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The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 65, 68 AND 142; AND 67 AND 69 (coutinued)
GENERAL DEBATE ON ALL DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY ITEMS
Mr. HERNANDEZ (Dominican Republic}(interpretation from Spanish):
First, Mr. Chairman, I should like to join cther speakers who have conveyed to
you and to the other officers of the Committee congratulations on your
election to guide the work of the First Committee.

Last year, I said that we were beginning our work in an incrsasingly
interdependent world at a time that is replete with false values, a time aso
dynamic that not even the most sophisticated means of communication could keep
up with its rapid pace and so uacertaia that not even the boldest analysts
dare predict its course or its final end.

This year, as we begin the work before the Committee, the efforts made
seam, unfortunately, insufficient, despite the receat progress tesulting in
part from the disappearance of the East-West conflict. We need greater
political will.

Thus, ar opportunity is now open toc the United Nations to recapture the
just ideals that inspired its founding : the maintenance of international
peace and security.

Our delegation welcomed the merging in the general debate of the items on
disarmament and international security. For several years novw we have been
emphasizing the fact that the gap between industrialized countries and less
developed countries is also one of the sources of international insecurity.

Hevertheless, dospite the fact that, compared to other regions of the
globe, our Latin American -egion is a peaceful one, having as it does an
exemplary treaty, the Treany of Tlatelolco, many of its countries, at an

obvious disadvantaye yis-i-vis their adversaries, have in recent times been
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subject to humiliating interference in their current affairs but those who
have committed aggression against them have never really basen condemned by any
international organization.

That is why, when speaking of disarmament and confidence-building
measures and of international security, we should not forgst that in 195% the
General Assembly unanimously adopted a resolution calling for general and
complete disarmament under effective intermational control, thereby making
general and complete disarmament the ultimate goal of all United Nations
efforts in the field of disarmament.

In today's era, the question of general and complete disarmament remains
utopian, and ¢:r challenge is now to unite all our efforts te reduce the level
of armaments to the minimum.

In connection with a new world ovder -~ brought zbout by circumstances and
not by the resolutions of an interrational body -~ we must find a formula or an
element within the eatablished system that will guarantee security for sll.
Obviously, tyose that have been in place up to now have not operated in a
manner that is fair to zll, We &re in urgent need of & system in which we all
are equal in word as well as in deed, not a system in which some continue to

be "more equal” than others
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It is ocutrageous that some countries see in the production of weapons for
export a solution to their uaderdeveloped state, or a way of trying to balance
their budgetary deficits or reduce their unemployment ratss. They see in the
export of weapons a legitimate, evidsnt source of income which they need in
order to improve their economies.

In the world in which we live, it iz more urgent to produce milk than to
produce guns or buliets. more urgent to build more hospitals and schools than
to build missiles and sophisticated warships., There are many other, more
humaniterian ways of putting an end to economic hardship. Development carnot
be brought about for cne people by exterminating others.

The delegation of the Dominican Republie, which is co-sponsoring the
draft resolution on the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development,
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction,
trusts that the megotiations on this Convention will lead to freeing us from
that terror, which has benefited only a hardful of merchants of death, to the
detriment of all the world's population.

Concerning the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, we
also trust, as a signatory State, that during the Reviev Conference on that
Treaty, measures will be tuken te ensure that it is no longer a discriminatory
document, calling as it does for non-nuclear-waapen States to be prohibited
from possessing nuclear armes, while allowing the nuciear-weapon States to
possess and develop them.

We reiterate our conviction that a more just Treaty is necessary in order
to put an end not only to the vertical and horizontal proliferation of nuclear

weapons but also to their pcasession by any State.
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The problem of the arms build-up and international security is of coucern
to all of us, men and women of this world, nations large and small, the
powzrful and the weak,

Thg present nuclear and coaventional military potential defies reascn; it
defies logic and proportion. Daspite the crumbling of the Berlin Wall and the
end of the East-West conflict, the threat of nuclear conflict, altﬁdugh never
more than hypothetical, remains nevertheless a cause of global insechrity.

The "balance of terror™ haz been sble to preveat - and only so far - 2
direct nuclear exchange at the strategic lavel betwsen the super-Powers or a
tactical nuclear confrontation in Europe between the North Atlamntic Treaty
Organization (NATO) and the defunct Warsaw Pact, but it has not besn able to
prevent any of the more than 150 wars that have been fought in Asia, Africa
and Latin America since the Second World War.

Neither nuclear weapons nor weapons in general can offer security’to the
world as a whole. If we were able to survive and to end the cold war, we
should be able to destroy a peace that is baéed on terror. The ﬁtheory of
terror" as a source of security is a false one. Weapons produce fear, not
security. Fear is not the same as security. Security i# synonymous with
peace, and there will never be peace without ﬁisarmaheut and ﬁsvelopmeif.

Mr. TRIFZ XUAN LANG (Viet Nam): On behalf of the delegation of Viet
Nam, I should like to congzatulate you, Sir, oz your électiohrto the
chairmanship of this Committee., I alsoc wish to eitend my congfatulatidns‘tbA
the other members of the Bureau of the Committee on their electiosms. i vish

' you and the Bureau grzat success in your work.
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It is gratifying to note the interaction betweer international detente,
the increase in international underatanding, ard disarmament. Viet Nam
commends the agreement reached between Russia and the United States of America
in June of this year, which built on the Treaty on the Reducticn and
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (START Treaty) and will iead to further
significant cuts in their strategic nuclear weapons. We hope that further
negotiations will be held and the other nuclear-weapon States will alsc
participate in the process to accelerate the attainment of the goal of
completely eliminating nuclear weapons.

After long and complicated negotiations, the Conference on Disarmament
has finalized the Coavention on the Prohibition of the Development,
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons an@ on Their Destruction.
The objectives of the Convention conform to the universal demand for the
banning of this abhorrent type of weapon of mass destruction. The Convention
itself is a significant contribution to the strengthening of international
peace and gsecurity and the promotion of global disarmament.

At prusent the agencles concerned in Viet Nam are examining the contents
of the Convention in order tc make appropriate recommendations to the
Government. While recognizing the view that the Convention cannot be totally
satisfactory, as it must represent a delicate balance between many interests,
we share the concerns of many developing countries over the financial aspects
of the Convention, the unnecessary burdens imposed by the verification regime
as well as the loopholes making possible the abuse of that regime, and the
inadequate language on economic and techmological developmeat. And for
reasons known to everyome, wes are particularly ccacerned about the fact that
the prohibition of the use of herbicides as a method of warfare has not been

provided for ir a main article of the Convention.
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The demand for disarmament is deep-rooted in the imternational
community's asyxirations toc psace and security, which are prerequisites for and
indispensable to the success of its development endeavoura. The Final
Document of the f£irst special session of the Gensral Assembly devoted to
disarmament states in its paragraph 19:

“The principal gosls of disarmament are to eusurs the survivael of
mankind and to eliminaty the danger of war, in particular auclear war, to
ensure that war is nc ionger an instrument for aettliang imternationsl
disputes znd that the use and the threat of use of force are eliminated
from international life, as provided for in the Charter of the United
Natlons." (resolution $-10/2, para. 19}

The new characteristics of today's international situation have
facilitated progress in some fields cof disarmament, created more favourable
coenditions and required early sclutions in some others. But the goals X
mentioned earlier remain valid. aAlong these lines, in today’s struggle for
disarmament effective measures for nuclear disarmament and the prevention of
nuclear war continue to have the higheat priority. We cannot support aay
argument that implies a diminution in the crucizl iwportance of these measures
on the premise of changes in international relatioms. It is an undisputed
fact that nuclear weapons are not mersly one among many types Of waapons.
They are weapons of extermination. Por all the reductions that kave been
made, the world still must live with tens of thousands of weapons that have

the capacity te destroy our entire civilization many times over.
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The trarsformations in intermational relations and in the coacepts of
security reinforce the view that insistence on the possession or acquisition
of nuclear weapons has more to 4o with power projection than with the
protection of legitimate security interests. The impasse prevailing in the
work of both the Conference on Disarmament and ths Disarmament Commission on
nuclear issues is depressing, It is time to begin serious nagotiations on a
comprshensive nuclear-test bzn, to comclude the negotiations on effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclsar weapons, to promote the establisimant of
nuclear-weapon-free sones on the basis of agreement amony the countries ‘
concerned, and to consider seriously the need to negotiate a convention oa the
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons.

Viet Nam is a party to the 1968 T eaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and has signed a full-scope safeguirds agreement with
the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). We recognize the need to
snsure complisnce with the yPT and to strengthen the non-proliferation
regime. We look forward to the succeas of the 1995 NPT Review Conference and
are willing to participate actively in its preparatory process. But both the
horisontal and the vertical aspects of nuclear non-prolifaration command the
adeguate attention of the international community. We cannot accept any
continued modernization of nuclear weapons. What is more, the prevention of
their proliferation cannot be separated from msasures aimed at the prevention
of nuclear war and nuclear isarmament. The ultimate assurance against the
proliferation of nuclear w:apons lies in the complete elimination of this type

of weapon.
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In view of the rapid progress of science and technclogy, the preveation
of an arms race in outer space has become an urgeat task. The militarization
of outer space and the ¢evelopment and deployment of spaca-based weapons may
provoke 2 new chain of actiom ard reaction. thereby endangering international
security and hampering international cooperatioa im the peacefuvl uses of outsr
space. The existing legal regime governing outer space is inadequate to
forestall an arms race and check militarization there; further legal
instruments must be negotiated to reinforce this regime. We urge that the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of ar Arms Race in Quter Space ovf the
Conference on Disarmament be given 2 negotiating mandate to begin its work
towards that objective.

Conventi~nal armaments and armed forces have leng accounted fer
four fifths of gicbal military expemditures. Balanced conveantional
disarmament and the reduction of military spending will nct only help reduce
the danger of war but also release significant gdditional resources for
development purposes. It is therefore in the interests of all countries to
undertake conventional disarmament and reduction of military spending, and it
is their responsibility to do so. The present-day international situatien
provides an opportunity for them to take such action. Over the last three
years, Viet Nam has cut its standing army by nearly 50 per cent a2nd
substantially reduced its defence budget. We support efforts to curb the
transfer of arms, provided that they are non-discriminatory and o not
undermine any country's right to a sufficent national defence capability. We
are convinced tha* the successful prevention of excessive military build-up
and of the destabilizing accumulatiorn of arms depends on overall confidence in

inter-State relations, not just on the provision of information. We further
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believe that in the field of convertional disarmament, the nucisar-weapon
States and other militarily significant States must assume primary
responsibility, given the size of their arsenals and armies.

Confidencs-building is ar indispensable part of any strategy of
disarmament, peace and security. Disarmamant and confidence are always
complementary. The experience of the comfidence-building process ir Europe,
including its recent achievements in the military field, is valuable.
Nevertheless, efforts to build confidance in various regions of the world can
succeed only if they are based upon the characteristics of the regions
concerned. In many regions, the lack of confidence derives mainly from
political and economic factors. Viet Nam holds that it is now necessary and
practical to elaborate further the political and economic aspects of
confidence-building, particularly at the regional level. Im this reyard, as
one of the original spoasors of the draft resolution on regional
confidence-building measures based upon the Treaty cm Amity and Co-operation
in South-East Asia, which will be submitted to the Committee for
consideration, my country wishes to express its hope for the widest possible
support for this draft resclution.

Amid the changes alil around the world, South-Bast Asia, a regior that has
undergone repeated wars and conflicts over the iast half-century, is entering
a new stage with fine prospscts of peace and stability. Relations of gcod
neighbourliness, mutual ttugt and understanding between the countries in the
regior are being strengtheied, and the trend towards regiomal cooperation and
integration for the objectives of stability and development is progressively

gaining momentum. The accession of Viet Nam and Lacs to the Treaty on Amity
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and Cooperation in South-East Asia and their becoming observers to the
Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASBAN) constitute a guslitatively new
development ir the relations between the countries of this region.

Yet, to ensure durable peace and sa2curity in South-East Asia, certain
issues remain, the solution of which requires intensive efforts of all the
regional and other concermed countries as well as the support of the
international community at large. In order not te lose the positive results
of the peace process in Cambodia, all of the parties concerned should honour
their obligations under the Paris Agreement on a Comprehensive Political
Settlement of the Cambodia Counflict (A/46/608, annex) and strong pressure
should be axerted on the party that refuses to abide by the Agreement. ¥With
regard to territorial issues between some countries in the region, Viet Nam
advocates dialogue between the countries concerned with a view to finding
appropriate peaceful solutions and urges that the countries conceraed exercise
the utmost restraint and refrain from any action that might undermine peace
and security in the regiom. In this spirit, we therefore fully support the
four principles put forth in the ASEAN declaration of 22 July 1992 concerning
the settlement of disputes and the maintenance of security in the Bastern Sea

(South China Sea).
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The changes in the world preseat us with both new opportunities and new
challenges. We are confident that with the experience they have acquired from
the past and their vision for the future, and in a greater collective spirit,
the nations of the world will be fully responsive to the demands of the
emerging new world. Viet Nam is prepared te play its part in the common
endeavours of the peoples of the world.

Mr. ABULHASAN {(Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic): On behalf of
my delegation, Sir, I am pleazed to congratulate you on your election to the
chairmanship of this important Committee of the General Assembly. Your
well-known qualifications and wisdom, and your negotiating abilities are our
sure guarantee that our deliberations will be successful. In addition, the
fact that you represent cur sisterly country., Egypt, gives your election
special significance. Egypt, by its pioneering role in the region, is one of
its pillars of security and stability. Our congratulations also go to the
other officers of the Committee for the confidence placed in them. We wish
them success.

The questions of peace, security and disarmament that are being discussed
hergﬂin the Firgt Coémittee assume more significance as we all work towards
the confplidation of the new world order which has become a common endeavour
for all countries of t .e world. This order, which is premised om 2pd anchored
in international legality, is based on and is drawn from the provisions of the
United Nations Charter. The most salient features of this order are the
consideration of justice, peace, development and respect for human rights, as

well as the promotion of democracy.
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Kuwait feels that deveiopment ané progress in the world require first and
foremost a stabla international climate. Such a climate cogld be created only
in the absence of the arms race that started in past decades and, regrettably,
became an end in itself. Quite fregquently, that race led to the unrsasonable
stockpiling of armaments which gave some irresponsible regimes an appetite for
aggression and hegemony and seduced them into threatening to usze force, or
into using it to satisfy greedy ambicions.

History has taught us %aat the following elementﬁ are essential for the
maintenanca of intermeiional peace: Zirst, respect for the §overgignty of all
States, irrespective of size; secondly, international relations should be
based or a foundation of equality and justice; thirdly, common solutions to
bilateral regional and internationsl problems should be reached by peaceful
means; fourthly, mutual respect for the territorial integrity and borders of
all States; fifthly, the inadmissability of the invasion or the gnnexation of
the territory of any country by another, and sixthly, the securitf of all
States is an intertwined fabric, irrespective of size or capahilities.

In underscoring these alements as essential for world peace, Kuwait
proceeds from the bitter experience of the Iragi aggression and occupation of
its territory - which aggression was repulsad by‘internationgl legality in its
strongest form, in defence, not only of a State or a peoplq. but. of a
principle that forms the stanchion of uorid peace and segurity.

We hope that the world bas drawn adeguate lessons from our experience.
However, it is regrettable that ths aggressor continues to refuse to camply
with all Security Council resoliutions relating to its aggression against

Kuwait. More serious still is the fact that the aggressor has started again
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to renew its false claims with regard to Kuwait, as if the Iraqi regime has
not been content with what its policies have done to its own people, and to
the stability of the region and to world peace.

We fully support the efforts of the Special Commission in regard to the
inspection of weapoas of mass destruction in Iragq. We hope that the task of
this Commission will reinforce once again an important principle, namely that
it is important and necessary for the international community to engage in the
common pursuit of seeking out such weapons, preventing their stockpiling and
getting rid of them.

The region of the Arabian Gulf, being engaged as it is in reconstruction
and in trying to consolidate security and stability, deter aggression and cut
the aggressor down to size, views with great concern the recent developments
regarding the islands of Abu Musa, Greater Tunb and Lesser Tunb, whose
international sovereignty belongs to the State of the United Arab Emirates.
While reemphasizing that just concept we call upon the friendly Islamic
Republic of Iran to reach a peaceful solution to its dispute with the United
Arab Emirates on a basis of legality and respect for treaties and the
principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of other countries. We
trust that the two parties to the dispute, given their record in terms of
respect for treaties and charters, and their concera for sparing their two
countries and the whole region anything that may threaten stability, will be
able ﬁo reach a solution that may ensure rights and underscore obligations for
both parties.

While it follows the current positive developments, especially in the
case of the major Powers and in the area of reduction of nuclear weapons,

together with the tendency to eliminate such weapons, Kuwait would like to
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draw attention to the need to take the necessa:y steps to prevent
proliferation and to prevent the transfer of such weapons, their components,
or the know-how and technicians needed for the manufacture of these lethal
weapons to nations which have the will to acquire them. There are examples of
this in the Middle Bast region, the most outstanding of which being Israel.
Proceeding from this, Kuwai:.. supports the non-proliferation Treaty and calls
upon all countries to accede to it, and also calls upon the Review Conference
on the nuclear non-proliferation Treaty to be held in 1995 tc reach a formula
that would make it universal and thereby subject all nuclear installations to

the effective safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency.
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Kuwait also calls for the conclusion of a convention on the complete
prohibition of nuclear tests in order to put an end to the grave threats the
development of these destructive weapons continues to pose and to spare the
environment the harmful results of nuclear tests.

Kuwait reiterates its absolute support for the establishment of a nuclear
free zone in the Middle East. We feel that Israel should accede to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and should agree to subject its installstions
to mandatory international supervision in order to remove all suspicion and
causes of tension from the region.

Israel’'s uncontrolled and unmonitored nuclear armaments fuel the
perpetuation of the state of instability in the region and prevent its
countries from channelling their resources to human and economic development.
We welcome the peace talks on the Middle East, the seventﬁ round of which
starts tomorrow in Washington, as a positive step towards achisving
stability. We call upon Israel not to waste this opportunity and urge it to
respond positively to the érinciplo of land-for-peace and to implement
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973). We are cconvinced that
early political and just solution to the Middle East conflict, with its core,
the question of Palestine, is an essential prerequisite of peaceful
coexistence in this highly sensitive region of the world. Therefore, we
believe that, as far as our region is concerned, any regional disarmament
proposals should take into iccount the security of all peoples and States in
the region in a manner that would secure peace for all States and prevent
aggression under any pretext.

World attenticn is now focused on the proliferation of other weapons of

mass destruction. A case in point is chemical and biological weapons whose
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delivery systems in the form of long-raage or intermediate-range rockets have
also proliferated. This unprecedented proliferaticn of weapons of mass
destruction makes it necessary that the issue be addressed in all seriousness
in the framework of the United Nations. Additionally, new and more effective
methods of verification should be developed and used against those who may try
to circumvent systems of verification.

Therefore, Kuwait suppurts the growing international determination to put
into effect the chemical weapons Convention. The Convention will be the
subject of a draft resolutioan that will be discussed in the Committee. While
we support the Convention®s noble goals, we hope that all weapons of mass
destruction will be addressed in an overall manmer on the basis of equality,
justice and of ensuring security for all States of the world without
distinction. Therefore, we call for mandatory compliance with the chemical
weapons Convention provided there is the same degree of compliance with the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapors (NPT) and also to ensure
that chemical weapons will not spread and that their installatioms are
subjected to inspection and momitoring.

Perhaps for the first :im¢ 2his century, we live in an era when swords
are being beaten into piougaishares. We can safely say that the current
changes in different parts of the world are welcome, but in the face of future
challenges we have to be vigilant for we no longer have any right to return to
the old state of temsions. If we fail to make goed use of our potential for
creative work in a collective manmer, we may bring upor curselves serious
copsequences. But through collective action and through the efforts of the

United Nations, we can rekiadle humanity's hope.*

®*  Mr. Patokallio (Finland), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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would like first of all to ussociate itself with the congratulations which
have been offered to our Chairman om his election to guide the work of
Chairman of the Pirst Committee. We are sure that your experience, including
your experience at Geneva, will make for success in your difficult task.

Less than a year has passed since the USSR ceased to exist. For us in
Belarus these months have been months cf hard work to give concrete effect to
the radically new political status of Belarus.

During the general debate in the First Committee in 1991, the delegation
of Belarus spoke about its country's new national goals and interests. Today.
we are ready to report also on certain results of our progress along our new
path,

One of the major foreigm policy goals of Belarus, which is enshrined in
our Constitution, is to achieve non-nuclear status. In this context, the -
Belarus deslegation would like to inform the Committee that the removal of all
tactical nuclear weapons from the territory of Belarus was completed ahead of
schedule in April of this year. In May, the signing of the Lisbon Protocol to
the Treaty on the Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (START
Treaty) resolved the problem of succession with regard to the Treaty, and
Belarus became a party te ic, together with Kazakhstan, Russia, Ukraine and
the United States. During the debate, many delegations quite rightly welcomed
the signing of that important instrument, which opened the way for the
ratification of the START Treaty. Belarus is to ratify the Treaty at the
parliamentary session openiig today at Minsk.

In connection with the Lisbon Protocol, Belarus has undertaken to remove
all strategic offensive weapons from its territory within seven years, by

1999. The feasibility of shortening that period is curreatly being explored.
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Belarus does not intsni. to carry out the destruction of the nuclear
weapons on its s30il. The significance of that factor in terms of sceslerating
the removal schedule and in tarms of noa-proliferation of nuclear-weapon
techunolegies is self-evident.

On 20 July of this year Belarus signed an agreement with Russia to piace
all strategic offemsive weaons remaining in our territory under Russian ‘
jurisdiction. Thus, our relationship to that potential was reduced to the
absolute minimum. At the same time, the agreement whereby Belarus has the
right to forbid the use of nuclear weapons from its territory remains in
force, and the necessary technical procedures for that purpose are being

established.
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As members know, two vears ago, in 1990, Belarus proposed from the
rostrum of the General Assembly the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free
belt from the Baltic Sea to the Black Sea embracing a number of States in that
area. At that time the ides was not universally viewed as feasible. Now, in
the light of developments in our country and in those of our neighbours to the
North-West, West and South, the nuclear-weapon-free belt is beginning to take
shape and has a genuine chance of becoming reality.

At the time of the establishment of the Commonwealth of Independent
States, Belarus committed itself to becoming a non-nuclear party to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). That commitment was
confirmed in the Lisbom Proteccol. It is expected that the decision to accede
to the NPT will be adopted at the forthcoming session of the Belarus
Parliament. We consider the NPT to be the basis of the international nuclear
non-proliferaticn regime, and we firmly support extending the Treaty
indefinitely at the 1995 Review Conference.

Now that Belarus is an independent State, we are beginning to sense more
keenly the threat posed by the proliferation of dangerous military
technologies. We do not relish the prospect of finding ourselves by the end
of the century within a number of overlapping circles on the map that reflect
the ranges of ballistic missiles from various sources - particularly now, when
we are no lenger a part of a super-Power. Belarus therefore has an active
interest in strengthening all non-proliferation regimes.

Since we possess a dev:loped military-industrial potential, we are also
aware of our own responsibilities in this domain. In that connection, the

Government of Belarus adopted at the end of August a decision to establish
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a national system for effec’.ive centrol and regulation of exports of military
and dual-purpose goods, services and technologies. The Governmont hss
prohibited the export cof weapons, munitions, military equipment and related
gocds and services to areas of military conflict and to politically unstable
regions. Also prohibited are thé re-export of expevied weapons and their use
outside the terrzitory of the importing State without the conseant of the
Government of Belarus.

As it steps out from under the nuclear umbrella, Belarus i2 meking a full
review of the principles for ensuring its national sacurity. We have
enshrined the goal of neutrality im our Comstitution, and we are steadily
moving towards that goal. J3elarus stands by its policy of not joining
military-pol.itical alliarces and not bacoming a party to other agresments
providing for similar relatiomships.

Accordirgly, Belarus is vitally interested in strengthening security and
promoting the processes of lisarmament both on the Ewvropzan continent and
world wide. Belarus's concept of national security, now being formulated, is
based largely on the need to ackieve and maintain positive stability in the
region around us.

In creating its own na:ional army to take the place of the powerful
contingents of the Soviet army once stationed on our soil, Beslarus is guided
by the principle of minimal sufficiency znd minimal deterrence. In that
context, we attach great importance to the implementation of the Treaty on
Conventional Armed Forces in Europe {CFE Treaty) and to further progress

towards the reduction of arned forces ia Europe.
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From the very beginning of the negotiations among the eight 3States

successors to the former Soviet Union in the area of application of the

its

e

CFE Treaty, the Republic of Belarus has had a sufficiently clear visize o
needs, determi~ed by the necessity of reducing the troop contingerts préieat
in the territory of the Republic. As a result of intensive work by the eight
States, an agreement on principles and means for the implementatior I the CFE
Treaty was drawn up and was signed, together with the relevant prctocols, on
23 May at Tashkent. Those documeats made possible the entry into force of the
Treaty, which is rightly viewed as the cornerstone of the security system in
Europe.

Having committed itself to ¢ . ‘lying with the CFE Treaty on the basis of
an interim arrangement, Belarus intends to ratify the Treaty in the course of
the forthcoming session of its Parliament, thereby facilitating its £inal
entry into force. In conformity with the CFE 1A agteemeht on the troop
strength of conventional armed forces in Europe, the armed forces of Belarus
will number no more than 100,000 troops 40 months after the CFE Treaty eaters
into force.

This year Belarus became a full member of the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) and signed the Helsinki Final Act and the Charter
of Paris for a New Europe. We also became a party to the Vienna Document of
1992 and the Open Skies Treaty. As a member of CSCE, the Republic of Belarus
has already adopted, tcgethar with other States, a Qocument of our new times:
the Declaration of the Helsinki Summit.

In the domain of security, these documents lay out a concentrated

programme of further actior to increase the transparency and predictability of
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military activities and to establish a system of collective security
measures. The programme combines the wisdom of various approaches to these
sensitive issves and sets new frontiers for concerted action.

Thus, the Republic of Belarus is today a party to practically all
European instruments in the sphere of disarmament and arms control.

We intend to comply in good faith with all of the internatienal
obligations we have undertaken. For that purpose Belarus created in June of
this year the National Agency for Verification and Inspections, which is to
provide the necessary support for all intermational procedures to ensure
compliance with treaties on disarmament and confidence-building. Belarus was
the first among the countries of the Commonwaalth of Inuependent States to
create an ageancy of that kind.

We hope that States which have experience in carrying out such procedures
and in the relevant technology will asaist us ir organizing the work of the
Agency and in ensuring appropriate interaction between the Ageucy and its
counterparts in other countries.

I also wish tc state that recently, at Mingsk, ithree agreements between
Belarus and the United States of America on cooperation irn the military sphere
for the purpose of facilitating the processes of disarmameat and arms control
were initialed. We expect those agreements to be signed within the next few
days, probably the day after tomorrow, on Thursday of this week.

At the summit meeting at Bisghkek, where the Keads of State or Goverameat
of the Commonwealth of Independent States met on 9 October, Belarus became a
party to agreements among the States successors to the former Scviet Union on
the implementation of the Treaty between the United States of America and the

Union of Soviet Socialist R:publics on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-
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Range and Shorter-Range Missiles (INF Treaty) and the Treaty between the
United States of America and the Unioa of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
Limitation of Anti-Ballisti~ Missile Systems (ABM Treaty) in respect of their
national territories and taxing into account their national interests. It is
envisaged that appropriate agreements with the United States on legal
succession in respect of those Treaties will be concluded.

At the summit meeting of the Commonwealth of Independent States, a joint
consultative commicsion on disarmament was established. Omne of the primary
goals of the commission is to ensure interaction among the countries of the
Commonwealth of Independent States in complying with intecnational agreements.

In a droader multiiateral context, the delegation of Belarus rishes to
express its profound satisfaction at the successful comgpietion by the
Conference on Dissrmament of the draft Convention on the prohibition of
chemical weapons. In many ways, that Convention is an unprecedented
instrument. Belarus has become a sponsor of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1, by
which the General Assembly would endorse the chemical weapons Convention.
Belarus, in whose territory chemical weapons were used during the First World
War, will in due course consider signing the Convention and undertaking the
obligations it implies. The entry into force of the chemical-weapcns

Convention will outlaw another monstrous weapon of mass destruction.
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As is known, Belarus has worked in the General Assembly for many years to
secure a prohibition of the creation of new types of weapons of mass
destruction. At the coming forty-eighth session of the General Assembly, we
intend to submit a follow-up draft resolution on the subject in order to
establish agreed internationél procedures to achieve that goal. We hope to
take another step forward in that process and achieve consensus. Aall the
necessary circumstances for it seem to be in place.

For the first time in many years, the situation is also favourable for
the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. The moratorium on nuclear testing on
the part of three States - Russia, France and the United States - seems to
provide the foundation for a decisive breakthrough to the full destruction of
such weapons. If the two other nuclear States were to join in the moratorium
and it were extended until che conclusion of a total ban on nuclear
explosions, that would be precisely the scenario that would meet the
aspirations of the rest of the international community, be in keeping with
the spirit of the times and - a matter of great importance - promote the
indefinite extension of the non-proliferation Treaty in 1995.

As is known, in 1991 Belarus submitted to the Conference on Disarmament
an official request to be admitted as a full member. The international
obligations assumed since then by Belarus in the disarmament field and its new
active role in nuclear and conventional disarmament constitute, it seems to
us, additional arguments in favour of that request, which we take this
opportunity to confirm today.

Having entered on an equal footing into the family of sovereign States,
Belarus firmly intends to be a civilized member of it from the outset. Our
delegation hopes that this brief survey of Belarus's activities in recent

months - both unilaterally and through accession to major international
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instrunents - uneguivocally attests to that fact. Belarus not only cherishes
the rights of a sovereign State, but also embraces with the greatest semse of
responsibility the obligations of a member of the international community.

Mr. BRAKOTOZAFY (Madagascar) (interpretation from French): As my
delegation is speaking before the Committee for the first time, I should like
to extend to Mr. Elaraby the warm congratulations of the delegation of
Madagascar on his unanimous election to the chairmanship of our Committee. We
are certain that, givea his diplomatic talents, the Committes's work will be
most successful. We also cngratulate the other officers of the Committee.

Recent changes in international relations have greatly affected matters
relating to disarmament and international security, which are the subjects of
our debate. The end of East-West tension has xnot only brought abeut an
enhanced role for our Organization - thanks in particular to the close
cooperation between members of the Security Council - but has also kelped to
expand the concept of disaraament, which is no longer limited merely to arms
control but now comprises the destruction of specific categories of weapons.

Certainly, the accomplishments of the past 12 months are modest,
considering the contradicto:y treads emerging iﬁ the world. On the one hand;
the pace of bilateral negotiations between the United States and the Russian
Federation are being accelerated by the unilateral disarmament initiatives and
the signing of various nuclear disarmament agreements, in particular that
which was recently signed at the summit in Washington, D.C., last June. On
the other hand, the danger of the horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons
and weapons of mass destruction, fostered by an emormous intermational
transfer of those weapons aid of their manufacturing technology, is

exacerbated by the re-emergence of natiornalism, xenophobia and extremism in
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countries that are victims of open or latent civil war. Nor should we forget
the capabilities of other nuclear States that are not yet participating in the
present process of disarmamsnt between the United States and Russia.

Furthermore, in order to avert the danger of a global military
confrontation and to free thé world from the nuclear threst, disarmament
should no longer be considered in the context of East-West confrontation. To
strengthen international security. what is nesded is a global approach to
every agpect of the question, in a multilateral framework, with the active
participation of all States.

The draft Comvention ou chemical weapons recommended by the Conference on
Disarmament for adoption by the General Assembly iz a gocd example of this new
approach. This unprecedented agreement, as its title indicates, is intended
not only to prohibit the development, production, stockpiling and use of
chemical weapons, but also :he destructicn of all existing chemical weapons
and the means to produce tham. Morsover, the draft contains strict provisions
for verifying implementation of the Convention, and sancticns are even
envisaged to ensure respect for the Convention.

There is no doubt that the chemical weapons Convention is a significant
step towards the elimination of weapons of mass destruction and thus tends to
hasten the achievement of our common goal: general and complete disarmament
under internatiomal control. It is therefore a valuable precedent for future
multilateral agreements on disarmament. That is why my delegatiom; which is a
sponsor of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1, hopes for universal adherence to the
Convention. The executive council that is to ensure the functioning of the
Convention will have to assure its non-discriminatory implementation by

promoting the tramsfer to developing countries of chemical technologies,

material and equipment for peaceful purposes.
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The question of nuclea non-proliferation should alsc be approached
globally and in a multilateral framework. To that end, my delegation welcomes
the fact that, at present, all the permanent members of the Security Council
have adhered to the non-proliferation Treaty and that more than 150 States are
now parties to it. Before convening the Conference of States Parties to the
non-proliferation Treaty en -iszged for 1995, we should rethink the very
concept of non-proliferatiou, since the present regime has been able to

prevent neither qualitative nor quantitative proliferation.®

®# The Chairman returnadﬁ to the Chair.
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This again demonstrates the importance of bringing about a cessation of
nuclear tests. Present restrictions on nuclear proliferation cannot be
strengthened unless a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban Treaty is concluded. The
moratoriums on nuclear testing decided upon by Russia and France, as also the
recent law enacted by the United States Congress, are intended to limit
nuclear testing, and they constitute positive measures that other
nuclear-weapon States should follow.

The establishment of nuclear-free zones strengthens the non-proliferation
regime and contributes to the elimination of weapons of mass destruction. We
welcome the success achieved in various regions im this area, particularly in
the South Pacific and in Latin America, through the eatry into force of the
Treaty signed by Argentina, Brazil and Chile prohibiting nuclear weapons in
Latin America, and by the strengthening of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. However,
we regret that the Declaration on the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace has not
yet been implemented, and we urgently appeal to all interested parties to work
together to open up new avenues for the work of the Special Committee.

The enormous accumulation of conventional weapons constitutes an element
of instability, particularly in areas in which regional tensions and conflicts
pose a threat to international peace and security. The establishment of a
Registry of conventional weapons by the United Nations is a novel undertaking
that safeguards transparency in the international weapons trade. This
initiative should be complemented by a study of the deep-rooted causes of the
arms race in conventional weapons and all other categories of weapons. We
should also avoid discriminatory practices that apply solely to one country or

group of countries and should take into account the legitimate security needs

of all States.
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The Charter confers upon the Security Council primary responsibility for
the maintenance of international peace and security. Close co-operation is
therefore necessary among members of the Council to preserve the credibility
of the Organization in the face of challenges. As the Secretary-General has
aptly emphasized in his report "An agenda for peace".

"A genuine sense of consensus deriving from shared interests must goveran

its work, not the threat of the veto or the power of any group of

nations." (A/47/277. para. 78)

The participation and commitment of all Member States is necessary if the
joint endeavours of the three main organs of the Organization are to enhance
operational effectiveness in the field. It is also necessary considerably to
strengthen the preventive aspects of the work of the Organization in order to
foresee and avert conflicts. It is therefore important not to go back on
anything that has been achieved so far, so that the present stage of
transition can only lead to a new international realigmment.

Mr, SAMHAN (United Arab Emirates) (interpretation from Arabic): It
is a great pleasure for me to congratulate you, on behalf of the delegation of
the United Arab Emirates, on your election to the chairmanship of this
Committee.

Your assumption of this important post is a sign of esteem for you
personally and for your country, the fraternal State of Egypt. Your vast
experience in many areas of international affairs will contribute to the
achievement of our goal: tae strengthening of international peace and
security.

I wish also to convey our appreciation to your colleagues the other

officers of the Committee and wish you all every success in your work.
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The items before us are among the most significant on our agenda by their
very nature, their particular importance, and their direct coune: .ioa with the
noble goals mankind aspires after with hope and optimism, in its yearning for
a future of peace, equality, stability, security and freedom from the threat
of weapons of mass destruction.

The future we all aspire after for a human race that has rid itself of
the grave crises of past decades, should be built orn a number of fundamental
principles, namely: peaceful coexistence, non-interference in the internal
affairs of States, prohibition of the use or threat of the use of force,
non-admissibility of occupation of the lands of others, the settlement of
disputes by peaceful means. and the right of every State to choose its own
road to development. These are principles the United Arab Emirates has
subscribed to since independence.

The building of peace is a historic task that calls for new percepts,
especially in the area of addressing chronic problems. Side by side with
this, we must all try to define the logical outcome of building preventive
peace, that is to say the prevention of the eruption of crises which arise
from economic, social aad political causes, or which are caused by aggression.

To that end, we must strengthen the role of the United Nations and the
specialized agencies, not only in maintaining international peace and security
but also in promoting economic and social progress in creating a more
equitable international economic environment and in settling long-standing
conflicts with a sense of collective responsibility, by peaceful means, in
cousonance with the Charter and the fundamental principles that govern

international relations.
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We believe that the present overall picture of international relations
indicates the presence of a number of positive possibilities for the world as
a whole despite the persistence of some serious regional conflicts.

The aspect that is really encouraging in all this is that the cold war
has ended and that the spirit of democracy is gaining the upper hand. Added
to this, growing importance is being attached to the economic and
environmental issues of the world. The practical measures announced by the
United States and the Russian Federation to curb the nuclear arms race have
been welcomed by the whole of the international community. We should like to
encourage this kind of positive initiative, and hope that other States will
follow suit, with the purpose of encouraging and pfomoting international
confidence-building efforts at the regional and international levels so that
regional tensions may be reduced, and disarmament and prevention of the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction may be strengthened.

We also subscribe to the view that general and complete disarmament
should be accomplished undar effective international control in order to
create a propitious environment for international peace and security. We
wholeheartedly support the comclusion of an international convention banning
the use or the threat of the use of nuclear weapons under any circumstances.

We welcome the accession by China and France to the Non-proliferation
Treaty (NPT), and consider this to be a positive step towards achieving full

universality for the Treaty, as we hope that other States will follow suit.
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In this respect, we support an important a;d effective role for the
United Nations and its specialized agencies in dealing with the guestion of
disarmament at the ragional level. It was on this basis that we supported the
General Assembly's resolution on regional disarmament adopted at its
forty-sixth session. This approach, which became manifes: also in the
deliberations of the Disarmament Commission at its last session, should be
supported and reinforced by States that possess nuclear weapons and weapons of
mass destruction in order to achieve stability and lasting peace at the
regional and international levels.

The draft Convention on the total-prohibition of chemical weapons is a
historic achievement in the context of the international endeavour to prohibit
the spread of wezpons of mass destruction. This achievement should go hand in
hand with the elimination of other weapons of mass destruction, particularly
nuclear weapons. In this regard we are deeply concerned at Israel’s
posaession of a horrific nuciear cspability. The acquisition of this
capab.iity poues a most serious continuous threat to the security of the
States of the region. Consequently, it is incumbent upen the United Kations
as a historic responsibility, to request I-rael to take appropriate and urgent
measures that may lsad to its accession to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. and
to request Israel to place ail its nuclear facilities under the safeguards
regime of ths International Atomic Energy Agency (IABA) in accordance with the
Security Council resolution 487 (1981).

We have already highlighted the importance of ridding ali regions of
weapons of mass destruction and of encouraging active internatiomal
initiatives in that direction. There can ba no doubt that our Arab region is

one of the world's regions that greatly needs peace, security and stability.
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Proceeding from this, we welcomed the ongoing negotiations between the parties
concerned., We have even participated in the multilateral negotiations with
the aim of reaching a comprehensive, just and lasting solutiom to the Middle
East problem with its core, the question of Palestine. The settlement of the
problem should be based on the two Security Council resolutions - 242 (1967)
and 338 (1973) - and should involve a complete Israeli withdrawal from the
Palestinian and Arab occupied territories, including Al-Quds as well as the
Syrian Golan Heights, and the exercise by the Palestinian people of their
inalienable rights.

Our armed forces possess the conventional weapons that are necessary for
self-defence and the protection of our frontiers, territorial integrity and
sovereignty under international law, the Charter of the United Nations and the
fundamental principles that govern international relations. We have set out
this pogition in document A/47/370 that iz before the Committee.

In many international and regional forums, my country has stressed the
importance of settling differences and disputes by peaceful means and has
reiterated its total rejection of the use of force. It is in this context
that my country welcomes all the positive steps now being taken to strengthen
international peace and security at the regional and international levels.
Proceeding from this and with a view to ensuring security and stability in the
Arab Gulf region, which sorely needs both, especially after the grave events
of the last 10 years, including the Iraqgi aggression and occupation of the
fraternal country of Kuwalt and the grave consequences to the region and to
the whole world, my country, in cooperation with other fraternal States
members of the Gulf Cooperation Council, has striven, during and after the

crisis, to resolve problems and conflicts by peaceful means, through dialogue
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on the basis of the Charter and the fundamental principles governing
international relations. The overriding motive in all this continues to be
our desire to maintain i—Lernat.ona)l peace, security and stability in the
region.

Despite all this and notwithstanding the desire to strengthon rsiations
batwesn the members of the Gulf Cooperation Council and the Isiamic Republic
of Irau, we were very regrettably dismayed by the measures adopted by the
Iranian Government with regard to Abu Musa Island in breach, both in substance
and in applicatioa, of the memorandun cof understanding signed by the two
countries in 1971,

We have tried, through bilateral contacts and by megotiating with the
Islamic Goveramsnt of Iran, to reack a pasaceful solution to the Iranian
occupation of the three islands of Abv Musa, Greater Tumb, the Lesser Tunb
that belorg to the United Arab Emirates, with a view to restoring the three
islands to their rightful owners, putting an end to Iranian occupation and
reatoring the United Arab Emirates sovereignty over the three islands.

The continued existence of this problem without apy just and lasting
solution, will perpetuate the tension and instubility we are trying to avoid
in the Arab Gulf region. Ia view of this, we must do all we can to restore
security. stubility and peace to this most sensitive of regions, which is
important at the regional and international levels. Oace sgain, we state our
readiness to settls this problem by the peaceful mesns stipulated by
Article 33 of the Chartar, including litigation before the Interanational Court

of Justice.
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This was confirmed by my country's Foreign Minister in his address to the
General Assembly on 30 September 1992. We appeal once more to the Islamic
.Republic of Iran, a friemdly country, to respond positively to our sincere and
genuine wishes to reach a peaceful settlement of the dispute, as called for by
our tolerant Muslim religion and the fraternal ties that exist between us.

The disarmament process must be closely related to thie process of
development and the strengthening of world security in its wider context. The
continuing tendency towards disarmament which has resulted from the end of
East-West confrontation and the reduction of internatiomal tensions should
encourage us to move forward to settle all the remaining problems that face
us. We should accord the settlement of those problems a very special priority
and devote all our efforts to the achievement of peace and the common security
of all.

The world we live in is in tu® throes of an accelerated period of
transition and is undergoing fundamental econmomic, political, security, social
and military changes. Therefore, the stand we should take vis-a-vis those
changes, must not be confined to knee-jerk reactionms but must develop into
positive action to elaborate the ideas, percepts, strategies and irnitiatives
that may enable us to exert direct and beneficial influence on the evolution
of international events in response to the desire of the international
community to live in peace, and to free itself of all threats and dangerous
conflicts that obstruct the creation of a peaceful international enviromment
of coexistence, peace and collective security.

The effects of the arms race and the attendant unbridled military
expenditures are not limitel to the creation of grave threats to peace and
security. They also cause a massive haemorrhage of the economic resources of

nations with all the damage that that causes to the world economy. It is high
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time we rechannelled those wasted raesources and davoted them to the
achievement of the economic and social development of sll countries,
particularly in the third world, This can be achieved through disarmament,
the reduction and control of weapons and military matérijel and the
streagthening of regicnal and international security on a realistic basis, in
the interest of all.

To addrecz these problems responsibly and realistically, is to f£ind our
way to comprehensive peace and to stable and lasting security. We all know
that the world's problems, espacially in the areas of disarmament and
international security, are interrelated and interdependent. Therefore, we
must work together to settle disputes by dialogue and peaceful means and to
maintain peace and coexisteace. Since most of these problems have acquired an
international character, they cannot be dealt with by reforms or partial
solutions. It is high time we began to work together to solve those serious
problems and to fcrnm.iate new, global solutions within the Zramework of the
United Nations Charter and :he tenets of international law.

By so doing, we shall nave suceceeded in freeing the world from the
shackles of the serious pioblems that beset mankind, especially the problems
arising from the proliferation of weapons of mass dsstruction. Ard then we
can hope to create for ourselves & world of stability, justice and gecurity
for all.

The CEAIRMAN: I shall mow call om those representatives who wish to
speak in exercise of the right of reply.

I draw the Committee's attention to tlke procedure to be followed, in

accordance with established practice and the following decision of the General

Assgembly:
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“Delegations shou.d exercise their right of reply at the end of the

day whenever two meetings have been scheduled for that day and whenever

such meetings are devoted to the consideratior of the same item.

“The number of interventions in the exercise of the right of reply

for any delegation at a given meeting should be limited to twe per item.

“The first intervention in the exercise of the right of reply for

any delegation on any item at a given meeting should be limited to

10 minutes and the second intervention should bé limited to five

minutes." (Jecision 34/401, paras. 8-10)

Those are the ground rules, and I hops that they will be respected. I
shall not read them out in detail every time, but I thought it advisable to do
so on the first occasion the right of reply is exercised at this session.

I call first on the representative of the Islamic Republic of Iranm.

Mr. MASSHADI (Islamic Republic of Iran): With reference to the
statement made by the represeatative of the United Arab Emirates, let me
reiterate very briefly our ovorali approzch on policy towards the Persian Gulf
region and our neighbours in that area, based on the maintenauce and promotion
of friendly and good-neighbourly relations. We believe that only such an
approach can guarantee stability in the area.

Having said that, let me 24d that from the very beginning the Government
of the Islamic Republic of Iran tried in earnest to resolve the
misunderstandings regarding the situation of non-Unitod Arab Emirate residents
of Abu Musa Island. I raiterate that that problem or misunderstanding
pertains to non-residents of the United Arab Emirates. To that end, and

cognizant that the region's needs for tranquillity are greater than ever
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before, and alsc that understanding and good-neighbourliness should govern
relations between the countries in the Persian Gulf, we entered into
negotiations with the other party.

We_had hoped that the other party would reciprccate with such an approach
and attitude, but the United Arab Emirates raised certain issues extraneous to
the negotiations, issues that were totally irrelevant to the issue at hand,
thus forcing the bilateral talks to a halt. Such an attitude does not lend
itself to problem-resolutioca.

The Persian Gulf region needs security and stability, not tension, as was
said, and we fully agree. Our brothers in the United Arab Emirates know that
such claims would put the whole region in flames. We have toc take every
action with prudence ard wisdom and in the spirit of good-neighbourliness and
brotherly relations. Otherwise, the problems in the region of the Persian
Gulf will not be resolved.

We have receantly heard of border problems between Saudi Arazbia and Qatar,
and there are chronic issues between Saudi Arabia and Yemen as well. We are
aware that there are issues between other countries in the region, which in
the past have even given rise to bloody wars.

We should try to settle our disputes in a brotherly manner through
bilateral parleys and talks. We are prepared to sit down with our brothers in
the United Arab Emirates to settle the existing misunderstandings.
Unfortunately, as I have said, the last time we did so the other side brought

up extraneous issues without relevance to Abu Musa Island.
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We hope that this will not happen again.

I have to make several points regarding the statement made by the
representative of Kuwait. First, we agree about calling on <. : .'7as to
respect the existing agreements between the two countries. We abide by the
1971 Agreement and Memorandum of Understanding between the Islamic Republic of
Iran and the United Arab Emirates. However, it would be more advisable for
the Kuwaiti side to call on both sides, not only the Iranian side, to settle
their disputes through peaceful means.

Secondly, before calling on other parties to settle their disputes
peacefully, the representative of Kuwait passed judgement on the issue of
sovereignty. If one asks others to settle their dispute, one should not first
pass judgement.

The third and final point is that when it comes to the names of
geographical locations, we should use those that are used in the United
Nations and that appear in centuries of literaturs; the body of water between
us and our brothers in the littoral States of the Persian Gulf is called the
Persian Gulf, and does not have the other names that have been used.

Mr. SAMHAN (United Aradb Emirates) (interpretatioa from Arabic):
I did not wish to take the floor, but I have to do 80 now because my
colleague, the representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran, has taken the
floor before me.

Occupation is occupation by any name. It cannot be changed into
something else. Iran's occupation of the three islands - the Greater Tunb,
the Lesser Tunb and Abu Musa is a fact that is known to all. The three

islands have been under military occupation since 1971, If the teprésentative
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of Iran wishes to acquaint himself with that £act, he can do so by perusing
the relevant Security Council documents, |

This is not an issue of a2 number of pecple who vwere expelled from the
island of Abu Muga; it is much more than that. I do not think that any State
would allow anyonme to occupy its territory, no matter how small that State may
be. The last meeting that was held in Abu Dhabi in the United Arad Bmirétes
showed how desirous we are of resolving this problem by‘peaceful means. That
continues to be our wish, as stated in the Seneral Assembly by the Foreign
Minister of the United Arab Emirates. Consequently., I am not going to dwell
on this matter at length. The documents are there. And the documents prove
beyond a doubt the historical and legal validity of the fact that the three
islands belong, have beionged and will continue to belong to the United Arab
Emirates.

Why then should Iran occcupy the three islands and continue to occupy them
since 1971 and why should the United Arab Emirates be compelled to have
recourse to the Security Council? Boes it stand to reason that a small State
would claim fét itself the territory of a larger State? What sort of logic is
that? I again reiterate the United Arab Emirates’ positiocn: we have
historical ties with Iran, and we are keen to preserve those ties. I daresay
that this does nct apply te the United Arab Emit#tes alone but to all :he |
other States of the region. We all vént peace to prevail and unléss we
maintain neighbourly relations, the Gulf will never enjoy stability, security
or peace and will not be gpared the repetition of the‘horrotsvand wars thét
Lave ravaged it over the past 10 years. iherefote, I again reiterate my
country's position: we want to resolve this problem by peaceful means through
the appropriate international channels, under the Charter of the United

Nations,
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Miss AL-MULLA (Kuwrait) (interpretation from Arabic): The
representative of thc Isiamic Republic of Iran commented on the statement by
the Ambassador of Kuwait in the Pirst Committee. I think he was being rather
selective here.

Let me read once again what our Ambassador said:

“Ne trust that the two parties to the dispute, givem their record in
terms of respect for treaties and charters, ard their concern for sparing
their tvo countries and the whole region anything that may threaten
stability, will be able to reach a solution that may ensure rights and
underscore obligations for both parties.” (supra., p.. 20)

That was an invitation to both parties.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Arabic): I now call on the
representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran, who wishes to speak a second
time in exercise of the right of reply.

Mr. MASSHADI (Islamic Republic of Iran): I should like £irst to
express my sincere thanks for what the representative of Kuwait said., We are
fully prepared to talk with our brothers in neighbouring States in order to
settle some misunderstandings. But the issves that the representative of the
United Arab Emirates mentioned are what caused the first round of
regotiations, which were held in Abu Dh;bi. to be halted: there are
contradictions that the Unitéd Arab Emirates has not yet been able to sesolve.

In the United Arad Emizates statement, it was said that Iran had violated
the letter and the spirit of the 1971 Agreement between the two countries. We
are committed to sitting and talking on the basis of the 1971 Agreement, but
if we start talking and then extraneous issues arise, such as those mentioned
in the statement of the United Arab Emirates, issues of the other islands and

so on, then it is not we who violate the spirit and letter of the 1971
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Agreement. It is simply that the United Arab Emirates does not know which
subject it is talking about. If we are discussing the 1971 Agreement, then
let us sit and talk sbout it, but not raise extranecus issues.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Arabic): I now call on the
representative of the United Arab Emirates, who wishes to speak a second tims
in exercise of the right of reply.

Mc. SAMHAN (United Arab Emirates) {interpretation from Arabie)s
There seems to be some distortion of the facts here. The sgreement: on
Abu Musa Island is one thing, and the occupsation by Iran of Oreater Tuab and
Lesser Tumb is another. Iran does not want to address the issue of its
occupation of the Greater Tunb and the Lesser Tunb. Once again, I strass that
the three islands - Greater Tunb, Lesser Tunh and Abu Musa - arxe part end
parcel of the territory of the United Arad Emirstes snd that Iran coatinues to
occupy those islands. We are fully preparad to xesﬁzvé this issue by peacefui
means, through the appliecation of international legal instruments and in the

International Court of Justice.






