United Nations A/C.1/52/PV.10

‘/V/ \Q\) General Assembly Official Records
\\/{\ ‘\/i Fifty-second Session

WL/ First Committee

10h Meeting

Wednesday, 22 October 1997, 10 a.m.

New York
Chairman Mr. NKQOWE . . o e (Botswana)
The meeting was called to order at 10.15 a.m. There is no doubt that a similar code of conduct, based
on similar principles, could also be instrumental in
Agenda items 62 to 82continued) facilitating the ground rules required for the advancement of

regional security and arms control efforts between the
General debate on all disarmament and international parties in the Middle East.
security items
Concomitant with maintaining adequate military
Mr. Danieli (Israel): Let me begin by congratulatingpreparedness to contain radical regimes in the region and to
you, Sir, on your election as Chairman of this Committeg@revent military adventurism, Israel aspires to achieve a
With your long experience, we are assured of skilfulegional security framework, encompassing all countries of
steering of our work. My delegation can assure you of ithe Middle East, to provide a cooperative multilateral
full cooperation. response to all the security problems of the region.

In his recent address before the fifty-second session of True, in the present regional circumstances, this goal
the General Assembly, the Deputy Prime Minister and not yet within our reach. Still, the future of the Middle
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the State of Israel,East as a whole requires that the goal of a regional security
Mr. David Levy, proposed a binding code of conduct foframework be supported and nurtured constantly. Regional
relations between Israel and the Palestinian Authority. Tisecurity dialogue and a gradual implementation of
purpose of such a code, on the eve of the resumednfidence-building measures, in parallel with the bilateral
negotiations, would be to facilitate uninterruptegheace process between lIsrael and its neighbours and the
negotiations and crisis management and to create apatement of hostilities between other long- time regional
atmosphere of dialogue. It would also contribute to renewedals, will enable more ambitious arms control and
trust between the leaders and greater confidence atidarmament measures to be taken.
understanding between the peoples.

It should be remembered that, ultimately, it is the

This code of conduct should include a mutuabrogress achieved in the transformation of the whole region
agreement rejecting violence as a means for achievimjo a more peaceful, stable and secure environment that
political goals and encouraging a framework of direawill govern the pace and the scope of arms control
negotiations. It would also institutionalize permanenneasures in the region.
channels of communication, especially during times of
crisis, and ensure the cessation of incitement to violence The Middle East could certainly learn from the
and enhance reconciliation and mutual respect. It would alegperiences of other regions, where genuine efforts on the
contain a mutual undertaking to advance and encouraggional level have created mutually beneficial regional
normalization, as well as support for regional activities. security frameworks. Still, there are several characteristics

97-86296 (E) This record contains the original texts of speeches delivered in English and interpretations of
speeches delivered in the other languages. Corrections should be submitted to original speeches
only. They should be incorporated in a copy of the record and be sent under the signature of a
member of the delegation concerned to the Chief of the Verbatim Reporting Service, Room
C-178. Corrections will be issued after the end of the session in a consolidated corrigendum.
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of the Middle East which affect, among other things, armsommunity to curb the proliferation of conventional as well
control and disarmament endeavours and their pace. as non-conventional weapons and, where appropriate, from
endorsing global agreements which could complement those
First, the region as a whole still lacks formal mutualo be established at the regional level.
recognition by and between all States, agreed mutual
borders and a common acceptance of peaceful means as the The agenda of the fifty-second session of the General
only tools of regional policy. Assembly, in relation to the work of this Committee,
contains two items which are directly concerned with the
Secondly, interregional relations are characterized iddle East. Those are agenda item 67, “Establishment of
a multitude of conflicts and hostilities, rather than by shareal nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle
values of democracy, pluralism and partnership. East”, and agenda item 74, entitled “The risk of nuclear
proliferation in the Middle East”.
Thirdly, there are shifting regional alliances and
rivalries. Much has already been said regarding a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in the Middle East. Repetition of
Fourthly, there is a lack of common understandingrguments and counter-arguments will not advance the
regarding the delineation of the region for regional securifgsue.
and arms control purposes.
The regional parties do not see eye to eye on some
Fifthly, there are multiple structural imbalances in suctiery basic premises, the required prerequisites and
spheres as political culture and regime, geographyuidelines and/or the modalities of its eventual
demography, structure of armed forces and distribution eftablishment.
natural resources and wealth.
All support the goal of a nuclear-weapon-free zone.
Lastly, all of us hope that all States in the Middle Easfome agree that such a nuclear-weapon-free zone must take
might move from considering their security perceptions asto account specific characteristics of the Middle East. But
a zero-sum game to an evolving cooperative structure. that alone serves as too narrow a basis for a common
approach to this complex matter and task.
The multilateral Working Group on Arms Control and
Regional Security, established in the context of the Middle  Moreover, there have been no promising developments
East peace process initiated in Madrid in 1991, has bemtently that could make a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
recognized as the appropriate framework for discussing edigion more attainable in the near future — certainly not the
outstanding issues pertinent to the regional security amdvocacy of the destruction of Israel by some and the
arms control agenda. We regret that the promisimglentless pursuit of weapons of mass destruction and their
discussions and activities of this Working Group have beeneans of delivery by several regional States which, at the
brought to a halt by placing overly ambitious and politicallgame time, have pledged, by their accession to relevant
unrealistic objectives on its agenda. We call upon alhternational legal instruments, to forsake possession of such
concerned in the region to demonstrate the requir@gapons.
flexibility in order to overcome the disagreements that are
hindering the continuation of the talks. The position of my Government on this subject is
clear. After peaceful relations and reconciliation are
In this context, Israel attaches considerable importanestablished among all States in the region, Israel will most
to the participation of Syria and Lebanon in the Workinglefinitely want to see the establishment in the Middle
Group, hoping that this might assist in the attainment &ast — through direct negotiations among all its
confidence-building and conventional arms control measunegembers — of a zone free of chemical, biological and
which will ultimately apply to all States in the region.  nuclear weapons, as well as ballistic missiles, that is based
on mutual and effective verification. This position is
Israel attaches primacy to regional arrangements whioéflected in Israel's reply pursuant to paragraph 10 of
attempt to provide an answer to security and stabiliyesolution 51/41, as set out in the report of the Secretary-
problems in the entire region. At the same time, thi€eneral in document A/52/271 of 6 August 1997.
approach has not prevented Israel from taking part in or
supporting the concerted effort of the international
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We see no reason to change this position. What should There is no place for criticism of Israel based on
be changed in the Middle East, first and foremost, is thexternal perceptions of Israel's political and security
general state of military threat, instability, violence andituation or on subjective national experiences and lessons
unwillingness to renounce the use of force as a legitimaite other regions. This subject has always been, and will
instrument of policy. remain, a distinct question of Israel’'s sovereign security

interests. We therefore call upon all delegations to resist the

We have not seen in other regions any breakthroughamnual temptation to demonstrate their support for the NPT
major arms control and disarmament endeavours as longraserms of Israel’'s condemnation. It is about time for the
war was being advocated by some members of the regimmouncement of such discriminatory practices by the
vis-a-vis their neighbours. The Secretary-General h&eneral Assembly and its Committees to become an integral
acknowledged in his report that element of the overall concept of United Nations reform.

“a nuclear-weapon-free zone cannot be conceived of or  If this Committee wishes to be of any relevance to the
implemented in a political vacuum, separate from thevolving situation in the Middle East with respect to the
process of mutual reconciliation” [A/48/399, para. 22teal and dangerous consequences of proliferation, it should
address itself to the dangers posed by Iran and Iraq.
The agenda item entitled “The risk of nuclear
proliferation in the Middle East” reflects a transparent  The Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign
political motivation to single out the State of Israel and téffairs of Israel recently put this reminder before the
divert attention from the true risk of proliferation in theGeneral Assembly:
Middle East region, which derives from such regional States
as Irag and Iran, which are engaged in ongoing clandestine “It was only a few years ago that the entire world
efforts to preserve or to acquire military nuclear capabilities. was forced into forming a coalition to combat an
No carefully worded, so-called mild resolution addressed to  aggressive dictator who sought to conquer a
my country can conceal this fact. neighbouring country and to terrorize our entire region.
Today, we face new and even more extreme dangers,
As | have already mentioned, Israel supports and takes but the lessons of recent experience have not been
part in the concerted effort of the international community  learned, and many countries turn a blind eye to the
to curb the proliferation of chemical, biological and nuclear  threat.
weapons and ballistic missiles, not least through its
adherence to export control mechanisms. With this “The leadership of Iran continues to speak in
commitment to non-proliferation in mind, Israel voted in terms that threaten the State of Israel and call for its
favour of General Assembly resolution 2373 (XXII) of 1968 destruction. Yet the international community continues
adopting the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear to remain deaf and refuses to speak out against Iran’s
Weapons (NPT). It also welcomed the indefinite extension policies, declarations and actions.
of the Treaty. At the same time, Israel does not find in the
NPT an adequate response to its security problems and “Iran’s efforts ... represent the greatest threat to
regional concerns. In our own region, NPT membership by security and stability in the Middle East and beyond.
itself is not a panacea, and events in the Middle East in this The ramifications of Iran's weapons programme
context have, unfortunately, proved that point time and extend far beyond the geographical confines of our
again. region. They threaten the security of other members of
the international community and their interests.” [See
Israel's attitude towards the NPT has become, Official Records of the General Assembly, Fifty-second
unjustifiably, a major subject of criticism in annual Session, Plenary Meeting$s5th meeting]
resolutions submitted under this agenda item. No other
United Nations Member State — including those that, for It is therefore incumbent upon all Member States that
national security reasons, have found it impossible to jolmve an interest in preventing further deterioration and
the NPT — has ever been subject to repeated condemnatdaygerous developments to exercise the full weight of their
resolutions regarding the question of their Treatinfluence and to take concrete steps before it is too late.
membership. The lessons taught by the course of events in Iraq should be
heeded.
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Our concern regarding the Iranian drive to acquire  Agreements or treaties to be negotiated and concluded
nuclear, chemical and biological weapons and their measisould become subject to truly universal adherence and
of delivery should not allow us to forget Iraq’s continueaghould not remain the concern of like-minded States only.
defiance of the relevant Security Council resolutions and iB&irthermore, the verification mechanisms of treaties should
persistent efforts to undermine the activities of the Unitedoe complemented by reliable enforcement to ensure that
Nations Special Commission (UNSCOM), to conceal itarms control obligations are not taken lightly and that
true capabilities in terms of weapons of mass destructieountries that behave otherwise are punished.
and to mislead the Security Council and the international
community as a whole. In the context of the Committee’s programme of work,

we must always remember that the millions who have

The recent report (S/1997/774), dated 6 October, of tiperished as a result of war, armed conflict and civil strife
Secretary-General to the Security Council regardirgince 1945 bear witness to the sheer and utter
UNSCOM activities in Iraq reads as follows: destructiveness of weapons classified as “conventional”. The

problems, therefore, lie with the reckless use of arms of all
“The Commission is convinced of the need focategories by irresponsible regimes.

the Council to insist that Iraq meet its obligation to

disclose fully all of its prohibited weapons and It is in this context that my delegation appreciates the

associated programmes. There is no substitute for thigws expressed by many Member States in recent days and

whole truth, both as such and as the mainstay of tllee renewed interest in curbing the proliferation of
effective discharge by the Commission of its mandateonventional weapons, including small arms. | believe that

This is a crucial requirement.” [S/1997/774, para. 15khe initiatives, particularly in some of the African

subregions, to devise practical and implementable measures

Against that background, attempts to normalizeo limit the proliferation of small arms should be
relations with the Iragi regime serve to undermine thencouraged and supported. These attest to the fact that,
overriding objective adopted by the entire internationddeyond the importance of legal instruments, those agreed
community to rid Iraq of its weapons of mass destructiorpractical steps advance regional security and arms control

more than anything else.

Allow me to say a few words on the issue of the
United Nations Programme for Reform in relation to | wish now to make a few concluding remarks. The
disarmament and arms control. Israel appreciates theace process between Israel and its neighbours may
intention to respond effectively to the priorities of Membewitness temporary setbacks or periods of stalemate due to
States in this sphere by managerial reorganization tfe crucial issues at stake and their implications for the
Secretariat capacities, as described in the report of thational interests of the parties concerned. Yet one should
Secretary-General (A/51/950). not lose sight of the remarkable achievements of this

relatively young process, initiated 20 years ago against all

We have to make sure that in the process the viabilithe odds and in the face of many hurdles and much
of the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva is presenaekepticism. The Israeli-Arab relations of 1997 are different
and even strengthened. One should also honestly consitlemany positive respects, as a result of the peace treaties
what purposes and tasks should be served by otheth Egypt and Jordan and the historic reconciliation with
multilateral structures such as this Committee or the Unitéde Palestinians.

Nations Disarmament Commission, and are there any

practical results to be expected from another costly Future prospects for regional security and arms control

“debating society” such as the fourth special session the Middle East as a whole depend on the pace of its

devoted to disarmament (SSOD [V)? transformation into a more hospitable and peaceful part of
the globe. Israeli-Arab relations are only one element of a

This should be done with a view to better reflectingnuch larger and complex Middle Eastern picture. An
growing global confidence and cooperation as well as thmproved political climate and the gradual building of trust
growing urgency to stem unprecedented and destabiliziagd confidence through regional security and arms control
conventional arms build-ups and the clandestine pursuit mieasures could be mutually reinforcing. Both should be
weapons of mass destruction in certain regions. goals to which all should aspire and which all should

pursue.
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Ms. Al-Alawi (Bahrain) {nterpretation from Arabix: international peace, can be realized. Security Council
| would like at the outset, on behalf of the delegation afesolution 984 (1995) is an initial positive step towards
Bahrain, to convey to you, Sir, my warmest congratulatiorggeating a system of security assurances involving all the
on your election to the chairmanship of the Firshuclear-weapon States, even if it provides only limited
Committee. We are convinced that, thanks to youwrssurances.
competence, you will be able to successfully conduct the
work of our Committee. | would also like to take this My delegation supports the convening of a fourth
opportunity to address my congratulations to the membesgecial session of the General Assembly devoted to
of the Bureau and to wish them every success in thalisarmament. We believe that such a session would provide
mission. an appropriate structure for disarmament efforts on the eve

of the twenty-first century. This session would also give

With the end of the cold war, the danger of Statefurther impetus to efforts in the field of arms limitation and
resorting to nuclear weapons and other weapons of massthe devising of confidence-building measures, and it
destruction has been significantly reduced. There is mmuld also allow for the evaluation of the current
longer any justification for the existence of nuclear arsenalsternational situation with regard to the elimination of
or for a security system based on military alliances or omeapons of mass destruction.
the policies of nuclear deterrence. The current situation is
conducive to further efforts by the international community = The creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in various
towards nuclear disarmament, in light of the high prioritparts of the world is one of those steps that can guarantee
that should be given to this question. My delegatiothe non-proliferation of such weapons. It is also a positive
believes that an effort must be made to strengthen peatep towards the final objective: international nuclear
and security in the post-cold-war period through substantidisarmament. And it is one of the means of achieving
reductions in nuclear weapons, as the first step towards theneral and complete disarmament and of protecting States
final objective of eliminating them. From this perspectivein certain regions from the threat or use of such weapons.
my delegation has welcomed the Advisory Opinion of th&his is why Bahrain has supported all the initiatives
International Court of Justice, requesting the continuatiamdertaken in this field, including the idea of creating a
and completion of negotiations leading to nuclearone free of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction
disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effectiie the Middle East, in accordance with the relevant
international control. resolutions of the General Assembly.

The negotiations on the elimination of weapons of  Bahrain is convinced of the need to safeguard peace
mass destruction, particularly nuclear weapons, shouwddd stability in the region. This will make it possible for the
receive the international community’s priority attention andountries there to avoid the devastating consequences of
mobilize it to act. My delegation believes that it isthese weapons and to finance their development projects to
necessary to continue efforts to create a credible contioiprove the standard of living of their peoples. Such efforts
system to cope with the dangers posed by biologicalill also make a positive contribution to the peace process
weapons. It is up to the United Nations to continue its rolend strengthen trust and peace at the international and
in order to develop agreements and the criteria requiredriegional levels.
deal with these weapons.

Israel is the only country in that part of the world that

Convinced that international cooperation is required iis not a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
order to rid the world of deadly weapons, last April BahraitNuclear Weapons (NPT). Israel continues to reject the
ratified the Convention on the Prohibition of theresolutions of the International Atomic Energy Agency
Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of ChemicllIAEA) which demand that Israel place its nuclear
Weapons and on Their Destruction. installations under the Agency’s safeguards regime. Israel’s

accession to the NPT and its respect for IAEA resolutions

As a party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation ofire essential to the creation of a zone free of weapons of
Nuclear Weapons, Bahrain believes that Treaty must attaimass destruction, including nuclear weapons, in the Middle
universality without delay or exception. Likewise, myEast. This is essential if we are to create the conditions for
delegation would like to stress the need to assure both flast and lasting peace in the region.
endurance of this Treaty and respect for its provisions so
that its objectives, which are the foundation of stability and
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Bahrain supports the efforts that have been made @od non-proliferation. In this context, we wish to cite by
eliminate anti-personnel landmines, since they representvay of example the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which 30 years
danger to civilians and impede economic developmeratigo established a vast nuclear-weapon-free zone. Another
Bahrain also supports the efforts to adopt effective measurasre recent initiative is joint action undertaken by the
to put an end to the arbitrary use of anti-personn@rganization of American States (OAS) to declare the
landmines. These efforts should aim at the completegion free from anti-personnel mines.
elimination of these mines, in view of their disastrous
consequences for human beings. That is why we commend Bolivia’s unswerving position in rejecting arms build-
all current efforts to achieve this objective, namely tops leads us to view with concern commercial interests that
eliminate these arms, and why we also support tlseek to encourage arming for war, thereby compromising
important role played by the United Nations in thevhat has been achieved to date to maintain peace and
elimination of landmines and in increasing awareness of terengthen democracy on our continent, as well as diverting
dangers they pose to the peace process. resources that are necessary for the socio-economic

development of our peoples.

International cooperation in the field of conventional-
and nuclear-weapons limitation will always be the objective  With a view to strengthening the processes of political
of the United Nations and of the international communityand economic integration that are under way, and
This is particularly the case today, when we are living in particularly to contributing to the consolidation of regional
world so interdependent in matters of security anstability, we appeal for the existing landmines in Latin
economics. We must meet the challenge of our future Asnerica and the Caribbean, particularly along shared
human beings in a spirit of cooperation. The United Natiori®rders, to be removed, in accordance with the
will continue to provide the only framework for thecommitments entered into at the Oslo Diplomatic
negotiation, dialogue and calm diplomacy that will allow u€onference and with the imperative need to promote
to resolve our common problems. Hence the need forendly relations between neighbouring countries.
international cooperation and the need to intensify efforts
among States to create a climate of confidence and What clearly stands out in an evaluation of the
coordination allowing the United Nations to achieve itprogress achieved in the field of disarmament during the
ultimate goal: the maintenance of international peace aladt year is the adoption in Oslo of the text of the
security. Convention for the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling,

Production and Transfer of Anti-personnel Mines and on

Mr. Vidaurre (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanigh Their Destruction. Bolivia is pleased by the conclusion of
It is a pleasure for me to congratulate you, Sir, on youhis treaty and will co-sponsor the draft resolution that
election to the chairmanship of the First Committee. Younvites all States to accede to this important legal
experience will ensure that our proceedings will be skilfulljnstrument. We are also committed to attending the
conducted. We wish to assure you and the other membé&ghcoming meeting in Ottawa in December 1997.
of the Bureau of our full cooperation. We would also like
to express our appreciation to your predecessor, My country welcomes the entry into force of the
Ambassador Sychou of Belarus, for his work an@€onvention on the Prohibition of the Development,
contribution to the Committee at its last session. Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and

on Their Destruction (CWC) and the establishment of its

Bolivia endorses the statement made on behalf of tleeganization in The Hague. We are also pleased by the
Rio Group last week by the Paraguayan delegation. Vifapetus gained by the Convention on the Prohibition of the
wish to emphasize that since the establishment of the Rievelopment, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
Group the countries of Latin America and the Caribbean f¢Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction
the first time have spoken as one in this Committee on(BWC), for the purpose of providing it with verification
number of matters relating to international peace amdechanisms.
security, thereby showing the level of harmonization we
have reached. With regard to confidence-building measures at the

regional and subregional levels, Bolivia appreciates the

In addition, we all know that the region of Latinfunction fulfilled by the Register of Conventional Arms,
America and the Caribbean has traditionally promoted am¢hich can be expanded to include light and small arms. We
supported policies to consolidate world peace, disarmament
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also welcome any initiative intended to promote In keeping with the current international situation, and
transparency in armaments. in the hope that a fourth special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament will allow us to consider
Regarding nuclear disarmament, we would like tquestions of nuclear and conventional disarmament, we urge
highlight the large number of countries that have signed tladl States to show flexibility so that agreements can be
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) and theached on the objectives and the agenda of that session.
establishment of its Provisional Technical Secretariat. In this
context, we welcome the new adherences by States to the Mr. Tan¢ (Turkey): At the outset, | would like to
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPTyyarmly congratulate you on your election to the
particularly that of Brazil, and we appeal for thechairmanship of the First Committee. | am confident that
universality and full implementation of the Treaty. under your wise and able leadership, this Committee will be
successfully guided through its challenging agenda. | would
With a view to strengthening the non-proliferatioralso like to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Alyaksandr
regime, we would like to recall the agreements reached 8ychou of Belarus, for his skilful conduct of the work of
1995, with the decision on the indefinite extension of thihe First Committee.
NPT. The principles and objectives identified at that time
should serve as orientation for the preparatory work for the Like many countries, Turkey is committed to the goal
Review Conference in the year 2000. A step in thisf general and complete disarmament under strict and
direction was the first meeting of the Preparatorgffective international control. This goal should be pursued
Committee. with realism through a balanced approach encompassing
steps relating to both nuclear and conventional arms.
We also encourage the direct talks that have been h&8dccess in disarmament and arms control initiatives depends
between the United States and Russia within the contextgfmarily on the creation of a political atmosphere that
the START agreements with a view to reducing theinspires confidence. To be effective, any disarmament or
nuclear arsenals. We believe that this progress, whichaens control measure must provide for undiminished
taking place in a favourable climate of profound changesecurity for the countries concerned without upsetting the
reaffirms our conviction that the complete and definitivglobal strategic balance. It must provide for adequate and
elimination of nuclear weapons from the Earth must be oappropriate verification. Greater transparency in defence
goal. issues is indispensable in order to avoid uncertainty,
misunderstanding and insecurity. Adequate verification and
Here it is appropriate to recall the Advisory Opiniortransparency are two fundamental principles of
of the International Court of Justice on the Legality of theisarmament.
Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, which sets forth
obligations of a legal nature, so that negotiations can be The main focus of this year's agenda has been on anti-
carried out in good faith and concluded, leading to nuclegersonnel landmines. In our view, the multi-dimensional
disarmament in all its aspects. issue of these devices requires consideration of both the
humanitarian and disarmament aspects. It is, above all, for
Bolivia considers that one way to strengthen norkumanitarian reasons that on 17 January 1996 Turkey put
proliferation is through nuclear-weapon-free zoneto effect a renewable three-year moratorium on the export
Therefore, we support the initiative that has been takenaod transfer of anti-personnel landmines, and it is
declare the southern hemisphere a broad zone free frparticipating in mine-clearance operations in the former
such weapons, which in turn will help regions such as théugoslavia.
Middle East to join in such arrangements which are freely
entered into and internationally recognized. The most realistic way to find a solution to the issue
of anti-personnel landmines lies in following a phased
We support a gradual phased programme of nucleapproach and in targeting a regime that can be effectively
disarmament, which has been proposed by more than igfplemented, comprising a strong control mechanism and
delegations and supported by the Non-Aligned Movemernsuring universality.
My country is of the view that it is of the utmost
importance to invigorate the Conference on Disarmamentin  We welcome the outcome of the Oslo Diplomatic
order that it can regain its character as a genuine forum ©bnference. The main goal of the Ottawa process is to
deliberation and negotiation. bring about a universal instrument banning the use of anti-
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personnel landmines. The ultimate objective of all States The first session of the Preparatory Commission for
should be to eventually join a total ban. Howeverthe year 2000 Review Conference of the CTBT, which was
statements made by several delegations last week in tied in April this year, was another significant development.
Committee have shown that although the process enjdje welcome the joint statement made on that occasion by
considerable support among the international communitytite five nuclear-weapon States, expressing their
falls short of achieving full universality. At present, the landletermination to continue implementing fully all provisions
mass which will be left out of the scope of the Ottawaf the Treaty, including those of article VI.

process is about 37.2 million square kilometres. This makes

up one fourth of the land mass of the world. We continue  The summit meeting held at Helsinki on 21 March
to maintain that in order to address the justified securiy997 between the Presidents of the Russian Federation and
concerns of many States, including those of my own, thef the United States made a positive impact on the nuclear
objective of a total ban on the production, stockpilingdisarmament and arms control environment. We also
transfer and use of anti-personnel landmines should elcome the agreement they reached on this subject, as
attained in realistically constructed stages. The Conferenwiterated when Secretary Albright and Foreign Minister
on Disarmament in Geneva would be the most approprid®eimakov signed a Treaty Protocol here in New York last
forum to ensure the attainment of interim and longer-termonth. We hope that this will give the necessary impetus
goals to resolve the anti-personnel landmine problem andfto the ratification of START Il and for the negotiations on
achieve universality. START III.

We recall also that Protocol Il of the Convention on  The decision of Brazil to accede to the Treaty on the
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of CertaifNon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) will
Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Beontribute to achieving the universality of that critical
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects wamstrument.
revised in May 1996; this has defined the permissible scope
for the responsible, therefore legitimate, use of anti- We view favourably the establishment of nuclear-
personnel landmines. Thus, as a first immediate step, globadapon-free zones wherever possible, as a positive step
adherence to the Convention and to its revised Protocolttiwards attaining the ultimate objective of a world free of
on anti-personnel landmines should be encouraged. nuclear weapons. In this context, we welcome the

establishment of such zones through the Treaties of

Last year, Turkey signed the Comprehensive NucleaFfatelolco, Rarotonga, Bangkok and Pelindaba.

Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) on the day it was opened for

signature. The CTBT is a very significant instrument for  Nuclear-weapon-free zones in other parts of the world
promoting the cause of nuclear non-proliferation anshould be established on the basis of agreements freely
disarmament. We welcome the establishment at Viennaafived at among the States of the region concerned,
the CTBT Organization. It is encouraging to see that so farcluding Central Asia, a region with which Turkey enjoys
148 countries, including my own, have signed the Treatlose historical and cultural ties. In this connection, we
and that seven have ratified it. We attach high importangelcome the results of the International Conference on the
to the early entry into force of the Treaty. We urge allheme “Central Asia — Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone”, held
States which have not yet done so to sign the CTB®&t Tashkent, Uzbekistan, from 14 to 16 September, where
especially those States whose ratification is necessary Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and
the Treaty to come into force. For its part, Turkey isJzbekistan decided to set up a new regime of
making the necessary preparations for the submission of ttenuclearization in Central Asia. We hope that the ongoing
CTBT to the Turkish Parliament for ratification. In order tcefforts of the countries of that region will soon bear fruit,
fulfil its responsibilities under the verification regime,contributing not only to regional security cooperation, but
Turkey is also upgrading its infrastructure. also to non-proliferation and disarmament.

The next logical step after the CTBT should be the The Convention on the Prohibition of the
early initiation of negotiations in the Conference omevelopment, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical
Disarmament in Geneva, on a treaty to prohibit th&/eapons and on Their Destruction and the Convention on
production of fissile material for use in nuclear weapons @he Prohibition of the Development, Production and
other nuclear devices, known as the cut-off convention. Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin

Weapons and on Their Destruction demonstrate the will of
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the international community to rid the world of these typemcrease in the capacity of the International Atomic Energy
of weapons. We attach high significance to the entry inthgency to detect undeclared nuclear activities.
force of the Chemical Weapons Convention, which Turkey
ratified on 12 May 1997. We hope that the Convention will ~ We are pleased that Programme 93+2, which has been
enjoy full universality and compliance in a speedy manneunder consideration by the competent authorities of the
IAEA since 1993, was successfully finalized in June 1997.
We welcome the fact that the ad hoc intergovernmentéhis programme, which is intended to improve the
working group established to negotiate a verificatiopffectiveness of the safeguards system, minimizes the
protocol for the Biological and Toxin Weapons Conventiopossibility of a clandestine nuclear weapons programme.
has held two sessions on the basis of a rolling teXve fully support the new Programme measures involving
submitted by its Chairman. We hope that these negotiatidnader access to information, physical access, including no-
will be concluded at an early date, culminating in th@otice inspections, and the use of environmental sampling
adoption of a protocol strengthening the Convention reginmeethods.
and meeting with the satisfaction of all States Parties.
Turkey, flanked by old-technology nuclear reactors of
As aptly said by the representative of the United Statéise WWER type on both its east and its west, has long been
last week, concerned with nuclear safety issues. We are now satisfied
that the Convention on Nuclear Safety, providing a
“the threats posed by weapons of mass destruction anénimum framework for safety commitments, has entered
far from being extinguished, and the consequencesiafo force and that the first review meeting is scheduled for
miscalculation or deliberate acts can be horrific”. [Seeext year.
Official Records of the General Assembly, Fifty-second
Session, First Committedth meeting] Turkey hopes that the Joint Convention relating to
radioactive waste and to nuclear liability opened for
Over the years, Turkey has consistently supported tegnature at Vienna in September will enter into force as
concept of transparency in the military area. Transparensgon as possible and will constitute a legal framework
by itself is a tool for building confidence, which wouldwithin which host countries will assume responsibility for
reduce mistrust among States regionally and internationaltiieir nuclear activities. At the same time, we consider the
Since its establishment in 1992, the United Nations Registdsint Convention to be only an incentive instrument. We
of Conventional Arms has indeed significantly contributecemain concerned about unresolved issues, particularly those
to efforts to promote openness and transparency in militarglated to the transport of radioactive materials. Turkey
matters. We share the Secretary-General’'s observationbatieves in the benefits of initiating a separate binding
stated in his recent report of 29 August 1997 [A/52/316instrument on the safe transport of radioactive materials.
that in order for the Register to fulfil its potential, it isSuch an instrument would bring about consistent,
highly important not only to increase participation in thenultimodal and binding measures for safe transport.
Register, but also to expand its scope. We invite all United
Nations Members, especially those in our neighbouring The spread of weapons of mass destruction, and
Middle East region, to contribute to the desired goal adspecially of systems for the delivery of such weapons, is
universality by participating in the Register. It goes withoua cause for deep concern for the international community,
saying that the participation of regional countries wiland of course for my country. Turkey attaches the highest
significantly contribute to the achievement of peacariority to efforts aimed at preventing the proliferation of
stability and security in the region. | would also like tosuch weapons and of their delivery systems. In this context,
mention that, at Turkey’s initiative, a similar registry systernurkey joined the Missile Technology Control Regime on
was adopted within the framework of the Organization fa25 April 1997. We intend to participate very actively in the
Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) on 16 Julyork of the Regime.
1997.
The Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe
We have always emphasized the urgent need i®a cornerstone of the European security structure. The
develop a more effective safeguards regime. The NRireement on the Treaty's flank issues, reached in 1996
Review Conference in 1995 provided a good opportunity following long negotiations, came into force on 15 May
review the shortcomings of the existing safeguards ai®97. There is general agreement on the adaption of the
verification systems. The Conference also called for afreaty to the favourable changes in the political and
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security field in Europe since the period in which the Treatyith that understanding in mind, my delegation supports the
was originally signed. It is therefore encouraging to noteonvening of the fourth special session of the General
that the discussions being held at Vienna on a framewoflssembly devoted to disarmament, at which nuclear
agreement concerning certain principal elements dfsarmament could be discussed as a main agenda item.
adaptation were concluded on 23 July of this year.
The nuclear-weapon States should stop completely the
In conclusion, | would also like to touch upon theesting and production of nuclear weapons and give full
relevance of the important United Nations reform process &ssurances to the non-nuclear-weapon States of the non-use
the activities of the Organization in the disarmament areaf their nuclear weapons under any circumstances. For the
This requires a good evaluation of the present structure atmimplete elimination of nuclear weapons, some kind of
of ways and means to enhance the effectiveness of the wbikding international agreement is needed.
being carried out, especially within the framework of the
Conference on Disarmament. We will continue to contribute My delegation wishes to join the Movement of Non-
to the efforts expended in that direction. Aligned Countries and other non-nuclear-weapon States in
urging the nuclear-weapon States to enter into international
Mr. Kim (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea):.negotiations for the complete elimination of nuclear
Mr. Chairman, please allow me at the outset to expressweapons. We believe that the programme of action for the
you, on behalf of the delegation of the Democratic People&imination of nuclear weapons that was submitted by the
Republic of Korea, our congratulations on your election atelegations of 28 non-aligned countries, including my own,
Chairman of this important Committee. | am confident thab the Conference on Disarmament in August last year
with your diplomatic skills and rich experience you willcould be the basis of nuclear negotiations.
guide the work of the Committee to a successful conclusion.
| assure you that my delegation will cooperate actively with  Regional peace and security play an important role in
you and the other officers of the Committee and with oth@nsuring international security. There are signs of trends
delegations. towards détente and cooperation in several places in the
world following the end of the cold war. Yet in the north-
The Committee is meeting amid the ever-high voicesast Asian region, and in particular on the Korean
for comprehensive and complete disarmament, in particufaeninsula, the legacy of the cold war remains intact and the
nuclear disarmament. An overwhelming majority ofinstable situation continues. This is very closely related to
Member States, including developing countries, are muthe military collusion and arms race of outside forces.
concerned about nuclear testing, which has continued ewdilitary conspiracy between the United States and Japan
after the conclusion of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Band the United States and South Korea is stronger than ever
Treaty (CTBT), and about the qualitative improvement anukefore, and large-scale joint military exercises are frequently
modernization of nuclear arsenals. They are demanding tlkahducted in the region.
nuclear weapons be completely abolished on the Earth as
soon as possible. In recent years, South Korea has introduced up-to-date
military equipment on a large scale. South Korea has
As all countries have already recognized, the vemontracted with the United States to buy over $3 billion
existence of nuclear weapons poses a continued threatMarth of AWACS, the most sophisticated airborne warning
world peace and security. Yet the nuclear-weapon Statsd control system, and $370 million in “Stinger” missiles.
have not discarded the outdated doctrine of nucleSputh Korea has another contract to buy missiles from
deterrence. Instead, they are trying to legitimize thérance. In this connection, my delegation wishes to draw
existence and the use of nuclear weapons. They are tlat attention of the international community to the fact that
even willing to express a readiness to eliminate nucletdre scramble for the South Korean arms market by the big
weapons on a phased basis. The attempt to maintain nucleawers, who are so eager to express their concern over the
arsenals and produce new types of nuclear weapons wtsiiation on the Korean peninsula, is jeopardizing the
speaking loudly about nuclear deterrence can no longer fpeninsula’s peace and security. We call upon truly peace-
legitimized now that the cold war has ended. loving countries to be vigilant with regard to the
inconsistent acts of the big Powers who are claiming to be
My delegation is of the view that nuclear disarmamenhe guardians of peace and security, on the one hand, and
should be given priority in overall disarmament and that @n the other are making money through the arms trade.
should aim at the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.
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The situation prevailing on the Korean peninsul@&sues could be resolved between the North and the South
requires the establishment of a peace arrangement atofiiKorea, by ourselves.
early date. The maintenance of peace and security on the
Korean peninsula is linked to peace in north-east Asia and The Korean people can realize the reunification of the
in the rest of the world as well. A lasting peace cannot muntry by themselves. We have the three-point principles
achieved with the present armistice system, which is neithafr independence, peaceful reunification and great national
war nor peace. unity, agreed upon by the North and the South and
recognized by the international community. We also have a
We have already proposed establishing a peapeoposal for federal reunification, based on the concept of
mechanism to replace the old armistice system, and dme nation, one State, two systems and two Governments,
February of last year we again made an extended propoaslwell as the 10-Point Programme of Great Unity of the
to replace the Armistice Agreement with an interimWhole Nation, set forth by our great leader Comrade Kim
agreement to prevent possible military confrontation in tHé Sung, and embodying the three-point principles for
Demilitarized Zone. Our proposal for an interim agreemeng¢unification of the fatherland. The confederal reunification
is a just and reasonable one, which takes into consideratigmoposal is a reasonable approach to realizing the country’s
the current policy of the United States with regard to thesunification by recognizing the different ideologies and
Democratic People’'s Republic of Korea and the presesystems that have existed in the North and the South for
situation on the Korean peninsula, which seems to Imeore than half a century since the division of my country
fraught with the unexpected. Our proposals are thwas enforced by outside forces, and promoting national
reflection of our peace-loving attempts to avert another wagconciliation based on the principle of neither conquering
preserve a lasting peace in Korea and maintain the peaws being conquered.
and security of north-east Asia as well.
The present reality, in which Hong Kong maintains its
When the United States wanted to start the peacapitalist system even after its return to the mainland
process in the Korean peninsula by proposing four-pamBeople’'s Republic of China, clearly demonstrates that
talks, we expressed our readiness to hold such talks afiffering ideologies and systems are no longer obstacles in
attended two rounds of preliminary talks in New Yorkthe way of forming a unified State and that national unity
Since the objective of those four-party talks is to presengan surely be achieved by transcending the difference of
peace on the Korean peninsula, questions relating to thgstems in one country. This proves once again the justness
conclusion of a peace agreement between the Democraticour confederal reunification policy. Should confederal
People’s Republic of Korea and the United States and theunification be achieved, the arms race in the Korean
pull-out of United States troops should be the top agengeaninsula and the potential military conflicts between North
items. The withdrawal of United States troops from Soutiind South would ultimately disappear, thus turning the
Korea is essential for eradicating the very roots of a neentire territory of the Korean peninsula, including the
war on the Korean peninsula and laying the firm foundatiotemilitarized zone along the Military Demarcation Line,
for a lasting peace in north-east Asia and the Asia-Pacifitto a peace and buffer zone.
region.
The Government of our Republic will spare no effort
The “United Nations Command” in South Koreatowards the establishment of a new peace mechanism in the
remains a stumbling block to bringing about a pead€orean peninsula and the realization of the country’s
arrangement in the Korean peninsula. The “United Natiom®nfederal reunification, thus making a due contribution to
forces” in South Korea are United States forces and thiee peace and security of north-east Asia, and the world.
“United Nations Command” is the United States command.
The United Nations is therefore urged to pay due attention The principal ideals of the foreign policy of the
to the realization of resolution 3390 B (XXX), adopted aGovernment of our Republic are independence, peace and
the thirtieth session of the General Assembly — whicfriendship.
called for the dissolution of the “United Nations Command”
in South Korea, and for the replacement of the Armistice My delegation will discharge its international duties in
Agreement with a peace agreement — and at least withdrétve struggle for a new peaceful and independent world, free
its name and flag from the United States troops in Soutd nuclear weapons. It expresses the hope that this
Korea. Should the foreign forces withdraw and a new peaG®mmittee will successfully discuss all agenda items,
mechanism be established in the Korean peninsula, otlicluding those on nuclear disarmament issues, and thus
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make a practical contribution to international peace anihus it appears to us that the international community has
security. a well-defined undertaking: to focus our efforts on nuclear
disarmament, which should be the top priority in our scale
Mr. Sheikh (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya)ifiterpretation of priorities.
from Arabi@: At the outset, | should like to congratulate
you, Sir, upon your election to the chairmanship of the First  Nuclear-weapon States must show the necessary will
Committee. | wish you and the other members of th® create a nuclear-weapon-free world and initiate
Bureau all success. | am sure your talents and your effortegotiations with a view to entirely eliminating nuclear
will guide our proceedings to a successful culmination. weapons under a programme of scheduled phases within a
carefully defined framework. We find that the proposals on
After a period of stagnation in disarmament efforts, wauclear disarmament put forward by the Group of 21 in the
are now discussing disarmament problems and internatio@anference on Disarmament reflect a pragmatic approach
security against a backdrop of a number of developmentshiased on measures to be taken within a defined context that
disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, representeddmyld eventually lead to full and comprehensive nuclear
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapondisarmament.
(NPT) and its indefinite extension, the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), the creation of a number In this regard, we are deeply concerned because the
of nuclear-weapon-free zones, and lastly the Advisogonference on Disarmament’s report was very disappointing
Opinion of the International Court of Justice on theggality this year. Lacking consensus, it was unable to establish an
of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmament mandated to
initiate negotiations on nuclear disarmament.
While these developments are important, they should
not lead us to excessive optimism. The danger of nuclear My country, like all others in the international
weapons hovering over mankind has yet to be eliminated cdmmunity, appreciates the progress that has been made to
reduced to any degree. There is no reason to believe thate in nuclear disarmament, but must take into
the necessity for redoubling our efforts to ensureonsideration the potential impact of that progress on
disarmament has lessened. The challenges faciggneral and comprehensive disarmament under effective
international security are still great, because thaternational control. We had hoped that the Comprehensive
manufacturing, stockpiling, distribution and testing oNuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) would constitute a step
nuclear weapons proceed apace, and nuclear weapons fangdard in our efforts to achieve full and complete
their missiles in the arsenals of nuclear-weapon States diiiflarmament, but we have been disappointed by its content,
terrorize mankind. which was not commensurate with the hopes that all
peoples had placed in nuclear disarmament. There are gaps
Nuclear disarmament remains a problem, as is the it, since the technically advanced countries can still
refusal of nuclear-weapon States to enter into agreemeimmgprove their nuclear arsenals by means of laboratory
that would lead to the total elimination of such weapons. lexperiments. The Treaty does not deal with the question of
addition to these dangers, the policies which are foundedclear disarmament, which will allow the status quo to be
upon power and interference in the internal affairs of othensteserved. Such an imbalanced treaty can in no way be
as well as hegemony, economic blockades and econordeemed to be complete.
coercion, that have been imposed by certain Powers against
some developing countries still exist. All of these challenges In view of these facts, my delegation iterated its
are undoubtedly serious threats to international security apadsition at the time of the Treaty’s adoption. With all the
indeed the very survival of mankind itself. If we do nofTreaty’s lacunae, that adoption gave us no satisfaction. Past
address these problems with due seriousness, our fiexperience has taught us all that nuclear tests are not the
commitment to sparing our peoples the scourge of war andly way to develop nuclear capacity. No one today can
to securing for them a world in which security and peacglaim that partial measures suffice to halt the arms race or
prevail will be debilitated. to slow the qualitative or quantitative development of
nuclear weapons. Documents adopted in the past have not
In light of this alarming reality, it seems that the mosked to progress in nuclear disarmament, in halting the
pressing problem in disarmament is to free mankind froproduction of nuclear weapons or in reducing the huge and
the terror for which nuclear weapons stand and which hagreasingly sophisticated arsenals.
weighed on us since they entered the international arena.
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We believe that the CTBT must lead to the adoption  One must wonder why this is so. This imbalanced
of additional disarmament measures, which have besituation will surely affect the countries of the world and
awaited far too long. The non-nuclear-weapon States mursternational security. It will also impede the establishment
be given security guarantees to ensure that such weapoha nuclear-weapon-free zone.
will not be used against them. This could be provided by
means of a binding international treaty entered into by the In the light of these developments in the field of
nuclear-weapon States, but there is no optimism in thissarmament, the holding of the fourth special session of the
regard because those States are continuing to hedge. TGeyeral Assembly devoted to disarmament seems to us a
are using delaying tactics despite the various resolutions thvaty wise idea, as it would make it possible to review the
have been adopted in the General Assembly and the tatkisarmament agenda and define ways to achieve the
taking place in the Conference on Disarmament on abjectives of the Final Document of the first special session
binding international treaty to provide security guarantees ¢t the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. As far as
those countries that have decided to renounce the nuclear are concerned, that document provides an essential
option. foundation for disarmament.

Some say that a unilateral declaration would suffice in  The establishment of zones of peace throughout the
place of such a guarantee. It would not ensure, howevemrld would be one way to enhance peace and security at
that nuclear-weapon States would commit themselves ttee regional and international levels. This is why my
such guarantees. Some nuclear-weapon States persistaunntry, which borders the Mediterranean, attaches the
keeping their nuclear weapons and insist that it is only ttighestimportance to enhancing security in that region, with
preserve their own integrity and security and those of their view to ensuring that it becomes a sea of peace and
allies. We cannot understand the reasoning behind swoperation among the coastal States. The only problem is
conduct, unless it is simply that those States wish tbe existence of military bases and foreign fleets, as well as
dominate the world and keep those weapons in order weapons of mass destruction. These are a source of
pursue their political and economic objectives. But thmstability and danger and seriously impede the
Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice orstrengthening of peace in the region. There is no doubt that
theLegality of Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapdrsds that it will not be possible to strengthen peace and stability in
such measures run counter to international law. Thtiat region if the military bases, foreign fleets and weapons
provides a legal basis for pursuing the nuclear disarmame@ftmass destruction are not removed from the area.
process.

Mr. Abou-Hadid (Syrian Arab Republic)

With regard to discarding the nuclear option, we havg@nterpretation from Arabif | would first like to say what
the example of the establishment of nuclear-weapon-fragleasure it is to congratulate you, Sir, on your election to
zones, notably in Latin America, the South Pacific, Soutlthe chairmanship of the First Committee. | would also like
East Asia and Africa. My country supports the nonto congratulate the members of the Bureau on their
proliferation of nuclear weapons and signed a regionalections, as well as to express the confidence of my
treaty in that regard. Tel Aviv's possession of nucleatelegation that your experience and talent will ensure a
weapons, weapons of mass destruction and missiles has pasitive outcome to the work of the Committee, as this is
the Middle East into a shadowy place at a great remottee goal of the entire international community in the field
from the ideal of nuclear-weapon-free zones. That part of disarmament. | would once again like to reiterate my
the world is threatened by instability and nuclear weapongelegation’s support and its readiness to cooperate fully
The fact that Tel Aviv has taken that option and isvith you in order to achieve that goal. | also take this
terrorizing the countries of the region, as well as its refusapportunity to express our thanks and appreciation to your
to adhere to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclearedecessor, Mr. Alyaksandr Sychou, for the excellent way
Weapons (NPT) and to heed the appeals of the internatiomalhich he conducted the work of the Committee during
community to renounce its nuclear weapons, is underpinngg: previous session.
by the technical support of States that claim to be concerned
with international opinion. Weapons are destroyed on a Everyone agrees that, with the end of the cold war,
selective basis, without affording the Islamic or Arab Statdkere is no longer any justification for the presence of
of the third world the opportunity to guarantee their owmuclear arsenals or a security system based on competing
security. military alliances or policies of nuclear deterrence.

Nevertheless, we have unfortunately noticed a justification
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lacking any seriousness for the nuclear option, derived froassure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
the insistence of countries which possess nuclear weapafisise of nuclear weapons.
on acquiring numerous nuclear weapons under the pretext
of nuclear security. The reason given is sometimes the It was clear to the initial signatories of the NPT —
unstable international situation, and sometimes the needroluding my country, Syria — that it was not an end in
update these weapons in order to make them technologicalgelf, as was clearly pointed out by U Thant, the then
useable. Secretary-General of the United Nations. On the contrary,
it was a step towards limiting the proliferation of nuclear
We believe that in the final analysis all these falseveapons in order to pave the way for the adoption of
pretexts are aimed at securing a monopoly of nucleeffective measures to achieve complete disarmament, as
weapons, to restrict them to the members of the nuclestipulated in the preamble and in article VI of the Treaty.
club and then grant them to other countries outside the
nuclear club. By acquiring nuclear weapons, these countries In common with most of the non-nuclear-weapon
obviously represent a threat to regional and internation@tates, we acceded to the Treaty in spite of its
stability and an incitement to an arms race. shortcomings, in the hope of effectively limiting the dangers
inherent in the proliferation of nuclear arms, and in order to
My delegation would also like to reiterate its supporachieve their complete elimination and to obtain the
for the call of the countries of the Non-Aligned Movementechnical assistance which the nuclear States parties to the
at the Conference on Disarmament for the establishmentTokaty undertook to provide with respect to the use of
an ad hoc committee on disarmament matters. This is atomic energy for peaceful purposes.
essential element in beginning negotiations on a phased
programme of total nuclear disarmament within a specified However, certain nuclear-weapon States have impeded
time-frame, as well as an international treaty on nucletite transfer of technology for peaceful purposes to non-
weapons. Such an instrument should be binding on all andclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty, which are
should be complied with by all States, without exception, iabliged to respect its provisions. At the same time, they
order to bring about total nuclear disarmament. have accepted, overtly and covertly, the fact that certain
advanced technology has been given to Israel, which has
In this connection, my delegation would like to supporalways refused to accede to the NPT. This has enabled
the holding of the fourth special session of the Generldrael to achieve a military nuclear capacity, which is
Assembly devoted to disarmament as promptly as possibdentrary to the letter and spirit of the Treaty. We therefore
believe that the international community should establish a
We also place great hope in the meetings of thmechanism that will allow for the elimination of all nuclear
Preparatory Committee for the 2000 Review Conference wkapons, put an end to their manufacture and liquidate the
the States Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation wéist stocks in every country of the world in which they
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) within the context of initiatives t@xist, without exception. Such a measure would be
strengthen the review process in order to guarantee flaeilitated by the fact that the cold war has ended, an
achievement of the objectives of the Treaty’s preamble aimdportant and encouraging factor in this regard.
provisions. This would promote the observance of the
obligations identified during the Conference of the Parties  Syria is profoundly convinced that the NPT will not be
to the NPT in 1995, especially as this Treaty is an essentalle to achieve the objectives that we seek unless all the
instrument to put an end to the proliferation of nuclearountries in the world accede to it without exception, both
weapons, both horizontally and vertically. It is also a&uclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States. The
necessary element in striking a fair balance with respectacedibility of this Treaty and the achievement of its
the various obligations and responsibilities between nucleabjectives are conditional on its universality. This is true at
weapon and non-nuclear-weapon States, in order to brithge international as well as at the regional level.
about the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.
The creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in various
In this connection, we would once again recall thparts of the world is also a positive step towards bringing
importance of achieving the universality of the Treaty oabout a world free of weapons of mass destruction,
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and oéspecially nuclear weapons. My country supports and
concluding legally binding international agreements that willelcomes the declarations establishing nuclear-weapon-free
zones. Unfortunately, there is no such zone in the Middle
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East, the region in which my country is located, because ofanufactures different types of the most up-to-date
Israel’s refusal to help in any way to achieve that objectiveveapons, in particular weapons of mass destruction. It
Israel is the only country in the region that has refused taunches satellites and flaunts its capacity to spy on the
accede to the NPT and to the safeguards system, contr8tgtes of the region. Despite all this, it claims that its peace
to the actions of other countries in the region whose aimiis threatened and demands favours and advantages that are
to ensure that the Middle East becomes a region free framthe detriment of the peace of its neighbours.
any kind of weapon of mass destruction.
Syria firmly believes that transparency in matters of
During the Paris Conference in 1989, Syria puirmaments is a means of strengthening international peace
forward an initiative to make the Middle East a region freand security. We reaffirm our support for the response
from any weapons of mass destruction — nuclear, chemigalen by members of the League of Arab States to the
or biological — within the framework of the United NationsSecretary-General of the United Nations with regard to
system. However, Israel ignored these initiatives, as well transparency in armaments. In this respect, in its present
those of the United Nations, the Security Council and thstate the United Nations Register of Conventional Arms
International Atomic Energy Agency, and the appeals mathkcks transparency. It should be expanded so as to include
at various summit meetings of the countries of the Nomformation about weapons of mass destruction, especially
Aligned Movement and the Organization of the Islamiauclear weapons, and advanced technology with military
Conference. Israel’s possession of chemical weapons in aplications. We add to that the need to provide detailed
very sensitive region will always be a source of anxiety an@ports on the manufacture of weapons on a national scale.
grave danger, not only for the people of that region, but fGhe choice of seven categories of defensive weapons does
the whole world. not convince all countries, and can only conceal a
discriminatory approach. It falls to take account of the
We should like to take this opportunity to reiterate ousituation in the Middle East, which is characterized by a
appeal to the international community to call on Israel tqualitative lack of balance in the field of armaments.
accede to the NPT and to submit its sites and its nuclear
activities to the International Atomic Energy Agency Syria is aware of its responsibilities with regard to
safeguards system so that the region of the Middle East aagional security as well as to international peace and
finally be freed from all nuclear weapons and weapons ekcurity. We are firmly committed to a just and lasting
mass destruction. Israel's current position on this questiqreace in the region. We aspire to a planet Earth that, in the
and all the justifications that it uses, clearly run counter toear future, will be free from war and all weapons of mass
its claimed desire for peace in the region. We believe thdéstruction, especially nuclear weapons — one that will
true peace can be built only by translating good intentiomsake it possible for all peoples to live together in peace and
into concrete action and restoring rights to those who hat@ dedicate themselves to the achievement of development,
been deprived of them, not by possessing nuclear weap@negress and prosperity.
or threatening to use them, or through the imposition of
hegemony or military superiority. Ms. Flérez (Cuba)(interpretation from SpanishlOn
behalf of the delegation of Cuba and on my own behalf,
In this respect, | wonder how we can ask a countmpay | congratulate you, Sir, on your election as Chairman
with no nuclear weapons whatsoever to give assurancesofothe First Committee. You can count on our complete
a country that possesses the largest nuclear arsenal. Hmwport in the fulfilment of your task. | would also like to
can we expect the countries in a given region to commaiktend our thanks to the other officers of the Committee.
themselves to giving up the possession, production and
acquisition of nuclear weapons when just one country in A realistic analysis could not fail to prove the
this region is exempt from such obligations — especiallgxistence of unjustified and dangerous inconsistencies in the
when we are sure that that country has an arsenal iofplementation of measures aimed at realizing the goals and
hundreds of nuclear bombs and missiles, and is not subjpdborities defined by the United Nations in the field of
to any form of international surveillance or inspection? disarmament and international security.

The dangerous and deteriorating nature of this situation  If the rivalry between the major powers and the arms
is evident given that the country in question occupies padce have already disappeared, why do certain countries
of the territories of its neighbours, in defiance of legitimatepenly oppose the prohibition and elimination of nuclear
international resolutions. Furthermore, it possesses amdapons? Is it that the top priority given to nuclear
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disarmament since 1978 is no longer valid? In mthe Government of the United States of America as the
delegation’s opinion, the pretexts of certain countries thRower illegally occupying the part of Cuban territory where
try to deny the anachronism of military doctrines that justifthe base is located.
the existence and accumulation of nuclear weapons are
absolutely unacceptable. That is why last year Cuba co- Likewise, Cuba stated that under the provisions of
sponsored resolution 51/45 O on nuclear disarmament, article XI the economic, commercial and financial embargo
why we reiterate the need for the establishment, asiraposed by the United States Government against Cuba was
priority, of an ad hoc committee on this subject at themcompatible with the objectives and purposes of that
Conference on Disarmament, so that multilaterq@ridical instrument. In this regard, | should like to reiterate
negotiations on a phased disarmament programme cantiw, should this situation continue Cuba reserves its right,
started immediately. in accordance with the provisions of the Convention, to
bring the case to the relevant authorities of the OPCW.
In that context, the programme of action for the
elimination of nuclear weapons, presented by 28 My country actively participated in the work of the
delegations, including Cuba, at the Conference dfourth Review Conference of the Biological Weapons
Disarmament in August last year must be duly taken intBonvention, and believes that the principles contained in its
account. On the other hand, until the goal of nucled&inal Declaration should be used as a basis for continuing
disarmament is finally reached, it will be necessary tw reinforce the Convention in the future. The progress
urgently adopt a multilaterally negotiated, nonmade by the Ad Hoc Group established by the 1994 special
discriminatory juridical instrument of negative securityConference to examine appropriate measures, including
assurances. Such an instrument must establish expnesssible verification measures, to strengthen the Convention,
obligations of nuclear-weapon States not to use or threatenincreasingly evident. Cuba will continue to present
the use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapmmcrete proposals within that Group, thereby ensuring
States. complete fulfilment of its mandate in the shortest possible
time.
The entry into force of the Chemical Weapons
Convention, (CWC), whose States parties include Cuba, and From 25 to 27 August last Geneva hosted, for the first
the formal establishment of the Organization for théme ever, an official consultative meeting of the States
Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) clearlyparties to the Biological Weapons Convention. That meeting
constitute two events of particular significance since the lastas requested by Cuba under article V of that Convention,
session of the First Committee. But they were only thir the purpose of presenting extensive evidence supporting
beginning of the process leading to the total elimination @hy country’s suspicion concerning non-compliance with the
these weapons of mass destruction. Effectiyarovisions of the Convention by a State party. The vast
implementation of the Convention requires the urgemtmount of information presented by Cuba at the consultative
solution of every substantive question still pending in theeeting highlighted the coincidence in terms of time and
framework of the OPCW, particularly those stemmingpace between the appearance in my country offtirgps
directly from that international legal instrument and fronpalmi plague and the spraying of unknown substances by a
the Paris resolution. United States S2R-type aircraft as it passed over Cuban
territory on 21 October 1996.
Among these pending questions, those relating to the
implementation of article XI of the Convention are of Cuba will continue to patrticipate, in good faith, in the
particular interest to Cuba. It is simply unacceptable thatirrent process agreed by the consultative meeting with the
certain countries seek to minimize the importance of th&@m of clarifying the facts. We hope the findings will for
article, involving economic and technological developmenthe first time demonstrate in practical terms how effective
whose provisions have a particularly significant impact othese consultative meetings are. This procedure was adopted
developing countries. by the States parties to the Biological Weapons Convention
in order to ensure full implementation of its article V, on
On depositing its instrument of ratification of theconsultation and cooperation.
Convention, the Government of Cuba made a statement
declining any responsibility as to whether or not chemical May | nhow make some brief remarks on the question
weapons were situated in the Guantanamo naval base, cafanti-personnel landmines — a problem that is currently
which it has no jurisdiction. Such responsibility belongs tdrawing so much attention.
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Cuba fully shares the concern voiced by the vasnplementation of the concepts, principles and basic
majority of the international community on the direpriorities in this field, adopted by the international
consequences for the civilian population in many parts cbmmunity in 1978.
the world of the indiscriminate and irrational use of anti-
personnel landmines. On the other hand, one cannot ignore Finally, | would like to announce that this year the
the fact that these weapons are used by many States Fost Committee must once again take a decision on a draft
legitimate defence purposes. Therefore, an effective solutimsolution entitled “Observance of environmental norms in
to the problem of anti-personnel mines requires a propére drafting and implementation of agreements on
balance between humanitarian concerns and the genuitiearmament and arms control”, similar to those submitted
national security interests of States. at the last two sessions by the group of non-aligned

countries. The importance the international community

A treaty totally prohibiting anti-personnel mines in theattaches to this subject is reflected in the strong support that
current conditions would not take into account such the draft resolution has been receiving. We hope that this
balance. Cuba therefore has serious difficulties in supportiggar the positive balance will remain and even grow.
it. Cuban military doctrine foresees only the defensive use
of mines, in the event of an imminent threat or of foreign ~ Mr. Chairman, | reiterate my delegation’s complete
aggression. readiness to do all it can to help you carry out your tasks

and thus to contribute to the success of our work.

At present, Cuba uses mines only to protect the
perimeter of the Guantanamo naval base, which is Cuban Mr. Jabir (United Republic of Tanzania):
territory illegally occupied by the United States of AmericaMr. Chairman, | join previous speakers in congratulating
Once that country withdraws its forces and equipment frogou and your Bureau on your deserved elections to steer the
that territory and returns it to its legitimate owner, Cubdeliberations of this year’s session of the First Committee.
will immediately remove the mines installed in the area. My delegation is confident that under your able leadership

the Committee will make great progress on the important

The amended Protocol Il of the Convention oissues on its agenda.

Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be In recent years we have witnessed progress in the
Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effectdields of non-proliferation and disarmament. We welcome
provides the best possible common ground for reducing thre progress recently made by the indefinite extension of the
eliminating risks to civilians and non-combatants, both frorfireaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT),
the countries that use mines and from those that hatfe entry into force of the Convention on the Prohibition of
renounced their use. Thus, the priority task should be toe Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of
achieve universal accession to the amended Protocol Il. Themical Weapons and on Their Destruction, banning a
ignore this step forward and try to force the adoption of amhole category of weapons of mass destruction, the
apparently quick solution, such as a total, immediatgevelopment at Oslo of the text of the Convention on the
prohibition, without the participation of key actors couldProhibition of the Use, Stockpiling, Production and Transfer
have a serious negative impact on the internationaf Anti-Personnel Mines and on Their Destruction, and the
community. ongoing efforts to strengthen the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling

In spite of the efforts made by a great number off Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on
countries, the ongoing delaying manoeuvres carried outieir Destruction. We note also that the Comprehensive
a particularly intense manner by a nuclear Power aMuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) has been adopted.
creating uncertainty about the holding of a fourth special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Also praiseworthy among the progress made is the
Both from its national perspective and in its capacity asemergence and consolidation of the nuclear-weapon-free
State member of the group of non-aligned countries, Cubanes established through the Treaties of Tlatelolco,
has insisted on the importance of the special session takiRgrotonga, Pelindaba and, most recently, Bangkok. We call
place as soon as possible, in the year 2000 at the lategion the nuclear-weapon States to accede to the protocols
That great conclave will make it possible to design thef the Bangkok Treaty soon. We also hope that current
future course of action in the field of disarmament andfforts to establish nuclear-weapon-free zones in other
international security and give logical continuity to the
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regions, including Central Asia, will make significantfurther development and strengthening of a new, broader
headway. international regime. We commend the 100 countries that
have become parties to the Treaty. Tanzania has already set
Despite progress in some areas of disarmament, wemotion the process of ratification of the Treaty. We are
regret that a lot remains to be done to achieve general arahvinced that universal adherence is a prerequisite for the
complete disarmament. The meetings of Ministers d@fill realization and implementation of the Convention’s
Foreign Affairs of the Non-Aligned Movement held at Newobjectives. We also call on all States parties to faithfully
Delhi, India, in April 1997 and during the current session diilfil their obligations as stipulated in the Convention. It is
the General Assembly at New York in September 19%ferefore vital to support the activities of the OPCW.
called for the conclusion of a universal, legally binding
multilateral agreement committing all States to the total While we note that some progress has been made in
elimination of nuclear weapons. This would accomplish othe areas of chemical and biological weapons, nuclear
goal of complete and general disarmament. weapons remain an important feature of the military
postures of nuclear-weapon States. We commend the
Tanzania attaches great importance to thalateral efforts between the Russian Federation and the
establishment of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peathited States and their success so far through START | and
Regrettably, some major permanent members of tISTART I, which are intended to reduce the size of their
Security Council and some major maritime users have noticlear arsenals. While commending their efforts, we are of
been participating in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee othe view that such bilateral processes are prone to fragility,
the Indian Ocean. We are concerned that this has sothe more so because of the prevailing political environment.
serious implications in the region. We call upon alWe believe that such efforts need to be based on a time-
concerned, especially the super-Powers and the majmund framework which would lead to the ultimate
maritime users, to cooperate and support our endeavourtmnination of nuclear weapons.
establish a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean.
Tanzania wishes to reiterate its support for efforts to
The adoption of the CTBT last year was an importarstrengthen the safeguards arrangements of the International
event. Unfortunately, the Treaty lacks an expliciAtomic Energy Agency (IAEA). We appreciate the
commitment to the definite end of the nuclear arms racAgency'’s invaluable contribution to our country’s efforts in
Despite its name, the CTBT is far from beingoromoting nuclear technology for peaceful uses, specifically
comprehensive, because it allows nuclear-weapon Statedntindustry, agriculture and health.
use their already advanced technology to modernize and
upgrade their nuclear-weapon systems through laboratory Tanzania is disappointed at the failure of the
simulations. It is regrettable that in the less than one year@bnference on Disarmament to agree on its programme of
the CTBT's existence, one nuclear-weapon State hawrk for its 1997 session. It even failed to make any
recently announced its plans to conduct a series of syirogress on the negotiations. It is evident that the existing
critical underground nuclear tests. impasse in the Conference is a reflection of the differences
in positions and approaches to the substantive aspects of the
Tanzania is of the view that the Conference owork of the Conference.
Disarmament should start negotiations leading to an
agreement prohibiting the production of fissile materials for ~ The prevailing paralysis of that body will not only
nuclear weapons. Cut-off negotiations would be in line withndermine its relevance and usefulness as the sole
the principles and objectives agreed at the 1995 Review amdltilateral negotiating mechanism on disarmament but
Extension Conference of the Parties to the NPT. We beliewmuld also ultimately increase the risk of its being
that a cut-off agreement is necessary to reduce thiglelined. We appeal therefore for greater efforts to be
availability of fissile materials. exerted so as to enable the work of the Conference on
Disarmament and related negotiations to proceed without
The entry into force of the Chemical Weaponslelay.
Convention and the establishment of the Organization for
the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) constitute  Another destabilizing threat to global peace and
evidence of a new era in breaking new ground in theecurity is the proliferation of conventional arms, including
elimination of weapons of mass destruction. Successf&all arms and light weapons. We are particularly
implementation of the Convention will be vital in theconcerned at the continuing transfer of small arms and light
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weapons, especially where illicit trade in such weapormir full support and cooperation during the deliberations of
leads to their falling into the hands of anti-social elementthe fifty-second session.
This increases violence and terrorism. It is in this regard
that Tanzania shares the view that the international My delegation welcomes the step-by-step progress of
community should focus its attention on greateinternational efforts in the field of disarmament and non-
transparency and accountability in the manufacture apdoliferation. We would like to recognize in particular the
transfer of conventional weapons, which could helgigning of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
eliminate this menace. (CTBT), the entry into force of the Chemical Weapons
Convention, the ratification by the United States of the
The issue of landmines has, through the Ottaw&TART Il Treaty, and the recent Oslo Conference in the
process, attracted international attention because of #mea of anti-personnel landmines. Evidence of additional
immense, horrific sufferings they have caused to the civiligmrogress can be seen in the decisions of the United States,
population, mainly women and children. In principleFrance and the United Kingdom to adopt the Protocols to
Tanzania supports a total ban on anti-personnel landmintee Treaty of Rarotonga,; in the collective work of the States
as negotiated through the Ottawa process. But we are of tifeAfrica in agreeing to the Treaty of Pelindaba; and in the
view that the Convention on anti-personnel landminegcent entry into force of the Treaty of Bangkok.
should not be treated independently of other processes that
are targeted at the elimination of all types of weapons of Although further negotiations still lie ahead in some
mass destruction. areas, it is gratifying to see States making substantive
efforts to overcome their differences and to work out
Rather, the question of anti-personnel landmines showddllectively acceptable solutions for the common benefit of
be approached in a holistic manner. We reiterate our hogheir regions and of humankind. These achievements mark
that the elimination of anti-personnel landmines will not beonsiderable steps forward towards the realization of the
regarded as an end in itself but as part of a comprehensprinciples and objectives adopted by the 1995 Review and
framework addressing all aspects of the problem, includirigxtension Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
those of the producers of those weapons and the underlyign-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
political conflicts of interest these weapons serve and

sustain. While certain international efforts — such as a fissile
material cut-off treaty and the ratification and
My delegation wishes to reiterate its support for thamplementation of the CTBT — depend on broad

early convening of the fourth special session of the Generaternational cooperation, the trend towards nuclear-weapon-
Assembly devoted to disarmament (SSOD IV). We believfeee zones in recent years is evidence of the significance of
that SSOD |V is the appropriate forum for reflection omegional movements in advancing the cause of global non-
issues such as disarmament and arms control as wellpagliferation and nuclear disarmament. These zones now
other issues related to security. We hope the United Natiocaver nearly the whole of the Southern Hemisphere, in
will use this platform to reassert itself in its role inaddition to Antarctica, the seabed and outer space.
enhancing non-proliferation and disarmament issues for thgrgyzstan supports the gradual expansion of these zones,
next millennium. as reflected in our delegation’s sponsorship of several
United Nations documents since 1995, including a draft
In conclusion, we hope that the ongoing reformggsolution submitted last year in the First Committee calling
namely the upgrading of the Centre for Disarmamemdr a Central Asian nuclear-weapon-free zone. Our
Affairs to the Department for Disarmament and Armslelegation also supports the development of new concepts
Regulation, would increase the capacity to implemefdr States whose geographical circumstances make it
priorities and mandates agreed upon. We believe tHéficult for them to join existing or prospective nuclear-
reforms anticipated would enhance mutual trust so that weeapon-free zones. We wish to recognize in this regard
could work towards complete and general disarmament.Mongolia’s initiative promoting the recognition of “single-
State” nuclear-weapon-free zones.
Ms. Eshmambetova (Kyrgyzstan): My delegation
wishes to congratulate you, Sir, on your assumption of the In the past year, the States of Central Asia have made
chairmanship of this important Committee, whose workonsiderable progress in their collective efforts to create a
should assist the States of this body in creating a safer amatlear-weapon-free zone in our region. This work has
more stable world. We look forward to providing you withincluded the five-State Almaty Declaration in February
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1997, the working paper submitted in 1997 to the NPthe flow of these weapons without significant international
Preparatory Committee, and the five-State ministeriaboperation. In this regard, the Kyrgyz Government
statement released jointly in Tashkent this Septembeelcomes efforts by States to stem the tide of this trade, to
expressing our commitment to create a nuclear-weapon-fiegand the United Nations Register of Conventional Arms,
zone in Central Asia. The Kyrgyz Government firmlyand to monitor and reduce the production of small arms
supports these efforts and requests United Nations assistaswaind the world.
in the convening of an “experts’ meeting” in our capital,
Bishkek, in 1998, so that the freely acting States of our Finally, our delegation wishes to encourage other
region, with the participation of experts from the fiventernational efforts to promote disarmament and non-
permanent members of the Security Council and othproliferation. These involve measures that aim not only at
interested States, can begin the serious work of elaboratieglucing the consequences of possible armed conflicts, but
the details of the proposed zone. at rendering such conflicts themselves less likely. Our
Government, together with China, Kazakhstan, Russia and

Our Government would like to express its sincer&ajikistan, signed a unique border agreement this year that
thanks and gratitude for the support already voiced for tteandates the removal of all heavy weapons within a 100-
proposed Central Asian nuclear-weapon-free zone bykdometre border zone. This initiative is bolstered by other
number of States, including Algeria, Australia, Colombigpint agreements that encourage transparency in armaments
Egypt, Indonesia, Mexico, Mongolia, New Zealand, than the border region and forewarning of movements of
Republic of Korea, South Africa and Thailand, as well asoops or the conduct of military exercises. Similar efforts
the Non-Aligned Movement and many others. in other parts of the world to build regional cooperation and

transparency would be welcomed by our Government.

As our country looks to the future, it recognizes that
despite these accomplishments, much work remains to be Our delegation looks forward to the serious and
done in order to build a safer and more secure worldnportant work of this Committee to continue our collective
Recent efforts to limit or ban certain classes of weapompsogress in creating and strengthening the conditions for
deserve our attention, including the proposed elimination péace at the national, regional and international levels. The
tactical nuclear weapons, chemical weapons and ariiyrgyz Government continues to support initiatives that will
personnel landmines. In this regard, our delegatiorduce the future need for States to spend large amounts of
commends the work of the Oslo Conference to stimulatkeir scarce national resources on weapons. It looks forward
international cooperation on the landmine issue and to a time when States can reapportion these funds to
promote the cleanup of existing mines. The continugotaceful purposes, such as national economic development.
presence of large numbers of anti-personnel landminkkich work still needs to be done, but our country is
plagues the cause of peace-building in many regions. Thpiepared to cooperate with other States in the elaboration of
terrible effects in zones of conflict, even after the cessatigmactical measures to achieve such objectives.
of hostilities, prevents the return of refugees and the
reconstruction of national economies. In these and other Mr. Al-Saeid (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabij:
regions, countries often unfairly bear the burden of cleanifglow me at the outset to warmly congratulate you, Sir, on
up mines left over by other States. My delegatiogour election to the chairmanship of the First Committee for
encourages the States of the Ottawa process to consités session. We are quite certain that thanks to your
particularly the difficulties facing developing or newlywisdom and personal experience our work will be crowned
independent States that wish to support efforts to deminéth success. Likewise, | extend my congratulations to the
and to ban the use of landmines but will need financiather members of the Bureau. | would like to wish them
assistance in order to do so. every possible success in their work.

Another area of concern to the Kyrgyz Governmentis  The rapid changes that the international community has
the continued illicit cross-border trade in small armaundergone, with its increasing interdependence, reaffirm the
Although not as powerful as nuclear weapons, these armsed to strengthen cooperation and solidarity in international
are even more deadly. Recent statistics have shown thelations, because world peace is indivisible, and the path of
small arms are responsible for the vast majority gdeace is the only one that will lead the international
casualties in conflict areas around the world. With theommunity to security, given the circumstances and
increasing sophistication of international smugglerghallenges it now confronts. The end of the cold war has
individual States often find themselves incapable of haltingaffirmed beyond a doubt that cooperation and international
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solidarity are the only means of deterring actions that risk The creation of a Middle East nuclear-weapon-free
threatening international peace and security. It is @one, sought by all the Arab States, has been substantially
disarmament that international cooperation will find itimpeded by Israel's refusal to respond to the wishes
finest expression. expressed by the countries in the region and the
international community to accede to the Treaty on the
The proliferation of conventional weapons and th&lon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and to subject its
pronounced tendency of States to stockpile them and riaclear installations to International Atomic Energy Agency
reinforce their military arsenals are sources of deep conce(fREA) safeguards. That is why my country appeals to the
Serious international cooperation is required so that we cemternational community to continue to exert pressure on
take steps to curb these trends in the interest of peace #mel to accept the international community’s idea of
international security, and in order to strengthen trusteating a nuclear-weapon-free zone, which would help to
between peoples and States. Perhaps the most importdate off the imminent threats to the peace and security of
initiative to take is to encourage and support the Unitatie Middle East region.
Nations Register of Conventional Arms so that it may be an
instrument to reduce military expenditure and enable the My delegation is calling not only for the creation of a
resulting savings to be used to support development projentsclear-weapon-free zone, but also for all weapons of mass
in the developing countries. destruction to be banned from the Middle East. Such a ban
would cover biological and chemical weapons and other
We are very interested in the problem of anti-personneleapons that could increase tension and undermine stability
landmines, whose consequences are not confined to armiethis very important part of the world, which has so long
in wartime, but extend much further, threatening the peasaffered from numerous fierce conflicts. The most recent
and security of peoples throughout the world. Our people was the Iragi regime’s perfidious invasion of Kuwait and
Kuwait are still suffering from the tremendous number ahat regime’s use of biological and chemical weapons
mines planted by the Iraqi regime during its invasion against its own people, in the north of Iraq, action that
Kuwait. We frequently hear of accidents caused by the#fareatens Iraq’'s neighbours.
mines, whose victims are always innocent people. That is
why my delegation supports all international efforts to curb | wish to commend the efforts of the Special
the production and export of these weapons and to impaSemmission established under Security Council resolution
upon States that violate the regulations full responsibility f@87 (1991), and particularly the efforts of Ambassador
the consequences of these mines. That is why we welconRidhard Butler, which have made it possible to lay the
the results of the Diplomatic Conference that concluded tfi@undation for genuine peace and stability in the Gulf
Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpilingregion and to guarantee its peoples the right to live in peace
Production and Transfer of Anti-Personnel Mines and aand security.
Their Destruction, held in Oslo, Norway, in September
1997. We look forward to the conference to take place in  Ms. Sand-Trigo (International Committee of the Red
Ottawa in December 1997 for the signing of thé&ross): At the outset, | would like to state that the
Convention, which we hope will enter into force as soon daternational Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent
possible. Societies fully shares the views expressed in this statement.

Concluding a convention totally banning nuclear tests  Seldom, if ever, has a resolution of the General
is the principal step towards achieving one of thédssembly been implemented as rapidly or in such a
international community’s disarmament priorities. It is alsdetermined manner as resolution 51/45 S of 10 December
a reaffirmation of the commitments the international996, calling for a new international agreement to ban anti-
community made regarding the objectives defined in thmersonnel mines. The International Committee of the Red
document on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons attoss (ICRC) welcomes and fully endorses the new
disarmament adopted on 11 May 1995, at the conclusioninfernational treaty adopted by the Oslo Diplomatic
the Review and Extension Conference of the Parties to tBenference on 18 September 1997. Less than one year after
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. Athis Assembly called for its elaboration, States will be
one of the parties to the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Bavited to sign in Ottawa on 3 and 4 December a legally
Treaty, Kuwait urges that this Treaty enter into force asinding instrument outlawing anti-personnel mines. This
quickly as possible, and that nothing be done to contraveertraordinary accomplishment by States, civil society and
its spirit and letter. international institutions shows that the international
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community can take decisive action for the sake ddovernmentsto mobilize the resources needed for long-term
humanity. programmes of mine awareness and of mine clearance and
for the care and rehabilitation of landmine victims. In this
In this connection, we would like to warmly context, it is worth mentioning the work already undertaken
congratulate the International Campaign to Ban Landminbg the ICRC and many national Red Cross and Red
and its Coordinator, Jody Williams, on being awarded thérescent Societies to provide emergency care and medical
1997 Nobel Peace Prize. and rehabilitative assistance to victims of mines.

The adoption of a new international norm prohibiting  As we move towards the elimination of anti-personnel
anti-personnel mines is a milestone event, not only for theines, the ICRC encourages States to ensure that the
speed with which it was elaborated but also because it is timenimum rules relating to this weapon are also strengthened
first time that a weapon in widespread use by armed forcésough the early entry into force of Protocol Il of the 1980
throughout the world is being prohibited and withdrawi€onvention on Certain Conventional Weapons (CCWC), as
because of its appalling humanitarian consequences. amended on 3 May 1996. Even for States which will adhere

to the Ottawa treaty, being additionally a party to the

The ICRC particularly welcomes the absolute an@CWC's Protocol Il will provide significant advantages.
unambiguous character of the new treaty banning the ugérst, the rules and humanitarian protections in Protocol
development, production, stockpiling and transfer of antiegarding booby traps, anti-vehicle mines and other devices
personnel mines. We are fully committed to ensuring thatill apply both in internal armed conflicts and in those
this norm is universally adhered to and implemented in thmtween States parties. Secondly, if a State party to the
shortest possible time. We are convinced that the clear no®ttawa Treaty is engaged in an armed conflict with a State
contained in the Ottawa treaty is the basis of its moral afmbund only by the CCWC's amended Protocol Il, the latter
political credibility and will facilitate its universalization, will be obliged to implement minimum norms and
even if some may have difficulty in accepting this nornhumanitarian protections. Specifically, it will bear clear
immediately. legal responsibility for the removal of mines, booby traps

and other devices at the end of hostilities. Thirdly, parties

As with other instruments of international humanitariato the CCWC's Protocol Il will have the right to participate
law and of arms control law, universality will be the resulin annual meetings of States parties and future Review
of a historical process. The essential elements are pullionferences where further development of the Convention
abhorrence of the use of a particular weapon and théll be considered.
consistent exercise by States of the political will to ensure
that the norm is adhered to and respected. While adhering to amended Protocol Il of the CCWC,

States should also adhere to Protocol IV on the prohibition

The ICRC appeals to all States to sign the Ottawaf the use and transfer of blinding laser weapons, so that
treaty in December and to make ratification of thishis important norm of international humanitarian law can
instrument one of their top humanitarian priorities for 1998nter into force at the earliest possible date. Non-parties
and beyond. We encourage Governments when signingstoould adhere to all four Protocols.
announce that, consistent with article 18, they will
provisionally apply the basic commitments contained in  The ICRC also welcomes the historic entry into force
article 1 even before the treaty enters into force. We hopieis year of the Chemical Weapons Convention and the
that even those States unable to sign this treaty in Decembstablishment in The Hague of the Organization for the
will undertake the military and policy adjustments with @rohibition of Chemical Weapons to oversee its
view to their signing and/or adherence at an early date. implementation. We commend all those Governments whose

tireless work over more than 20 years of negotiations have

The signing of the Ottawa treaty will only mark theconstructed this bulwark against a return to the horrors of
beginning of the end of the global humanitarian crisishemical warfare in the battlefield. This Convention
caused by anti-personnel mines. The human and sodi@presents a major reinforcement of the long-standing norm
legacy of the landmine scourge has only barely begun to bkinternational humanitarian law against the use of poison
addressed. Being maimed by an illegal weapon will brings a means of warfare. We urge those States which have not
little solace to future victims of uncleared mines. Today'get done so to adhere to the Chemical Weapons
child amputee, often with no hope of an artificial limb, willConvention. This should also be the occasion for those
find scant comfort in a total ban. Therefore, we urge all
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which have maintained reservations to the 1925 Geneva The Chairman: | shall now call on those

Protocol to withdraw them. representatives who wish to speak in exercise of the right of
reply.

No less urgent is the need for equipping the Biological
Weapons Convention with its own compliance monitoring  Mr. Al-Anbuge (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabi}:
system. We hope that ongoing efforts to develop suchThe representative of Israel has falsified facts regarding my
regime will be pursued with far more vigour than has beerountry’s compliance with its obligations under Security
evident to date, and that a special conference of Statésuncil resolution 687 (1991). In this regard, | would like
parties will be held well before the next Review Conferend® clarify the following points. Irag has complied with the
to adopt the required measures. In keeping with badiasic obligations in section C of resolution 687 (1991). The
obligations undertaken in the BWC we call on alExecutive Chairman of the Special Commission (UNSCOM)
Governments to exercise strict oversight in the fields aéfers to this in his report in document S/1997/774 dated 6
microbiology, genetic engineering and biotechnology t@ctober 1997, as does the Director General of the
ensure that the rapid developments currently beidgternational Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) in his report
witnessed will be used for humanity and will not be turneth document S/1997/779 dated 8 October 1997.
against it.

The Executive Chairman of the Special Commission

This year we have withessed important successes astated in paragraph 147 of document S/1997/774 that:
mechanism to permanently eliminate chemical warfare has
come into full force. We are also seeing a weapon which “It should be recognized that UNSCOM has
has inflicted untold suffering on civil populations on the registered significant achievements in the disarmament
verge of being outlawed and purged from the arsenals of field and is well launched in the field of monitoring.”
nations. However, in the coming decades the potential for
the development of particularly heinous and indiscriminate  The Executive Chairman also stated in paragraph 148
arms will continue to outpace the ability of mankind tof the same report that:
respond. It is for this reason that States bear a particular
obligation, under article 36 of Protocol | Additional to the “The present report registers the progress that has
Geneva Conventions of 1949, to determine whether been made in a number of important fields and the
weapons under development would, in some or all Executive Chairman hopes this will be recognized by
circumstances, be prohibited by the rules of international the Council and perhaps more patrticularly by Iraq. The
humanitarian law. instances of cooperation that have been brought about

by, for example, serious application to the aims of the

We believe that a great deal of the suffering we have  July 1997 programme of work have borne fruit. The
witnessed from the use of currently prohibited arms, and the Commission hopes that this will further encourage
costs associated with their elimination, could have been such cooperation.”
avoided if the norms of international humanitarian law had
been more scrupulously taken into account before weapons Recognition of Iragq’s compliance with its obligations
were developed and deployed. We suggest that in an eranafs reiterated by the Director General of IAEA, who, in
rapid technological advances, the obligation to examine tharagraph 77 of his report, said that:
humanitarian law implications of all new weapons,
including those assumed to be “non-lethal”, must be taken “Although certain documentary evidence is
with the utmost seriousness. This means that potential missing and some gaps in knowledge remain, the
weapons must be examined not only in the light of treaty following can be stated with regard to Iraqg’s
law relating to specific named weapons, but also in the light  clandestine programme:
of the basic rules of international humanitarian law that

prohibit the use of weapons that are inherently — There are no indications to suggest that Iraq was
indiscriminate or are of a nature to cause superfluous injury successful in its attempt to produce nuclear
or unnecessary suffering. The ICRC, for its part, will weapons. lrag’'s explanation of its progress
continue to follow such developments carefully, in keeping towards the finalisation of a workable design for
with its mandate for the promotion and development of its nuclear weapons is considered to be consistent
international humanitarian law. with the resources and time scale indicated by the

available programme documentation.”
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If the representative of Israel can bemoan theesolutions that call on it to give up its nuclear options.
insecurity that prevails in the region and the problem d&fhat is more, this country continues its expansionist policy
disarmament, imagine what he could say about Israelisthe occupied Arab territories, which is the most serious
hundreds of atomic bombs, its extensive stockpile a@ff the threats to international and regional peace and
chemical and biological weapons and long-range ballistsecurity.
missiles. Imagine what he could also say about his
country’s refusal to accede to the Treaty on the Non- Mr. Dehghani (Islamic Republic of Iran): The
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and to place its nucleagpresentative of Israel raised some baseless allegations
installations under IAEA safeguards. against my country, which | categorically reject. | think

Israel’s intentions in raising such allegations are completely

Although Israel is the only country that the Securitglear to all members of international society. They are
Council called upon in resolution 487 (1981) to place itgying to divert the attention of the international society
nuclear facilities under IAEA safeguards, Israel has netvay from Israel's nuclear threat to the region, and their
implemented that resolution or other Security Councihilitaristic policies, toward some unfounded stories. It is

ironic to hear allegations from somebody whose
Government has not ratified the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) or accepted
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards.

Iran, for its part, has ratified the NPT and opened its
activities to IAEA inspection. | think Israel, instead of
raising irrelevant and baseless allegations against others,
should address the legitimate concerns of the international
community over its acquisition of weapons of mass
destruction.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.
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