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The meeting was called to order at 10 a.m. The international community has witnessed significant
progress in the area of conventional weapons, such as the
Agenda items 63 to 79continued) fulfilment, on 16 September 1998, of the conditions for the

entry into force of the Convention on the Prohibition of the
General debate on all disarmament and international Use, Stockpiling, Production and Transfer of Anti-Personnel
security items Mines and on Their Destruction. Brazil was among the 120
countries that signed the Ottawa Convention in December
The Chairman (interpretation from French | wish at  1997. We are pleased that more and more countries are
the outset to thank delegations for being punctual and thasceding to the Ottawa treaty, and it is our hope that those
demonstrating their sense of responsibility. States that still find themselves unable to join the anti-
personnel landmines Convention will do so in the near
Mr. Amorim (Brazil): | should first like to express my future. Countries of Latin America are already in the
satisfaction at seeing you, Sir, the representative of Belgiymocess of following up the Ottawa Convention. A
to the Conference on Disarmament, as Chairman of the Fisggnificant step was taken by President Mahuad of Ecuador
Committee. Your experience as a representative in thad President Fujimori of Peru in initiating the preparation
Conference on Disarmament will surely help delegations af a plan for the demining of the Peruvian-Ecuadorian
this body of the General Assembly. border.

| also want to pay tribute to Mr. Mothusi Nkgowe of Another important event is the multilateral action being
Botswana for the gentle and effective manner in which hmursued in the field of small arms. In our region the process
directed the work of this Committee during the fifty-secondf small-arms control was greatly enhanced with the
session. adoption of the Inter-American Convention against the lllicit

Manufacturing of and Trafficking in Firearms, Ammunition,

The year 1998 has been rich in events falling withiExplosives and Other Related Materials, signed by the
the realm of the First Committee. My delegation welcomesembers of the Organization of American States (OAS) in
in this connection the re-establishment of the Departmeldbvember 1997. Reference should also be made to the
for Disarmament Affairs and commends the Secretarinitiatives undertaken by various African countries, led by
General on the appointment of Jayantha Dhanapala to léddli, South Africa and Mozambique, and the agreements in
it. Ambassador Dhanapala, with whom | had the privilegehat field reached by subregional organizations such as the
to work on many occasions, in particular in the Canbericonomic Community of West African States (ECOWAS)
Commission on the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons, is orand the Southern African Development Community (SADC)
of the most prominent personalities in the area of nucleaimed at curbing the spread of light weapons in that
disarmament and non-proliferation. continent.

98-86059 (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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Within the United Nations, Brazil is represented in théhe production of fissile material for nuclear weapons was
Panel of Governmental Experts on Small Arms convened fipally established. Brazil was pleased with the
the Secretary-General and favours the organization of mestablishment of the Ad Hoc Committee to negotiate
international conference on the illicit trade of small arms. legative security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States
is our understanding that such a meeting should be precedgainst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The
by a transparent and open-ended preparatory process whdekignation of three Special Coordinators for the items on
would allow for the definition of the mandate, objective anthe prevention of an arms race in outer space, transparency
scope of the conference. in armaments and anti-personnel landmines was also

positive. One gets the impression that a spirit of cooperation

Brazil regards increased transparency in the field @ returning to the Conference on Disarmament. To our
armaments as an important tool to enhance confidenegret, however, no progress was possible in nuclear
among nations, and in this sense we encourage participattsarmament.
in the United Nations Register of Conventional Arms. My
Government has been providing the United Nations, since The nuclear tests conducted in May and June in South
the first year of operation of the Register, with data oAsia came as a reminder that the danger of nuclear
imports, exports and purchases of arms from domes#iemageddon is always present. The temptation to resort to
sources, as well as the so-called background informatiatomic weapons as a form of national self-affirmation is
Despite some increase in the number of States participatstgong. Brazil condemns all nuclear tests and urges the
in the Register as of today, it comprises only half of theuclear-capable States to adhere to the Comprehensive
membership of the United Nations. The OAS is taking Buclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT). Having renounced the
step forward in this area by commencing the discussion oficlear option, Brazil persists in the effort to prohibit
a convention on the notification of acquisition of thenuclear weapons. As an interim measure, we are also
conventional arms covered by the United Nations Registetriving to limit the geographical scope of the nuclear

menace through the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free

In the dreadful area of weapons of mass destructioognes. This year again, a group of like-minded countries
the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapongill put forward a draft resolution on the nuclear-weapon-
(OPCW), under the leadership of my compatriot, Directofree southern hemisphere and adjacent areas. The draft
General José Bustani, has made good progress in tkeolution will aim at promoting cooperation among the four
implementation of the Chemical Weapons Convention. Thestablished nuclear-weapon-free zones — created by the
number of States members of OPCW increased from 87 Teeaties of Tlatelolco, Rarotonga, Bangkok and
117 in the current year. With OPCW's support, a semind&elindaba — and at encouraging other regions of the world
on the processes of presentation of declarations atd join efforts in the same direction. The Political
inspections was organized last month in Rio de Janeieclaration of the Ushuaia Summit established the Southern
Brazil was able to share with fellow Latin American andCone Common Market (MERCOSUR) countries and the
Caribbean countries the experience acquired in the settimggociated States of Chile and Bolivia as a zone of peace,
up of its National Authority, which oversees more thafree from weapons of mass destruction. Another step in that
8,000 industrial establishments. A total of 168 countrigdirection is the convening, in Buenos Aires this month, of
have signed the Chemical Weapons Convention, and ittie fifth meeting of the Zone of Peace and Cooperation of
our hope that it can soon reach universality. the South Atlantic. The 24 States members of the Zone

continue to uphold their goal of keeping their area free from

Brazil attaches special importance to the strengtheningclear weapons.
of the Convention on the Prohibition of Biological and
Toxin Weapons and in the setting up of a verification Last July Brazil was honoured by the visit of
mechanism that would bring that treaty in line with second&ecretary-General Kofi Annan. President Cardoso invited
generation international disarmament instruments. We willm to the signing ceremony of the instruments by which
continue to take part actively in the Ad Hoc GrouBrazil acceded to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
established in 1994 with the aim of developing a credibluclear Weapons (NPT) and ratified the CTBT. In a
and effective protocol capable of tightening internationalymbolic act, the ratification instrument of the CTBT was
security in this area. handed to the Secretary-General. Brazil is one of the 44

countries listed in annex 2 of the CTBT, whose ratification

Some progress has been noted in the Conferenceismecessary for the Treaty to come into force. Only nine
Disarmament. The Ad Hoc Committee on a treaty bannir@her countries in that group have ratified it.
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On 18 September Foreign Minister Lampreia depositatt have fulfilled its goal, as set out in article VI, until all
the instrument of accession to the NPT in Washington, aedisting nuclear weapons are gone.
the Brazilian Ambassadors to the Russian Government and
to the Court of Saint James did the same in Moscow and A clear advisory opinion of the International Court of
London. By adhering to the NPT, Brazil is helping taJustice denied legitimacy to atomic weaponry and stated
reinforce the non-proliferation regime and is reaffirming itthat there exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and
credentials for urging the nuclear-weapon States to renourméng to a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear
the development and possession of nuclear weapons. disarmament in all its aspects under strict and effective
international control. We understand from that advisory
In his message to Congress last year, Presideginion that unlimited procrastination in starting the
Cardoso pointed out that Brazil knows that “the NPT byliscussion on the elimination of nuclear weapons will not
itself does not represent a definitive solution to the problebe possible.
of nuclear weapons”. The Treaty was conceived in the
1960s, as a temporary solution to the problem of nuclear Brazil defends the primacy of international law, and
proliferation, which could have led to an increase in th#hose principles and purposes enshrined in the Charter of
number of nuclear-armed countries and to multiplication @fie United Nations which speak for the sovereign equality
the risks of nuclear confrontation. In the ceremony aff States and against the use of force or the threat thereof
deposit of the instrument of accession, Minister Lampre&gainst the territorial integrity or political independence of
stated: any State. All weapons of mass destruction must be banned.
The international community should strive to reach the end
“Brazil therefore strongly rejects the notion thabf this century with the adoption of a time-bound agreement
nuclear weapons can bring security to any nation. Ghat will ensure the elimination of all weapons of mass
the contrary, they breed only tension and instabilitgestruction.
and constitute a major roadblock to international peace
and security. Our decision to accede to the Treaty on In emphasizing today the areas of non-proliferation and
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons flowsdisarmament we do not mean to reduce the importance of
precisely from our determination to pursue an evethe First Committee in the discussion of issues pertaining to
greater role in the area of international peace anternational peace and security and related aspects. At
security. As a member of the NPT, we will work moresome time in our future meetings we will have to turn to
actively and critically to ensure that peaceful nucleahe root causes of the conflicts erupting at the end of the
activities in non-nuclear weapon States antiventieth century. Race discrimination and poverty are
international cooperation in this field are not restrictedertainly among such causes. References were made to
and to help to eliminate the threat of nucleathem, both in the Security Council and in the General
weapons”. Assembly, in the recent discussion of the Secretary-
General’s report on the causes of conflict and the promotion
When the National Congress of Brazil approvedf sustainable development in Africa. As stated by my
accession to the NPT it also mandated the Administratiaielegation in that discussion, we must devise ways to
to pursue the objective of nuclear disarmament; that iisvolve the Economic and Social Council and other
enshrined in the very legislative decree that approved thgencies of the United Nations system in our struggle
Treaty. Brazilian representatives are thus instructed &gainst those causes of conflict. Let us prepare to renew our
participate in the activities relating to NPT membership, ifight against ethnic-based hatred and to seriously promote
particular the year 2000 Review Conference and itee eradication of poverty as we prepare for the new
preparatory work. millennium.

The joint declaration (A/53/138, annex) of 9 June  Mr. Baali (Algeria) (interpretation from French | am
1998, subscribed to by the Foreign Ministers of Braziljery pleased to congratulate you warmly, Sir, on your well-
Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, Soutbeserved election as Chairman of the First Committee. |
Africa and Sweden, launched the quest for a new agendaaiso congratulate the other members of the Bureau as well
the area of nuclear disarmament. It points towards as your predecessor, our colleague from Botswana, on the
nuclear-free world and reaffirms the belief that just limitingemarkable work accomplished during the previous session.
the spread of nuclear weapons is not enough. The NPT will
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| should also like to congratulate Mr. Jayantha  Moreover — and this is my third thought — every
Dhanapala on the results achieved since his nominationedfiort should be made to remove the causes of competition
the head of the Department for Disarmament Affairs, and tietween nuclear Powers and threshold States and to ensure
assure him of the full support and cooperation of mthat policies based on a balance of terror are obsolete. For
delegation. example, there must be an end to laboratory simulations,

and we must commit ourselves, as the International Court

The work of the present session is beginning undef Justice urges us in its advisory opinion of 8 July 1996,
special circumstances. Just a short time ago we wdme “pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion
welcoming the climate of détente generated by the end égotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all its
the cold war, which allowed us to make important advancesgspects under strict and effective international control”.
particularly with regard to the indefinite extension of th€A/51/4, para. 18P
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)
in 1995 and the signature by a large number of countries of For us — and here | come to my fourth thought —
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), a®n-proliferation makes sense and can be promoted only if
well as the conclusion of the Convention on the prohibitiothe promotion of nuclear disarmament is guaranteed at the
of anti-personnel landmines, which has already entered irgame time. Given that these two regimes are inextricably
force. However, recent developments in South Asia halieked, it is important that the nuclear Powers adopt
reminded us that in matters of disarmament, especiallyeasures to prove their determination to respect their
nuclear disarmament, much remains to be done if we aredommitments.
attain the objective of general and complete disarmament set
by the international community at the first special session My fifth thought concerns the degree of priority given
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. to nuclear disarmament. We are convinced that it must

remain, as the Group of 28 constantly repeats in Geneva,

Furthermore, these developments serve to strengtherd as the Non-Aligned Movement summit in Durban
our understanding that the non-proliferation regime still hatressed recently, the absolute priority and that it should
serious shortcomings which must be corrected if we want tontinue to receive the sustained attention of our
ensure that situations similar to those that have taken pla@eganization, especially of those bodies responsible for
in South Asia do not jeopardize the fragile edifice of nondisarmament, in order to induce the countries concerned to
proliferation. In this respect, | should like to share a fewake all the necessary concrete measures, within an agreed
thoughts with the Committee. time frame, to dismantle all nuclear weapons.

First, the argument that nuclear disarmament lies My final thought relates to the Conference on
within the domain of bilateral negotiation, with multilateralDisarmament. As the appropriate body for the negotiation
negotiation being of less importance, has been shown to difenormative texts in disarmament matters, it continues to
limited. Recent events have confirmed that the onlye, in our view, the only one able to give disarmament
framework that can deal with the problems of nucleaagreements a universal character and thus to guarantee the
disarmament and thereby provide all the guarantees amfnditions for their respect.
transparency, universality and credibility, while responding
to the expectations of the international community as a It was therefore logical that for all these reasons, being
whole, is that which is offered by multilateral negotiationconvinced of the need to rid the Earth once and for all of

all apocalyptic weapons and to give a new impetus to this

Secondly, this is even more true at a time whemportant body, Algeria proposed on 30 July the creation of
globalization is expanding to cover all human activities anah ad hoc committee on such weapons and an ad hoc
when the international community is confronted with globatommittee on banning the production of fissile material for
challenges on several fronts, above all that of securitthe production of nuclear weapons or other nuclear
which more than ever can only be collective security. Thusxplosive devices.
if we want to keep in step with world developments, we
cannot continue to think in terms of the centre enjoying  This initiative contributed to further reflection on the
peace and security while the periphery is condemned rwatter and, together with other proposals, led to the creation
instability and insecurity. by the Conference on Disarmament of an ad hoc committee

on fissile materials. The decision, although modest in view
of the task, makes possible negotiations aimed at banning
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the production of fissile materials for military use and In this regard, | wish to recall the appeal made at the
should facilitate the initiation of discussions on otheburban summit in September 1998 by the Non-Aligned
aspects linked to nuclear disarmament. Movement for the holding of an international conference,
preferably in 1999, to try to reach agreement before the end
One such aspect relates to the question of negatiwBthe century on a step-by-step programme for the total
security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States. Blimination of nuclear weapons in a given time-frame; on
country, which welcomes the creation this year of the banning of their production, acquisition, development,
negotiation mechanism on this issue, feels that recestockpiling, transfer, use or threat of their use; and, finally,
international developments should lead us to look seriousin their destruction.
into this question. It should be dealt with in a global
manner — that is, through an international convention The dynamism of disarmament only makes sense if it
drawn up by the Conference on Disarmament, which wouthcompasses what is for a growing number of States the
contain strict, unconditional guarantees. particularly important and delicate question of the
proliferation and illicit transfer of conventional weapons,
To consolidate this non-proliferation regime, thavhich is exacerbating new, violent trans-border phenomena
international community must encourage the creation efich as terrorism and drug-trafficking. While significant
nuclear-weapon-free zones. Algeria, the third African Staedforts have been made in conventional disarmament, efforts
to ratify, on 11 February last, the African nuclear-weapomwhich my country welcomes, they have only been brought
free zone Treaty, commonly called the “Pelindaba Treatytp bear on importing countries.
is still profoundly concerned, because the Middle East is so
near to Africa, and because of the close links between them, Through this exercise, we feel that we need to study
about the lack of progress on establishing a nuclear-weapdime illicit arms trade, whose effects are felt in many regions
free zone in the Middle East. We are all the moref the world. Thus, we need not so much to worry about the
concerned since all the Arab countries are parties to thpplication of moratoriums and codes of conduct established
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, whilby the producing countries, as to commit ourselves together
Israel continues to refuse to accede to it and, an even meoeonsidering the ways and means to stop and dismantle all
serious matter, refuses to submit its nuclear installationsttee hidden and uncontrolled networks that are providing
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards. criminals, traffickers and terrorists with their weapons of
death and destruction.
However, it is comforting to observe some positive
signs in the area of nuclear disarmament, such as the Itis important in this context to emphasize that States,
expansion of nuclear-weapon-free zones, which now cowshich are duty-bound to guarantee the protection and
more than 100 countries, linked by commitments in theecurity of citizens, should not be placed on an equal
context of these zones; the decision of India and Pakistanftmting with criminal groups whose objective is to
observe and respect a moratorium on nuclear testing; addstabilize States, undermine the values of democracy and
finally, their intention to sign the Comprehensive Nucleatterrorize civilian populations.
Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT). In this context, my country
welcomes the fact that Brazil has joined the NPT and the Algeria, which devotes only a small fraction of its
CTBT. gross domestic product to arms purchases, recognizes that
the question of conventional weapons proliferation should
The question of convening a fourth special session oéceive as much of the international community’s attention
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which onae that of other types of weapons. We wish, on this
again is on our agenda, has been the subject of carefigtasion, to reiterate our readiness to consider any initiative
study for several years, with no tangible results in spite of constructive action to that end. We therefore note our
last year's adoption by consensus of a resolution on thigerest in the Secretary-General's proposal that arms and
guestion submitted by the Non-Aligned Movement. It is oununitions expenses be lowered to 1.5 per cent of gross
hope that, transcending narrow national interests, we will l@emestic product. We also welcome his proposal that data
able to decide upon convening the session as soon b&scompiled, researched and published on the arms trade,
possible so that the international community is finally ableshich fuels most crime and terrorism. This task, we feel,
to make an objective evaluation of what has already beshould be undertaken by the Department for Disarmament
accomplished and what remains to be done to achieveAHairs.
more secure world for future generations.
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In the context of conventional disarmament, th&arth. At the mid-level of the world power constellation,
imminent entry into force of the Convention on thehere exist vast quantities of conventional armaments which,
Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, Production and Transfén scores of conflicts, have exacted an enormous toll in
of Anti-Personnel Mines and on Their Destructionhuman lives and material devastation.
following the fortieth State ratification, should not make us
forget that greater efforts remain to be made, without Paradoxically, at another level, in a vast portion of the
undermining what has already been accomplished, by tverld where the population lives in dire poverty, there
Conference on Disarmament, which we feel must strivexists a deprivation inexplicable in terms either of available
without further delay to prepare a negotiated instrument tesources or of money and ingenuity spent on armaments.
which most of the mine-producing countries would acced@lthough we have many ideas, plans and action

programmes to meet the basic needs of the mass of

The ad hoc committee on anti-personnel landminelsymanity, somehow such humane considerations have taken
whose negotiating mandate is almost ready for approvakcond place to the spending on wars and conflicts.
should be allowed to consider the question of mines which
continue to strike at the populations of many countries, It is true that the end of the cold war somewhat
including my own. In this respect, it is important toreduced the dangers posed by nuclear weapons and the
emphasize the unshirkable responsibility of the coloni#tireat of nuclear war. We can draw on the many positive
Powers for the damage caused by anti-personnel landmingsvelopments that have taken place in this crucial area.
They have the duty to participate in demining the dangétopefully, in the future, the declared willingness to initiate
zones by providing all the information necessary. START Il will lead to further significant reductions of

nuclear weapons. It is also satisfying to note that the

The First Committee’s work this year falls at a timesstablishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in various parts
when the questions generated by globalization are shakiofgthe world, covering a vast land mass and its peoples, has
our confidence and confusing our outlook. If there is ongecome an irreversible trend towards a nuclear-free world.
certainty, however, that cannot be shaken by present avdreover, there are also hopeful signs of the coming into
future upheavals, it is the need to move towards general diodce of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
complete disarmament, which alone can guarantee secu(®iBT) next year, after its required ratification by the
to all, and to establish greater stability for all peoples of th&gnatories.
world. May the work of the First Committee contribute to
those goals. Nevertheless, the ultimate guarantee for preventing

nuclear holocaust is the elimination of nuclear weapons.

Mr. Effendi (Indonesia): Let me begin by conveyingThus, these positive developments should not be perceived
my delegation’s congratulations to you, Sir, on youas diminishing the need for nuclear disarmament. There are
unanimous election as Chairman of the First Committe&orrying signs that nuclear weapons have made a
Our felicitations also go to the other members of theomeback. After steady progress since the Treaty between
Bureau. | wish also to express our gratitude to thidne United States of America and the Union of Soviet
representative of Botswana for the excellent guidance Becialist Republics on the Elimination of Their
provided at our previous session. Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, the

reduction and elimination of nuclear armaments have, in

One of the great contradictions of our times is that, agcent times, come to a halt. Rather than make further deep
the end of this century — a time span which has been mastuctions, some are solidifying their stockpiles and
dramatic in history and has enriched human life witkkonsolidating their weapons infrastructure. Modern designs
extraordinary achievements in the evolution of humasre being maintained and even upgraded into more
values as well as in science and technology — we hasephisticated weaponry and the focus continues to be on
witnessed the massive application of science and technolowgw rationalizations for the continued possession of nuclear
to vastly increase humankind’s capacity to inflict death angdleapons, rather than for abolishing them. Meanwhile, new
destruction on an unprecedented scale, rather thamclear-weapon tests have been conducted.
harnessing it to effectively address the age-old problem of
poverty. Consequently, we have failed to end the situation Denial and discrimination are also evident in the
of living in the midst of a chilling and unprecedentedliscussions concerning the question of a ban on fissile
phenomenon: At the peak of the world power structurejaterials. It is paradoxical to note that, while expressing
there exist enough nuclear weapons to destroy all life evillingness to end production of these materials, some are
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at the same time opposed to giving up existing stockat a common understanding on how to proceed with the task
There is no point in continuing to produce material that isf its convening. While taking into account the disparate
already available in huge quantities or if the ban appliegtempts made by the international community to limit
only to future production and no limits are set on the use afmaments in the post-cold-war era, SSOD IV will
previously produced materials. Such an approach woutteamline those endeavours, provide the opportunity to
preserve the status quo and would not contribute to thepraise the current global situation and assess the vital
strengthening of the non-proliferation regime or tdssues of implementation or non-implementation of
disarmament. decisions, resolutions and treaties. Such an assessment will
be useful and instructive, as valuable conclusions can be
It is evident now that, three years after the indefinitdrawn from the achievements and failures of the past 10
extension of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclearears, and it will be an opportunity to acknowledge the
Weapons (NPT) and after the second session of thegative aspects and setbacks and thereby give new impetus
Preparatory Committee for the 2000 Review Conference tf our continuing efforts. In these efforts, the reports of the
States Parties to the Treaty, the Treaty has not led us tDBarmament Commission and the Conference on
more credible non-proliferation regime. Indeed, the failulBisarmament as well as the status of negotiations in
to undertake any significant or objective discussion duilateral and multilateral forums will provide significant
nuclear disarmament since the indefinite extension of thgput.
NPT makes it clear that the indefinite extension was a goal
in itself and not a means to implement what was agreed Indonesia would endorse an agenda that includes basic
upon. The confidence of non-nuclear-weapon States in thenciples and general guidelines for the elimination of
strengthened commitment of the nuclear-weapon Statesnteclear armaments while recognizing the importance of
the full implementation of the Treaty has been severelymiting conventional armaments. We also expect that
eroded. The rejection of the proposal for a step-by-st&SOD IV will pronounce itself unambiguously on the need
approach for the elimination of nuclear arsenals und&r enhance and strengthen the role of the United Nations in
multilateral auspices is contrary to the commitmentdisarmament and on practical measures to increase the
undertaken in the principles and objectives for nucleaffectiveness of existing machinery. The reports of the
non-proliferation and disarmament adopted at the 1995 NBisarmament Commission submitted during the past two
Review and Extension Conference. The Review Conferengears contain a list of agenda items for SSOD IV which
of the year 2000 will therefore be an event of majowarrant our serious consideration. These and other proposals
importance for the international community and should n¢éken together, and given the necessary political will, would
be reduced to “business as usual”. offer heightened prospects for the emergence of a consensus
on the objectives and agenda of SSOD IV and the drafting
It is now 10 years since the third special session of thaf a forward-looking plan of action that may lead to its
General Assembly devoted to disarmament was convenednvening in the foreseeable future. We could thus further
and more than five years have elapsed since the last nucldsr cause of arms limitation and disarmament.
arms reduction treaty came into force. Still the Conference
on Disarmament has been stymied for lack of progress on In conclusion, in the post-cold-war era new approaches
nuclear and related issues. Meanwhile, a myriad afust replace the old and outdated doctrines. Priorities
unresolved issues has continued to be of pre-eminestitould continue to be given to new and more stabilizing
concern, calling for a reassessment of our disarmameatuctions, with the aims of eliminating nuclear weapons,
agenda as well as the formulation of new strategies aadesting the acquisition of advanced weapons of mass
approaches. There is also an imperative need to continual&struction, maintaining the credibility of the non-
build on the agreements already reached and for concertgdliferation regime, achieving a ban on fissile materials
efforts towards unresolved issues, which should tmnd concluding an international convention against the use
addressed at the fourth special session on disarmamenthreat of use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear
(SSOD 1V), as they represent a continuing threat tBtates. In these endeavours, we have ample guidance: the
international peace and security. proposal of the non-aligned countries for a programme of
action for the elimination of nuclear weapons, submitted in
For Indonesia and other non-aligned countries, tH©96 (A/C.1/51/12, annex); the report of the Canberra
guestion of convening SSOD IV is of exceptionalCommission of 1996; and the joint declaration (A/53/138,
importance. The position taken by the Non-Aligneénnex) of last June by the Foreign Ministers of eight nations
Movement offers a broad and viable framework for arrivingntitled “Towards a nuclear-weapon-free world: the need for
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a new agenda”. They contain realistic and achievable In his recent statement to the General Assembly,
proposals to ensure that the international community neédpanese Prime Minister Obuchi described these events as
not endure the frightening prospect of the indefinitan enormous challenge to the non-proliferation regime. In
possession of these weapons. Equally important, they cstlessing the crucial importance of strengthening that
for multilaterally negotiated instruments to make nucleaegime, he noted that the following five objectives
weapons reductions irreversible and move towards theiemanded urgent attention: first, universal adherence to the
internationally verifiable abolition. Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT);
secondly, strict export controls on equipment, material and
Mr. Hayashi (Japan): At the outset, on behalf of theechnologies relating to nuclear weapons and missiles, in
Japanese delegation, | would like to extend to yowrder to ensure non-proliferation; thirdly, the prevention of
Mr. Chairman, my warmest congratulations on youiurther nuclear testing through universal support for the
assumption of the chairmanship of the First Committe€TBT; fourthly, further progress in nuclear disarmament by
during its fifty-third session. Your diplomatic experiencahe nuclear-weapon States; and, fifthly, early conclusion of
and skill, as well as your knowledge of disarmament issuagsgotiations on a fissile material cut-off treaty.
qualities that were amply demonstrated at the Conference on
Disarmament in Geneva, will greatly help us conduct Japan considers the recent nuclear testing extremely
fruitful discussions in this Committee. The tasks before wserious, because it has posed a challenge to the NPT and
have particular significance this year, and | wish to assuweould undermine its very foundation. We consider the NPT
you of my delegation’s full support and cooperation as yaw be the basic framework for global nuclear disarmament
lead the work of this Committee to a successful conclusioand non-proliferation. Against this background, the recent
nuclear testing by India and Pakistan, neither of which is a
Since the end of the cold war the internationgbarty to the Treaty, is a bold challenge to the international
community has been facing the difficult task of establishingpmmunity. The States parties to the NPT are committed to
a new world order for international peace and securitthe elimination of nuclear weapons through, on the one
Although we have not been entirely successful, it shoulthnd, a renunciation by the non-nuclear-weapon States of
also be noted that our earnest and strenuous efforts havy intention to develop nuclear weapons and, on the other
borne some fruit, such as the Chemical Weapomand, the reduction and eventual elimination by nuclear-
Convention, the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treateapon-States of their nuclear weapons. In other words, the
(CTBT) and the Ottawa Convention on anti-personn®PT is not a framework under which the nuclear-weapon-
landmines. While it is true that treaty negotiations and theBtates are permitted to perpetually possess such weapons,
conclusion are important, it is equally important that thewhose possession is prohibited to other countries. As many
gain universal adherence and are effectively and fulps 187 countries subscribe to this idea, with the result that
implemented. We should not be complacent and settle filue NPT has gained the largest number of States parties of
anything less. any treaty in the world.

It is also noteworthy that the Conference on  Having said that, Japan does not in any way support
Disarmament re-established the Ad Hoc Committee dhe view that we must accept the testing as a fait accompli
Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nucleand act accordingly. Rather, it attaches great importance to
Weapon States against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclé&wcurity Council resolution 1172 (1998), which was adopted
Weapons and set up the Ad Hoc Committee on a tredgllowing the tests. The Government of Japan also
banning the production of fissile material for nucleawelcomes the strong and definitive message that the
weapons and other nuclear explosive devices. It algdernational community sent through the communiqués of
nominated six Special Coordinators this year, and thike five Powers and the Group of Eight.
substantive and constructive discussions were conducted by
each Special Coordinator. Now let me explain the initiatives my Government has

taken to strengthen non-proliferation and promote nuclear

While there have been genuine achievements in tdéesarmament.
disarmament field, India and Pakistan shocked the world by
conducting nuclear tests that run directly counter to First, immediately following the nuclear testing,
international endeavours for disarmament andhpan’s then Foreign Minister Obuchi, now Prime Minister,
non-proliferation. proposed that an international forum be established on an

urgent basis to consider possible measures to bring India
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and Pakistan to renounce their nuclear weapons programmes While the scope and structure of the fissile material
and to study appropriate ways and means of strengtheningaty are still to be negotiated, Japan is confident that the
the global non-proliferation regime and promoting nucledran on the production of fissile material will serve as a
disarmament. Subsequently the forum was named the Tolgignificant measure for both nuclear disarmament and
Forum on Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament, amtbn-proliferation.
the first session was held in August, with the participation
of a number of prominent experts, both governmental and Among the various issues which should be addressed
academic, from around the world. The Forum is expectefliring the negotiations on a fissile material production ban
to submit a report containing concrete and constructiteeaty, the question of how to deal with stockpiles will be
recommendations which will serve as guidelines for futurene of the most contentious. Japan believes the problem of
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament efforts. fissile material stockpiles is too important to set aside, and
will require intensive deliberations on the most appropriate
Secondly, the Japanese Government will introduceveay of dealing with it.
resolution on nuclear disarmament at this session of the
First Committee. The Japanese Government submitted for In addition to the question of stockpiles, there may be
the first time in 1994 a draft resolution on the ultimatesome technical issues that have yet to be solved. In this
elimination of nuclear weapons, to demonstrate a cleapnnection, the Japanese Government organized a seminar
commitment on the part of the majority of Member Statesn the “Technical Aspects of the Cut-Off Treaty” that was
to the elimination of nuclear weapons, and to prepateld last May in Geneva. We would welcome initiatives by
favourable ground for the NPT Review and Extensioather countries for the same purpose. The Government of
Conference the following year. The “Principles andapan, having a wide range of knowledge and experience in
Obijectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmamentthe field of peaceful uses of nuclear energy, will continue
adopted at that Conference in 1995, reflected this idea atadcontribute constructively to negotiations on this issue.
referred explicitly to the ultimate goal of “the ultimate ...
elimination of nuclear weapongNPT/CONF.1995/32 (Part A fissile material treaty is undoubtedly the next
1), Decision 2, fourth preambular paragrapls a common multilateral step, but it is certainly not the final one.
goal of the international community. Since then th€onsidering that it has taken several decades for the idea of
successive resolutions introduced each year have beeban on the production of fissile material to develop to the
adopted with the support of the overwhelming majority gboint at which actual negotiations have begun, we believe
Member States, including, last year, all the nuclear- weapdris not at all premature to start deliberations on a possible
States. Based on these achievements, the Governmenstep or steps to follow the fissile material cut-off treaty. In
Japan intends to put forward a new draft resolution thtkis light, it should be noted that the Conference on
year, with a view to gaining a global commitment to th®isarmament conducted serious discussions on how to deal
goal of a world free of nuclear weapons. with issues related to nuclear disarmament, through
presidential consultations. The Government of Japan highly
Although that goal is widely shared, there is appreciates the efforts made by the successive Presidents of
divergence of opinion on the ways and means of achievitige Conference on Disarmament in this regard, and hopes
it. The Japanese Government has been advocating a steptbgt these consultations will soon produce an appropriate
step approach of taking concrete and realistic measures &md effective mechanism for the discussion of additional
achieving nuclear disarmament. From this point of view, thaultilateral measures to promote nuclear disarmament.
next step following the CTBT should be a treaty banning
the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons and Nuclear disarmament is a responsibility that must be
other nuclear explosive devices, as envisaged in the 198tared by the international community as a whole. On the
“Principles and Objectives”. other hand, it is undeniable that the nuclear-weapon States
must assume the major responsibility. In this context,
Japan welcomes the Conference on Disarmamentisclear reduction measures by the two largest nuclear-
decision to establish an ad hoc Committee on this issweeapon States, the United States and the Russian
Although the Ad Hoc Committee could not commencé&ederation, are the most important. Japan appreciates the
negotiations this year, the Conference on Disarmameathievements of those two States to date and calls for the
should re-establish it early in the next year’s session so thattry into force of START Il and the commencement of
the substantive negotiations can begin as soon as possihkgotiations on START Il as early as possible.
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It is noted that a number of nuclear disarmamermts a vision for the future. As the next Review Conference
measures have recently been carried out by some nucleait take place when the new millennium is about to unfold,
weapon States. The strategic defence review initiative bywould like to propose that it would be particularly
the United Kingdom is one such example. Any unilaterapportune for the year 2000 Conference to herald a clear
action by the nuclear-weapon States for the reduction wfion of our aspirations for nuclear non-proliferation and
their nuclear arsenals is welcome and creates disarmament in the twenty-first century.
environment conducive to further nuclear disarmament
measures by others. Let me briefly touch upon the CTBT. | take note of

the statements recently made by the Prime Minister of

Another measure worth mentioning is the agreemeRtBkistan and the Prime Minister of India to the General
reached between the United States and the Russissembly on this issue. We consider those statements to be
Federation on the management and disposal of excessivepositive step forward, although they contain some
supplies of plutonium. This decision is surely going in thambiguities. Hoping that their words will be reflected in
right direction. concrete action, the Government of Japan strongly calls

upon India, Pakistan and the Democratic People’s Republic

Nevertheless, progress on nuclear disarmament in thieKorea to sign and ratify the CTBT, and upon other States
past few years has been slow and has fallen short of tiwhich have not yet done so to ratify it, so that it can enter
expectations of the international community. It is earnestlgto force as soon as possible.
hoped that nuclear disarmament efforts will be accelerated
and intensified. In the regrettable event that the Treaty cannot be

brought into force in the three years after its opening for

As nuclear disarmament is an issue affecting the entisggnature, a conference will need to be convened in 1999 to
world, non-nuclear-weapon States have the legitimate rightomote the earliest possible achievement of that goal.
to be informed of progress and efforts being made in this
area. Japan welcomes the efforts made by the nuclear- | would next like to turn my attention to conventional
weapon States to that end at the second session of #eapons. In a number of regional conflicts it is
Preparatory Committee for the NPT Review Conferencepnventional arms that are actually being used, maiming
and continues to emphasize the importance of such efforasd killing thousands of people each year. Japan believes

that a ban on anti-personnel landmines is a matter of

Let me now turn to the NPT review process. It is oupriority for the international community, and wholeheartedly
long-standing and firm belief that the NPT has been amwdelcomes the entry into force of both the Ottawa
will continue to be the cornerstone of nuclear disarmamei@onvention and the amended Protocol Il to the Convention
Both universality and full implementation of the Treaty aren Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW). Japan has
essential in order to consolidate the NPT regime. Already concluded the Protocol, and we deposited the
significant step towards universality was made with th@strument of acceptance of the Ottawa Convention on 30
accession of Brazil, increasing the number of States part®sptember this year. The Government of Japan calls upon
to 187. all countries which have not yet done so to conclude these

two international instruments on anti-personnel landmines

As for ensuring full implementation, it is appropriateas soon as possible.
to make use of the strengthened NPT review process, which
was agreed as part of the decision on the indefinite The complete ban on anti-personnel landmines in
extension of the Treaty. It was disappointing that thaccordance with the Ottawa Convention must be our goal.
Preparatory Committee at its second session was not abldttis also true, however, that no small number of countries
adopt a report on the substantive issues. The statusfiofl it difficult at present to accept a complete ban. Against
implementation at present falls far short of the expectatiottsis background, the Government of Japan is of the view
expressed in 1995. that the conclusion of a treaty which prohibits the transfer

of anti-personnel landmines will be a realistic and

The Review Conference in the year 2000 is of vitadignificant measure, and thus supports the draft mandate by
importance, because it will provide the first opportunity téhe Special Coordinator on anti-personnel landmines in the
assess the implementation of the Treaty since the decisidanference on Disarmament for an ad hoc committee to
on its indefinite extension was taken. In order to attain theegotiate such a treaty. The Government of Japan hopes
goal of the NPT, we should have a sense of history as witlat a consensus will be reached on this draft mandate next
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year and looks forward to the early commencement ofégime should be the “challenge investigation”. It should
negotiations. also be stressed that the understanding of, and cooperation
with, related national industries will be essential to ensuring
The international community is becoming increasinglgmooth implementation of the BWC verification regime.
aware of the tragic loss of life caused by small arms amsgainst this background, and as emphasized in the
light weapons in numerous domestic and regional conflicktatement made by our representative in the ministerial
around the world. Having recognized the magnitude of thimeeting, Japan is willing to participate constructively in the
problem years ago, the Government of Japan proposeehotiations with a view to concluding them at an early
setting up the United Nations Panel of Governmentahte.
Experts on Small Arms, and is gratified by the growing
interest in addressing this issue. From 7 to 9 September this While the international community strives to maintain
year the Government of Japan hosted the Tokyo Workshapd ensure peace and security, it is regrettable that action
on Small Arms, to which it invited the members of thavhich is contrary to these international efforts was taken in
follow-up group of the Panel of Governmental Experts oAsia. The recent missile launch by the Democratic People’s
Small Arms with a view to assisting them in their importanRepublic of Korea, whether or not it was an attempt to
work. Japan also welcomes the proposal by Switzerland lsunch a satellite into orbit, not only caused serious concern
host in the year 2000 an international conference on thar the security of North-East Asia, but also renewed our
illicit arms trade in all its aspects. concern over the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction and their delivery vehicles.
Although international rules on weapons of mass
destruction have been agreed, there is no such legal Before concluding my statement, | would like to
framework for reducing or preventing excessive anelxpress my appreciation for the role of the United Nations
destabilizing accumulations and transfers of small arms aReégional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia and the
light weapons. It is high time for the whole world to coméPacific. The Centre has been actively engaged in a number
together to tackle the problem of small arms and mow# programmes, known as the Kathmandu process, for
toward establishing a possible international norm. Thdisarmament and regional stability. It plans to organize a
Government of Japan is of the view that it should includenited Nations disarmament conference in Nagasaki next
both reduction and prevention aspects based upon the 1983hth to conduct discussions focused on nuclear non-
report of the Small Arms Panel. proliferation and disarmament. | trust that these activities
will be continued and further promoted.
Increasing transparency in armaments in order to
reduce tensions is another important task. The United | would like to reiterate the Government of Japan’s
Nations Register of Conventional Arms has greatlfirm belief that disarmament can only be achieved by taking
contributed to confidence building among nations bgteady and concrete measures. While we must bear in mind
enhancing transparency. While about 90 countries, includitige noble aim of disarmament, it is no less important that
major exporting countries, participate in this system eaate be realistic. This should be our guide as we tackle the
year, about half the Member States of the United Natioissue of disarmament, keeping in sight where we are now,
continue to stand aside from this international effort. Th&hat our final goal is and what the next best step should be.
Government of Japan calls upon all Members to participalte is my sincerest hope that constructive and fruitful
in the system. At the same time, it believes that this systediscussions will be conducted along this line in the First
including the categorization of armaments, can be review&@bmmittee this year. For its part, the Government of Japan
and improved, for example, by introducing information owill make every effort to contribute to achieving our
military holdings. common goal.

Allow me to touch upon another category of weapons  The Chairman (interpretation from French): | call on
of mass destruction: biological weapons. The Governmethie Observer of Switzerland.
of Japan welcomes the steady progress being made in the
negotiations on the protocol of the Biological Weapons  Mr. Hofer (Switzerland) interpretation from French
Convention (BWC). We also appreciate the added politicelwould like to congratulate you, Sir, on your election to
impetus that these negotiations were given by the informathair the First Committee and to assure you of Switzerland's
ministerial meeting held on 23 September in New Yorkvholehearted support. My delegation is particularly pleased
Japan believes that the central pillar of the verificatioat your assumption of your high office. Your role, like that
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of Belgium, of promoting a pragmatic approach to nucledhe universal ban on biological weapons. My Government
disarmament, and your commitment to a total ban axpects significant progress to be made in this respect in the
anti-personnel mines, guarantee fruitful results for thisoming year. | would also like to take this opportunity to
session. indicate that Switzerland would welcome it if the future
institution to monitor the ban on biological weapons were
The balance sheet of disarmament and arms controliased in Geneva, where this new body would benefit from
the past 12 months reveals a contrasting situation. Progressnerous synergies and from a working environment
has been made with the adoption of practical disarmameatiored to its important missions.
measures, particularly in matters of transparency and the
verification of the elimination of certain arms categories,  Although the devastating risks of the weapons | have
but that progress does not give cause for complacency. Tdleeady spoken about demand a high degree of vigilance on
First Committee must therefore evaluate these developmetfits part of the international community, the greatest human
in depth in order to establish priorities for the coming yeatragedies are today associated with the use of conventional
bearing in mind, in particular, the spirit of the commitments/eapons. In this respect, | would like to raise the question
on general and complete disarmament contained in articdganti-personnel landmines. My Government is pleased that
VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclearthe Convention on the total prohibition of these mines, the
Weapons (NPT). Ottawa Convention, is scheduled to enter into force on 1
March 1999. It has also noted, with appreciation,
Among the positive developments in disarmamemlozambique’s willingness to host the first conference of the
negotiations, | would like to point out the efforts made bytates parties in Maputo. Switzerland will support this
the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, which, aftecanference by, among other things, facilitating the
period of stagnation, has rediscovered its essential callingrticipation of delegations from developing countries.
namely, the negotiation of multilateral treaties. This result
was made possible by the adoption of a programme of work  The entry into force of the Ottawa Convention is only
that underlined the importance of nuclear disarmament. Thee milestone on the long path towards the total elimination
Conference also set up a special committee for tlodthe scourge represented by anti-personnel mines. In fact,
preparation of a treaty banning the production of fissilthe full effectiveness of this Convention will depend on its
materials for military purposes. These two decisionsnplementation being coordinated on an international scale.
constitute a political advance which Switzerland welcome$he United Nations should play a key role in this process.
even though no actual arms reduction has resulted fromtifs in this spirit that the Swiss Government has decided to
to date. After the opening of the 1999 session, theet up in Geneva an International Centre for Humanitarian
Conference on Disarmament, if it wishes to attain it®emining. The enlarged Council of the Centre, with
objectives, should pursue its negotiations with determinatioapresentatives from more than 15 Governments, will meet
and take up the same operational declarations and decisidos. the first time on 20 November 1998. One of the
cornerstones of this institution is the establishment of a
The expansion of the membership of the Conferencemputer network linking United Nations demining centres
remains a topical issue. At the last session the Conferenoerder to provide specialized United Nations units all over
was unfortunately unable to approve the intermediatee world with the information required to accelerate and
solution proposed by the Special Coordinator. Switzerlanperfect demining programmes. Moreover, the second
which welcomes efforts towards a qualified universalitygonference of the directors of United Nations demining
still maintains that the Coordinator's plan represententres will be organized in Geneva next February, bringing
considerable progress, and would like the presidency atugjether international organizations and non-governmental
the members of the Conference to pursue consultatiomganizations.
before the end of this year so that the decision to welcome
five new members can be made at the first meeting next Outlawing anti-personnel mines and putting them out
year. of service must not make us forget their destructive effects.
There are today gaps in the planning of assistance for the
The Ad Hoc Group charged with the negotiations teictims. For this reason, the Swiss authorities have taken the
strengthen the Biological Weapons Convention has nioitiative, in agreement with the United Nations
proceeded at the pace expected by my Governmehmternational Children’'s Emergency Fund (UNICEF) and the
Switzerland plays an active part in the Group's work, in thé&/orld Health Organization (WHO) in particular, of
interest of establishing an effective mechanism to monitdeveloping a concept for helping the victims of mines that
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could be integrated into the health policies of the countries The ammunition used in small arms is obviously
concerned. It is a matter of adapting those policies in ordimked to the problems | have just mentioned. In this regard,
to reduce the intolerable suffering of the victims in a widelr would like to refer to the next review conference of
public health context. These ideas are contained inparties to the 1980 Convention on Prohibitions or
document entitled “Berne Manifesto — Assistance for MinRestrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons
Victims”. My Government appeals to interested countried/hich May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to
and international organizations to join it in this project. Have Indiscriminate Effects. Last year, Switzerland
organized a seminar on that conference. My country is
The proliferation of light weapons and small arms isnaking efforts in this field, and will invite the States parties
also a source of concern to my authorities. This highlp the Convention and the members of the Conference on
complex area does not lend itself to solutions comparable@isarmament to a expert seminar to be held next year in
those found in the Ottawa Convention. We must therefoiidhun on questions of the methodology of ballistic testing.
look for new solutions with the same determination. In
Switzerland’s view, a coherent multidisciplinary concept  With regard to nuclear disarmament, a reduction in
should be developed in order to reduce and prevent thesenals is being envisaged through a decrease in the
accumulation and transfer of light weapons, as well as theiomber of strategic warheads and a review of nuclear
illegal use. programmes, like that now under way in the United
Kingdom. On the other hand, unfortunately, we still await
The Swiss Government supports several initiatives the ratification of the START Il Treaty by the Russian
this effect and, in particular, is striving to encourage thEeederation. The Swiss Government reaffirms that it remains
work done within the framework of the United Nationsconvinced of the necessity of making every conceivable
Moreover, my country is associated with the process thetffort towards the universal abolition of nuclear arms. In
started at the first intergovernmental meeting on small arnpmrticular, Switzerland maintains that steps towards the
held at Oslo in July this year, which was followed by a&limination of nuclear weapons, such as those referred to in
meeting in New York organized by Canada and Norwayhe statement issued at London on 9 June 1998 by the
My country is also following with interest the internationaforeign ministers of eight countries, will open new prospects
conference now taking place in Belgium on the impact dbr disarmament.
small arms on sustainable development.
The second session of the Preparatory Committee for
Switzerland is working on a project for a system othe 2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on
international transparency that would include severtiie Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) did not
obligations, among them the obligation to mark small armgeld any concrete results, and we deeply regret this.
and to declare their production, transfer and storage, Switzerland, which would like the international fight against
order in particular to contribute towards the fight againstuclear proliferation to be marked by a drive to increase its
illicit trafficking. Further to the process started in Oslo, meffectiveness, expects the next session of the Preparatory
country therefore intends to organize a follow-up meetingommittee to create a solid consensual basis for the Review
next year devoted to the marking of small arms and to tl@onference.
system of transparency.
It is imperative that the States parties to the NPT send
In view of the urgency and scope of the problema clear and unequivocal political signal on the principles of
raised by small arms, Switzerland is of the opinion that the Treaty, particularly in response to the disturbing events
would be useful to coordinate the various initiatives in thighat occurred in South Asia in May. The Swiss Government
area. Here the United Nations could play a central role. Myas expressed its profound regret at the nuclear tests carried
Government would in fact be ready to host a conference@ut by India and by Pakistan, which it regards as
Geneva, as soon as possible, on all forms of illicit trade imjustifiable. In a wider context, an end must be put to the
small arms. Such a conference, which is among tlspiral of regional tensions and problems; these must be
recommendations of the Panel of Governmental Experts settled peacefully. Switzerland, which has taken note with
Small Arms chaired by Ambassador Mitsurio Donowaki ofelief of the resumption announced for this week of a
Japan, could lead to the formulation of a general plan sfructured dialogue between India and Pakistan, recalls that
action against such weapons. it is ready to support these contacts. We hail the efforts of
the Secretary-General, Mr. Kofi Annan, and congratulate
him on his support for this process.
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The nuclear tests carried out by India and by Pakistarations, which is enshrined in the United Nations Charter,
highlighted the essential non-proliferation role of the NPMust be assured at the lowest possible level of conventional
and the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTB®@rmament and without recourse to weapons of mass
In this respect, Switzerland will be following with interestdestruction. For, whatever the inequalities and inadequacies
the commitments made by India and by Pakistan throughi the current regime, the alternative — a world in which
their statements to the General Assembly this Septembeach and every State could claim the right to arm itself with
and urgently appeals to these two countries to join thehatever weapons it deemed necessary for its national
CTBT. security — is one from which the international community

has rightly recoiled for the past 50 or more years.

| am eager in conclusion to reiterate Switzerland’s firm
support of the irreplaceable role of the United Nations in  Any survey of the progress made to date in the field
the sphere of international security. Its activities promotaf arms control and disarmament will inevitably lead to two
disarmament and arms control, and my country is ready key conclusions. The first is self-evident: there is more
offer the Organization all the support it requires for thisvork to be done, much more. The second is perhaps easier
purpose. to overlook: in the face of periodic setbacks and challenges,

it is vitally important and in the security interests of all

Mr. Campbell (Australia): Let me first congratulate countries that we stay the course on arms control and
you, Sir, on your election to the chairmanship of the Firgtisarmament; that we not take for granted the value of what
Committee at this session. We are confident that under ychas been achieved to date; and that we maintain broad-
expert guidance and direction the Committee is assuredhzsed political commitment to the norms and institutions we
productive and forward-looking outcomes. You will havdnave put in place or are preparing to build.
our full support.

In the area of weapons of mass destruction, there is no

The past year has withessed a number of developmedtibt that the developments in South Asia these past
which pose a challenge to our arms control agenda. Indemdnths have posed a challenge to the non-proliferation
there are some commentators who would have us belieegime and the instrument which is at its heart, the Treaty
that the nuclear tests conducted by India and by Pakistanoin the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). The
May of this year have fundamentally changed thgear 2000 Review Conference of the States Parties to the
parameters of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmameiiteaty will be a very significant event and one where the
pointing us away from cooperation, arms control aninplications of the Indian and Pakistani tests will have to be
disarmament towards confrontation, arms races and the ragkdressed.
of nuclear war. To add weight to their argument, they cite
the increase in ballistic missile development in South Asia  Australia does not subscribe to the assessments which
and by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea arndd to those tests, least of all the spurious argument that
Iran, and the challenges to inspection and verificatiahey could be justified by the alleged lack of progress by
agreements posed by Iraq. the nuclear-weapon States in meeting their article VI

commitments. Nor do we believe that the testing of nuclear

Unwelcome as these developments are, Australidevices was the right response to India and Pakistan's
while not underestimating the difficulty of the task ahead afecurity concerns, real or perceived. Indeed, we consider
us, does not share such apocalyptic visions. For one thitigat the national security outlook of both countries, their
we in no way minimize the remarkable achievements oégional neighbours and the international community have
recent decades — lent added impetus by the end of the celdfered greatly as a result of those tests. It is now for the
war — which have resulted in the conclusion of maninternational community to examine where we go from here
bilateral, regional and international arms-control agreemenis. order to establish the peace and stability required in
For another, while we acknowledge the tensions that exBbuth Asia in such a way that those countries in the region
between the proponents of non-proliferation and those db not feel they need a nuclear deterrent, as well as to
disarmament as to which should have primacy, we stronglgpair the damage done to the international non-proliferation
believe that we have made, and can continue to makegime to which the quasi-totality of the General Assembly
remarkable progress on both fronts. subscribes.

Our task surely must be to work with determination  Since the tests in May there has been some progress in
towards a situation where the right to self-defence of athis direction. Australia welcomes the recent statements by
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India and Pakistan in the Assembly indicating that both  The nuclear non-proliferation regime, the cornerstone
countries are moving towards adherence to tha which is the NPT, is of fundamental importance to the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT). Theecurity of Australia and its region. The sixth Review
statements by the two Prime Ministers vindicate once agdionference of the NPT, which will take place in April and
the value of the CTBT as a benchmark of internationallylay 2000, will be one of the most important in the history
acceptable behaviour in the area of nuclear testing, aofl the Treaty. The third meeting of its Preparatory
Australia urges both countries to take the necessary step€mmmittee in April next year will be a critical step towards
sign and ratify the CTBT as soon as possible and withohtiilding an outcome to the 2000 Review Conference which
any conditions. Ratification of the CTBT by India andenables the non-proliferation regime successfully to address
Pakistan would be a critical step along the path towardse most challenging period in its 30-year history. The
bringing the CTBT into force, and we earnestly urge therhallenges confronting the regime arise from the Indian and
to take it without delay. Pakistani nuclear tests; Iraq’'s attempts to undermine the
authority of the United Nations Special Commission
But the rest of us — the 150-odd States that have §dNSCOM); and recent actions by the Democratic People's
far signed the CTBT — do not need to await ratification byRepublic of Korea which put the 1994 Agreed Framework
India and Pakistan and entry into force as we work toetween the United States and that country in jeopardy.
maintain the strength and momentum of the CTBT.
Indispensable starting points are to encourage the widest Australia’s goal for the sixth Review Conference is to
possible signatures and ratifications and to build up treehieve an outcome which will enhance further the strength
institutional fabric of the CTBT Organization. In particularand effectiveness of the nuclear non-proliferation regime.
it is important to ensure the fulfilment of the TreatyWe believe that this general goal will be attained through
specification that the verification regime be operational lihe achievement of the following series of subsidiary
entry into force, through continued strong support, botbbjectives to be attained by the time of the 2000 Review
political and financial, for the development and operation @onference: first, in the wake of Brazil's welcome
the International Monitoring System, the heart of thaccession to the Treaty, further evidence of Treaty parties’
Treaty’s verification regime. resolve to consolidate and promote progress towards
universal membership of the Treaty; secondly, further
Together with New Zealand and Mexico, Australia wilprogress towards the realization of the disarmament
be sponsoring a clear, simple draft resolution in whicbommitments embodied in article VI of the Treaty,
members of the Assembly will be invited to reaffirm theiincluding through substantive progress in the negotiations in
unequivocal commitment to the CTBT and the non-testirthe Conference on Disarmament for a fissile material cut-off
norm it embodies. We look forward to working with othettreaty, significant further progress towards implementing the

delegations to ensure its adoption by consensus. CTBT and bringing it into force and substantive progress in
negotiations for a START Ill agreement following the
The very welcome resumption of bilateral dialogue bgxpected ratification of START Il by the Russian

India and Pakistan and their agreement in the Conferencefeederation; thirdly, entry into force of a significant number
Disarmament to the commencement of fissile material caf additional protocols to International Atomic Energy
off negotiations are also significant and welcomégency (IAEA) safeguards agreements and significant
developments. We also have a firm expectation that bgphogress towards the integration of classical and the
India and Pakistan will make further moves to demonstrastrengthened safeguards systems as the international
clear support for the international nuclear and norsafeguards norm; fourthly, further progress in the
proliferation and disarmament regime, particularly bestablishment and strengthening of nuclear-weapon-free
adhering to the benchmarks laid down in Security Coundibnes; fifthly, significant progress towards universal
resolution 1172 (1998) of 6 June 1998. acceptance of the nuclear export control regimes as a
necessary and legitimate mechanism for the effective
Consistent with that resolution and the interests afplementation of Treaty obligations; sixthly, a strong
national, regional and global security, we would also hopeaffirmation of the support of the Treaty parties for the
that both countries will work towards renouncing théAEA and its role as the Agency responsible for verifying
nuclear option and joining the Nuclear Non-Proliferatiothe fulfilment of parties’ obligations under the Treaty and
Treaty. in facilitating the further development of the applications of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes; and, lastly, an
agreement on an appropriate expression of NPT parties’
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views about, and commitment to, resolving nucledreaty will establish a central and indispensable element in
proliferation concerns in the Middle East. any verification regime for a world free of nuclear weapons.

At the same time, we believe the Review Conference An imaginative, creative and flexible approach will be
should adopt a new set of principles and objectives to guideeded in the negotiations if we are to craft an instrument
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament endeavours in thich, on the basis of the Shannon Report and mandate, is
period leading up to the seventh NPT Review Conferentily non-discriminatory, multilateral and effectively
in 2005. This would be consistent with the spirit ofverifiable.

Decision 1 of the 1995 Review and Extension Conference

that the new strengthened review process should be At the outset of my comments on the negotiations to

forward-looking. strengthen the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC),
Australia would like to acknowledge the commitment and

The decision by the Conference on Disarmament skill of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, Ambassador
August this year to commence negotiations on a fissildbor Toth, whose work throughout the year has been
material cut-off treaty represented the starting point towardstical to progress so far. We have come some distance
realization of a long-held and high-priority goal of thesince the rolling text was adopted and the hard work of
Australian Government. We have made it clear oresolving key differences got under way. Having said that,
numerous occasions that we view such a treaty as the nlxistralia, along with many other delegations, has
important step in the multilateral nuclear non-proliferatioexperienced a sense of frustration at the inevitably slow
and disarmament agenda, following the conclusion of thogress on this difficult negotiation. For that reason, in
CTBT. The start of substantive negotiations in th&larch 1998 Foreign Minister Downer proposed a number
Conference on Disarmament early next year will send arf ideas to enhance the political profile of the negotiation
important signal that the international community has faitwith a view to ensuring its successful conclusion at the
in the resilience of the nuclear non-proliferation anéarliest possible date.
disarmament regime and that it is committed to the
principles and objectives which emerged from the 1995 After extensive consultations with delegations involved
NPT Review and Extension Conference. Completion ofia the negotiations as to what steps might be most helpful,
fissile material cut-off treaty will also be a practical wayAustralia went forward with the development of an informal
forward towards our shared goal of the elimination ahinisterial meeting. Although the proposal began as an
nuclear weapons — “an important and urgent reinforcingustralian initiative, it quickly developed a momentum of
step in that endeavour”, to quote the Canberra Commissi@s. own and became a truly cross-regional collaboration to

support and advance the work of the Ad Hoc Group. The

The benefits which a fissile material cut-off treaty willmeeting, chaired by the Foreign Minister of New Zealand,
bring to the international community are well known buThe Right Honourable Don McKinnon, MP, was held here
nevertheless worth repeating. It will build on the CTBT byn New York on 23 September and issued a Declaration
adding a quantitative dimension to the qualitative cessatisponsored by 57 States parties to the BWC.
of the nuclear arms race enshrined in that Treaty. It will
bring all nuclear facilities capable of producing fissile The Declaration recognizes the threat posed by
material for use in nuclear weapons under legally bindirgjological weapons and the importance of strong and urgent
international nuclear safeguards. By including the nucleaetion to ensure the strengthening of the ban against them.
weapon States, as defined by the NPT, and non-NPT Statésxpresses support for improving and strengthening the
the perceived imbalance of rights and obligations betwe&@wonvention through the negotiation of a protocol in the Ad
the nuclear-weapon States and the non-nuclear-weapdmc Group, underlining the importance of fulfilling all
States will be addressed. aspects of the Ad Hoc Group’s mandate. The Declaration

expresses support for the Biological Weapons Convention

The treaty will create a security climate which isand for the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Group, including on
conducive to the dismantling of nuclear arsenals and to teecuring necessary time for the Group to conclude its work.
eventual elimination of nuclear weapons by creating greatércalls on all States parties to redouble their efforts in the
transparency and confidence about the capabilities, as wehoup to complete the protocol on the basis of consensus at
as the intentions, of countries with fissile-materialhe earliest possible date. It also affirms continued high-
production facilities. And finally, a fissile material cut-offlevel political support for the negotiations, including —

after consultation with States parties to the Convention —
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through the convening of a high-level meeting at astrength that that verification machinery adds to
appropriate time in 1999. disarmament and arms control.

It is a matter of great satisfaction to us, as | am sure  We are encouraged that the vast majority of States are
it is to others, that the common will recorded in theneeting their Convention obligations and by the
Declaration to securing necessary time for the Ad Haeffectiveness of the OPCW routine inspection regime to
Group to conclude its work has already found practicalate, including industry inspections. Australia has been
expression in the decision of the Group at the conclusion lbappy to cooperate in three such inspections and is active
its final session for this year to allocate a significantlyn promoting support for, and ratification of, the Convention
increased period of 16 weeks to the negotiations in 19990 our region.

We must, however, work hard to ensure that this  Currently membership of the Convention stands at 117
precious time is used productively and that the coming yeaations, including the two largest declared chemical
provides decisive outcomes. One conclusion drawn by theeapons possessors — the United States and the Russian
Australian Foreign Minister at the time of the adoption oFederation. This widespread support is evidence of the
the Declaration at the informal ministerial meeting was thatedibility of the Convention as a disarmament and non-
both the success of the meeting and the adoption of tpeoliferation instrument. It will be important, however, for
Declaration were reflections of the degree of commonalithe Convention to succeed in its goal of ridding the world
in the views of the vast majority of delegations in th@f chemicals weapons, that those countries which have not
negotiation. That commonality far outweighs ouratified or acceded to the Convention do so. It will also be
differences. important for the continued integrity of the Convention and

its verification regime that those States parties that have not

In the view of Australia, those remaining differencesubmitted their declarations do so.
will best be managed by looking forward to solutions, rather
than backward to stale approaches. From an Australian Australia, as a signatory to the Ottawa Convention,
perspective, we would re-emphasize our own interest iwelcomes the recent attainment of 40 ratifications. Subject
seeing the negotiation of strong verification machineryo the completion of our national legislative processes,
including an appropriate system of visits to facilitiefAustralia’s aim is to be an original State party to the Ottawa
coupled with a credible structure to meet the objectiv&Sonvention when it enters into force on 1 March 1999.
relating to investigations. An important outcome of sucAustralia remains concerned, however, that a number of
measures would be to build international confidence iarge producers and users of anti-personnel landmines
levels of compliance with the regime and transparency in itemain outside the Ottawa treaty.
operations.

Accordingly, we believe it to be both important and

Australia is committed to continuing to work in a spiritpossible to negotiate within the Conference on Disarmament
of cross-regional cooperation and will devote every effort ta ban on the transfers of anti-personnel landmines — one
the Ad Hoc Group negotiations in the year ahead, includinghich draws in the major traditional producers and traders
through joining others in planning for a high-level meetingof anti-personnel landmines and thereby complements the
Our expectation is that this time next year, we will be &ttawa Convention and contributes to its fundamental aim.
great deal closer to conclusion of the protocol, thus takins the Conference on Disarmament Special Coordinator on
an irreversible step towards eliminating the threat ddndminesin 1996 and 1997, | have been encouraged by the
biological weapons. evolution of the approach of the key Conference on

Disarmament States non-party to Ottawa in that time —

Australia accords high priority to the successfusuch that all these States, | believe, are now ready to agree
implementation of the Chemical Weapons Conventiotp a negotiation to ban landmine transfers.
which entered into force on 29 April 1997. While there
have been challenges, we welcome the important and In our view, any work in the Conference on
positive steps taken by States parties and by tlisarmament on anti-personnel landmines consistent with
Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weaponthe terms of the Ottawa Convention would contribute to
(OPCW) in implementing the treaty and consolidating theeducing the human tragedy anti-personnel landmines cause,
verifiable, legally binding norm it represents. Experience tmitigate the enormous social, economic and political costs
date in implementing the Convention demonstrates the the international community, and would be a thoroughly
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worthwhile and justified objective. It would bring Ottawaprecious resources, while the race in military spending
Convention non-signatories some way towards the norfknows no bounds. Nothing therefore seems more urgent or
established by that Convention rather than run the risk whportant for the international community than to seriously
there being permanently alienated from it. address the daunting task of creating a safer security
environment, which will enable us to turn more of our
Australia is also aware that a good proportion of theesources and energy to sustainable economic development.
anti-personnel landmines currently in the ground, those
being laid now and those which, notwithstanding existing  For this reason, my delegation considers that the fourth
legal instruments, will be laid in the future, are the resultspecial session of the General Assembly devoted to
of the actions of non-State entities. It is importanglisarmament (SSOD V) should be a forum not only for
therefore, that the international community attack both threviewing what has been achieved, but also for finding out
supply and the demand sides of this conundrum — whendat should be done in the disarmament arena. We regret
it is not possible to persuade political groups to forsake thieat the Disarmament Commission this spring failed to
use of anti-personnel landmines, the internationatach a consensus on the objectives and agenda of the
community, through the Conference on Disarmament, capecial session. In our view, a balance must be struck in its
take measures to diminish the international supply of theagenda between nuclear disarmament and disarmament of
weapons. other weapons of mass destruction and conventional
weapons. My delegation earnestly hopes that a broad
This is what a transfer ban would do. While many ofonsensus on the objectives and agenda of the special
the traditional producer States have in place various kindession will emerge next year, paving the way for
of unilateral moratoriums on the export of anti-personnebnvening the SSOD IV in the near future.
landmines, a legally binding transfer ban would serve to
standardize the scope of these moratoriums, many of which Among the current disarmament issues before us, let
apply only to certain types of anti-personnel landmines amde touch upon nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament
are time-limited, and give them a secure and lasting basisues. A series of nuclear tests conducted in South Asia
in international law. last May dealt a blow to our efforts to move towards a
nuclear-weapon-free world. It is all the more regrettable that
Effective arms control, disarmament and nonthese tests took place in the wake of progress towards
proliferation require constructive and enlightened leadershipclear non-proliferation — namely, the indefinite extension
the political courage to take a global approach in thef the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
knowledge that a more peaceful, stable and secui®dPT) and the adoption ofthe Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
international environment is in the interests of all of us, thBan Treaty (CTBT). My Government joins the international
willingness to fund the institutions we fashion and in theommunity in urging the parties concerned to implement
negotiations that lie ahead of us the ability to worltully the measures prescribed in Security Council resolution
cooperatively towards the attainment of our common goatk172 (1998) as early as possible. In particular, we call upon
With a determined effort, we can build the more peaceftthe international community to maintain constant vigilance
world we seek. in preventing the transfer of nuclear-weapons-related
materials, equipment and technology to third States.
Mr. Lee See-young(Republic of Korea): This being
my first intervention in the debate, allow me to begin by  Despite the fact that this setback is temporary, our
congratulating you, Sir, on your assumption of thendeavours to achieve a nuclear-weapon-free world can
chairmanship of the First Committee this year. | amafford no further delay, and these efforts should be
confident that your prominent leadership, experience asttengthened and accelerated further. Along this line, |
wisdom will guide this Committee to a fruitful conclusion.would like to share some ideas on how we could proceed
| take this opportunity to assure you that my delegation wilith these urgent tasks.
spare no effort to support you and to make a contribution to
the work of the Committee. First, the international community should make every
effort to maintain and further strengthen the existing nuclear
Despite the end of the cold war almost a decade agmn-proliferation regime. The first steps towards this goal
the world situation remains fluid and volatile. Conflictsare to secure the universality of the NPT and to bring into
triggered by ethnic, religious or cultural hatred are sweepirigrce the CTBT at the earliest possible date. We welcome
over many parts of the world, claiming innocent lives anthe decision by the Brazilian Government to accede to the
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NPT and urge India and Pakistan to follow suit. MyPeople's Republic of Korea has so far failed to cooperate
delegation also hopes that the recent encouraging signalsiify with the IAEA in implementing this agreement. It is
India and Pakistan with regard to signing the CTBT willmperative that, as a party to the NPT, the Democratic
soon be translated into concrete actions. Likewise, Norreople's Republic of Korea implement the IAEA safeguards
Korea should be urged by the international community tagreement fully and faithfully. The preservation and
join this movement in order to avoid the embarrassment wérification of all relevant information regarding North
being left the only remaining State not having signed th€orea’s past nuclear activities is a sine qua non for the final
CTBT of the 44 States set forth in this Treaty. For our pantesolution of the North Korean nuclear issue. My delegation
| am pleased to inform the Committee that my Governmejtins the international community in urging North Korea to
is now proceeding with domestic procedures to ratify theespond to the call for full compliance with its treaty
CTBT in the first half of next year. obligations, and to cooperate fully with the IAEA.

Secondly, the next logical and practical step is to The Geneva Agreed Framework is an important
negotiate and conclude the fissile material cut-off treaty. Mggreement to address the North Korean nuclear problem.
Government welcomes the establishment last August of Blence, my Government has faithfully fulfilled its
Ad Hoc Committee entrusted with negotiations on the treagpmmitment to the Korean Peninsula Energy Development
within the Conference on Disarmament. We hope that tii@rganization (KEDO) through playing the central role in the
Ad Hoc Committee can achieve early success Hight water reactor project. We will continue to do so
accelerating the negotiations on a non-discriminatory awi@spite current economic difficulties, as long as North
effectively verifiable treaty. In this process, we deem iKorea lives up to the letter and spirit of the Agreed
essential to ensure from the initial stage the fulframework. In particular, the Democratic People's Republic
participation of all the countries with nuclear capabilitiespf Korea is committed to maintaining the freeze of its
including non-States parties to the NPT. nuclear facilities and to guaranteeing full transparency

thereon. In this connection, any suspicion about the recently

Thirdly, nuclear-weapon States are called upon wiscovered large underground facilities under construction
make further concrete efforts to reduce their nuclemear Yongbyon should be cleared up fully and
weapons with a view to achieving the ultimate goal oéxpeditiously.
eliminating those weapons. We recognize and welcome the
recent decision by the United Kingdom to reduce its nuclear The proliferation and use of chemical weapons are
arsenal. We also commend the recent progress made bydtieer sources of grave and urgent concern. My delegation
United States and Russia in nuclear disarmamergbmmends the steady progress achieved by the Organization
Unfortunately, however, these achievements fall short of tiier the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) towards
international community’s expectation for more substantitthe implementation of the Convention on the Prohibition of
progress in nuclear disarmament. The START proce® Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of
should regain impetus, as a major step by the nucle@hemical Weapons and on Their Destruction during its first
weapon States to discharge their obligations under article yar. However, the Convention and the OPCW being at an
of the NPT. initial stage, the full compliance of all States parties with

the Convention is indispensable for attaining the goal of the

Last but not least, the regional and subregion&lonvention. At the domestic level, each State party is
initiatives should also be encouraged in parallel. Thabliged to enact implementing legislation and to enforce it
expansion of nuclear-weapon-free zones and tls&rictly. As one of the original parties to the Convention, the
consolidation of existing ones will contribute to the causBepublic of Korea is committed to its full implementation.
of nuclear non-proliferation. In this context, we look
forward to the early implementation of the Joint Declaration  Equally important is the urgent need for universal
on the Denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula, whicddherence to the Convention. Major possessors of chemical
both Koreas signed in 1992. weapons that have not yet acceded to the Convention are

called upon to do so without further delay. In particular, we

Since the North Korean nuclear problem came to thege the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to join the
fore in 1993, the international community has exerte@onvention promptly in order to make the Korean peninsula
strenuous efforts to bring North Korea into full compliancéree from these horrendous weapons of mass destruction.
with the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
safeguards agreement. Unfortunately, the Democratic
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The proliferation of biological weapons is anotheof anti-personnel landmines as a major defensive weapon in
source of grave concern, due to their terrible destructivendbe specifically limited area of the demilitarized zone. My
and easy accessibility. My Government has been a staur@@bvernment is of the view that the Conference on
supporter of the efforts of the international community t®isarmament should work out a legally binding and
prepare a protocol to the Convention on the Prohibition afiversally applicable instrument banning the transfer of all
the Development, Production and Stockpiling okinds of anti-personnel landmines.

Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on
Their Destruction, designed to remove its weaknesses With the sporadic outbreak of local conflicts, the
related to a verification regime. The Republic of Korea waesxcessive accumulations of small arms and light weapons
one of 57 sponsors of the Declaration adopted at thave not only had direct human costs, but also brought
informal ministerial meeting last month here in New Yorkimmeasurable social and economic dislocation. What
Moreover, my Government has actively participated in th@oncerns us most is that the illicit circulation of small arms
negotiations on the protocol in the Ad Hoc Group and lookand light weapons is seriously hampering the efforts
forward to its early conclusion. towards peace building after conflicts cease. Given the real
and tremendous damage to lives and properties, the

Missiles as a means of delivering weapons of masg#ternational community should address this matter with the
destruction pose as serious a threat to peace and securitytasost care and urgency.
do those weapons of mass destruction themselves. In our
view, the time has come for the international community to  The guidelines for international arms transfers,
embark on exploring the ways and means to curb missitencluded at the United Nations Disarmament Commission
proliferation. This will require the collective political will of in 1996, can serve as a code of conduct for all States in
the international community. However, the experiencarms transfers. We believe that this guidance will enhance
acquired and accumulated through negotiations and ttiansparency in international arms transfers, conducive to
operation of legal instruments relating to weapons of mat®e eradication of illicit arms trade. It is also encouraging to
destruction can also be instrumental in working out a legaée recent regional efforts to adopt binding legal instruments
instrument designed to curb the proliferation of the delivertp that effect. We commend the adoption by the
means of such weapons. Organization of American States in November 1997 of the

Inter-American Convention against the lllicit Production of

North Korea'’s launching of a multiple-stage rocket lasind Trafficking in Firearms, Ammunition, Explosives, and
August has aroused international concern anew over tB¢her Related Materials. We look forward to a global
dangers of missile proliferation in North-East Asia. Nortltonvention of a similar nature in the foreseeable future.
Korea's test-launching has a serious security implication for
the strategic environment in the region and beyond. The With regard to the future course of action on the issue
Security Council promptly expressed its deep concern ovefrsmall arms and light weapons, my Government endorses
the matter. My Government calls upon the internationsthe Oslo platform adopted last July. Given the complexity
community to take concerted action to stop the Democrati€ the matter, short-term efforts must be focused on a
People’'s Republic of Korea from developing, testingomprehensive solution specific to each situation, while it
deploying and exporting missiles. is desirable to devise a global framework in a longer

perspective. My Government also supports the

Upholding the basic principles of internationarecommendation by the Panel of Governmental Experts on
humanitarian law, the Republic of Korea fully shares th8mall Arms on the convening of an international conference
international community’s concern over the sufferingsn the illicit arms trade, as referred to in the General
caused and costs incurred by the indiscriminate use A$ésembly resolution 52/38 J.
anti-personnel landmines. In this spirit, my Government
declared last year and has implemented faithfully an Empirical lessons have taught us that the creation of a
indefinite extension of its moratorium on the export of antistable strategic environment should precede the achievement
personnel landmines. My Government has also madéany tangible disarmament measures. Despite the end of
financial contributions to the United Nations mine-actiothe cold war, however, uncertainty is still looming large in
programme. We will continue to do so. Asia. Together with many competing territorial claims, there

remain potentially dangerous flashpoints. Further, the recent

The paramount security needs on the Korean penins@eonomic malaise is another source of concern, casting a
do not, unfortunately, allow us to forgo immediately the usehadow over the overall peace and security of Asia.
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This uncertain security landscape makes it moi®ome representatives urged the Democratic People’s
important and necessary than ever to initiate a habit Bepublic of Korea to come into full compliance with
dialogue on security matters and to institutionalize amafeguards agreements with the International Atomic Energy
necessary the web of security dialogue in the Asia-Pacifikgency (IAEA) immediately, while saying that they
region. It is with this belief that my Government has beesupported the Agreed Framework between the Democratic
committed to the process of the Association of South-Ea8eople’s Republic of Korea and the United States. This is
Asian Nations Regional Forum (ARF), currently the only clear contradiction. According to the Agreed Framework,
region-wide Government-level security dialogueghe Democratic People’s Republic of Korea is supposed to
arrangement. Over the last four years, the ARF has macteme into full compliance with its safeguards agreements
significant strides in developing and implementing variouwith the IAEA when a significant portion of the light-water
confidence-building measures in the Asia-Pacific regioneactor project is completed. Even construction of the
The ARF is now poised to explore the possibility obasement of the light-water reactor project by the Korean
employing preventive diplomacy measures and to move Reninsula Energy Development Organization (KEDO), led
a higher level of security dialogue in the region. Likewisdyy the United States, has not yet begun, although four years
the establishment of a multilateral security dialogue ihave passed since the conclusion of the Agreement, and it
North-East Asia will serve to improve the securityis expected to take at least several years for the completion
environment in the region, making it conducive to moref a significant portion of the project. This is the reality in
transparency, more predictability and, finally, to enactintgrms of the implementation of the Agreed Framework.
more tangible disarmament measures. My Government
hopes that such a dialogue will soon materialize with the Considering all these facts, we must question why
participation of all States concerned in the region. there is the insistence that we come into full compliance

right now, in contradiction of the Agreed Framework. Are

Next year marks the centennial of the first peac#hose concerned really ignorant of the substance of the
conference at The Hague. Nevertheless, an ever-growi\greed Framework; do they want to see the Agreed
arms race and ceaseless conflicts still haunt mankirfetamework collapse; or do they prefer to join in mere
Nuclear horror lingers on. Many daunting challenges tslander and pressure against the Democratic People’s
peace and security will persist, requiring our energies aikpublic of Korea without a proper reason? | would like to
wisdom for many years to come. Peace dividends do natge them to act with discretion and impartiality.
come free of charge. They can only be earned by our
collective hard work. The old truism remains as valid as  As for the issue of denuclearization of the Korean
ever: War begins in the minds of men and it is in the mindseninsula, it can never be realized as long as there are
of men that peace must be constructed. My delegationclear threats against the North and a nuclear umbrella for
earnestly hopes that this year’s deliberations of the Fitste South. The South Korean authorities should stop
Committee will make an important and positive stepegging for nuclear protection, and the United States should
forward in our long endeavour to create a more peacefdfrain from providing a nuclear umbrella to South Korea
and secure world. and give legally binding assurances not to use or threaten to

use nuclear weapons against the Democratic People’s

The Chairman (interpretation from French | shall Republic of Korea, if they really want to see a
now call on those representatives who wish to speak denuclearized Korean peninsula.
exercise of the right of reply.

Our position on the satellite launch is clear. The

May | remind members that, in accordance witlsatellite launch is a matter of the sovereignty of the
General Assembly decision 34/401, statements in exerci3emocratic People’s Republic of Korea. No country can
of the right of reply are limited to 10 minutes for the firstinterfere with it. Who can dare say we have no right to
intervention and to five minutes for the second. launch satellites? Since Japan, which has launched satellites

many times, has never notified our country in advance, we

Mr. Kim Sam Jong (Democratic People’s Republic ofare not obliged to do so. | would like to underline the
Korea): | would like to speak in exercise of the right ofeason why Japan is crying so loudly about our satellite
reply with regard to the allegations made by théunch being a threat to its security, while not saying even
representatives of Japan, South Korea and some otheword about satellite launches by other big countries near
countries, who referred yesterday and today to the Koredapan. The answer is simple. The Japanese allegations prove
situation and the nuclear risk on the Korean peninsulthat Japan has not discarded the ambition of invading

21



General Assembly 4th meeting
A/C.1/53/PV .4 13 October 1998

Korea. If it had already discarded such an ambition, 8outh Korea if those disarmament and security matters
would not have regarded our satellite launching capacity edating to the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea are
a threat, because it is inconceivable that Korea woutd be resolved smoothly. Ignoring this reality and pressing
initiate a forceful attack against Japan. the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea unilaterally with
regard to disarmament and security matters is nothing less
History shows that Japan has invaded Korea matlyan hypocrisy. The international community should not
times, but Korea has never invaded Japan. Unless Japamy the fact that the Democratic People’s Republic of
attacks other countries, it will not be attacked. The fact thiiorea is threatened by the military build-up of hostile
Japan does not cry about satellite launches by otHerces and should demand that those countries concerned
countries seems to indicate that Japan cannot even thinkdifcontinue their political and military threat against the
invading them, but the case of Korea is different. What tHeemocratic People’s Republic of Korea and demand the
Japanese are afraid of is that if they invade Korea theiithdrawal of United States troops from South Korea.
territory might be counter-attacked. The Japanese should
know that the louder they cry about our satellite launch, the  Mr. Hayashi (Japan): | said in my statement a
more they reveal their true intention of invading Koreamoment ago only that the recent missile launch by the
Other countries should distinguish the real intention of tHeemocratic People’s Republic of Korea had caused serious
Japanese, who have invaded Korea and other countriesceacern for the security of North-East Asia and Japan. In
many times in the past. If some developed countrigsat connection, | would like to draw attention to the fact
continue to blame the Democratic People’s Republic ¢fiat the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea fired a
Korea for its satellite launch, taking the side of Japan, jtowerful rocket without giving prior notification through
will be interpreted that they treat security matters partiallgne of the most densely travelled airspaces used for civil air
and want the small developing countries not to possess higdvigation between North America and the Far East, and
technology and to remain backward for ever. that it fell in waters heavily used for maritime traffic and
fishing activities.
As for the disarmament and security issues regarding
the Korean peninsula, political and military threats against | would also like to draw the Committee’s attention
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea should ke the fact that when we launched a satellite in the past we
removed first. At the international level the cold war camaotified, in accordance with the procedures stipulated by
to an end, but on the Korean peninsula cold-war structuriggernational Civil Aviation Organization and International
still exist. Politically, competition and confrontation betweemaritime Organization Conventions, those aircraft and ships
the North and the South are still instigated by the attemptsvelling in the area which might be harmed due to a
to reunify the divided peninsula on the basis of one systdaunching failure.
by those forces backed by certain countries. The military
situation reflects the political confrontation. The United So we could not accept the criticism by the
States and Japan are backing the South Koreans to pumnepmresentative of the Democratic People’'s Republic of
their ambition of reunifying the peninsula based on thelforea that we have not given any notice in the case of our
own system by devising the United States-Japan deferssgellite launchings in the past.
cooperation guidelines and the United States-South Korea
Mutual Defense Treaty, and by forming a three-way Mr. Kim Sam Jong (Democratic People’s Republic of
military alliance against the Democratic People’s Republi€orea): | would like to repeat that although Japan has
of Korea. To cope with this military build-up against us wdaunched satellites many times, it has never notified us in
cannot but intensify our defence capacity for deterrencadvance. In this connection, we have no obligation to
This tense situation of cold-war confrontation, in which theaform the Japanese in advance.
North is confronted with a huge military build-up prevents
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea fronStatement by the Chairman
participating more actively in debates on various
disarmament and international security matters atthe United The Chairman: | would like to recall that the
Nations. Committee has not elected its Rapporteur, and | urge the

Therefore, priority should be given to the dismantling

of cold-war structures on the Korean peninsula, which
should be done on the part of the United States, Japan and
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Group of African States to expedite the process of
nominating a candidate so that the Committee may do so.

We are grateful for the presence today of Mr. Jayantha
Dhanapala, Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament
Affairs, particularly after his important mission for the
cause of disarmament. On behalf of the Committee, | thank
him for his presence today and for following the work of
the Committee.

The meeting rose at 12.25 p.m.
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