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The meeting was called to order at 11,20 a,m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 to 65, 68 and 142; 67 and 69 (continued)

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS UNDER ALL DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Peru, who will

introduce draft resolutipn A/C,1/47/L.25.

Mr. VASQUEZ (férq)%(interpretation from Spanish): My delegation has
the honour to intréaﬁce dgéfﬁ regolution A/C.1/47/L.25, entitled "Regional
disarmament”, on behalf of the delegations of Albania, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, France, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Honduras, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Norway, Paraguay, Peru, the Philippines, Poland, Portugal, the
Republic of Korea, Romania, Senegal, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the United States of America
and Uruguay.

By the preambular part of the draft resolution, the General Assembly

would recall its resolutions 44/116 U and 44/117 B of 15 December 1989,

45/58 M of 4 December 1990 and 46/36 F of 6 December 1991, The Assembly would
consider that the regional approach to disarmament is one of the most
important means by which States can contribute to the strengthening of
international security, arms limitation and disarmament and recognize that the
regional and global approaches complement each other and can be pursued
simultaneously in the promotion of regional and international peace and

security.
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'The Assembly would also state its conviction that disarmament can be
carried out only in a climate of confidence based on mutual respect and aimed
at ensuring better relations founded on justice, solidarity and cooperation,
and would note that the consumption of resources for potentially destructive
purposes is in stark contrast to the need for social and economic development,
and that reduction in military expenditure following, inter alia, the
conclusion of regional disarmament agreements could entail benefits in both
the social and the economic fields.

The General Assembly would note also that disarmament measures in one
region should not lead to increased arms transfers to other regions or extend
the military imbalances and/or tensions from one area to other areas, and
would comsider also that confidence-building and transparency measures are
essential elements in the implementation of regional disarmament.

In the operative part of the draft resolution, the Assembly would
reaffirm that the regional approach to disarmament is one of the essential
elements in the global efforts to strengthen international peace and security,
and would state that it is convinced of the importance and effectiveness of
regional disarmament measures taken at the initiative of States of the regiqn
and with the participétion of all States concerned.

It would affirm that comprehensive political and peaceful settlement of
regional conflicts and disputes can contribute to the reduction of tension and
the promotion of regional peace, security and stability. It would stress the
importance of confidence-building measures, including objective information on

military matters.
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The Assembly would affirm also that multifaceted cooperation between
States in the region, encompassing political, economic, social and cultural
fields, can be conducive to the strengthening of regional security and
stability. It would note with satisfaction the important progress made in
various regions of the world through the adoption of arms limitation, security
and cooperation agreements, including those related to the prohibition of
weapons of mass destruction, and would encourage States in the regions
concerned to continue implementing those agreements.

The General Assembly would encourage States of the same region to examine
the possibility of creating, on their own initiative, regional mechanisms
and/or institutions for the establishment of measures in the framework of an
effort of regional disarmament or for the prevention and the peaceful
settlement of disputes with the assistance, if requested, of the United
Nations.

Finally, the Assembly would invite and encourage all States to conclude,
whenever possible, agreements on arms limitation and confidence-building
measures at the regional level, including those conducive to avoiding the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.

In view of regional disarmament's growing importance in the United
Nations, and in view of the fact that in recent years the majority of
resolutions on this subject have been adopted by consensus, Peru considers
that at future sessions of this Committee members should make further efforts
to merge, as far as possible, the various draft resolutions on this item in
order to give the sharpest possible focus at the multilateral level to the

question of regional disarmament.
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Finélly, my delegation hopes that, like its predecessors, draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.25 will be adopted by consensus.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Singapore, who will
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.24.

Mr. CHEW (Singapore): Let me say first, Sir, that. I am very pleased
to see you in the Chair at this session.

On behalf of its sponsors, I have the honour of introducing, under agenda
item 62 (b), "Regional confidence-building measures', draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.24, entitled "Treaty of Amity and Cooperation in South-~East Asia”.
The draft resolution has 133 sponsors, which are listed on its first page or
whose names have been read out in the Committee in recent days: I shall not
read them out now,

The Treaty of Amity and Cooperation in South-East Asia has beer acceded
to by all six States members of the Association of South-East Asian Nations
(ASEAN): Brunei Darussalam, Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore
and Thailand. The objective of the Treaty is to promote perpetual peace,
everlasting amity and cooperation between the peoples of South-East Asia. The
Treaty provides a framework for cooperation in many fields, as well as a
mechanism for the pacific settlement of disputes. Since coming into force in
1976‘the Treaty has been an important instrument of regional
confidence-building, contributing to the peace and stability that have
underpinned the economic growth and development of ASEAN countries. In 1989

Papua New Guinea acceded to the Treaty; this year, in July, Viet Nam and the

Lao People's Democratic Republic alsoc acceded to the Treaty.
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The recent end of the cold war has brought a climate of enhanced regional

and global cooperation. Countries in South-East Asia are now able to

concentrate on economic cooperation, growth and development. The Treaty has

thus grown in relevance and importance in the sphere of the maintenance of

international peace and security in line with the United Nations Charter.
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AIn his report "An Agenda for Peace" (A/47/277) the Secretary-General has
called for a closer relationship between the United Nations and reqional
associations, particularly mentioning the role such associations can play in
regional confidence-building as part of preventive diplomacy and
peace-building. In response to his call, the Parties to the Treaty of Amity
and Cooperation in South-East Asia have submitted this draft resolution to
seek United Nations cognizance of and support for the Treaty. We have been
joined by a large number of sponsors from all regions of the world, including
the Dialogue Partners of the Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN).
The ASEAN members and other States Parties to the Treaty are grateful for an
encouraged by the support of the other sponsors, and we wish to express our
deep appreciation to all of them. We all share the view that regional peace
and security and development are building blocks in United Nations efforts in
the maintenance of international peace and security. Such regional efforts
need the support of the intermnational community of nations, embodied by the
United Nations, as they enhance the purposes and prinéiples of the United
Nations.

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.24 is simple and straiéhtforward. It seeks
in the one operative paragraph the General Assembly's endorsement of the
purposes and principles of the Treaty of Amity and Cooperation in South-East
Asia. It is the wish of the 133 sponsors - that number is still growing -

that the draft resolution be adopted by consensus.
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Mr. CHO (Republic of Korea): As a sponsor of draft resolution
A/C.1)47/Lo24 on the Treaty of Amity and Cooperation in South-East Asia, which
has just been introduced by the represeﬁtative of Singapore, the Republic'of
Korea would like to express its support for the draft resolution.

My delegation believes thaﬁ endorsement of the Treaty by the Committee
and the General Assembly would appropriately reflect the new trend in arms
control and disarmament efforts, which we should pursue more actively in the
future to obtain global peace and security.

Indeed, the Secretary—Gengral in his reports "An Agenda for Peace"
(A/47/277) and "New dimensions of arms regulation and disarmament in the
post-cold-war era" rightly points out that regional arrangements have great
potential to contribute to preventive diplomacy, peace-keeping, peacemaking
and post-conflict peace-building, and that many States have a growing interest
in developiné regional approaches to arms limitation and confidence-building,

Furthermore, the Genefal Assembly has already expressed its support for
efforts to implement confidence-building measures at the regional and
sub-regional level. My delegation believes that the United Nations practice
of endorsing regional efforts will lead to the stable and efficient
functioning of confidence-building measures at the regional level.

It is commendable of the ASEAN countries and other States Parties to the
Treaty to promote the common objective of regional confidence-building,
leaving behind previous differences such as those which preceded their
agreement on the Cambodian issue. Clearly, they have set an excellent example

- to the rest of the world by working together to achieve regional security.

»
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.My delegation believes that the draft resolution will positively
influence the region's perception of confidence-~building and provide further
momentum for confidence-building measures in other regions of the world as
well.

Therefore, the Republic of Korea would like the Committee to adopt the
draft resolution by consensus.

Mr, SIGMUNDSSON (iceland): The past three years have beén a time of
remarkable dynamism on the international scene. With the end of the East-West
conflict and the demise of the Soviet Union, we are, for the first time in
decades, presented with great new opportunities, not least in the field of
cooperative security.

However, as has been demonstrated by the debate in the Committee during
the past few.weeks and the draft resolutions submitted, the passing of the
cold war has not brought to an end efforts to safeguard peace and stability
through arms control and disarmament. The negative stability of the cold war
has given way to a highly volatile and unpredictable international situation.
While we rejoice at the disappearance of the spectre of nuclear Armageddon,
there is justified reason for apprehension on account of the muitiple threats
posed by the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and destabilizing
regional or localized build-up of conventional forces.

Meanwhile, the whole concept of security has become more diffuse and
multidimensional. The predominantly military perspective of major post-war
security policies is to an increasing extent being overtaken by political,
economic and environmental aspects. Despite the traditiomal distinction
between disarmament and confidence-building, the boundaries between the two

are likely to become more tlurred as greater attention will be focused on
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transparentcy of intentions rather than on military capabilities.
Furthermore, this will call for greater institutional collaboration, both on
the global and regional levels.

It will thus be increasingly important for the United Nations to draw on
the resources of regional organizations such as the Atlantic Alliance and the
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE). The latter is
currently initiating deliberations within the newly established Forun for
Security Cooperation. Iceland hopes that this new Forum will becéme an
effective venue for the consolidation of multilateral arms control in Europe
and the focal point of increasing emphasis on confidence-building. The Treaty
on Open Skies, which was signed in Helsinki last March and will shortly be
ratified in Iceland, is an excellent example of confidence-building measures
extending over the vast geographic area from Vancouver to Vladivostok.

Whatever the future may hold, we must continue to pay close attention to
the demands posed by the implementation and verifiéation of recent major arms
control agreements, which have global implications. This requirement alone
will consume much time and effort in the near future. Obviously, the
reduction of excessive nuclear arsenals remains the single most urgent
objective in international arms control. The unilateral decisions by the
United States and Russia in 1991 to eliminate their ground-launched tactical
nuclear weapons and the subsequent announcements of far-reaching reductions in
strategic arms in June 1992 bode well, but will largely have to be assessed on

the basis of the transparency and security of their implementation.
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' Turning to the tasks in hand, we find that our Committee will be
addressing several draft resolutions on issues of great imporﬁance. First and
foremost, there is the historic result of the Conference on Disarmament, as
contained in draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.l, on the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical
Weapons and on Their Destruction. Iceland is a co-sponsor of the draft
resolution and intends to become an original signatory of the Convention in
Paris next January.

Secondly, Iceland has once more sponsored the draft resolution - thisr
year it is A/C.1/47/L.37 - regarding a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty,
which would constitute an important strengthening of non-proliferation and a
significant contribution to the protection of the environment.

Thirdly, Iceland considers draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.6, '"Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons: the 1995 Conference and its Preparatory
Committee", to be crucial for the future of the Treaty, which should be

extended indefinitely.
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Fourthly, Iceland welcomes the submission of draft resolution
A/C.i/47/L.18, on transparency in armaments, which is an important follow-up
to the resolution‘adopted last year. The potential of the United Nations
Register of Conventional Arms is enthusiastically recognized in various
relevant multilateral forums, and the additional scrutiny of production as
well as of purchases and sales will reinforce the Register still further.

These are only four of the many constructive draft resolutibns introduced
in the Committee., However, Iceland hopes that they, in particular, will
receive the undivided attention and support of members.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Belgium, who will
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.28

Mr. SERVAIS (Belgium) (interpretation from French): As Chairman of
the Conference on Disarmament, I had the honour to submit to the First
Committee on 12 October last the report of the Conference on Disarmament on
the work of its 1992 session.

Following the suggestion of a large number of delegations, Belgium is now
submitting to the First Committee draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.28, on the
adoption of the report, which this year is of obvious importance. In the
draft before you the General Assembly would reaffirm the role of the
Conference on Disarmament as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating
forum and welcome the conclusion of negotiations on the draft Convention on
chemical weapons, which is the subject of draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.l. 1In the operative part, and indeed in the preamble, the
General Assembly would express the détermination of the Conference on
Disarmament to fulfil its role in the light of the evolving international
situation and would encourage the ongoing review of its agenda, membership and

methods of work.
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.I wish here to stress the constructive spirit of members of the
Conference on Disarmament and their resolve to discharge their duties, bearing
in mind the different aspects of disarmament and intermational security. I
wish also to welcome here the ongoing positive contribution to the work of the
Conference made by the delegations of States that I always have difficulty in
calling "non-members", which are not mentioned in draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.28, In addition, I would be unfair and remiss were I not to

acknowledge once again the devotion and professionalism of the

* Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament and his entire team.

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.28 is the result of intense consultations and
negotiations that have led to its present form,vwhich is likely to command the
broadest support in the First Committee. That is certainly the sincere hope
of my delegation, which considers that adoption of the draft resolution
without a vote - that is, by consensus - would represent welcome encouragement
to the Conference on Disarmament in its important work of meeting the
challenges of strengthening peace and internatiomnal security.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of India, who will introduce
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.32.

Mr. CHANDRA (India): On behalf of the delegations of Afghanistan,
Belarus, Bhutan, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Hungary, Indonesia, Sri Lanka, Venezuela
and my own country, I would like to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.32,
entitled "Scientific and technological developments and their impact on
internétional security".

The world community has acknowledged that disarmament has to be tackled
not merely quantitatively but also qualitatively. The qualitative aspect of
disarmament,.however, has not received the attention and acticn that it

. deserves. In 1988, at the third special session of the General Assembly
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devoted to Disarmament, India had, accordingly, voiced its concern through a
paper on the qualitative aspects of disarmament. In its resolution 43/77 A,
adopted with the broad support of the international community, the General
Assembly had requested the Secretary-Gemeral to follow future scientific and
technological developments, especially those which had potential military
applications, and to evaluate their impact on international security. It is
commonly recognized that science and technology are per se neutral and can
have both positive and negative effects on the international security
environment.

In the report of the Secretary-General on this subject, contained in
document A/45/568, it’was madé clear that in some respects modern
technological advances may be hindering rather than helping the pursuit of
international security. Five broad fields were identified for following
scientific and technological developments: nuclear technology, space
technology, materials technology, information technology and biotechnology.
The cumulative impact of individual developments in these five areas could
substantively transform the security environment. Taking the illustrative set
of criteria elaborated in the report into account, it was suggested in the
report that the international community needed to be better equipped to follow
the nature and direction of technological change, and that the United Nations
could serve as a catalyst and a clearing-house of ideas in this regard.

The Conference on New Trends in Science and Technology: Implications for
International Peace and Security, held in April 1990 in Sendai, Japan, saw a
convergence of views favouring the goal of a more active and effective
multilateral collaboration in the area of technology assessment in which the
United Nations should play = leading role, the purpose of which would be to
improve predictability as to the future and to foster greater public’

awareness. It was also recognized that there was a need for the scientific



A/C.1/47/PV,28
14-15

(Mr. Chandra, India)
and policy communities to work together in dealing with the complex
implications of technological change from a truly global perspective. It was
the coanclusion of the Senda’ Conference that in view of the inherent dualities
of the technological process, dialogue and mutual reassurance were required tov
make sure that innovations with military applications did not trigger
suspicions or competitive response and that the United Nations could and
should play a leading role in such activity.

The Secretary-General was therefore requested - in resolution 45/60 - to
continue to follow scientific and technological developments and to provide to
the General Assembly at its forty-seventh session a framework for technology
assessment, guided, inter alia, by the criteria suggested in his report in
document A/45/568. 1In his interim report (A/47/355), dated 10 August 19982,
issued at the current session of the General Assembly, the Secretary-General
has stated that he would take the outcome of the deliberations in the United
Nations Disarmament Commission on its agenda item entitled "The role of
science and technology in the context of international security, disarmament
and other related fields" fully into account in the development of a framework
that would

“provide the international community with an indeed useful instrument for

the assessment of scientific and technological developments." (A/47/335,

para. 9)

The purpose of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.32 is to encourage the
Secretary~General in his efforts in this regard, in order to provide such an
instrument to the international community at the forty-eighth session of the
General Assembly.

We are confident that 3 shared awareness of technological advances and

their channelization to peaceful purposes can only help in creating a happier

world and a safer security environment.
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Only watchfulness and collective action can restrain trends which
undermine global security. We have a common future and must demonstrate a
common determination to give science and technology a human face. The
challenges of eradicating poverty and its attendant social problems, along
with the problems of global warminé, ozone depletion, environment management
and the verification, conversion and safe disposal of weapons, all of which
have acquired a global dimension, require our inventiveness and cooperation on
a global basis. Scientific and technological developments must continue, but
should be oriented in favour of peaceful uses for the benefit of mankind.

My delegation, and the others on whose behalf we have introduced the
draft resolution, hope that it will receive the Committee's serious
consideration and support.

I should now like to move on to the introduction of draft resolution
A/C,1/47/L,33.

Over the last month we have heard many statements welcoming the positive
changes that have occurred in the political, military and sécurity situation
in the world. The end of the cold war and East-West confrontation, the
unilateral decisions to dismantle and destroy some portions of awesome nuclear
arsenals and the unilateral moratoriums by some nuclear-weapon States on
nuclear-weapon testing are indeed very welcome, albeit delayed, changes which
we have noted with satisfaction. But we also believe that, welcome as these
changes are, they must not blind us to the other reality, relating to changes
that have not taken place.

There is no change in the thinking that nuclear weapons are still
necessary for security, no change in approach with regard to the doctrine of
deterrence and no change in the policy of reserving the right to conduct

nuclear explosions for weapons purposes. Despite the end of East-West
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confrontation, existing nuclear arsenals can still destroy the world several
times over. There is also no change in the reluctance to renounce the right
to use, or threaten to use, nuclear weapons, despite the fact that a nuclear
war cannot be won and must never bhe fought,

The overwhelming majority of humanity wants a nuclear-weapon-free world.
It wants complete nuclear disarmament and the elimination of all nuclear
weapons on Earth and in outer space, These are our goals and objectives, and
they remain humanity's immutable objectives, which cannot be changed or
diluted, regardless of improvements in the international climate.

My delegation believes that these are achievable objectives, despite the
differences of perception on their realization. My delegation is optimistic
that, just as the international community has now completed negotiations on
the elimination of toxic chemical weapons and a total ban on their use,
production and stockpiling, we will one day negotiate a convention on banning
the use of nuclear weapons, on cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests, on
prohibiting the production of nuclear weapons and on their complete
elimination. But we believe that it is necessary to reiterate these goals and
to pursue proposals to achieve them., These proposals do not become irrelevant
or unnecessary because of the improved political climate. In fact, the
improved political climate is conducive to the impiementation of the ideas
contained in draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.33, which we have presented.

It is in this spirit that my delegation wishes to introduce that draft
resolution, on "Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons”.
It is sponsored by Algeria, Bangladesh, Bolivia, Bhutan, Costa Rica, Ecuador,
Egypt, Ethiopia, Indonesia, the Lao People's Democratic Republic, Madagaécar,

Malaysia, Viet Nam and India.
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Under the draft resolution the General Assembly would reiterate the
conviction that the complete elimination of nuclear weapons leading to genera
and complete disarmament remains the goal;kwould call upon the Conference on
Disarmament to commence negotiations to conclude an international convention
prohibiting the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons undex any
circumstances; and would put forward a draft convention as a basis for those
negotiations.

We are privileged to introduce the draft resolution on behalf of all its
sponsors, to whom we extend our thanks.

We urge Member States to make a further positive contribution to the
changed international climate by supporting this draft resolution and
subsequently to take action on its implementation.

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on the Permanent Representative of
Indonesia to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.23.

Mr., WISNUMURTI (Indonesia): It is indeed a privilege for me to
introduce, on behalf of the non-aligned countries, draft reéolution
A/C.1/47/L.23.

The draft resolution, dealing with the "Relationship between disarmament
and development" is procedural in nature. Under it the General Assembly woul
welcome the report of the Secretary-General (A/47/452) and actions taken to
implement the relevant provisions of the Final Document adopted by the
International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development, held@ in 1987. The Secretary-General would be requested to
continue those endeavours and to submit a report to the General Assembly at
its forty-eighth session.

In a world of growing interdependence, the promotion of an integfatéd

approach to the issues of disarmament and development and the fashioning of 2
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operationally feasible and productive relationship between them would be in
the common interest of all countries. Development contributes to the easing
of a vast array of non-military threats to security. Furthermore, in the
light of the current reality of deepemning crisis in the global monetary,
financial and trading systems, of sluggish economic growth projections and
continuing structural imbalances and rigidities in the global economy, the
need to reallocate resources away from military purposes and towards
socio-economic purposes has moved beyond the moral plane and has become a
political and moral imperative.

For these reasons, we attach exceptional importance to this issue and
hope that the Committee will adopt the draft resolution without a vote.

Mr. WU Chengjiang (China) (interpretation from Chinese): I am
speaking to reaffirm China's principled position on the prevention of an arms
race in outer space.

Over the years, while no substantive negotiations have been conducted in
the Conference on Disarmament in Gemeva on the agenda item entitled
"Prevention of an arms race in outer space“, some countries have been'carrying
out research on, and developing, outer-space weapons, and they are still doing
so. The extension of néw types of weaponry into outer space cannot but arouse
grave concern among the international community.

Outer space belongs to all mankind and should be used for peaceful
purposes and the good of humanity. Therefore, no countfy should develop
outer-space weapons for any reason.

China supports the complete prohibition and total destruction of
outer-space weapons and advocates that countries with space capabilities
should take measures forthwith to stop the arms race in outer space, with the

comprehensive prohibition of outer-space weapons as the highest priority.
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In this connection countries with the largest space capabilities should
bear special responsibilities; It is imperative for them to stop immediately
the development, testing, production and stockpiling of outer-space weépons
and to destroy all existing dnes. China is of the view that in order to
achieve the goal of preventing an arms race in outer space it is necessary to
take the following measures: first, comprehensively to prohibit all types of
outer-~space weapons, including anti-ballistic missiles and anti-satellite
weapons, so as to realize the non-weaponization of outer space; secondly, to
prohibit the use of force or acts of hostility in, from or towards outer space.

Although a few existing international legal instruments in the area of
outer space play a certain role, they are far from adequate in keeping weapons
from being introduced into outer space, In view of this, China supports the
proposal that the Conference on Disarmament should carry out substantive
negotiations as soon as possible for the purpose of reaching, at an early date
an agreement containing the above-mentioned provisions.

On the basis of that principled position, the Chinese delegation has
continued, as it has done in the past few years in the Committee, its
consultations with non-aligned countries and other parties concerned with a
viey to arriving at a single draft resoiution, thereby demonstrating the
shared wishes of the international community on this important item. On the
whole, draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.34 reflects China's position and we have
joined in sponsoring it. At the same time I should also like to point out
that the Chinese delegation believes that devising measures for transparency,
confidence and security in the context of preventing an arms race in outer
space cannot feplace or compromise substantive negotiations aimed at an

international agreement preventing an arms race in outer space and banning

outer-space weapons.
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Mr. KAREM (Egypt)!interpretation from Arabic): In line with your

directive, Sir, I will not congratulate you on the excellent way in which you
are chairing the Committee but I was hoping to be given the opportunity. to
express my pleasure at seeing such a capable Egyptian Ambassador chair the
work of the Committee for the first time since 1960. While expressing my
regret that you have not afforded me the opportunity to congratulate you, at
least let me express my pleasure at working once again under your chairmanship
as it has been my pleasure and honour to do since 1974,

I address the Committee today to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.11
entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the
Middle East", under Agenda item 55. It is indeed the annual draft resolution
submitted by our delegation, one that has gained vast internationél and
regional support tﬁroughout the years and one that has become a cornerstone of
disarmament and arms reduction efforts in the Middle East and of the
enhancement of peace and security in a region that has suffe;ed far too long
the ravages of war and armed conflicts.®

In 1974, the General Assembly, at the joint initiative of Egypt and Iran,
adopted, for the first time, a resolution on this subject. That resolution
has continued to be adopted by consensus since 1980, The delegation of Egypt
vishes to put on record the very positive developments that have moved the
Egyptian initiative toward new prospects of cooperation and led to the
publication of the Secretary-General's report entitled "Study on effective and
verifiable meésures which would facilitate the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East", document A/45/435 issued on
10 October 1990. The study included numerous jdeas and proposals which

—————

* Mr. Patokallio (Finland), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.
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reflect international and regional interest in implementing the elements of
that initiative and translating them into reality.

I refer in particular to paragraph 110 of the study which underscéred
inter alia the need to underétand and deal with the fears of the various
States in the Middle East and to build confidence on all sides.

Several States have sent replies to the Secretary-General when the study
was presented containing opinions which did not diverge from the lofty
objective of establishing that nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East
region,

In its reply to the Secretary-General dated 29 April 1991, document
A/46/291, Egypt invited the Secretary-General to address a questionnaire to
the States of the Middle East regarding the annex to the study to ascertain
their rules regarding the principal elements of a zonal arrangement,
especially with regard to: (a) its geographical extent; (b) the list of its
basic prohibitions; (c) the verification of compliance with those
prohibitions; (d) the commitments towards the zone to be made by States
outside the region; (e) the duration of the relevant arrangement;

(f) provisions regarding adjacent areas; (g) relationships to other similar
zones; (h) relationships to other intefnational agreements; (i) technical
clauses such as verification and withdrawal provisions.

The Middle East is currently the stage of historic events as a result of
the initiation of the peace process and the ongoing negotiations between all
the States parties to that process. The peace conference has led to several
multilateral negotiations dealing with issues of disarmament and arms
reduction., The States parties have met in Washington and Moscow and will meet

again soon in Washington where the parties are now preparing their positions.
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Undoubtedly, the present positive conditions and the resultant favourable
climate give us hope and confidence that the provisions of that important
initiative will be implemented and will free the Middle East from the threat"
of a nuclear war, prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons in the region,
strengthen the security of the region's States, ward off the dangers of
nuclear armament and create an appropriate climate for mutual trust between
the parties concerned.

The draft resolution before you aims at achieving those very objectives
within the following frameworks: first, it recommends that all States in the
region refrain, on a reciprocal basis, from producing, acquiring or in any
other way possessing nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices and from

permitting the stationing of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third

party.
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Secondly, the draft resolution urges the States of the region to refrain
from adopting any measures which would contradict the cbjectives of the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East.

In this context, the ngptian draft resolution before you (A/C.1/47/L.11)
includes several measures which are to be adopted in order to take advantage
of the political momentum and achieve the objectives of the establishment of
such a zone.

For example: (i) It‘invites all countries of the region to adhere to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and to agree to place all
their nuclear activities under International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.
(ii) It invites all countries of the region to declare their support for the
establishment of such a zone, and to make the binding legal undertakings to
ensure the rejection of the nuclear option, (iii) It calls on all States
outside the region, particularly the nuclear-weapon States, to respect their
commitment to the conditions of the establishment of such a zone. (iv) It
calls for confidence building between the States of the‘region while ensuring
openness and transparency in the field of nuclear programmes. (v) It calls
for the adoption of comprehensive verification measures that would guarantee
adherence by all Parties to their commitments, and to the objective of the
initiative throughout the stages of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
the region and the provisiom of the necessary guarantees of security for all
the States of the region.

My country's delegation believes that the present circumstances present
us with an historic opportunity to achieve progress toward the establishment
of such a zone in the Middle East region. Consequently, the international

community should not look upon this initiative as if it were peripheral toc the
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problem of the Middle East, This initiative should be dealt with on the basis

of the fact that it aims first and foremost at ridding the region of ‘the
dangers of the nuclear arms race and at confidence building between all the
Parties concerned in this respect.

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.11 refers in its third operative paragraph to

resolution GC(XIXVI)/Res/6012 which was adopted by consensus at the

16th General Conference of the International Atomic Energy Agency concerning

the application of the Agency's safequards in the Middle East. That

resolution affirmed the urgent need for the States of the region to accept the
full-scope safequards on all their nuclear activities as an important measure
towards building confidence between all the States in the region and as an
important step towards strengthening international peace and security within
the framework of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the
Middle East. The same resolution invites the Director-General of thé
International Atomic Energy Agency to undertake consultations with all the
States in the region in order to facilitate the immediate application of the
safequards to all their nuclear activities in the Middle East. This is an
important development which must be noted.

Operative paragraph 9 of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.11 requests the
Secretary-General to pursue further consultations with the States of the
region and other concerned States and to take into account the positive

evolving situation in the region in order to move towards the establishment of

a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East.
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Moreover, in preambular paragraph 8 and operative paragraph 8, the draft
resolution refers to the establishment of a zone free of all weapons of mass
destruction in the region of the Middle East. This was the Egyptian
initiative presented in April 1990 by President Mubarak, with the aim of
dealing with all weapons of mass destruction and ridding the Middle East
region of the threat of such weapons and establishing an appropriate
verification system. Undoubtedly, the relationship between the two
initiatives is clear, essential and important, since they both aim at
achieving the objectives of comprehensive and complete disarmament, and
ensuring peace and security in the region of the Middle East, by putting an
end to the use or threat of use of weapons of mass destruction.

In conclusion, I should like to affirm that in preparing draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L,11 for this session, our delegation made a point of maintaining its
balanced formulation as well as the ideas, letter and spirit, that have gained
full support and consensus within the General Assembly. In this respect, our
delegation intensified the consultation with all the partieé concerned, as
well as with other interested parties, and we hope that our draft resolution
will be adopted by the consensus as it has been attracting since 1980.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Germany, who will
introduce draft resolutions A/C.1/47/L,1/Rev.2 and A/C,1/47/L.15.

Mr. VON WAGNER (Garmany): Today I wish first to introduce, on
behalf of all of its sponsors, draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.2, entitled
"Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and
Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction". The number of sponsors has
risen to 143 so in order to save precious time I shall not read out all of the

names but shall simply refer to document A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.2, which gives the
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complgte list. I should like to express my profound appreciation and
gratitude for the support of so many delegations and Governments, whose
co-sponsorship has made this draft resolution a very special one. In
particular, I should like to thank the two traditional authors and sponsors of
the draft resolution on chemical weapons in this‘Committee, Canada and’Pol;nd,
which provided invaluable help in drafting and promoting the document. I
should also like to thank all of the sponsors for.the particularly
constructive spirit in whiéh they dealt with amendments to the first draft,
thus greatly facilitating the elaboration of the two revisionms.

There is hardly any need now to introduce draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.2. 1Its méin thrust is to promote the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpilihg and Use of Chemical
Weapons and on Their Destruction as adopted by the Conference on Disarmament.
As for the Convention itself, I may draw the Committee's attention to the
statement I made at the 4th meeting, on 13 October 1992, in which I gave a
detailed presentation of the Convention and its main provisions.

Today, I should like only to emphasize once more the significance of the
Convention for international peace and security. The essential points in this
respect are spelt out in the seventh paragraph of the preamble to the draft
resolution, which reads as follows:

"Convinced that the Convention, particularly as adherence to it
approaches universality, will contribute to the maintenance of
international peace and improve the security of all States, and that it

therefore merits the strong support of the entire international

community",
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This paragraph points to the importance of universality. Here, the |
extraordinarily high number of sponsors augurs well and should encourage even
greater participation in the signing ceremony to be held in Paris on
13 January 1993. 1In saying ﬁhis, I am aware of the fact that some delegations
hold the opinibn that there may be security issues that are not covered by
this Convention and to which prior solutions are desirable. I am also aware
that, in respect of matters of national security, States are bound to devise
their own courses of action with particular circumspection.

Having said all this, I should like, nevertheless, to urge all
delegations toiweigh with the utmost care the benefits of joining and the
costs of not jLining the Convention. I am firmly convinced that all States,
whatever the particular circumstances in their specific region, can only gain
by making this truly historic endeavour a success - gain in terms of building
confidence, increasing their security, and enhancing economic opportunity.

Let me conclude the introduction of this draft resolution by quoting once
more from the revised draft resolution, which speaks of impiementation of the
Convention as a means of emhancing

"cooperative multilateralism as a basis for international peace and

security". (A/C,1/47/L,1/Re br 4)

We all subscribe to this concept, so let us put it to work and make the
Convention a success story of truly global disarmament and arms control.

Secondly, I have the hanour, on behalf of Brazil and Germany, of
introducing draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.15, entitled "The role of science and
technology in the context of international security, disarmament and other

related fields"., This draft resolution is sponsored also by Australia,

Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
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Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France, Greece, Hungary, Ireland,
Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Romania,
the Russian Federation, Spain, Uruguay and Venezuela, as well as Germany.

Indeed, promising developments in the recent discussion about science and

technology have made possible the submission, by Brazil and Germany, of a

joint draft resolution on the role of science and technology in the context of

international security, disarmament and other related fields.
In essence, the draft resolution merges strands of thinking so far

contained in two resolutions ~ the German resolution on science and technology

for disarmament; and the Brazilian resolution on the transfer of high

technology with military applications, The developments that made possible

the merging of the two resolutions are most tangibly reflected in this year's

report of the Disarmament Commission (A/47/42). With the Committee's

indulgence, I shall therefore briefly recall the most pertinent language of

that report. On the basis >f the respective Brazilian and German resolutioms,

the draft resolution trahslates these formulations into operative terms.

Dh the sub-item "Science and technology for disarmament", the report
states that progress was male in identifying areas in which disarmament-
related science and technoloagy is applied, including areas in relation to
weapons disposal, military conversion and the negotiation and verification of

disarmament agreements. The report goes on to quote from paragraph 6 of the

report of Working Group IV on agenda item 7, as follows:
“"Further, the need to strengthem international cooperation in this regard

was recognized. During the course of discussions it also became clear
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that the question of access to disarmament-related technologies required
for the effective implementation of disarmament agreements was of
particular relevance. It was generally agreed that efforts should be
increased to develop coﬁcrete recommendations under this sub-item."
(A/47/42, para. 31)

In the light of this encouraging convergence of views the draft
resolution, in operative paragraph 1, would have the General Assembly call
upon the Disarmament Commission to intensify its work on science and
technology under its agenda item 7 and to submit sﬁbstantive recommendations
on this matter as soon as possible. In addition, in operative paragraph 3,
the Assembly would invite Member States to undertake additiomnal efforts to
apply science and technology for disarmament-related purposes and to make such
technologies available to interested States.

With regard to the deliberations on the sub-item concerning the transfer
of high technology with military applications, the report registers the fact
that the Working Group continued its consideration of the pfoposal by
Argentina and Brazil

“"for seeking universally acceptable guidelines that would regulate

. international transfers of sensitive technologies." (A/47/42,

para., 31 (8))

The Working Group's report continues:

"In this context the need to widen multilateral dialogue was recognized.

It was further agreed that norms or guidelines for the trahsfer of high

technology with military applications should take into account the

legitimate requirements for the maintenance of intermational peace and
security, while ensuring that they did not deny access to high technology

products, services and know-how for peaceful purposes,” (ibid.)
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'Hence, in operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution the General
Assembly would invite Member States to widen multilateral dialogue, bearing in
mind the proposal for seeking universally acceptable international norms or
guidelines that would regulate international transfers of sensitive
technologies with military applications. Furthermore, in operative
paragraph 2, the Assembly would request the Conference on Disarmament to
pursue constructively - in response to fesolution 46/36 L of
9 December 1991 - its work on the agenda item entitled "Transparency in
armaments"”, which includes consideration of the elaboration of practical means
to increase openness and transparency related to the transfer of high
technology with military applications.

In conclusion, I should like to express the hope‘of the delegations
sponsoring draft resolution A/C.1/47)L.15 that their draft resolution on the
role of science and technology in the context of international security,
disarmament and other related fields will command broad support. This year's
report of the Disarmament Commission provides most promising conditions in
this respect. Indeed, the delegations of Brazil and Germany feel that we
could all pave the way for fruitful deliberations on science and technology at
the forthcoming session of the Disarmament Commission by adopting draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.15 without a vote.

Mr., FUJITA (Brazil): I should like to refer to draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.2 and draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.15.

My comments on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.15, which has just been

introduced by the representative of Germany and of which my delegation has the

honour to be one of the initiators, will be very brief.
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We fully endorse the statement just made by Ambassador von Wagner, and
here we wish simply to underscore the constructive and forward-looking
approach that formed the basis of our joint effort. The convergence of
interests reflected in the merging of the German and Brazilian draft
resolutions this year fully attests to the importance of the theme of the role
of science and technology in the context of intermational security,
disarmament and other related fields.

The constructive dialogue between our delegations, which permitted the
merging of our two past resolutions and the broad spectrum of sponsorship of
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.15 augur well for the widening of the multilateral
dialogue on this item at the Disarmament Commission and for its successful
conclusion next year. We invite all delegations to extend full support to
draft resolution L.15 so as to allow ité adoption without a vote.

| Turning now to draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev.2, my delegation, as one
of its sponsors, wishes to take this opportunity to stress the importance the
Brazilian Government attaches to the Convention on Chemical Weapons. The
conclusion of the draft Convention by the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva“
on 3 September of this year represented the long awaited culmination of a
24-year negotiating process. We therefore have every reason to rejoice at the
positive final result of that difficult process, whose fruit is now ready to
be endorsed by our Governmeats.

In the view of the Brazilian delegation, the draft Convention is a
remarkable achievement as it provides for the total banning of a particularly
abhorrent kind of weapon. Besides, in Paris, early next year, the

international community will have before it, open for signature, the first
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multilateral agreement on disarmament and arms control of a truly global,
broad, verifiable and non-discriminatory nature,

Of particular importance to us is the fact thét due attention was given
to the need to preserve and advance the legitimate rights of all States to
developmént of their chemical industries for peaceful purposes, including
through international exchanges. It is our earmest hope that the entry into
force of the Convention will have a major confidence-building effect and will
thus contribute to emhancing the legitimate process of international transfer
of chemical technology for peaceful purposes.

In September 1991, together with Argentina and Chile, Brazil signed the
Mendoza Declaration, an instrument that gives concrete shape to our
unequivocal rejection of chemical and biological weapons and stresses our
commitment to becoming original signatories of the Convention on Chemical
Weapons. Later, the significance of the Mendoza Declaration was further
enhanced by the joiﬁing of Uruguay, Paraguay, Bolivia and Ecuador.

To a large extent the Latin American and Caribbean region may be
considered a pioneer in the universal quest for a safer world, which is
contingent on the total banning of all kinds of weapons of mass destruction.
The Treaty of Tlatelolco for the prohibition of nuclear weapons, whose full
entry into force is now wiﬁhin reach, is a good example of such a vocation.

It is the Brazilian delegation's hope that the international community,
with a spirit of common determination, will now proceed to ensure the quick
entry into force of the Convention on Chemical Weapons.

The CHAIRMAN: I call upon the representative of Mexico, who will

introduce draft resolutions A/C.1/47/L.39 and L.41.
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Mrs. GONZALEZ (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I should like
at the outset to comment upon draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.28, entitled "Report
of the Conference on Disarmament", which the representative of Belgium has
just introduced. I shall then introduce the two draft resolutions to which
you, Mr, Chairman, have referred.

As we are all aware, in 1981 the Conference on Disarmament began to
prepare a comprehensive programme for disarmament. following ﬁhe General
Assembly's Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. That
Deciaration stated that the Committee on Disarmament should expedite its work
on the elaboration of the comprehensive programme of disarmament with a view
to its adoption no later than at the second special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament, scheduled for 1982, The issue of the
preparation of a comprehensive programme of disarmament appeared on the
Conference's agenda until 1989, when it was considered in an ad_ho¢ committee.

The Final Document of the tenth special session, in 1978, stated that a
comprehensive programme of disarmament should encompass

*all measures thought to be advisable in order to ensure that the goal of

general and complete disarmament under effective international control

becomes a rea;ity in a world in which international peace and security
prevail and in which the new international economic order is strengthened

and consolidated." (§-10/2, para., 109)

The Conference on Disarmament divided that programme into six chapters:
"Introduction”, "Objectives', "Principles", "Priorities", "Disarmament
measures'" and "Machinery and procedures". With the exception of chapter V,

up until 1989 considerable progress was made in the preparation of that
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progfamme. Several sections had already been adopted by consensus. In the
First Committee's deliberations, it was frequently stated that the current
international climate was highly favourable for progress in disarmament,
particularly nuclear disarmament. The various disarmament agreements and
initiatives that have been undertaken in the last two years at the
multilateral, bilateral and even unilateral levels could better be
contemplated within a general framework encompassing all advisable measures in
order to ensure multilateral negotiations that are orderly and agreed by all,

A comprehensive prograrme of disarmament under the auspices of the United
Nations would strengthen the Organization's role in international peace and
security. The delegation of Mexico is convinced that in the efforts currently
being made to improve the structure and functioning of the Conference on
Disarmament and to make it more flexible, one of our aims should be to utilize
the 10-year negotiating period. We should direct ourselves towards the
adjustment of all texts already agreed upon and the solving of all outstanding
issues in the light of new realities and prospects.

Draft resolution AsC.1/47/L.28, just introduced by the Ambassador of
Belgium, is the result of negotiatioms carried out by a broad group of
delegations in recent weeks to ensure that a single draft resolution would
come before the First Committee on the report of the Confefence on
Disarmament. It reiterates the function of the Conference on Disarmament as
constituting the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, and it
notes with satisfaction the decision of the Conference on Disarmament to
fulfil this role in the light of the evolving international situation with a

view to making early substantive progress on priority items of its agenda.
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My delegation will therefore no longer insist on separate consideration
of its own draft resolution on the comprehensive programme of disarmament.

I turn now to the introduction of draft resolutions A/C.1/47/L.39, on the
World Disarmament Campaign, and L.41l, on a nuclear-arms freeze.

Because of the speed and intensity of change in the world, there is a
need for balanced, objective information on the vast potential of the United
Nations for the establishment of a system of international security based on
respect for international law, mutual trust and cooperation between States for
the solution of the major economic and social problems afflicting all
countries.

The World Disarmament Campaign was launched by the General Assembly on
7 June 1982, on the proposal of Mexico. Its goal is the broadest possible
dissemination of information and unimpeded access by all sectors of the public
to a wide ranQe of information and opinions on arms limitation and disarmament
and on the danger inherent in all aspects of the arms race and war especially
nuclear war. Since its inception the Campaign has focused on organizing
conferences and regional meetings, running a wide-ranging publications
programme and marking such events as Disarmament Week. This work has ensured
that Government officials, the mass media, non-governmental organizations,
teachers' groups, academic research institutions, elected officials and the
public in general have the opportunity to familiarize themselves with,
understand and support United Nations work in the field of disarmament.

On behalf of the delegations of Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Belarus,

Bolivia, Costa Rica, Indomesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Myanmar, the
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Philippines, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Ukraine, Venezuela and Mexido, I have the
honour to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.39, entitled "World
Disarmament Campaign'. Its text is very similar to that of last year's
resolution 46737 A, but it includes a new operative paragraph, paragraph 7,
commending the Secretary-General for supporting the efforts of universities,
other academic institutions and non-governmental organizations active in the
educational field, in widening the world-wide availability of disarmament
education, and inviting him to continue to support and cooperate, withouﬁ cost
" to the regular budget of the United Natioms, with educational ihstitutions and
non-governmental organizatiins engaged in such efforts.

By the new paragraph 4 the General Assemblé would decide that the World
Digarmament Campaign will be known hereafter as the 'United Nations
Disarmament Informatiom Programme" and the World Disarmament Campaign
Voluntary Trust Fund as the "Voluntary Trust Fund for the United Nationsl
Disarmament Information Proyramme",

The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.39 trust that the changes
made this year will generate greater support by all States for the United
Nations Disarmament Information Programﬁe and for its Voluntary Trust Fund.

I turn now to draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.41.

The changes in the world political situation over the past three years
have given us the opportunity to be firmer and more constructive in moulding a
more civilized world society. The new international climate has permitted
considerable progress in reducing the numbers of certain types of nuclear

weapons in the arsenals of the miliary super-Powers. Most recently it
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led to the conclusion of an international Convention on the complete
_prohibition of chemical weapons. There.is no doubt that these changes may
mark the first stages in reversing the arms race and establishing a more
stable, peaceful system of international security to govern international
relations.

The debate at recent sessions of the General Aséembly shows that all
Members of the United Nations are gratified at the end of the cold war and
East-West confrontation, which for nearly half a century threatened the
outbreak of nuclear conflagration. But little or nothing is said about the
policy of nuclear deterrence on which some States continue to base their
national security. We believe that so long as the nuclear Powers refuse to
give up those absurd doctrines, the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons
and other weapons of mass destruction will continue to be Utopian. In the
short term, efforts to consolidate a true non-proliferation regime will
continue to be stymied.

No one can deny that despite the adoption of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) nearly 25 years ago, and despite
the considerable reductions in nuclear arsenals agreed upon by the two nuclear
super-Powers, the nuclear-weapon States now possess about three times as many
atomic weapons as they held in 1968, when the NPT was signed.

Mexico therefore thinks it vital to retain the priorities established by
the United Nations in the field of disarmament. It is particularly important
at this time of transition that we retain our goal of the complete elimination

of nuclear weapons, with a view to the achievement of general and complete
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disarmament under effective intermational control. Improvements in the
international situation must enhance the status of that goal rather than
diminishing it, at a time of rejoicing over the end of the bipolar
confrontation.

It is now more than ever necessary to put an end to the development of
new weapons, the improvement of existing ones and the production of further
nuclear weapons and fissionable material for such weapons if we really want to
make progress towards effective means of preventing the horizontal and
vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons. In that context, I wish, on behalf
of the delegations of Bolivia, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea,
India, Indonesia, Myanmar and Mexico, to introduce draft resolutiomn
A/C.1/47/L.41, entitled "Nuclear-arms freeze'.

The draft resolution is very similar to those of past years. There are
some changes to the preambular part, to reflect agreements reached by nuclear
Powers on reductions in certain types of nuclear weapons, and to welcome the
moratoriums on nuclear-weapon tests currently observed by various nuclear
Powers. In the operative part, the General Assembly would once again urge the
Russian Federation and the United States of America to reach agreement on an
immediate nuclear-arms freeze, which would, inter alia, provide for a

simultaneous total stoppage of any production of nuclear weapons and

fissionable material for weapons purposes.



A/C.1/47/PV.28
46

(Mrs. Gonzalez, Mexico)

Also in the operative part of the draft resolution, an appeal is made to
all nuclear-weapon States to agree, through a joint declaration, to a
comprehensive nuclear-arms freeze, which would include a comprehensive test
ban on nuclear weapons and tﬁeir delivery vehicles, the complete cessation of
the manufacture of nuclear weapons and their delivery vehicles, a ban on all
further deployment of nuclear weapons and of their delivery vehicles, and the
complete cessation of the production of fissionable material for weapons
purposes. That agreement would be subject to appropriate and effective
measures and procedures of verification. While a nuclear-arms freeze is not
an end in itself, such a measure would hinder the qualitative improvement of
the present generation of nuclear weapons and the manufacture of more such
weapons. The sponsors of resolution A/C.1/47/L.41 trust that it will enjoy
the wide support of the States Members of the United Nations and be adopted in
the Committee and in the General Assembly.

May I now make some very brief comments on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.18
on "Transparency in armaments". On 9 December 1991 the Geﬁeral Assembly
adopted resolution 46/36 L, entitled "Transparency in armaments". Under that
resolution an international Register of Conventional Arms was established, and
Member States of the United Nations must provide the Secretary-Gemeral with
information on their arms exports, together with data on their military
holdings, procurement through national production and relevant political
policies. The same resolution - 46/36 L - called upon the Secretary-General,
with the assistance of a panel of governmmental technical experts, to elaborate
the technical procedures and make any adjustments to the annex to the

resolution necessary for the effective operation of the Register, and to
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prepare a report on the modalities for early expansion of the scope of the
Register by the addition of further categories of equipment and inclusion of
data on military holdings and procurement through natiional production.

The group of experts held three sessions in the first half of 1992 and
was able to discharge the mandate of the Secretary-General, adopting
unanimously the report that had been requested, which is contained in document
A/47/342,

Although the Mexican expert joined in the adoption of the report, we
believe that there must be enough information so that in this phase of the
Register the information should be in greater detail, with a view to ensuring
that the exercise is a real tool for confidence-building and transparency.
This has proved impossible to achieve in the face of opposition from some
experts from weapon-producing countries who considered that provisiqn of
detailed information would endanger the national security of their States. It
was also not possible to make sufficient adjustments to the annex to the
resolution even though operative paragraph 8 of the resolution clearly states
that necessary adjustments might be made to ensure the effective operation of
the Register. Once again, the group of experts were unable properly to
discharge this mandate in the face of the refusal by certain of the experts
who said that any significaat changes to the annex would imply an expansion in
the scope of the Register, and that the matter should be considered by the
group of experts to be set up in 1994.

Finally, it must be stated that we regret that one fundamental matter,
the modalities for the earl: expansion of the écope of the Register should

have been reflected in the report of the panel of experts as a mere account
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of the possibilities and a list of matters raised during the sessions of the
panel, without providing any conclusion that could be of use as a basis for
the future work of the group of experts to be set up in 1994.

We think efforts should be increased in order to esnsure that in the near
future we can expand the scope of the international Register of Conventional
Arms, so that it may become a true tool for confidence-building and security
among States, as well as a significant step forward in promoting transparency
on military matters.

The CHATRMAN: Before adjourning the meeting, I should like to
inform the Committee that a number of delegations have requested that the
deadline for submission of draft resolutions under international security
agenda items - that is, items 67 and 69 - be extended to Thursday,

12 November 1992, at 6 p.m. Unless I hear any objection, I shall take it that
this proposal is acceptable to the Committee.

It was so cided.

The CHAIRMAN: I urge those delegations wishing to introduce draft
resolutions under those two agenda items to submit them to the Secretariat as
soon as possible.

I now call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr, KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): I would like to inform
the Committee that the following countries have become sponsors of the
following draft resolutions:

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.1/Rev. 2: Burundi;

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.5: Japan;

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.12: Japan:
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Uruguay and Venezuela;

Draft

Draft

Draft

Draft

Draft

Draft

Draft

resolution

resolution

resolution

resolution

resolution

resolution

resolution

A/C.1/47/L.18:

A/C.1/747/L.22:

A/C.1/47/L.24:

A/C.1/47/L.25:

A/C.1/47/L.34:

A/C.1/47/L.35:

A/C.1/47/L.37:
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Bolivia, Ecuador, Finland, Italy.

Lesotho;

Burundi and Ethiopia;

Dominica, Ethiopia and Kazakhstan;
Burundi;

Denmark;

Burundi; and

Netherlands.

The CHATIRMAN: The next meeting of the Committee will take place

tomorrow morning at 10 a.m.

This will be the special meeting devoted to the

consideration of the Secretary-General's report "New Dimensions of Arms

Regulation and Disarmament in the Post-Cold-War Era",

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.




