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The meeting was called to order at 3 p.m. appreciate the agreement and understand that it makes
possible aspirations for a commitment to eliminate nuclear
Agenda items 60 to 81(continued testing from this day on. Furthermore, we appreciate the

significance this will have for international cooperation, in
General debate on all disarmament and international particular in the area of verification. Nevertheless, we
security items continue to have certain doubts concerning the complicated
process of its entry into force and the fact that nuclear
Mr. Pérez-Otermin (Uruguay) {nterpretation from testing that does not involve explosions may continue to
Spanish: | am addressing the First Committee during #ake place.
session of the General Assembly that will be remembered
for the historic opening for signature of the Comprehensive The process of denuclearization must be pursued
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), an instrument thdurther. The beginning of the review process of the Treaty
culminates an important stage in the denuclearizatiam the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT),
process, and more specifically definitive nucleascheduled for 1997, shoulhter alia, give fresh impetus to
disarmament. our work to reduce nuclear arsenals. The renewed efforts to
bring about a nuclear-free world by means of a decisive
That process saw its turning point during the fiftiethheduction in the arsenals of nuclear-weapon States should
session of the General Assembly, when a significant numbest be limited to the successes we have already seen, such
of States took the initiative that ultimately produced twas the CTBT and the indefinite extension of the NPT.
resolutions: 50/65, which called on the Conference dbompletion of the preparatory work for the Review
Disarmament to conclude a multilateral, verifiabl&Conference of the NPT, to be held in the year 2000, should
instrument so as to enable its signature by the outset of the given our enthusiastic support.
fifty-first session of the General Assembly; and 50/70 A,
which deplored the nuclear testing that had been carried out Another point worthy of mention in the debate of this
in the course of 1995. Uruguay participated actively in th&@ommittee is the historic advisory opinion handed down by
process, as it was one of the first countries to suppdlhte International Court of Justice on 8 July. In that opinion,
Australia’s initiative aimed at the adoption by the Generdhe highest international judicial body stated that the threat
Assembly of the text of a comprehensive nuclear-test-banuse of nuclear weapons contravenes the provisions of the
treaty. That initiative ultimately enjoyed the support of aharter of the United Nations and is accordingly contrary
overwhelming majority of Member States. to international law, and in particular to the principles and
rules of international humanitarian law. The Court also
The adoption of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Bamderscored the obligation of States to pursue in good faith
Treaty, although an important achievement on the roahd bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear
towards denuclearization, is only a first step. We dulglisarmament. This important pronouncement by the highest
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legal body of the United Nations system is a milestone thahd to seek solutions to the material and economic effects
will, from now on, provide a framework for discussionof this kind of weapon.
within this Organization and in the area of treaty law.
In Vienna last May, Protocol Il of the Convention on

As concerns nuclear-weapon-free zones, we would lil&rohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
to express our satisfaction at the progress made since @mnventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be
signing of the treaties establishing nuclear-weapon-fré&cessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects was
zones in South-East Asia and in Africa. The signature of tle@lopted. This Protocol refers to the use of mines, booby-
Protocols to the Rarotonga Treaty by France, the Unitéihps and other devices. It should be seen as a first,
Kingdom and the United States, which means that all fiienportant step towards eliminating this class of weapons of
nuclear-weapon States are now parties to the Treaty, ismoéss destruction and of delayed effect. Uruguay will also
particular importance. again co-sponsor the various draft resolutions to be

submitted in the course of this session on assistance in mine

Through the declaration of geographic regions adearance and on a moratorium on the export of landmines.
nuclear-weapon-free zones, we have reached a point where
the entire southern hemisphere and certain adjacent areas In this framework, which has been referred to as
are now free of all nuclear-weapon-related activities. Takenicro-disarmament, it is particularly important to address in
together, the Tlatelolco, Rarotonga, Bangkok, Pelindaba adelpth and creatively the problems caused by the
Antarctic treaties mean that we are now on the road pyoliferation of small and light arms. These are used in an
freeing the southern hemisphere from such activities as thgtounding number of actions, ranging from acts of
development, testing, deployment, stockpiling, transfer amgigression between States to common crimes. These
use of nuclear weapons. activities are relatednter alia, to drug trafficking, internal

disruption, organized crime and the actions of mercenary

In this respect, we should give our full support t@groups. They are encouraged under an arms-control regime
Brazil's proposal to recognize this trend, an initiative thahat allows the free and easy circulation of weapons used
also falls within the context of other activities of the specidbr crimes of this nature through a clandestine and
sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmameaemingly unstoppable system of transboundary trade. In
and in particular of the resolution of the 1995 Review anthis respect, Governments should be ready to support the
Extension Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on thecommendations of the panel of experts that has been
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, which helped tavorking on this issue since June 1996 with the ultimate aim
establish this kind of arrangement as one of the majof reducing the traffic in these weapons and curbing their
instruments of international peace and security. devastating effects.

With respect to conventional weapons, we would note  Lastly, | should like to refer specifically to the most
that, in principle, Uruguay supports the proposal of theecent session of the Disarmament Commission. In our last
delegation of Germany with respect to mine-clearance statement in the general debate of the fiftieth session of the
areas of ongoing peacekeeping operations. This kind @eneral Assembly, we expressed a certain degree of
weapon, which has been rightly described as small-scalencern about the slow rate of work in the Commission,
arms of mass destruction, continues to cause irreversiBiace no important results had been forthcoming at recent
damage and to claim lives on a daily basis well aftesessions of that body. We should note that, at its regular
conflicts have ended. Minefields, the end result of the usession in 1996, the Commission approved a set of
of millions of mines all over the world, constitute one ofyuidelines for controlling international arms transfers and
the most important challenges to our work to rebuildradicating illicit arms trafficking. This achievement gave
societies in post-conflict periods. fresh impetus to the Commission’s work. My delegation

believes that the topics that will be on the Commission’s

Uruguay’s contingents have had to confront the riskagenda in the future, in particular those relating to nuclear-
involved in mine-clearance activities, have suffered thseapon-free zones and conventional disarmament or to
effects of anti-personnel landmines, including casualties imine clearance in peacekeeping operations, are of particular
Angola, Mozambique and Western Sahara. We havmportance.
therefore spoken out on a number of occasions against the
distribution, stockpiling, export and production of anti- Mrs. Florez Prida (Cuba) ({nterpretation from
personnel landmines. It is high time to tackle this questidBpanish: Speaking on behalf of the delegation of Cuba at
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this session of the Committee, | wish to convey to you, Sifhis Opinion is confirmation by the highest multilateral
our congratulations on your well-deserved election to serlegal organ of the fundamental importance of the total
as Chairman. Our congratulations also go to the othelimination of nuclear weapons.
officers of the Bureau.
Recently, the so-called Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
We would also like to take this opportunity to place oiBan Treaty was adopted. It should be seen as the
record the Cuban delegation’s gratitude to Ambassadmulmination of the repeated calls for such action from the
Luvsangiin Erdenechuluun of Mongolia for the dedicatiomternational community over several decades. However, the
he brought to the office of Chairman of this Committee afreaty does not live up to expectations and is definitely not
its fiftieth session. the legal instrument that we should have liked to have seen.
The delegations that were most actively involved in the
An objective assessment of what has happened in thegotiating process are perfectly well aware of the
year since the First Committee last met leads us to timransigent position adopted by certain nuclear Powers.
conclusion that, although some positive steps forward haudtimately, this position made it impossible to set this
been made, there has been very little progress in meetifigeaty in its proper context of disarmament and non-
the priorities that our countries agreed to establish in thpeoliferation in all their aspects. The Comprehensive
Programme of Action of the Final Document of the firsNuclear-Test-Ban Treaty only prohibits the carrying out of
special session of the General Assembly devoted tmsts through explosions, a technicality that is hardly of
disarmament. We therefore have no reason to relax in aoncern to the nuclear Powers and certainly does not
work if we wish some day to realize the objective ofommit them to ending the qualitative development of such
general and complete disarmament under strict internatiomagapons.
control.
At the same time, by forcing the adoption of the
Last year, in a number of resolutions, the Generdlreaty by means of breaching the established procedures of
Assembly underscored the need to take immediate actiortlire Conference on Disarmament, a very negative precedent
the area that Cuba regards as our highest priority: nuclesas established with regard to the credibility of the
disarmament. Unfortunately, this has not proved to Weonference as the single multilateral negotiating body in the
possible; but more disturbing still is the fact that a certaiarea of disarmament.
nuclear Power unhesitatingly declared in the general debate
that it is simply unrealistic to expect the Conference on  With regard to other weapons of mass destruction,
Disarmament to address the question of disarmament. Cubaba has been taking an active part in the negotiating
wishes once again to reiterate its firm position in favour gfrocess aimed at strengthening the Biological Weapons
establishing on a priority basis an ad hoc committee d@onvention through the adoption of a verification protocol.
nuclear disarmament in the Conference on Disarmament.As our delegation to the Ad Hoc Group of governmental
this respect, the programme of action proposed by experts on this issue has repeatedly stated, we believe that
significant number of delegations in Geneva, including future protocol should ensure compliance with all the
Cuba, is a tangible contribution that we hope will bgrovisions of the Convention, including those relating to
properly taken into account in the negotiating exercise. exchanges and transfers for peaceful purposes.

The Advisory Opinion rendered by the International ~ The Cuban delegation cannot fail to express its deep
Court of Justice on 8 July notes that concern at the current situation with regard to the entry into
force of the Chemical Weapons Convention. The failure of

“there exists an obligation to pursue in good faith anthe two main possessors of such weapons to ratify the

bring to a conclusion” Convention at a time when the moment of its entry into
force appears imminent opens up the real possibility that
— and my delegation would stress “conclusion” — this legal instrument may become another Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). The
“negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all itBreparatory Commission for the Organization for the
aspects under strict and effective international controlProhibition of Chemical Weapons, at The Hague, will have
(A/51/4, para. 182 (}) to assess the situation carefully and take the appropriate
decisions to address it.
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The Disarmament Commission confirmed this year its  One last issue which we would like to raise for the
unquestionable usefulness as a specialized deliberative b@ymmittee’s consideration is our interest in working within
for all Member States of our Organization when ithe framework of the Non-Aligned Movement with a view
successfully concluded consideration of all the items on its submitting this year, once again, a draft resolution on
agenda. The exchange of views that took place on thempliance with environmental standards in the
holding of a fourth special session of the General Assemhldgvelopment and implementation of disarmament and arms
devoted to disarmament was extremely useful. Holding suchntrol agreements. We hope that, given the importance of
a special session would reaffirm the importance that tlleis issue, the broad support which a similar text received
entire international community attaches to disarmament atadt year will not only be maintained, but will this year
the role that all nations should play in addressing the issueceive the support of all delegations.

Cuba firmly supports the beginning of the preparatory

process in early 1997 and the convening of the fourth Mr. Tayeb (Saudi Arabia) ifterpretation from

special session in 1999. Arabic): It gives me pleasure at the outset to convey the
congratulations of my delegation to you, Sir, on your

Cuba fully shares the humanitarian concerns whicdmssumption of the chairmanship of this important Committee
arise from the indiscriminate and wanton use of antéuring the fifty-first session of the General Assembly. | am
personnel landmines. For this reason our country played @mnfident that your expertise and wisdom will help us
active part in the work of the Review Conference of thachieve the desired results for the benefit of the
Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons, and believiesernational community, in terms of the achievement of
that its results — particularly the adoption of Additionatomplete disarmament and the establishment of a secure
Protocol Il on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use ahternational environment free from nuclear and other
Mines, Booby-Traps and Other Devices — constitute a stggapons of mass destruction. | assure you, Sir, of our full
forward whose importance cannot be ignored. Achievingpoperation towards achieving the objectives of this
universality for that Convention, which was ratified byCommittee, God willing.

Cuba in 1987, should be our priority at this stage.
This Committee is meeting at a time of intensified

The use of mines in the context of Cuba’s militarynternational and regional efforts towards achieving nuclear
doctrine is only provided for as a means of defence agairisarmament. There is growing optimism and public
an imminent threat or against external aggression, and themareness with regard to the complete elimination of
only while taking into account the requirements of markinqyuclear weapons and weapons of mass destruction. The
signalling and recording their deployment, in order to avoidireaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)
any effect on the civilian population. Our country usewas extended indefinitely last year, and a few weeks ago
mines in times of peace only as a means of protection ftre General Assembly adopted the Comprehensive Nuclear-
its national borders, as is the case at the perimeter of thest-Ban Treaty (CTBT).
naval base at Guantanamo, which is on Cuban territory that
is unlawfully occupied by the United States against the  With regard to the establishment of nuclear-weapon-
wishes of our people. free zones, the South-East Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone

Treaty was signed towards the end of 1995, thus making

Our country reaffirms its sincere interest in supportin§outh-East Asia a nuclear-weapon-free zone. In April of
those international initiatives which can genuinely help tthis year, the Treaty of Pelindaba was signed to make the
find more effective solutions to the humanitarian problensontinent of Africa yet another nuclear-weapon-free zone.
caused from the irresponsible and indiscriminate use lf addition, France, the United Kingdom and the United
mines. Those initiatives must, at the same time, guarantetates of America signed the Protocol to the Treaty of
the legitimate national security interests of States whicRarotonga, which declared the South Pacific a nuclear-
like Cuba, use such weapons for strictly defensive purposssapon-free zone. These instruments, together with the
and in compliance with all existing applicable internationalreaty of Tlatelolco and the Antarctic Treaty make the
provisions. | would like to take this opportunity to expressouthern hemisphere free of nuclear weapons.
my delegation’s readiness to contribute our experience to
the implementation of international programmes for the In our region, the Middle East, the United Arab
treatment and rehabilitation of mine victims. Emirates and Dijibouti have acceded to the NPT. The

Minister for Foreign Affairs of Oman announced at the
current session of the General Assembly his country’s
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decision to accede to the Treaty soon. Thus, all Middle It is necessary to develop safeguards and verification
Eastern countries, have become parties to the NPT, with thestems to prevent abuses by any party, as has been the
exception of Israel, which has so far refused to accede. case with Iraq and other States parties to the NPT.
Becoming a party to a Treaty is not enough in itself unless
Moreover, the International Court of Justice issued ahere is a detailed safeguards and verification system.
advisory opinion on 8 July 1996 on the Legality of the
Threat or the Use of Nuclear Weapons. The Court decided The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia supports and
unanimously that all States are obligated to pursue in gopdrticipates in international and regional efforts aiming at
faith negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all ithe elimination of nuclear weapons and other weapons of
aspects under strict and effective international control. Tineass destruction. In this connection, the Kingdom of Saudi
Court’s opinion should remove any doubt about the natufgabia signed the Convention on the Prohibition of the
of the commitment of the States parties to the Treaty on tBevelopment, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). Indeed th&/eapons and on Their Destruction, on 9 August 1996
Treaty affirms not only affirms the responsibility tobefore the Convention entered into force. Thus, Saudi
continue negotiations in good faith, as some have assertAdabia has become party to all Treaties related to weapons
but also commits all parties to conclude negotiations leading mass destruction.
to complete nuclear disarmament in all its aspects.
My country also supported the General Assembly
These improvements in international disarmamengsolution on the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty,
activities should provide an impetus for further internationddecause the Treaty represents an important positive step
efforts and cooperation to achieve the final objective — aowards nuclear disarmament, although it is not a final
objective pursued by all humankind: to live in a world fre@bjective in itself. We had hoped that the Treaty would be
from nuclear weapons and other weapons of mapart of a total ban on nuclear weapons and would prohibit
destruction. As the Secretary-General stated last week in higclear tests in all forms, which would have contributed to
address to the Committee, the race to nuclear disarmamalht aspects of nuclear disarmament, including non-
should become as relentless as was the nuclear arms nadiferation. We fear that waiting for 44 States to ratify the
during the cold war. Treaty will result in delaying its entry into force, which,
God forbid, would represent a setback in international
Consolidating a climate of international peace andisarmament efforts.
security requires true political will and determination on the
part of all States, especially nuclear-weapon States, to As we see, many regions around the world have
disavow dependence on nuclear weapons and other weapgucceeded in establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones as a
of mass destruction to achieve national security. It algesult of cooperation among the States in those regions and
requires restraint in order to achieve progress leading ttteir awareness of the need for peaceful coexistence.
total nuclear disarmament, in accordance with Genetdbwever, despite international and regional efforts, the
Assembly resolution 1 (1) of 1946, which deals with alMiddle East is still unable to establish a nuclear-weapon-
weapons of mass destruction. free zone. This is due to Israel's refusal to cooperate,
despite numerous United Nations resolutions that, since
The main objective of regional and international974, have called for the establishment of a nuclear-
treaties governing disarmament, including nucleaveapon-free zone in the Middle East. Among them are
disarmament, is to consolidate a climate of peace afkneral Assembly resolution 50/66, Security Council
security throughout the world. These legal instrumentesolution 487 (1981) and Security Council resolution 687
cannot achieve their objectives unless they are universdl991) whose paragraph 14 states that conforming to section
multilateral and verifiable. Otherwise, there will be a lackc) of the resolution represents an important step towards
of genuine commitment to abide by those treaties, whithe goal of establishing in the Middle East a zone free from
will have serious adverse implications for global securityzuclear weapons as well as the means of their delivering.
For example, States such as lIsrael, which are outside
nuclear-weapon-free zones, can develop nuclear weapons, Despite all those resolutions, no practical steps have
thus posing a grave threat to international peace abden taken to implement them because of Israel’s refusal to
security. do so. Although Israel pretends to support the idea of
establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone, it has not yet taken
any practical steps in that direction. Israel refuses to accede
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to the NPT and to submit its nuclear facilities tahe Middle East a nuclear-weapon-free zone, Israel remains
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguardsan obstacle to the realization by the peoples of the region of
Thus, Israel is the only country in the Middle East thaheir aspiration to live in peace, free from nuclear terror.
possesses nuclear facilities not subject to IAEA safeguards.
This state of affairs represents a serious danger to the safety For these reasons, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
and security of the entire region. Moreover, Israel refusesquests the international community and the Security
to respond to the will of the international community byCouncil to take the necessary steps to ensure that Israel
continuously trying to keep the issue outside the Uniteatcedes to the NPT and that it places all of its nuclear
Nations, in the same manner that it keeps the Unitddcilities under the international safeguards system of the
Nations outside the peace process, even though it was thiernational Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). By acceding
United Nations that was responsible for establishing the the NPT, Israel would help pave the way for the
State of Israel, by resolution 181 (1) of 1947. establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle
East, which would have a great impact on efforts towards
All such efforts by Israel aim at avoiding thethe creation of a world free from nuclear weapons.
implementation of United Nations resolutions and at the
continuation of its military and nuclear programmes outside  We are hopeful that the work of the Committee will
international supervision. The goal is hegemony and tlehieve its objectives through the adoption of resolutions
spread of nuclear terror in the region. that deal with this important issue and by proposing
practical solutions aimed at realizing the dream of the
The States of the Middle East had hoped that the pegueoples of the Middle East to live in a secure environment
process that started in Madrid in 1991 would encouradee from nuclear terror.
Israel to respond to international and regional concerns
regarding nuclear weapons in the Middle East. A Working  Mr. Enkhsaikhan (Mongolia): In the past year the
Group was established within the framework of thenternational community has witnessed historic
multilateral peace negotiations to deal with armaments aadhievements in its disarmament agenda: the Comprehensive
security in the region, including nuclear weapons and othMuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) has been opened for
weapons of mass destruction. However, within that Grougignature; the Convention on the Prohibition of the
Israel took a negative position on issues related to nucldaevelopment, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical
weapons. It refused to declare its intention to accede to tféeapons and on Their Destruction (CWC), one ratification
NPT and to place its installations under the IAEAaway from entering into force is to become operational
safeguards system even after achievement of a peacefbn; additional restrictions have been placed on the use of
settlement in the Middle East, thus undermining the concegirtain weapons; and blinding laser weapons have been
of confidence-building among the States in the region. Thistally banned.
negative and intransigent attitude by Israel in the
multilateral negotiations has made it impossible for the The conclusion of the Bangkok and Pelindaba Treaties
Group to make any tangible progress. has substantially expanded the area declared to be a nuclear-
weapon-free zone. This area includes 114 States and a
It is ironic that while Israel's response to thepopulation of 1.7 billion. Together with Antarctica, it
Secretary-General concerning the establishment of regpresents more than 50 per cent of the earth’s land mass.
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East states that thereover, the International Court of Justice has ruled on
the question of the illegality of the use of nuclear weapons
“Middle East Multilateral Working Group on Arms and on the obligation to eliminate them. All of these
Control and Regional Security ... is the most promisingchievements have been made possible by the overall
forum to pursue the negotiations between the partiesvarming of the international climate and the determination
(A/51/286, p. 5, para. 8) of States and peoples to make the world a safer and better
place to live.
It insists, in the course of negotiations within that
Group, on refusing to deal with nuclear disarmament in the  Mongolia welcomes these positive developments in the
Middle East. field of disarmament and the strengthening of global
security. However, systematic and bolder efforts are needed
It is indeed regrettable that, despite the existence of an the part of the international community drastically to
international consensus and a strong regional desire to makduce the arsenals of warfare and further to ensure
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security. To this end, the international community shouldnd will take an active part in the work of the Preparatory
in our view, define the priorities and programme for furthe€ommission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
disarmament. As a member of the Group of 21 in th€reaty Organization.
Conference on Disarmament, Mongolia believes that
following the extension of the Treaty on the Non- It is to be hoped that the vague declarations made on
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), the conclusion afigning the Treaty to the effect that the existence in the
the CTBT and the advisory opinion of the Internationalvorld of huge nuclear arsenals and the adherence of others
Court of Justice, the international community should address nuclear deterrence policies demand that the supreme
in earnest the question of the total elimination of nuclearational interests be taken into account to ensure the safety,
weapons. The three-phase draft programme of the Groupreliability and effectiveness of nuclear weapons, are not
21 to eliminate nuclear weapons by the year 2020 and theeant to alter the Treaty obligations.
report of the Canberra Commission on the Elimination of
Nuclear Weapons could form the basis for such an approach The credibility of the CTBT, like that of other
and for negotiations. international Treaties in the field of disarmament, will
depend on the effectiveness of its verification regime. We
The conclusion of the CTBT is an important stepherefore believe that the verification system under the
towards preventing the qualitative improvement an@TBT should be efficient and cost-effective and should
proliferation of nuclear weapons and, ultimately, towardsnsure equal access by all States parties. Mongolia, which
furthering the goal of creating a nuclear-weapon-free worlés determined to contribute to the implementation of the
It is to be hoped that, with the forty-fifth nuclear explosiorCTBT, will actively participate in the International
at Lop Nor on 29 July 1996, mankind has witnessed the lagbnitoring System for the detection of nuclear explosions.
of such ominous explosions. This hope is strengthened liyhas therefore offered to have a number of seismic,
the fact that nuclear-weapon States went beyond theadionuclide and infrasound stations on its territory. As a
unilateral moratoriums on nuclear explosions when thegsult, Mongolia’'s commitment to the International
signed the CTBT, since, under international law, a State, Bjonitoring System will be broader than that of many other
signing an international treaty or convention, assumes 8tates parties. This fact, as well as the country’s economic
obligation to refrain from any acts that would defeat thatnd financial situation, compel it to share with others the
treaty or convention’s object and purposes. Politically, evdimancial and other costs that will eventually be connected
one more test, however small, could cause irreparabléth operating those stations. In this connection, Mongolia
damage to the prevailing favourable and constructiie pleased to note Japan’s offer to expand cooperation with
international atmosphere and compel others to resume,daveloping countries on seismic technologies.
embark upon, such testing. The CTBT has special
significance for Mongolia, since it is one of the countries = When Belarus removes the last of its strategic nuclear
most affected by nuclear-test explosions, both in thaissiles this year, Belarus, Kazakstan and Ukraine will
atmosphere and underground. Almost one fourth of thiegether have removed 3,400 nuclear weapons from their
registered tests were conducted in its vicinity, and therritories, dismantled their nuclear infrastructures and
environmental, health and geophysical consequences héwereby become non-nuclear-weapon States, dethure
yet to be assessed. and de facto. Like others, Mongolia commends these States
for the concrete steps they have taken in accordance with
It is for these reasons that Mongolia, a member of ththeir international obligations.
Conference on Disarmament, took an active part in the
CTBT negotiations. Mongolia sincerely hopes that the Lop It is also gratifying to note that four of the nuclear
Nor test will be the last one on Earth. Powers are reducing or contemplating reducing their
arsenals. Russia and the United States are reducing their
The CTBT was a compromise, reached as a result stfategic arsenals under the START | Treaty, well ahead of
intense negotiations. It is not perfect. It does not ban thiee scheduled date of December 1999. It is expected that
further improvement of nuclear weapons through laboratorythin two years the United Kingdom will have reduced its
scale nuclear tests, nor does it adequately address thelear arsenal to one nuclear-weapon system, while France
qguestion of nuclear disarmament. The Treaty's findlas declared its intention to abolish its land-based nuclear
provisions make its entry into force quite cumbersomeissiles altogether. However, the existence of stockpiles of
Despite this and some other flaws, Mongolia, like some 13fuclear weapons that are equivalent to 750,000 of the
countries, has signed the Treaty. It will ratify it in due time
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nuclear weapons used on Hiroshima shows that we are gtiléasure and thereby enhances regional and global peace
a long way from making the world a safer place. and security. Mongolia therefore warmly welcomes the
conclusion of the Treaties of Bangkok and Pelindaba, which

We hope that once the Russian Federation ratifiestablish nuclear-weapon-free zones in vast new areas, and
START II, and both Russia and the United States thereliye signing by France, the United Kingdom and the United
proceed to cut their strategic nuclear weapons to 3,000 aBthtes of America of the Protocols to the Rarotonga Treaty.

3,500, respectively, negotiations on START Il —The nuclear-weapon-free zones established by the two
preferably involving all the other nuclear-weapon States Freaties to which | referred demonstrate the will of the
will get under way. peoples of those areas to be free from nuclear threat, and

gives a powerful impetus to the process of disarmament.
The closing down and dismantling of nuclear-weapon-
system infrastructures should, in our view, be another In 1992 Mongolia declared its territory to be a nuclear-
concrete step towards nuclear disarmament. The closiwgapon-free zone. This step was taken when former Soviet
down and dismantling of the Semipalatinsk testing facilittroops withdrew from our country in the wake of the end of
and of infrastructures in Ukraine and Belarus should now lee cold war and the normalization of Russian-Chinese and
followed by similar steps by the nuclear-weapon States. VWéongolian-Chinese relations. Our policy can be better
welcome the French Government’s commitment to clogsderstood if we bear in mind that in the 1960s and 1970s,
down its testing site on the Mururoa atoll in the Pacificat the height of Sino-Soviet tension, there was a risk that
Like other countries of the region, Mongolia wouldMongolia would, accidentally or otherwise, be turned into
particularly welcome the closure and eventual dismantliregbattleground, not excluding the possibility of the use of
of the existing testing facility in our region. Its dismantlingnuclear weapons. The withdrawal of the troops of one
would underline the commitment to nuclear disarmamemtuclear Power from Mongolia rendered meaningless its
Likewise, specialized scientific research laboratories ameing targeted by other nuclear Powers, as had been the
other nuclear-weapon-related infrastructures within thease in the 1960s and 1970s.
nuclear-weapon States should either be closed down or
converted so as to put an end to the qualitative Mongolia’s initiative was welcomed by both nuclear
improvement of nuclear weapons. and non-nuclear States alike. The former reiterated their
negative and positive security assurances with respect to
The successful conclusion of the CTBT raises thiglongolia. The initiative enjoys the full support of the Non-
guestion of what to do next. Mongolia, like theAligned Movement as a whole. Although its nature is
overwhelming majority of States, believes that thenique, our initiative is an expression of a policy designed
international community should vigorously pursue nucledry a State to protect itself from being drawn into the
disarmament. It is not only a political imperative but theuclear calculations or plans of others by precluding the
legal obligation of States, as reflected in the advisomeployment of nuclear weapons or parts thereof on its
opinion of the International Court of Justice, issued on #&rritory, thereby contributing to nuclear security and
July 1996. The Court unanimously recognized that confidence-building. It is a subregional measure that is in
line with the national interests of Mongolia itself, as well as
“There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith andith the interests of its two neighbours, both of which
bring to a conclusion negotiations leading to nucledrappen to be nuclear Powers.
disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective
international control.” A/51/4, p. 39 As a country situated at the heart of the Asian
continent, Mongolia believes that the Central Asian region,
Moreover, as the report of the Canberra Commissionith its almost limitless opportunities, and, yet, enormous
convincingly demonstrates, the doctrine of nucleahallenges, could be turned into a nuclear-weapon-free zone.
deterrence is redundant and dangerous, and diminishes The vulnerable, landlocked countries of the Central Asian
security of all States, including that of the nuclear-weapaegion have vast territories, rapidly growing populations and
States themselves. rich natural resources. Most of the countries of the region
are in transition. They are in the process of State-building,
We believe that the establishment of more nucleaidentifying their national interests and priorities and
weapon-free zones in different regions of the world on thestructuring their economies. Mindful of the situation in
basis of arrangements freely arrived at by the States of th@me southern parts of Asia, and of the growing outside
regions concerned constitutes an important disarmamamterest in their untapped energy and mineral resources, as
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well as their non-utilized human resources, it is needless@her Matter, and the rapid increase in the quantity of
say that the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in thmaclear waste. The increasing use of nuclear power stations
subregion would have a positive impact on maintaining arid the world and the practical measures of nuclear
strengthening the overall balance and stability in thdisarmament require that States tackle these issues urgently
subregion and its strategically important adjacent areas.bearing in mind,inter alia, the interests of neighbouring
States and of the international community as a whole.
Like Mongolia, most of the countries of this subregion
have, on a number of occasions, expressed their interest in Until radioactive waste is safely disposed of, States
declaring the Central Asian region a nuclear-weapon-fregll always be exposed to this silent, invisible threat, since
zone. Mongolia therefore believes that the Genertie radiation produced by the decay of radioactive materials,
Assembly could consider the question of turning this vaas defined in the draft convention on the prohibition of
Asian heartland into a nuclear-weapon-free zone, especiaidiological weapons, could bring about death, suffering,
since both nuclear-weapon States in the region haeavironmental disaster and destruction. It is for this reason
consistently supported the initiatives of non-nuclear-weapdtimat the General Assembly, in its resolutions on the
States to establish such zones. Indeed, on 12 April 1996, firehibition of the dumping of radioactive waste, has
President of the Security Council, speaking on behalf oéferred specifically to the potential hazards underlying any
members of the Council, encouraged the establishmentdi$posal of nuclear waste that could, by implication, have
such zones when referring to the signing of the Treaty tiie same effects as a radiological weapon. In this context,
Pelindaba. Mongolia welcomes the decision of the Moscow Summit on
Nuclear Safety and Security to support and expedite the
By signing the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation ofconclusion of the convention on the safety of radioactive
Nuclear Weapons (NPT), the non-nuclear-weapon Statgaste management.
have forsworn the acquisition of such weapons, and we
therefore expect the nuclear-weapon States to commit | should now like to turn to some non-nuclear issues.
themselves not to use or threaten to use nuclear weaptings gratifying to note that the Convention on the
against them. To date only China has made a unilateRdohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and
commitment, which it reiterated in April 1995, that at ndJse of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction is soon
time and under no circumstances would it be first to use to become operational, as 64 countries, including Mongolia,
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weabawve already ratified it. Ratification of the Convention by
States or the countries in nuclear-weapon-free zonedl. the signatory States, and especially by the two States
Mongolia commends Security Council resolution 984 (199%)ith the largest arsenals of chemical weapons, would
on unilateral security assurances by the nuclear-weapoonstitute an important step towards eliminating an entire
States to non-nuclear-weapon States as an important stgss of weapons of mass destruction. Despite the progress
towards the speedy conclusion of a substantive internatiomegjistered since the third Review Conference of the States
treaty. Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
Mongolia believes that the question of banning théBiological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction,
production of fissile materials for use in nuclear weaponge feel that there is a need to further reinforce the
should be promptly addressed by the internation@lonvention by providing it with some teeth in the form of
community. The Conference on Disarmament should, in oarlegally binding and effective verification regime. In this
view, redouble its efforts to have the cut-off treaty ready faespect all the necessary political support should be given
signature in the near future, especially since that is one tofthe Ad Hoc Working Group.
the understandings arrived at during the 1995 Review and
Extension Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Disarmament in the field of weapons of mass
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. destruction should go hand in hand with conventional
disarmament. Efforts should be made to ensure transparency
Before leaving the nuclear issue, | should like brieflwith regard to armaments, so as to enhance control over
to touch upon nuclear-waste issues. The question of nucledlieit arms trafficking and further prohibit and restrict
waste disposal is acquiring increasing importance as a resutapons which may be deemed to be excessively injurious
of both the international prohibition on dumping radioactiver to have indiscriminate effects. In this connection, the
waste in the oceans, imposed by the Convention on theeoccupation of the international community with
Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes anthndmines is truly justified. There are almost 110 million
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active landmines, and each year they kill or maim sonsecurity. | should also like to express my personal
20,000 people, especially civilians. Mongolia fully shareappreciation to the Stockholm International Peace Research
the growing concern of the international community. It i$nstitute for its tireless and dedicated work, for the
considering acceding to amended Protocol Il to thiedispensable yearbooks and for the research reports on
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use &fpecific pressing disarmament and international security
Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed tssues.

Be Excessively Injurious of to Have Indiscriminate Effects.

In doing so Mongolia would bear in mind, on the one hand,  Mr. Jayanama (Thailand): Mr. Chairman, on behalf
international efforts to ban certain categories of landmines the delegation of Thailand, | should like to congratulate
for humanitarian reasons and, on the other, its nationadu on your election to the chairmanship of the First
security interests. The length of Mongolia’s land border, @&ommittee. Your distinguished career and vast experience
well as the size of its population, make it imperative thare well known to all of us and | am confident that under
landmines are used to ensure the inviolability of itgour able guidance, the deliberations of this important
frontiers — an important element of State sovereignty ar@ommittee will be brought to a successful conclusion. Our
national security — until a viable and more effectiveongratulations also go to the other members of the Bureau
alternative to them is conceived and introduced. of the Committee.

Regional approaches to confidence-building and As far as international peace and security are
disarmament are of paramount importance in ensuricgncerned, this session of the General Assembly began on
international peace and security. That is why Mongolia fullg high note with the opening of the signing of the
supported the Association of South-East Asian Natior@omprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), which
(ASEAN) Regional Forum — the newly emergingwas adopted at the previous session in September. My
intergovernmental multilateral security dialogue arrangemeti¢legation is pleased that, after 50 years of waiting, nuclear-
in the Asia-Pacific region, which can play an important roléest explosions are finally outlawed. Now we can say that
in regional confidence-building, arms control and, perhapshere is an additional international mechanism to help
the settlement of regional political and military issuesonstrain the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons
Mongolia is interested in, and working towards, joining thand to help impede the senseless race towards nuclear
forum soon. It strongly supports the joint efforts of Asiarsuperiority, particularly at the regional level, thus making
States to constitute a regional conventional arms registdre world a safer place. My delegation is convinced that, in
which should be more specific and detailed than the Unitepiite of its many deficiencies, the Treaty represents a step
Nations Register of Conventional Arms, as well as th®rward towards a higher goal of general and complete
publication of defence White Papers by the States of tligsarmament, especially nuclear disarmament. Thailand will
region. therefore join others in signing and ratifying the Treaty.

Mongolia welcomes the signing of the Shanghai As | have mentioned, through its adoption of the
agreement between China, Russia, Kazakstan, Uzbekist@amBT, the General Assembly has put in place one
Kyrgyzstan and Tajikstan on strengthening confidence in tlaglditional mechanism for nuclear disarmament and the
military field in border areas as a major event that is aflimination of all nuclear weapons. Our future task is to put
paramount importance for increasing confidence in oum place more of these mechanisms and to ensure their
Asian heartland. Turning to United Nations-related regionabmplementarity and relevance. In this connection, my
activity, my delegation would like to commend the Unitedlelegation believes that the CTBT is an invaluable
Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament domplement to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Asia and the Pacific for its work in organizing regionaNuclear Weapons (NPT) and its safeguards and we hope
conferences and seminars on various disarmament- dhdt the relationship between the two regimes will be further
security-related issues. Mongolia, like others, will continudeveloped and strengthened.
to support the Kathmandu process.

On the NPT, in particular, Thailand believes that

In conclusion, | should like specifically to underlinefurther efforts should be made by States Parties to fulfil
the very useful and valuable role played by nontheir obligations under articles IV and VI of the Treaty and,
governmental organizations in our common search for the this end, we look forward to actively participating in the
optimal ways and means of achieving the noble goals pfocess leading to the NPT review conference in the year
arms control and disarmament under conditions of grea@d00, beginning with the first Preparatory Committee
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meeting next year. In the meantime, we wish to register oaround the world. Instead of existing in isolation, these
full support for the International Atomic Energy Agencynuclear-weapon-free zones now attempt to cooperate with
(IAEA)'s Programme “93+2” which, once approved in itsone another and learn from each other’'s experiences. It is
entirety by the IAEA Board of Governors, will considerablybelieved that this exercise will help create a network of
enhance the Agency’s capability in performing its task inooperation which would eventually help weave regions
nuclear inspections and, thus, strengthening the NRdgetherin a nuclear-weapon-free world. As the host for the
regime. signing of the Bangkok Treaty, establishing the South-East
Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone earlier this year, Thailand
Now that we have the CTBT and the NPT where wis particularly proud of its contribution to this achievement
want them, the next logical step would be to furtheand is resolved to cooperate closely with all fellow States
intensify our efforts towards nuclear disarmament bparties to nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties around the
commencing multilateral negotiations on a treaty to ban theorld.
production of fissile materials for use in nuclear weapons,
the so-called fissile material cut-off treaty. Such  Thailand believes that this effort to form and generate
negotiations could take place simultaneously with theorld public opinion against nuclear weapons and other
negotiations on a phased programme of nucleareapons of mass destruction should continue to be pursued
disarmament leading to the ultimate elimination of nucleat a vigorous pace. This is the reason why my delegation
weapons within a time-bound framework. Negotiations oalso fully supports the United Nations'’s efforts and those of
these two issues should be carried out by the Conferenceather international institutions and non-governmental
Disarmament, the sole multilateral negotiating forum oarganizations in promoting public awareness of the need for
disarmament. The negotiations on a phased programmedisarmament. In particular, Thailand appreciates the work of
nuclear disarmament, in particular, would be in line witlhegional centres, such as the United Nations Regional
General Assembly resolution 50/70 P, which calls for th€entre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia and the Pacific,
establishment of an ad hoc committee in the Conference which tailor their programmes and projects in response to
Disarmament for this purpose. And while we await théhe particular needs and interests of the region. Through the
commencement of such negotiations, my delegation woufdars, Thailand has found the so-called Kathmandu process
like to register Thailand’'s support for the Programme ahitiated by the Asia-Pacific Centre useful and intends to
Action for the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons submitteadontinue to be an active participant in that process. And,
by 28 members of the Group of 21 in Geneva earlier thgnce the Centre exists parallel to other regional institutions
year. We believe that the proposal represents a realistitth similar purposes, such as the Association of South-East
approach which could serve as a useful guideline for futufesian Nations Regional Forum and the security dialogues
negotiations on nuclear disarmament. in East Asia, it could only help enhance cooperation and
confidence-building in that region.
While it is the duty of Governments to negotiate
nuclear disarmament and the eventual elimination of nuclear While the world focuses on nuclear disarmament, it
weapons, it should be the prerogative of the internationsthould not lose sight of other weapons of mass destruction
community and civil society to forge a global consensusnd certain conventional weapons which may cause
against these and other abhorrent weapons of massessive injury or have indiscriminate effects. As with
destruction. It is with this belief that Thailand welcomes thauclear weapons, there is a need for a harmonious and
historic Advisory Opinion of the International Court ofcomprehensive global approach in dealing with these
Justice on the legality of the threat or use of nucleaveapons. As a signatory to the Chemical Weapons
weapons. While the Court’s decision fails categorically t€onvention, Thailand is now accelerating its legislative
spell out the illegality of the threat or use of nucleaprocedure in order to be able to ratify the Treaty at the
weapons in all circumstances, it does, in effect, provideearliest possible date. In this connection, it is regrettable
firm foundation for world public opinion towards nuclearthat, although the Treaty is now about to enter into force,
weapons. two major countries that presumably possess the largest and
the most sophisticated arsenals of chemical weapons have
So far, the opinion against nuclear armament has begst to ratify it.
loud and clear, particularly from those peoples whose States
do not possess or aspire to possess nuclear weapons. This As for the Convention on the Prohibition of the
public outcry has been made evident and concrete througbvelopment, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
the creation of various nuclear-weapon-free zones in regiofiological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction,
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Thailand is following closely the work of the Ad HocMember States to make the total elimination of all nuclear
Group of States Parties to the Biological Weaponseapons and their delivery systems, as well as of other
Convention. We welcome the Group’s emphasis omeapons of mass destruction, a top priority for the twenty-
promoting international cooperation, particularly in the areférst century. | am here to repeat that call and to propose
of verification, and believe that future mechanisms for thisrther that equal attention should also be given to efforts
purpose, which are to be negotiated, should be universal andegulate and control conventional weapons.
non-discriminatory.
My delegation stands ready to cooperate with all like-
As far as the Convention on Prohibitions ominded countries in working towards this end, to work
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapotsgether to realize the goals of general and complete
(CCW) is concerned, Thailand is pleased that this yearsarmament. In particular, we look forward to participating
Review Conference on the Convention managed to ma&etively in the fourth special session of the General
notable progress, especially with regard to the new Protocdsembly on disarmament, as well as in its preparatory
on Blinding Laser Weapons (Protocol IV). Thailand is alswork that will begin early next year. Through this special
pleased that there is agreement on an amended Protocadssion, set to take place at the dawn of a new century, we
on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the use of Mines, Boohyill be able to plan and visualize a safer and more peaceful
Traps and Other Devices. As a landmine-affected countiyture for us and for our children.
that does not manufacture or export landmines, Thailand
will continue to work with the international community to Mr. Guillén (Peru)(nterpretation from Spanigh
realize the goals of this Convention. In this connection, m&llow me to congratulate you on your election as Chairman
delegation also wishes to reiterate its support for Uniteaf the First Committee. Our congratulations also go to the
Nations efforts in this area, particularly the United Nationsther officers of the Committee.
initiative in drawing up a comprehensive mine clearance
programme, launching mine awareness activities and, more | would like to comply with the proposal of the
importantly, establishing the Voluntary Fund for Assistanceresident of the Assembly to reduce or eliminate the general
in Mine Clearance. debate in the main committees of the General Assembly,
limiting it to statements providing information on specific
The sole purpose of all weaponry is to inflict injury oractions that Member States intend to implement.
take lives. Small arms can turn into weapons that can cause
excessive injuries and have indiscriminate effects if they First, we were among the first signatories of the Treaty
arrive in truckloads and are delivered into the hands of wan the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), having
fanatics. It is with this notion that Thailand welcomes albeen active in this area since 1963. We support it resolutely.
efforts to regulate the international or cross-border flow dfVe believe that it constitutes an initial step that should not
weapons. In particular, my delegation is gratified that thieplace a nuclear disarmament programme. We draw
year’s session of the Disarmament Commission was ableatbention to the Advisory Opinion of the International Court
adopt the guidelines on international transfer of illicit armsf Justice, which unanimously decided that there exists an
Despite their lack of legal force, the guidelines arebligation for all States to pursue in good faith and bring to
nevertheless an important step towards eliminating illegalconclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in
armaments, especially small arms, which are too prevalaltits aspects under strict and effective international control.
in all conflict areas of the world. We shall maintain the reservation expressed in the Geneva
negotiations to the effect that those countries that do not
In this connection, my delegation also wishes to takgossess nuclear weapons cannot be expected to bear the
this opportunity to reiterate its continued support for theosts of the technical secretariat. Neither, of course, once
United Nations Register of Conventional Arms. Into its fifththe Treaty enters into force, can they be required to defray
year of existence, the Register has proven, beyond afmne costs of verification of the ban.
doubt, to be a useful tool in creating transparency in arms
and, thus, confidence-building among States, at both the Secondly, we shall continue to support concerted
international and regional levels. action among the countries signatories to the treaties
establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones in Latin America,
In his statement before the General Assembly thi&frica and Asia, with a view to inviting countries
year, Mr. Amnuay Viravan, the Deputy Prime Minister andommitted to that objective to accede to them, thereby
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Thailand, called on allextending them to new areas.
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Thirdly, we shall be taking part in the consultations  In the last few years we have witnessed successive and
intended to commit States to the preparation of a conventionportant developments and events in the field of
that would totally ban the use, production, stockpiling andisarmament. Despite their historic importance, these
transfer of anti-personnel mines, which have claimedkevelopments have some negative aspects. In the context of
hundreds of thousands of civilian lives among adults amdy country’s comprehensive view of the question of
children. We believe that an expression of resolve in thiisarmament, | should like to explain our views on these
respect, which might possibly take the form of a resolutiomgsues, including questions to be considered by the First
should not simply reflect a good intention expressed by tli@ommittee at this session.

United Nations. If it is not possible to set a specific date for
this, it is essential and, | would say, healthy for everyone First, the advisory opinion of the International Court of
for the Organization to review the progress being made duastice on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear
this point. An example of regional progress in this area W&eapons of 8 July 1996 confirmed that nothing in
the resolution recently adopted by the Organization efistomary or conventional international law justifies the
American States, which urges the establishment of a zatheeat or use of these weapons. The advisory opinion of the
free of anti-personnel landmines on the American contine@ourt refers to the fact that the threat or use of nuclear
weapons runs counter to the requirements of the

Fourthly, we believe that in order to strengtheimnternational law applicable in armed conflict, particularly
regional activities on disarmament, it is vital to approach those of the principles and rules of humanitarian law. The
in accordance with the specific circumstances ar@ourt's advisory opinion also states that there exists an
characteristics of each region: that is, the different levels obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion
progress achieved in the area of disarmament, ranging frergotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all its
confidence- and security-building measures to thespects under strict and effective international control. We
conclusion of specific arms limitation or disarmamenbelieve that this opinion, issued by the highest international
agreements. judiciary organ, constitutes a legal basis on which the First

Committee and the General Assembly can build in working

In this regard, it is regrettable that after progressivelgteadily towards the acceleration of the nuclear disarmament

stifing the Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament ampdocess.

Development in Latin America and the Caribbean based in

Lima, and after being criticized for that, the Secretariat has In this respect, we would like to recall the proposed
had to suspend its activities. This is happening at a tinpeogramme of action for the elimination of nuclear weapons
when there is a great desire at the United Nations, or so wabmitted by the Group of 21 at the Conference on
hear, to disseminate and publicize what the Secretariat ddidarmament in Geneva (CD/1419). First, we are confident
the United Nations are accomplishing in this and indeed dlat this programme would contribute effectively to the
other areas. We do not share the idea that disarmamentaftainment of one of the most important objectives of our
Latin America and the Caribbean can be dealt with from @@ommittee: the phased and total elimination of nuclear
office located in New York. We believe that it would beweapons. Implementation of the programme will depend on
more candid to say that it will not be dealt with at all, oma serious commitment to the goal of achieving nuclear
that it is not of interest. disarmament, without discrimination among States.

Fifthly, and lastly, Peru takes the view that any  Secondly, my country has always hastened to support
approach or action aimed at disarmament is closely linkedl measures to free the world from the nuclear threat. In
to the process of the economic and social developmentadition to having been a party to the Treaty on the Non-
each nation; in other words, all the resources that are freliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) for over 20 years,
should be devoted to the urgent needs of development. we signed in April 1996 the Treaty of Pelindaba on the

denuclearization of Africa, demonstrating our genuine will

Mr. Albesbas (Libyan Arab Jamabhiriyaiiterpretation to free the world from nuclear terror. Regrettably, despite
from Arabig: On behalf of my country’s delegation, it givesour prior support for the formulation of the Comprehensive
me pleasure to congratulate you, Sir, on your election to thclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), we did not find in the
post of Chairman of the First Committee. | should like alstext of the current Treaty any convincing proof of its
to assure you of our full support and cooperation inomprehensive nature. This has greatly disappointed us
fulfiling the duties and functions entrusted to thisbecause although the Treaty bans explosive tests, it turns a
Committee. blind eye to other technical methods for the qualitative
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development of nuclear weapons, such as laboratory and Fourthly, the meetings of the Preparatory Committee
similar tests. Our understanding of any treaty that bafer the 1995 Review and Extension Conference of the
nuclear tests in a comprehensive manner is that it miarties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
cover all tests aimed at developing nuclear weapon&jeapons (NPT), to be held in the year 2000, take on great
vertically and horizontally. For these reasons, my countignportance in the light of the decision of the 1995 Review
has not yet signed the Treaty. However, we are ready aod Extension Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on
review our position should conditions emerge that give thtke Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. We hope that
Treaty greater credibility and confirm the effectivehese meetings will be held in an atmosphere of
discontinuance of all types of nuclear-weapon tests. understanding and common endeavour, so that we may be
able to properly prepare for the next conference and
Here, | should like to recall the statement made by Mimplement the resolutions and recommendations of the 1995
Omar Muntasser, Secretary of the General PeopléZnference, including considering what measures need to be
Committee for Foreign Liaison and Internationataken to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use
Cooperation of the Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya, in the general threat of use of these weapons. In this respect, we would
debate of the General Assembly on 1 October 1996: like to second what was said by some States in their
interventions: It is high time that the Conference on
“The Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty recentisarmament initiate, through an expert committee, a study
approved by the General Assembly falls short of thef this question, with a view to reaching an instrument or
aspirations of the peoples of the world to a total baan international agreement that requires nuclear States to
on all nuclear tests. As formulated, the Treaty merelyive guarantees to non-nuclear States.
perpetuates the status quo. It could even pre-empt
efforts aimed at achieving a world totally free from Fifthly, and in conclusion, | should like to refer to a
nuclear terror.” (Official Records of the General positive phenomenon in the field of nuclear-weapon
Assembly, Fifty-first Session, Plenary Meetings, 17tfisarmament: the increase in the number of agreements
meeting.) establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones. My country recently
signed the Treaty of Pelindaba, which made Africa a
Thirdly, the decision of the Conference omuclear-weapon-free zone. These achievements are
Disarmament to accept the membership of 23 new countrigistifying to us all. Regrettably, the Middle East still suffers
is a praiseworthy decision. We hope that this trend wiffom the spectre of nuclear terror. As members of the
continue in order that all countries wishing to participate iCommittee are aware, Israel is the only nuclear Power in
the work of this negotiating forum can obtain membershighe region. It alone refuses to accede to the NPT or place its
without restrictions. We look forward to a larger role for thenuclear facilities under the supervision of the International
Conference on Disarmament in nuclear disarmamefitomic Energy Agency. It is the only impediment to the
initiatives. We also urge the Conference on Disarmamentéstablishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle
take the necessary measures to begin negotiatideast. In this regard, | should like to draw the attention of
immediately, with a view to concluding a cut-off conventioomembers to General Assembly resolution 50/73, which calls
on the production of fissionable materials that can be used Israel to accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
in producing nuclear weapons. Nuclear Weapons, and to the resolution on the Middle East
adopted by the 1995 Review and Extension Conference of
We would like to recall that at its fiftieth session thehe Parties to the NPT.
General Assembly adopted resolution 50/70 P, which calls
on the Conference on Disarmament to commence We hope that members of this Committee will give
negotiations early in 1996 on a phased programme thfis question the attention it merits, and we urge the
nuclear disarmament, with a view to the eventu@overnment of Israel to accede to the NPT and to agree on
elimination of nuclear weapons within a specific time-bound timetable for the dismantling and destruction of Israeli
framework to be agreed upon. We appreciate the burdeaclear stock, under United Nations supervision.
shouldered by the Conference on Disarmament as the only
negotiating forum on disarmament questions. However, we Mr. Kittikhoun (Lao People’s Demaocratic Republic):
urge it to continue its efforts and benefit from the prese@n behalf of the delegation of the Lao People’s Democratic
international climate, which we consider favourable t&epublic, | wish to congratulate you warmly, Sir, on your
serious action. election as Chairman of the First Committee at the fifty-first
session of the General Assembly. Aware of your rich
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diplomatic experience and skill, | am confident that undeCourt of Justice concerning the legality of the threat or use
your guidance, our work will be successfully concluded. of nuclear weapons as an important contribution to the
world community’s efforts to maintain international peace
I would also like to avail myself of this opportunity to and security. By its unanimous pronouncement that there is
convey, through you, my deep appreciation to yowan obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to a
predecessor, Mr. Luvsangiin Erdenechuluun, the formeonclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in
Permanent Representative of Mongolia, for his ablalits aspects under strict and effective international control,
stewardship of the Committee last year. the Court gave a strong signal that it is about time that we
all do what we can to rid our planet of nuclear weapons and
The recent adoption of the Comprehensive Nucleathereby save all humankind from nuclear holocaust.
Test-Ban Treaty by the fiftieth session of the General
Assembly was an important event in United Nations history While we examine the issue of peace and
in the field of disarmament. Quite naturally, like many othedisarmament, it is necessary to recognize the roles played
developing countries, we regret that the Treaty did nbly the United Nations Regional Centres for Peace and
include a specific fixed time-frame for the total eliminatiorDisarmament. They are playing a valuable role in efforts to
of all nuclear weapons at the global level. We neverthelespomote regional arms control as well as to build
decided to join the world community in adopting the Treatgonfidence and trust among countries in the respective
because we regarded its adoption as an important stegions. In this respect, my delegation fully supports the
towards a gradual achievement of nuclear disarmameimitiatives, programmes and activities for peace and
Despite its imperfections, the Treaty, in our opinion, iflisarmament being conducted by the United Nations
rigorously implemented, would help prevent the nucleaRegional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia and the
weapon States from upgrading their nuclear arsenals and Baific, with its headquarters in Kathmandu, Nepal.
non-nuclear-weapon States from acquiring them. This is
how, we believe, nuclear disarmament can be gradually The Lao People’'s Democratic Republic supports the
achieved. efforts made by the world community to minimize the use
of inhumane and injurious weapons, including anti-
Nowadays, international peace and security seem tojbersonnel landmines. As a victim of the unexploded
assured and strengthened as nuclear-weapon-free zone®etpance left over from a 30-year war of independence, our
established by the regional States concerned. The Treatycofintry is fully aware of the grave and disastrous
Bangkok, signed on 15 December 1995, declaring Souttensequences those destructive weapons can cause. In an
East Asia a nuclear-weapon-free zone, the Treaty effort to cope with this problem, the Lao Government,
Pelindaba, signed on 11 April 1996, creating a nuclear-fremgether with the United Nations Development Programme
zone in Africa, and the Treaties of Tlatelolco and Rarotond®NDP) and the United Nations Children’'s Fund
establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones in Latin Ameri¢gdNICEF), established on 1 August 1995 a trust fund for
and the Caribbean and in the South Pacific, respectively, dhe clearance of unexploded ordnance. A national
cases in point. programme on the subject has been initiated and is now
being implemented, with the objective of reducing the
The establishment of such nuclear-weapon-free zonasmber of civilian casualties and increasing the amount of
demonstrates the genuine aspiration of the peoples of taad available for food production as well as for other
regions concerned to be free from nuclear threat development activities.
annihilation. This positive trend deserves our full
encouragement and support. Since the establishment of the fund, contributions and
pledges have been received, in cash and in kind, from
The Canberra Commission on the Elimination ofriendly Governments and international organizations,
Nuclear Weapons is an important body and one that cowdchong them Australia, Germany, the Netherlands, New
draw the attention of the international community to th&ealand, Norway, Sweden, the United Kingdom, the United
nuclear issue. We look forward in the years ahead ftates of America, UNDP and UNICEF. On behalf of the
studying its recommendations aimed at the achievementlafo Government and people, | would like to take this
its ultimate goal: the total elimination of nuclear weapongpportunity to express our thanks and sincere gratitude to
them. It is our hope that other countries, international
The delegation of the Lao People’'s Democratiorganizations and non-governmental organizations will also
Republic regards the Advisory Opinion of the Internationalontribute financially to this fund.
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Since our country now enjoys peace and political Contrary to the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, plans and
stability, the land, once cleared, will remain cleared. Owroposals have been put forward for theatre missile
national clearance programme seems ambitious, but with thefences, which could escalate rather than arrest the
support and cooperation of the world community, it is oyproliferation of nuclear deployments by those Powers that
belief that it can be set in motion and translated into realitdo not possess such anti-missile defences.

Mr. Akram (Pakistan): Mr. Chairman, please accept The indefinite extension of the Treaty on the Non-
the felicitations of the Pakistan delegation on your welProliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) was construed by
deserved election to preside over the First Committee. VEeme as legitimizing their possession of nuclear weapons
are confident that under your able leadership the Committeelefinitely. The Conference’s Principles and Objectives
will adopt far-reaching decisions on a global agenda fadentified only two specific objectives — the CTBT and a
disarmament. May | also express our appreciation to yocut-off treaty — both of which are perceived by their
predecessor, Mr. Erdenchuluun of Mongolia, for theponsors as non-proliferation rather than nuclear
effective manner in which he conducted the Committeetisarmament measures.
work last year.

Some nuclear Powers have declared that nuclear

The end of the cold war opened up new and excitingeapons are to be retained against uncertain threats
opportunities to realize the United Nations Charter’s visioemanating from unspecified adversaries, including non-
of international peace and collective security based on thaclear-weapon States.
just solution of conflicts and disputes, non-use of force, and
control of armaments at the lowest possible levels. In the There is a robust refusal by some to contemplate
past few years, we have withessed a number of importantiltilateral negotiations for nuclear disarmament.
achievements in the quest for disarmament: the START Il
Treaty was concluded, and nuclear weapons are being The Convention on the Prohibition of the
actually dismantled and destroyed; the Convention on tBevelopment, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical
Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling an@/eapons and on Their Destruction (CWC) is likely to come
Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction wasto force without the two declared chemical-weapon
concluded and may soon come into force; the Treaty on tRewers.

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) was

indefinitely extended; new Protocols severely restricting The CTBT will not prevent the nuclear Powers from

anti-personnel landmines were adopted by consenso®intaining their nuclear weapons in operational readiness

nuclear-weapon-free zones now cover the whole of thierough non-explosive tests. In any event, the CTBT will

southern hemisphere; and after 40 years the Comprehensioé come into force so long as one nuclear-capable State

Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) has been adopted. Despitaintains the position that it will not sign the Treaty —

its shortcomings, Pakistan supported the CTBT becauséribt now, not later”.

can halt nuclear escalation in our region and prevent the

nuclear Powers from developing new kinds of nuclear Unless the approach to global disarmament changes,

weapons. what was described by the European Union representative
as a “network of disarmament agreements” is likely to

However, our justifiable sense of accomplishment mubecome a tangled web of inequity, offering total security to
be tempered by a sober acknowledgement of the limitélde powerful and advanced States and consigning the small
nature of the progress made and the larger dangers taatl the weak to total insecurity. The architecture of
loom over the entire disarmament horizon. disarmament that we are constructing in this exciting new

era will be flawed and fragile so long as it is based on

Over 30,000 nuclear weapons remain in operationahposition and inequality. Such a disarmament structure
readiness. START Il may not be ratified by one of the twwiill be challenged and will eventually collapse.
parties. Even if it is, over 6,000 nuclear weapons will be
retained by the two Powers, discouraging reductions by The world is not composed of the knights of right and
other nuclear-weapon States and eroding the mothk dark forces of destabilization. It consists of large and
argument for global non-proliferation. small, but sovereign, States, each with its own security and

developmental concerns, which should not be trampled upon
by misguided crusaders.
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Some of the so-called export-control regimes are dxtension Conference and the Canberra Commission have
example of this tendency. For example, the NPTalso confirmed the priority for nuclear disarmament.
provisions nowhere sanctioned a suppliers’ cartel, whose
conditions are applied unequally, almost at whim, against Pakistan, together with the members of the Group of
some and not against others. Similarly, the Missil2l, has pressed for the creation of an ad hoc committee on
Technology Control Regime (MTCR) arbitrarily determinesiuclear disarmament in the Conference on Disarmament, as
the conditions for restraints on the transfer of unilaterallgalled for in resolution 50/70 P of the previous session of
determined categories of missiles and components to sothe General Assembly. We have joined 27 other members
States and not to others. It does not address threats arisifigthe Group in the Conference on Disarmament in
from indigenously produced missiles, thus discriminatingroposing a draft programme for the phased elimination of
against the less advanced and weaker States. It is disturkiglear weapons, as circulated in document CD/1419 of 7
that such regimes are now sought to be created on a widergust 1996. We believe that this proposal can serve as a
scale. basis for negotiations in the ad hoc committee of the

Conference on Disarmament.

Pakistan is aware of the need for restraint and
responsibility in the production and trade of all armaments, We welcome the European Union’s commitment to
conventional and non-conventional. We are prepared fiarther systematic and progressive efforts towards nuclear
work for internationally negotiated regimes in sensitiveisarmament and non-proliferation, and note the importance
areas. But we cannot subscribe to arbitrary regimes, and the European Union attaches to “global nuclear arms
reject in particular the punitive approach espoused by someductions”. We welcome the readiness of the Russian
often at the cost of their own objectives of promoting globdtederation to open nuclear disarmament talks in the
or regional security and non-proliferation. Conference on Disarmament. We welcome in particular

China’s proposal to conclude a convention prohibiting

Fifty years ago, the General Assembly in its firshuclear weapons.

resolution called for the elimination from
It should be clarified that the negotiations which the

“national armaments of atomic weapons and of allon-aligned and neutral States are seeking would be

other major weapons adaptable to mass destructiod&signed to elaborate a programme for nuclear disarmament,

(resolution | (1) and to identify the measures that constitute the programme,

their inter se priorities and the phases and time-frames
This call is even more compelling today. The post-cold-wavithin which they would be achieved. Each disarmament
period has created a historic window of opportunity teneasure included in the programme would be negotiated
realize the goal of ridding the world of nuclear weaponshrough a mechanism — bilateral, regional, multilateral or
Nuclear Powers are no longer locked in a strategic conteglobal — that is the most appropriate for that specific
They do not need nuclear weapons against each other amglasure. The nature of the specific disarmament measure
they certainly do not need them against non-nuclear Statesll itself indicate the countries whose participation will be
If this opportunity to realize nuclear disarmament is naktlevant in negotiating it. But we do not agree that nuclear
seized, it may not return. Great Power rivalries may revivdisarmament should be negotiated solely by the nuclear
A multipolar nuclear world could multiply the dangers ofPowers. This contravenes the consensus of the first special
deliberate or accidental use of nuclear weapons. session on disarmament (SSOD 1) that:

The priority for negotiations on nuclear disarmament  “All States have the right to participate in disarmament
was affirmed by the international community at the first  negotiations.” {esolution S-10/2, para. 28
special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. The milestone advisory opinion of the The Conference on Disarmament remains — despite
International Court of Justice upheld the view that ththe CTBT episode — the single multilateral forum for
nuclear Powers have an obligation to conduct and concludisarmament negotiations. It is not a forum for negotiations
such negotiations. This is the view of the overwhelmingn non-proliferation agreements alone. Nuclear disarmament
majority of Member States, having been proclaimed by the a central point on the Conference on Disarmament’s long-
Cartagena Summit of the leaders of the Non-Alignestanding agenda. The Conference on Disarmament cannot
Movement and reiterated by Ministers of the Non-Alignetie dismissed as “an inappropriate forum for an unamenable
Movement in New York last month. The NPT Review and
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subject”. The “single hijack” should not create ambitions for  In response to the terrible tragedy of landmines which
a “double hijack”. affects over 60 countries, an amended Protocol Il of the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Pakistan therefore hopes that the Conference @ertain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to
Disarmament will be able to establish ad hoc committees Be Excessively Injurious or To Have Indiscriminate Effects
conduct negotiations on all the items on its agenda. Tkeas concluded earlier this year, after two and a half years
importance we attach to negative security assurances is wedlhegotiations. Pakistan declared at the time that it did not
known. Until nuclear disarmament is achieved, nucleaexport landmines. We have scrapped an entire programme
weapon States have an obligation to assure non-nucléarthe development of anti-personnel landmines to conform
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapomish Protocol 1l. We will complete the detectability
We are most concerned that doctrines envisaging the useefuirements well ahead of the stipulated period of 10 years.
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear States have not been
abandoned by most of the nuclear Powers. The logical The immediate challenge is to ensure the widest
corollary of the restriction of the security assurances to onpossible acceptance of the new rules on the development,
the States parties to the NPT or other non-proliferatiamse and transfer of landmines. We hope that cooperation for
arrangements is that the use or threat of use against ntre transfer of technologies to implement these rules will be
nuclear States that are not parties to non-proliferatidarthcoming. Another priority is the formidable yet
arrangements can be contemplated. Whether explicit @mpelling task of clearing the millions of mines that are
implicit, this threat is contrary to the Charter’s proscriptiomontinuing to kill innocent people. Pressing ahead
of the use or threat of use of force and would give thiemmediately for a global ban on anti-personnel landmines
threatened State the right, under Article 51, to take thmay respond to popular sentiment but could prove fruitless.
necessary measures for its self-defence. It could also undermine the immediate aim of securing
widest adherence to the newly adopted Protocol. The goal
Pakistan is also prepared to commence the work of afi prohibition will become realistic once alternatives to the
ad hoc committee on the fissile materials convention in these of anti-personnel landmines for self-defence are
Conference on Disarmament. We welcomed the adoptionddveloped and become available.
the Shannon Report, which reflected the understanding that
the scope of the proposed treaty would be further While nuclear weapons remain the focus of
considered in the ad hoc committee. We would likinternational concern, we cannot ignore the threats to peace,
explicitly to ensure that our concerns regarding unequahd breaches of the peace, emanating from conventional
stockpiles will be addressed in negotiating the treaty, or ele@apons. There are four dimensions to the threat posed by
this Treaty also will be another measure for nonconventional weapons today: first, the insecurity and
proliferation alone. It would not contribute at all to nucleamstability created in several regions of the world by the
disarmament, as envisaged in paragraph 50 (b) of the Fitelger production and acquisition of armaments by some
Document of SSOD |I. States, which threaten other States, especially smaller
neighbouring countries; secondly, the growing and unequal
There are difficult issues involved in the Ad Hocconcentration of sophisticated and increasingly lethal
Group of States Parties to the Convention on the Prohibiticonventional weapons in the hands of only a few advanced
of the Development, Production and Stockpiling oStates, thus further exacerbating the inequality between the
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and oreveloped and developing countries; thirdly, the incentives
Their Destruction, especially regarding on-site measurder the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction created
which are not amenable to solutions by a certain date. Vidg the imbalance in conventional weapons in certain parts
agree with the view that compliance with this Conventioof the world; and fourthly, the exacerbation of conflicts and
should also cover the undertakings relating to peacefignsions within and among States by the illegal transfer of
cooperation and technology exchanges. We believe thetapons, including small arms, for terrorists and criminals,
wide adherence to a possible new protocol can be ensued the denial of the legitimate means of self-defence to
only if there is genuine consensus on sensitive issues. \Meoples struggling for self-determination and national
have supported the intensification of the work of the Athdependence.
Hoc Group, which should not, however, overlap with or
limit the scheduled sessions of the Conference on The international community must address all the
Disarmament. above dimensions of conventional weapons in a
comprehensive and systematic way. So far, the approach
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has been partial and piecemeal. Pakistan subscribes tonf@asures at the regional and global levels to address the
concept of promoting confidence among States througfterrelated problems of security, arms control and non-
transparency. We have submitted reports annually to theoliferation in South Asia.
United Nations Register of Conventional Arms.
Unfortunately, transparency will not by itself remove the  In her address to the General Assembly on 3 October
danger posed by unequal levels of conventional arms 1996, the Prime Minister of Pakistan proposed the
certain regions. convening of a multilateral conference on peace and
security in South Asia. Such a conference could promote
Similarly, the bid to control the transfer of armamentghe following three goals: measures to remove the
without regard to such regional asymmetries, can actualipderlying causes of conflict and tension between India and
accentuate imbalance and the threat to peace, insteadPakistan, including Kashmir; agreements on conventional
ameliorating the situation. We welcome the guidelines aarms control and confidence-building measures, including
the transfer of conventional weapons adopted by tmeutually agreed force ratios and measures to avoid surprise
Disarmament Commission in the context of Generalttack; and measures for nuclear restraint, avoidance of
Assembly resolution 46/36 H. It would be appropriate fonuclear-weapons proliferation, and non-development and
the Commission or the Conference on Disarmament tmn-deployment of nuclear-capable missiles.
examine the feasibility of evolving guidelines for the
production, transfer and deployment of conventional After a year during which our neighbour made
weapons as a means of promoting regional and glohakeparations for a second nuclear test, when it declared that
stability. its nuclear option is open, when it reiterated its
determination to develop and deploy nuclear-capable
Pakistan believes that in most instances the regiomalssiles and when it opposed the Comprehensive Nuclear-
approach offers the most effective framework successfulliest-Ban Treaty, the international community must surely
to negotiate agreements for conventional arms control @sognize that a solution to the security problems of South
well as aspects of non-proliferation. The General Assembisia is indispensable for the success of the global
has asked the Conference on Disarmament to negotiateleavours for nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation.
principles for conventional arms control within the regional
and subregional framework. This will make a useful Pakistan sees its security as being closely dependent on
contribution to specific negotiations for conventional armthe success of these endeavours. We shall therefore continue
control in various regions of the world. The Conference at contribute actively and constructively to the work of all
Disarmament should commence this process in 1997. forums where the goals of global and regional disarmament
are being pursued and promoted.
A close examination of the situation in various parts of
the world indicates that both conventional arms control and The meeting rose at 5.15 p.m.
nuclear non-proliferation can be facilitated by addressing
and resolving the underlying causes of conflicts and
disputes. Arms are acquired by most States for defence
against threats that arise almost always from conflicts and
disputes in their region. Thus the political differences
among the parties must be addressed together with the
disarmament dimensions of regional security.

South Asia has been described as the most dangerous
place in the world. The cold war is not over in our region;
indeed it often heats up to fever pitch. The core cause of
tension in South Asia is the Kashmir dispute and the brutal
denial of the right of self-determination of the Kashmiri
people. We hope that conditions will soon be created for the
commencement of a genuine bilateral dialogue between
Pakistan and India to resolve the Kashmir dispute, in
accordance with United Nations Security Council
resolutions. Such bilateral talks can be supplemented by
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