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Annex Il

Views received from Governments in accordance with paragraph 3
of General Assembly resolution 53/77 S

Egypt Egypt is totally convinced that the principle of
[Original: English] _transp_arency should apply to all type_s of_armaments,
including all weapons of mass destruction, in particular
[26 October 1999] :
. _ “nuclear weapons, and to transfers of equipment and
Since the adoption of General Assembly resolutiqBchnology directly related to the development and
46/36 L on 6 Decembet991, in which theAssembly manufacture of such weapons, as well as to high technology
established the United Nations Register of Conventiongikh military applications. In this context, the priorities in
Arms, Egypt has contributed faithfully to advocating thge field of disarmament agreed to in the Final Document
principle of transparency in military matters and has begfthe Tenth Special Session of the Genésslembly must
supportive of the gbctives underlying the establishmenpe kept in mind when addressing either disarmament or the
of the Register. collateral measure thereof, i.e., transparency.

_ Egypt views transparency in armaments as an |nEgypt's view, the Register must meet the following
important confidence-building measure and consequentgquirements:

perceives the United Nations Register as a confidence- L .
building mechanism, not as an arms-control oni' It should be a non-discriminatory, universal and

Transparency thus is a measure that should faci”tg&mprehenswe confidence-building measure.

tangible progress in the field of general and comple2e It should be based on rights and obligations for all
disarmament and presents an exceptional opportunityStates.
contribute effectively to common efforts to cultivate 3

It should be applied in such a way so as not to
higher degree of security among States. PP y

infringe on the legitimate security concerns of States and
Transparency, however, is merely an element amotigir right to individual and collective self-defence, as

a variety of confidence-building measures. Its primargcognized in Article 51 of the Charter of the United

objective is to eliminate suspicion and possibldations.

miscalculations of perceived security threats, therer

easing tension and lessening the possibility of miIita{yans

confrontation.

It should provide for the broadest degree of

parency in the field of all types of armaments and

related components, whether conventional or
The United Nations Register ishaveall, a global non-conventional.

undertaking which undoubtedly has a significant effect in It is the common understanding among a large

both global and regional contexts. EQypt, as generallyinper of States that the comprehensive character of the

perceived, recognizes the Register inits current form agglyisser entails the expansion of its scope and its further
important first step towards the promotion oftransparen&gvempmem S0 as to:

in all military matters. . ) o .
(a) Incorporate information on existing stockpiles,

The modest _'n't'al steps to establish Fhe Reg'StefriHHigenous production capabilities and procurement
1991 were recognized andaepted as a practical necessity

) i X clwrough national production;
The evolutionary nature of this mechanism was made
abundantly clear in resolution 46/36 L. It was clear then  (b) Encompass additional categories, including on
that there was a prescribed time-frame for such &H weapons of mass destruction, which is imperative in
evolution to be completed, that being the work of the 19w of the far-reaching threat that these weapons pose to
Group of Experts mandated to undertake that task. international peace and security.

Egypt is disappointed not only at the outcome of the The achievement of transparency cannot be based on
work of the 1994 Group of Experts, but also at the wofk Selective approach. Such an approach is definitely
done by the 1997 Group of Experts. Both were unable@@unterproductive and would contribute to a loss of
reach any agreement on related aspects of the furth@pfidence and an inability to rely on the information
development of the Register.



A/54/226/Add.2

which the Register provides in assessing the security needs
of States.

Egypt does not consider transparency as a negotiable
commodity but as a conceptual whole, and it must be dealt
with accordingly. As generally agreed, transparency is not
an end in itself, but simply a means contributing towards
the elimination of the threats that armaments of all types
continue to pose.

As we were unimpressed by the prospect of the
possible eventual development of the Register in terms of
expansion of its scope since the adoption of resolution
46/36 L, we were neither willing nor able to continue to
rely on a mere “mirage” of hope. It became an imperative
need to introduce a new resolution under the item entitled
“Transparency in armaments” in order to balance shy
language only intended to preserve an ineffective
mechanism, which, in its current state of distress, is
detrimental to our national security.

Egypt expects that the 2000 Group of Experts would
find, in the views expressed in the present
Secretary-General’s report, a good basis for reaching
agreement on the early expansion of the scope of the
Register and further developing the Register to apply
transparency to all weapons of mass destruction, in
particular nuclear weapons, and to transfers of equipment
and technology directly related to the development and
manufacture of such weapons, as well as to high technology
with military applications.

Egypt views with grave concern and deep regret the
continued reluctance among some of the adamant
supporters ofthe Register to engage themselvesin genuine
and sincere efforts directed towards achieving
comprehensive transparency. It is now apparent that
ulterior motives and interests of certain groups are
involved. Ifthis unfortunate spirit continues to prevail, and
once again the 2000 Group of Experts fails to faithfully
fulfil its real task as primarily anticipated in resolution
46/36 L, little hope will remain for the Register to prosper
in the future.
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