaches to confidence-building measures can

Nepal fully supports the efforts geared towardsontribute immensely towards removing the mistrust that is
eliminating other categories of weapons of mass destructidthe fundamental cause of the arms race. This is the
The Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) is a mosbjective pursued by the United Nations Regional Centres
important instrument for ensuring regional as well as glob&dr Peace and Disarmament. Nepal was greatly disturbed to
stability. Like other delegations, Nepal supports the call faead the Secretary-General's report (A/50/380) suggesting
the intensification of efforts for its ratification in order topossible closure of the Regional Centres for Disarmament.
make it operational as soon as possible. Outlawing this
category of weapons is equally necessary considering their The Kathmandu Centre has been instrumental in
devastating effects on the civilian population. sensitizing regional opinion in favour of confidence- and

security-building measures through regional and subregional

There is no doubt that weapons of mass destructialimlogue, thus making a significant contribution to regional
continue to command international attention, but we mupeace and disarmament. We urge support for the continued
not lose sight of the problems caused by conventionaperation and further strengthening of the Kathmandu
weapons. We wish here to point out that in the e@entre as an essential promoter of the “Kathmandu
following the Second World War, conventional weaponBrocess” — to promote regional peace and disarmament
have caused the most misery to mankind and have alwaljalogue in Asia and the Pacific region. The Kathmandu
been a destabilizing factor. Nepal is, therefore, ready Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia and the
support the draft resolution that is to be submitted by Jap®acific has always been effective and we address our appeal
for the establishment of a group of experts to examine wats Member States, both from Asia and the Pacific region
and means of preventing and reducing the accumulation attl beyond, as well as non-governmental organizations and
circulation of such weapons. My delegation believes th&dundations to make voluntary contributions to allow the
consideration of conventional weapons should be an itemkathmandu Centre to remain functional. In this context, my
priority on the agenda of the United Nations. We ardelegation also fully supports the establishment of a
pleased to note the importance given by the Secretadisarmament subcentre in Hiroshima as a subsidiary body
General to the importance of what he calls “microef the Kathmandu Centre on the basis of voluntary
disarmament”. Transparency in armaments, especially in tbentributions. As a matter of fact, the establishment of such
area of conventional weapons, is extremely important. Nemlbsidiary bodies in the region on a financially self-
therefore welcomes the United Nations’s Register ohaintained basis is indeed welcome to my delegation, as we
Conventional Arms and continues to support the work of
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are convinced that they will contribute further to the causé/e pledge our support to work towards this end.
of disarmament and peace.
The most recent nuclear tests indicate the clear need to
Finally, the link between disarmament andranslate the utmost restraint into a comprehensive test-ban
development cannot be overemphasized. The removaltafaty. The commitment to finalize the treaty by the end of
threats to international peace and security depends on @986 requires sustained momentum. This, coupled with a
efforts to intensify socio-economic development. Nepalut-off treaty on the production of fissile material, is
therefore earnestly hopes that the resources released feridence of the will of the international community to
disarmament will be diverted for the purposes of the sociathieve disarmament.
and economic development of developing countries,
particularly the least developed and those that are land- The threat of destruction by nuclear weapons should
locked. Such a use of the peace dividend, in our view, witlot be the only focus of our attention. Increasingly, this
be in the larger interest of the peace, security and welCommittee has taken into account the ills and suffering
being of the people. brought about by conventional weaponry. Fifty years ago
the founding fathers pledged to save succeeding generations
Ms. Darmanin (Malta): Since this is the first time that from the scourge of war. Malta shares in the grave concern
| have addressed the Committee, may |, on behalf of nexpressed by the international community with regard to the
delegation, congratulate you, Mr. Chairman, on yowuffering brought to millions of people through the use and
election. Under your skilful guidance, this Committee wilindiscriminate effects of anti-personnel land-mines. We will
undoubtedly register progress and fulfil many expectatiorasgain join in sponsoring the draft resolution calling for a
My congratulations are also addressed to the other membersratorium on the use of land-mines and the need to
of the Bureau, whose help will be invaluable in assisting thdevelop more humane and viable alternatives.
proceedings of this Committee.
Also requiring immediate attention and concerted
Allow me, on behalf of the delegation of Malta, toaction is the implementation of the Convention on the
make a few reflections on our work during the comingrohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and
weeks. In expressing its views, this delegation agaldse of Chemical Weapons and the strengthening of the
associates itself with the statement made earlier by tG®nvention on the Prohibition of the Development,
representative of Spain on behalf of the European UnioRroduction and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological)
The work of the First Committee during this session is @nd Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction.
unigue importance. It coincides with the commemoration of
the fiftieth anniversary of the United Nations and The maintenance of peace and security rests on
immediately follows the indefinite extension of the Treatgonfidence between and amongst nations. During the years
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). Thief the cold war the Conference on Security and Cooperation
landmark decision is another step in the fulfilment of than Europe (CSCE) discovered that confidence-building was
primary mandate of the Organization, namely ththe most effective element in the promotion of a broader
maintenance of international peace and security. The wibncept of security. This concept is guided not only by
and commitment which led to the indefinite extensiopolitico-military concerns, but by a will to seek a more
should be pursued to achieve universality. Equally importacomprehensive stability.
are the other Principles and Objectives agreed to by the
States Parties calling for nuclear-weapon-free zones, nuclear The Organization on Security and Cooperation in
safeguards and the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. Europe (OSCE) has been foremost in the promotion of such
confidence- and security-building measures. The recently
The underlying notion of all the principles of the NPTadopted Code of Conduct further elaborates mechanisms
is that of providing States with security and assuring theaimed at enhancing cooperation and trust between States
of security. Malta notes with satisfaction the assertion hmembers of OSCE. At the United Nations, the resolutions
the Conference of State Parties that further steps towants transparency in armaments and those related to the
security assurances to non-nuclear weapons States United Nations Register of Conventional Arms undoubtedly
contribute to the growing awareness of the need for a better
“could take the form of an internationally legallyflow of information in the pursuit of peace.
binding instrument”.
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The framework of cooperation between the UniteGeneral Assembly at the fiftieth session, pointed out the
Nations and the OSCE is an effective and exempladangers and possible solutions for the Mediterranean:

contribution towards the enhancement of regional security.
This is of particular satisfaction for my delegation since it
is the outcome of a proposal first launched by Malta at
Helsinki in 1992, namely that the CSCE declare itself a
regional arrangement in the sense of Chapter VIII of the
Charter. Comprehensive regional security structures could
be more effective instruments for identifying, analysing and
containing tensions which threaten to lead to the outbreak
of hostilities or conflict. Such structures cannot act in
isolation. They must monitor existing realities and
potentially threatening situations with a view to containing
them. Time and again experience has shown that a
multifaceted approach which links vital areas such as human
rights, fundamental freedoms and social justice into the
broader network of comprehensive security is the foundation
for stability giving peoples and nations the reassurance of
peace, dignity and freedom.

“The Mediterranean’s wealth lies in its heritage
of cultural, religious and social diversity. A forced
mutation of this rich mosaic into uniformity would be
destabilizing. Confidence-building and mutual
understanding create the route that leads to security
and cooperation. We must walk that arduous path.
Within multicultural diversity we must discover the
common values that help foster dialogue. This requires
shedding preconceived notions. It requires strong
political will. It requires that we supplant instinctive
mistrust with a spirit of mutual respect.Official
Records of the General Assembly, Fiftieth Session,
Plenary Meetings, 10th meeting, p.)22

The time dedicated by the United Nations over the

years to defusing and resolving issues in the Mediterranean
is indicative of the weight which the

international

The Mediterranean is one such area where perils,ddmmunity attaches to the region and the spill-over
left unattended to, threaten to transform the historjpotential of past and current crises. A successful process in
“middle-sea” into a permanent lake of instability. Malta hathis region is important, not only for its own sake, but also
consistently supported the idea of a conference on secuidty a means of inspiring patterns of cooperation in other
and cooperation in the Mediterranean and, within th&reas characterized by multicultural diversity.
concept of stability in the Mediterranean, has proposed two
distinct but correlated ideas, namely that of a “Council for  Just recently we completed the commemorative
the Mediterranean” and that of a “Stability Pact for theneeting of the General Assembly, held in celebration of its
Mediterranean”. fiftieth anniversary. Our leaders stressed the need to profit

from the new post-cold-war environment in order to register

A “Council for the Mediterranean”, through anand consolidate progress in the field of disarmament. Our
association of Mediterranean States, would facilitat@egotiations on security and disarmament issues in this
cooperation at the highest level and, through @ommittee must reflect the will of our Heads of State and
parliamentary aspect, could enhance joint action in tl@overnment to translate words into deeds for the benefit of
identification and resolution of problems of commomresent and future generations.
concern.

Mr. Kittikhoun (Lao People’s Democratic Republic):

At the concluding conference on the “Stability PactAt the outset, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Lao
for Europe, Malta proposed a stability pact for thelelegation, | would like to express my satisfaction at seeing
Mediterranean. Such a pact, based on a round-table systgoy, an illustrious diplomat of Mongolia and, more
would facilitate discussions to pre-empt new threats to thmportant, a personal and good friend, presiding over the
security of peoples and States in the region and would brifgrst Committee of the General Assembly at its fiftieth
together parties in dispute. The fact that this proposal wasssion. | am confident that, with your diplomatic skill and
generally well received is encouraging and spurs us talent, you will guide the work of the Committee to a
pursue it further. successful outcome. | would also like to pay tribute to your

predecessor, Ambassador Luis Valencia Rodriguez of

Both proposals are intended to foster dialogue in Bcuador, for his able leadership of the Committee last year.
region of turbulence. The region’s diversities are many and
the threats pervasive. The common understanding of such The current session of the First Committee is being
diversities can be achieved only through dialogue. ThHeld at a special juncture in the history of the United
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs ofNations. Throughout half a century, the Organization has
Malta, Professor Guido de Marco, in his statement to th@ayed an important role in the maintenance of international
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peace and security. While we have witnessed iWeapons (NPT), the immediate commencement and early
achievements, we are still living in an atmosphere afonclusion of a convention banning the production of fissile

uncertainty and facing many challenges. The existence mofterial for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive
nuclear arsenals and other weapons of mass destructitavices — the cut-off treaty — requires great efforts and a
remains, unfortunately. a source of concern ardue willingness on the part of the members of the

preoccupation for humanity. In our opinion, it is high timeConference on Disarmament to overcome the difficulties
the world community became aware of this dangeencountered. We share the view that the work of the Ad
redoubled its efforts and reacted together with grebdloc Committee, established early this year by the

determination to reduce and eliminate these dangerdbenference on Disarmament, will be able to begin work

weapons from the face of our planet. early next year.

Since the last session, the international community has The issue of security assurances remains also a serious
made tremendous efforts — but not easy ones — in tleencern of the vast majority of the non-nuclear-weapon
field of disarmament efforts which constitute an importarStates. Having voluntarily renounced nuclear weapons, the
element for peace and security in the next century, namelgn-nuclear-weapon States should have the right to receive
a decision to extend indefinitely the Treaty on the Norsuch assurances in the form of an internationally legally
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), together with twbinding instrument. In our view, it would be unfair and
other decisions adopted without a vote at the 1995 Reviawfortunate if those that “have” nuclear weapons did not
and Extension Conference of the NPT. The Lao delegatigive these assurances under a legally binding form to those
attaches great importance to the latter two decisions: onetbat “have not”.

“Principles and Obijectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation

and Disarmament”, and the second on “Strengthening the In the field of confidence-building measures and

Review Process for the Treaty”. disarmament we generally support the creation in different
parts of the world of nuclear-weapon-free zones. In this

It is our view that these two decisions constitute aregard, we welcome the recent announcement by France, the
essential element in, and framework for, the effectividnited Kingdom and the United States of America of their
implementation of the provisions of the Treaty. We verintention to sign the relevant protocols to the Treaty of
much hope that a full and vigorous implementation of thRarotonga in the first half of 1996. This declaration is a
three decisions, conceived as a package, wouybdsitive contribution to efforts towards the nuclear-non-
progressively foster dynamic steps towards nuclegroliferation process. In the same vein, we also welcome
disarmament. the conclusion of a treaty on an African nuclear-weapons-

free zone — the Treaty of Pelindaba.

The Lao People’'s Democratic Republic, as a non-
nuclear-weapon State, also considers that a comprehensive As a member of the community of South-East Asia, a
test-ban treaty, once concluded, will mark an important stepgion well known for its activities in favour of the
towards nuclear disarmament. It is encouraging to note thatintenance of peace and security, the Lao People’s
the world community, especially the nuclear-weapon Statd3emocratic Republic is sincerely contributing to efforts
has recently shown its commitment to the early conclusi@med at making this region a zone of peace, amity and
of the treaty. In this context, we welcome the remarkablmooperation and a zone free of nuclear weapons. True to its
progress made in the Conference on Disarmament towandssistent policy of peace, friendship and cooperation with
the successful conclusion of a comprehensive test-balhcountries the world over, our country will spare no effort
treaty — a total ban on nuclear testing — no later, we hop, continue to work in this direction.
than in 1996. We also support and welcome the recent
announcement by some nuclear-weapon States of their The Lao People’s Democratic Republic has
decision on the true zero-yield option, which would, wexperienced a three-decades-long and devastating war. More
think, give an impetus to the effort towards nonthan 20 years after the end of this cruel conflict, the Lao
proliferation now under way. people are still facing the deadly legacy of the war. Over 50

per cent of the Lao territory is littered with unexploded

In parallel with the negotiations on the comprehensiverdnance, one type dropped from the air (cluster bombs)
test-ban treaty conducted in the Conference @nd another left over from ground battles (land-mines,
Disarmament, as agreed at the Extension Conference of thertar shells and munitions). Unexploded ordnance not only
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nucleasontinues to maim and kill innocent and defenceless people,

24



General Assembly 11th meeting
A/C.1/50/PV.11 26 October 1995

it also obstructs economic development, thus worsening tReople’'s Democratic Republic would surely do what it can
poverty of the population in the affected areas. to offer its modest contribution.

Since 1975, with the cooperation of, and assistance The Chairman: May | remind all delegations making
from, friendly countries, international organizations andtatements that we have very little time left and appeal to
non-governmental organizations, the Lao Government hidem to keep their remarks as brief as possible.
done its utmost to clear the unexploded ordnance. We have
registered many successes but much still remains to be | now call on the representative of the International
done. Recently, on 1 August 1995, the Lao Governmer@pmmittee of the Red Cross.
together with the United Nations Development Programme
(UNDP) and the United Nations Children’'s Fund Mr. Kung (International Committee of the Red Cross):
(UNICEF), signed a Trust Fund for Clearance ofhe International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC)
Unexploded Ordnance. would like, at the outset, to congratulate you, Sir, on your

election as Chairman of the First Committee and to thank

The Fund has the definite objective of providing/ou for giving us an opportunity to contribute to this debate.
special resources for a coherent programme of unexploded
ordnance clearance, community awareness, surveys and A few weeks ago we assumed that we would be
other related initiatives. The clearance programme is to bpeaking at this session of the First Committee on the
managed by a steering committee chaired by the Laesults of the first Review Conference of the parties to the
Government, with representatives from concerned ministri#981 inhumane weapons Convention. As delegations know,
and provinces, as well as representatives from UNDP atite Conference was adjourned as it was unable to reach
UNICEF. Designated as the ministry responsible faxgreement on amendments to Protocol Il, on land-mines.
coordination, overall management and monitoring of th&/e share the disappointment that was felt in Vienna when
clearance programme, the Ministry of Labour and Socithis decision had to be taken. However, we are of the
Welfare is now preparing a yearly work plan to serve asa@pinion that several important gains were made — in
guide in the clearance efforts and to determine which argaarticular, the adoption of the Protocol on blinding laser
should be cleared as a priority. It is our hope that friendlyweapons and agreement on certain aspects of Protocol II.
countries, international organizations and non-governmental
organizations would contribute to this Trust Fund and make The ICRC would like to express its gratitude for the
the undertaking a reality. opportunity to take such an active role in the Review

Conference. In doing so, we strive to fulfil our mandate to

The United Nations Regional Centre for Peace amtomote the development of international humanitarian law
Disarmament in Asia and the Pacific, located in Kathmandin a way that gives due weight to humanitarian concerns.
is playing an important role in the promotion of regionaDur comments and suggestions are based on our wide
dialogue, thus contributing to regional peace anpractical experience of armed conflicts and the problems
disarmament. We hope that with voluntary funding thithey engender.

Centre will continue to function.
The adoption, on 13 October 1995, of Protocol 1V, on

The current commemoration of the fiftieth anniversarplinding laser weapons, is a major achievement. To our
of the United Nations makes this year an exceptional one knowledge, this is the first time since 1868 that a weapon
a year which provides the world community with arhas been prohibited before it could be used on the
unprecedented occasion, not only to review and assess blatlefield. Thus, humanity has been spared the horror that
achievements in the field of disarmament, but also to exextich blinding weapons would have created. Quite apart
joint efforts to accomplish, gradually, what remains to bifom the actual wording of the instrument, the effect of its
done. More important, in good conscience and together, \&doption is a strong message that States will not tolerate the
should all strive to achieve, progressively, our ultimate goalgeliberate blinding of people in any circumstances. Thus, it
that of general and complete disarmament. Our hard wadeka triumph of civilization over barbarity. It is also a major
and dedication will help prepare this long path to enable tlehievement that this Protocol includes a prohibition on the
next generation to celebrate the commemoration of the nésdnsfer of blinding laser weapons. The ICRC sincerely
half-century in an atmosphere of genuine peace ahdpes that States will adhere to it as quickly as possible and
international cooperation. In this undertaking, the Lawill take all appropriate measures to ensure respect for its

provisions.
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During the three-week session of the Reviewpecific protection to personnel of humanitarian
Conference in Vienna, 36 people were killed and 248&rganizations, including the ICRC and the Red Cross and
maimed by land-mines in Cambodia alone, and worldwideed Crescent.
about 1,600 people suffered the same fate. During the same
period, medical workers also paid a heavy price, 7 being The work of the Conference, however, will have an
killed and 21 badly injured as a result of the explosion dgdffect beyond regulation of the use of land-mines. The
anti-vehicle mines in Zaire, Rwanda and Mozambiqu&€onvention as a whole must be seen to be a living and
These sad statistics illustrate the urgent need to dedfective instrument. We earnestly hope that the Convention
effectively with the land-mine crisis. All delegations inwill be reviewed frequently and regularly, so that the
Vienna were certainly aware of the importance of reachirigternational community may be enabled to evaluate the
agreement on amendments to Protocol II. effectiveness of its existing provisions, to encourage further

accessions and to allow for amendments or additional

The problem centred on the criteria that should berotocols as the need arises.
preponderant in any decision. During the last few days of
the session, many delegations began to speak more openly Our concern about land-mines and blinding weapons
of their difficulties, and these illustrated in particular thés rooted in our own experience of a much larger
shortcomings of a technical solution. Some delegatiopfienomenon — the virtually unrestricted flow of vast
indicated that they would need grace periods of up to Huantities of weapons around the world. Our first-hand
years to fit their mines with a minimum metal content andxperience in the dozens of conflicts that are raging in
equip them with self-destructing or self-deactivatingarious regions is that enormous quantities of small arms
systems. If mines continue to be sown at the present raége available to almost any organization or individual
up to 75 million could be added to the existing 110 milliorseeking them and that, where these arms are used,
in such a period. Even more disturbing is the uncertainty asmanitarian law is either unknown or simply not respected.
to the reliability that may be expected from the so-called
“smart mines” that are to be developed. The ICRC strongly encourages this Committee to make

the issue of global arms transfers a matter of high priority

The ICRC therefore appeals to States to evaluaémd to consider both the inclusion of small-arms transfers in
whether measures short of a total ban on anti-persontie¢ United Nations Register of Conventional Arms and
land-mines will, in fact, put a stop to the present situatiomossible restraints on such transfers. For its part, the ICRC
Is the limited military utility of anti-personnel land-minesintends to comply with the request of the Intergovernmental
really worth the tragedy they are causing? Should not striéroup of Experts on the Protection of War Victims by
controls be placed also on anti-vehicle mines, whichctively studying the relationship between arms availability
regularly kill or maim civilians, including humanitarianand violations of international humanitarian law. We shall
workers who are trying to help the victims of war? Wepublish a report on this issue late in 1996.
earnestly hope that States will rise above short-term national
interests, in favour of the interests of humanity as a whole.  An important step that this body has taken in regard to

arms transfers is its resolution encouraging national

The Review Conference is due to reconvene in Januanoratoriums on the export of anti-personnel mines. An
and again in April 1996. We hope that during this periodstimated 100 million land-mines remain stockpiled
many more States will ratify or accede to the Conventiahroughout the world, and the low level of pledges at the
and that those which were unable to participate at thmeternational Meeting on Mine Clearance in July 1995
Vienna session will be able to do so at the sessions duedmonstrates that international commitments are insufficient
be held in Geneva. to ensure the rapid removal of mines already in place. Any

relaxation of attempts to bar exports of anti-personnel mines

We trust that the gains made at the Vienna session wilill only exacerbate an already dramatic situation.
remain — namely, the agreement to extend the application
of Protocol Il to non-international armed conflicts; the The gas attack on civilians on the Tokyo underground,
assignment of responsibility for the clearance of mines atich took place in March, and several similar incidents
the end of active hostilities; and measures to enahlemind us of the urgency of controlling the threat of
humanitarian personnel to accomplish their work on behalhemical and biological weapons. We urge States that have
of victims of conflicts in mined areas. In this regard, we areot already done so to ratify the chemical weapons
particularly grateful to States for their willingness to giveConvention and to ensure its early entry into force. We
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welcome efforts to introduce a verification regime into thevelcomed the final report of the Special Conference of the
biological weapons Convention and encourage non-pafyates Parties to the Convention, held in September 1994,
States to adhere to that Convention at the earliemtlopted by consensus, in which the States parties
opportunity.
“agreed to establish an ad hoc group, open to all States
Finally, on the occasion of the fiftieth anniversary of parties, whose objective shall be to consider
the nuclear age we should like to recall the position of the appropriate measures, including possible verification
ICRC on this matter. Any use of weapons that would measures, and draft proposals to strengthen the
violate the norms of existing international humanitarian law,  Convention, to be included ... in a legally binding
including customary law, is already prohibited. instrument to be submitted for the consideration of the
States parties”.
In addition, we hope that any deliberations on nuclear
weapons will take into account what would probably happen  Further, in the draft resolution, the Assembly would
if the threshold were breached and nuclear weapons weeeall the exchange of information and data agreed to in the
actually used. The ICRC has already indicated its opinidfinal Declaration of the Third Review Conference, as well
that the only effective solution for such weapons is theas the provisions of the Convention related to scientific and
total prohibition. This has been achieved for chemical artdchnological cooperation, and the related provisions of the
biological weapons and for blinding laser weapons. Wenal Document of the Third Review Conference, the final
hope that the end of the cold war will allow States to workeport of the Ad Hoc Group of Governmental Experts and
towards achieving the same result for nuclear weapons.the final report of the Special Conference of the States
Parties to the Convention, held in September 1994.
Mr. Téth (Hungary): After 6 o’clock I think short and
concentrated statements are the “flavour of the week” but |  In its operative part the Assembly would welcome the
should like to begin by expressing my delegation'svork begun by the Ad Hoc Group and would urge it, in
satisfaction at seeing you, Sir, in the Chair. pursuing its mandate, to complete its work as soon as
possible and submit its report, which shall be adopted by
I should like to introduce today a draft resolution ortonsensus, to the States parties, to be considered at the
the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developmengourth Review Conference or later at a special conference.
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological)
and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction on behalf of It would request the Secretary-General to continue to
the following delegations: Australia, Brazil, Bulgariarender the necessary assistance to the depository
Canada, Denmark, Finland, Germany, the Islamic RepubfBovernments of the Convention and to provide such
of Iran, Ireland, Poland, the Republic of Moldova, Romaniaervices as might be required for the implementation of the
the Russian Federation, Sweden, the United Kingdom @écisions and recommendations of the Third Review
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the United States @bnference, as well as the decisions contained in the Final
America. Report of the Special Conference, including all necessary
assistance to the Ad Hoc Group.
According to the draft resolution, which will be
circulated under the symbol A/C.1/50/L.1, the General The Assembly would note that, at the request of the
Assembly would note with satisfaction that more than 13Btates parties, a Fourth Review Conference of the Parties to
States are parties to the Convention, including all thte Convention will be held at Geneva in 1996 and that,
permanent members of the Security Council. following appropriate consultations, a Preparatory
Committee for that Conference will be formed, open to all
The General Assembly would recall its resolutiorStates parties to the Convention, and that the Committee
48/65, adopted without a vote at the forty-eighth session, will meet at Geneva in 1996.
which it “commended the final report of the Ad Hoc Group
of Governmental Experts to Identify and Examine Potential  Finally, the Assembly would call upon all signatory
Verification Measures from a Scientific and Technicabtates that had not yet ratified the Convention to do so
Standpoint”. without delay, and would also call upon those other States
that had not signed the Convention to become parties
It would recall further its resolution 49/86, adoptedhereto at an early date, thus contributing to the
without a vote at the forty-ninth session, in which itachievement of universal adherence to the Convention.
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It is the hope of the sponsors that the draft resolutigmeace. As is known to all, China is not allied to any major
will generate wide consensus in this body. Power or major military blocs nor does it come under the
nuclear umbrella of other countries. Precisely because of its
The Chairman: The Committee has heard the lasbwn experience of being subjected to nuclear threats, China
speaker on the list of speakers for this afternoon’s meetiatyvays opposes the policy of nuclear deterrence and will
and thus has concluded its general debate on akver base its own security on a nuclear threat against other
disarmament and international security agenda items. countries. Since 1964, when it came into possession of
nuclear weapons, China has unilaterally undertaken
Before making a statement on the programme of wortknconditionally not to be the first to use nuclear weapons
of the Committee | shall call on those representatives wlamd has undertaken unconditionally not to use or threaten to
wish to speak in exercise of the right of reply. May luse such weapons against non-nuclear-weapon countries and
remind delegations that the ground rules for sudhuclear-weapon-free zones.
interventions apply.
Pursuant to such a policy, the Chinese Government, as
Mr. Sha Zukang (China) ({nterpretation from early as 1973, signed Additional Protocol Il of the Treaty
Chinesg: In the past few days the Chinese delegation h&sr the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America
listened attentively to the statements made by the varioasd the Caribbean, undertaking not to use or threaten to use
delegations in the general debate. As a number of countriasclear weapons against the Latin American nuclear-
have expressed concern in varying degrees about the nucleaapon-free zone, not to test, manufacture, produce,
tests carried out by China | wish to take this opportunity tetockpile, install or deploy nuclear weapons in this zone,
elaborate further on the position and policies of the Chineaad not to send any nuclear transport or delivery vehicle
Government on the issue of nuclear tests. across the territory, territorial sea or air space of this zone.

The position of the Chinese Government on the In 1986, after the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone

guestion of nuclear testing is consistent and clear-cut. Treaty entered into force, the Chinese Government signed
Protocols 2 and 3 of the Treaty in the following year,

First, the Chinese Government has all along exercissthting that China would respect the status of the zone and
the utmost restraint with regard to its nuclear tests, alwayuld not use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
keeping either the scale or the number of its nuclear teststhis zone and would not carry out nuclear tests in the zone.
the minimum. That is so because China has consistently
opposed the nuclear-arms race. China for its part has never The Chinese Government rejoices at the recent
had the intention of participating in the nuclear-arms racibstantive progress achieved by the African countries in
nor has it done so. It has been the position of the Chineeir effort to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
Government that there should be a complete prohibition aAdrica. Proceeding from its consistent position, China
thorough destruction of nuclear weapons, just as there isemolutely supports the African Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone
comprehensive prohibition of chemical and biologicalreaty and will undertake its corresponding obligations
weapons. Furthermore, the Chinese Government has, titoeards that zone.
and again, stated that upon the entry into force of the
comprehensive test-ban treaty China will cease nuclear In recent years, with the end of the cold war, China
testing. has called on the nuclear-weapon countries concerned to

enter into immediate negotiations for the conclusion of

Secondly, China’s possession of a limited number dfeaties on the non-first use of nuclear weapons among the
nuclear weapons is solely for self-defence. China’s nucleaunclear countries and on the non-use or threat of use of
weapons are not directed against any other country asuch weapons against non-nuclear-weapon countries and
therefore constitute no threat to any other country, muctuclear-weapon-free zones, thereby supporting the
less to international peace and security. It was under certaiegotiations and the conclusion of legally binding
historical and international circumstances that Chinaternational instruments on the provision of security
developed and came into possession of a limited numberasfsurances for the non-nuclear countries. All of these facts
nuclear weapons: China was compelled to do so for tishow that China’s policy on nuclear weapons has been
sake of self-defence after having been subjected to repeatedsistent, open and above board, exemplifying the sincerity
nuclear threats by certain nuclear Powers. China opposesl persistent effort of the Chinese Government to maintain
hegemonism and pursues an independent foreign policyiefernational peace and security.
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Thirdly, China has always supported the goal adm not going to repeat the arguments put forward at earlier
achieving a comprehensive nuclear-weapon-test ban witmireetings regarding the legitimacy of our final series or its
the framework of the complete prohibition and thorougmnocuousness. We have been clear about the step we have
destruction of nuclear weapons. In 1993, at the forty-eighthken and our respect for our commitments. | would merely
session of the General Assembly, the Chinese delegation,a@k those who have, in varying degrees, criticized my
the basis of this position, joined in the adoption bgountry to back off a bit. When it comes to questions of
consensus, of General Assembly resolution 48/70, onnaclear tests, things should be viewed in the longer term. In
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. China has, witradew months the fears that have been expressed will, in the
positive and constructive attitude, participated in theature of things, have faded away, and | am convinced that
relevant negotiations in the Conference on Disarmamentwhat the First Committee will remember will be France’s
Geneva and has been working hard for the conclusion, reterall approach, which is a cohesive albeit multifaceted
later than in 1996, of a good comprehensive test-ban treatyhole, and which includes support for a speedy conclusion
a treaty that fulfils the requirements of resolution 48/70 amaf a comprehensive test-ban treaty, testing, and a clear
the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Tedecision in favour of the zero option. That approach will
Ban of the Conference on Disarmament. lead to a decisive move towards the end of all nuclear

testing, which is the wish of the vast majority of those here

| wish also to point out at this juncture that thepresent.
comprehensive test-ban treaty will be an important step
towards the ultimate objective of a complete prohibition and It is in that connection that | should like to refer to the
thorough destruction of nuclear weapons and the treaty walhnounced intention of some States to submit a draft
be of indefinite effect. resolution on the question of nuclear tests and to make an

appeal to this Committee’s wisdom. We have noted that the

For this reason, we must attach importance in oyaragraphs of the Cartagena document in which the
negotiations to the quality of the comprehensive test-bamembers of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries have
treaty. The Chinese delegation believes that thset forth their views on this subject, strong and regrettable
comprehensive test-ban treaty should be able to ensasethey may be, are not couched in the extreme terms that
equality among all future States parties, benefit frorm small number of delegations have employed, particularly
universal participation and have a clearly defined scope bére in this room. In the framework of our discussions it is
prohibition and an effective, fair and rational verificatioimportant that the language employed at Cartagena not be
regime. For this purpose the Conference on Disarmamentateeded by formulations | would describe as “emotional”.
Geneva must intensify its negotiations and strive tbam therefore appealing to all countries, and to those that
conclude a comprehensive test-ban treaty as soon ae above all our allies or partners, to refrain from the use
possible, and not later than 1996, in keeping with thef excessive language. Just as the expression of divergent
relevant decision of the Review and Extension Confereng®ws is normal, so violence and hostility are
of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weaponiscomprehensible and prejudicial to the serious nature of
(NPT). The Chinese delegation is of the view that it wouldur work. We must all bear in mind that in the years to
be difficult and unnecessary to foretell the exact date abme we will be dealing with essential deadlines in regard
next year's conclusion of the Treaty. As none of us is ® disarmament and non-proliferation. Let us therefore take
fortune teller, it will be better for us to speed up our worlcare that, when treating a question that, with regard to my
rather than make good-hearted predictions. country, will soon be settled to everyone’s satisfaction, we

not open wounds that may take some time to heal. The
| have once again explained the position of thargency and importance of the work before us demands
Chinese delegation on the question of nuclear testing. Mlyis. It is in this sense that | rely on the Committee’s
delegation is ready to proceed on the basis of suchwisdom.
position and to continue its exchange of views with other
delegations for the purpose of increasing mutual Mr. Akram (Pakistan): It is unfortunate that our call
understanding, so that every effort will be made to facilitat®r peace and non-proliferation in South Asia should have
the work of the Committee in the spirit of consensus.  evoked a response from the representative of India which |
could most charitably describe as intractable and very

Mrs. Bourgois (France) ipterpretation from French largely fictional.

Today, once again, several countries have expressed their
concerns with regard to our new series of nuclear tests. |
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We are happy to hear from the representative of IndRakistan has made several proposals. Not one of them has
that there is no tension in South Asia. This is a regiobeen accepted by India.
where nearly 2 million armed men are facing each other
along the Indo-Pakistan border. There are 700,000 Indian |t is our hope that, at the very least, India would be

troops deployed in occupied Kashmir, engaged in thgepared to enter into the talks which have been proposed
suppression of the Kashmiri freedom stru_ggle for selby the United States to discuss security and non-
determination. There are 800 Indian soldiers for evepyojiferation in South Asia. As we understand it, these
kilometre of the L|ne.of Co.ntrol _ th.e cease-fire line — Mmultilateral talks were suggested in order to accommodate
Jammu and Kashmir. Daily, there is an exchange of f'rlﬁdia’s objection to regional discussions on the
along the Line of Control between the two forces. mdiaﬂenuclearization issue
forces have blockaded the Neelam Valley in Azad Kashmir, '
and 100,000 innocent people are without food and shelter as L . .
. . . . India is participating in the Middle East peace talks.
the winter approaches and have to be supplied by air. India does it Zh a\llava fg:om similar talks on gouth Asia?
and Pakistani forces are deployed on the Siachen G|aCierY y y y ’

what has been called “the conflict on the roof of the worlg"V& Urge India to reconsider its position and vote for peace

and for non-proliferation in South Asia.

We are also happy to hear that India is prepared for
talks with Pakistan on all issues, including Kashmir. But ifPrganization of work
the same breath the representative of India calls this “the
so-called dispute over Kashmir”. We are used to such The Chairman: | would like, as Chairman, to make
double-talk. We have experienced it in seven rounds afstatement on the programme of work in the days ahead.
bilateral talks at the Foreign-Secretary level, which Pakistdthis is very important because we are soon to begin the
had initiated. Jammu and Kashmir is a recognized dispwtecond phase of our work, the consideration of draft
between the two countries. The resolutions of the Securitysolutions. The Chair has, however, been informed that no
Council call for a plebiscite to enable the Kashmiri peoplgterpretation services will be available after 6.30 p.m. this

to determine their own future through a free and faisfternoon. With the concurrence of the Committee | shall
plebiscite under United Nations auspices. Kashmir is on thgake my statement at the next meeting.

Security Council agenda. Kashmir is shown as a disputed
territory on the United Nations maps. The oldest United
Nations peace-keeping force of all, the United Nations
Military Observer Group in India and Pakistan
(UNMOGIP), is deployed along the Line of Control in
Kashmir.

It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 6.35 p.m.

At the last round of talks with India, the Indian
Foreign Secretary stated that India had the right to use as
much force as is necessary to suppress the Kashmiri
struggle. This, we submit, is not the way to resolve
problems. India has indeed sent us six “non-papers”, but
Pakistan had before that presented two “non-papers”. We
ask the representative of India: Is India prepared to discuss
all eight papers proposed by the two countries? If India is
prepared, it would be possible to resume the dialogue.

| was saddened to hear the representative of India
dismiss discussion of non-proliferation in South Asia. This
is a matter which concerns the destiny of more than one
billion people on the subcontinent.

We hope that South Asia will also join other regions
of the world where denuclearization has been achieved.
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