CD/ PV. 641
4 February 1993

ENGLI SH

FI NAL RECORD OF THE SI X HUNDRED AND FORTY- FI RST PLENARY MEETI NG

hel d at the Palais des Nations, Geneva,
on Thursday, 4 February 1993, at 10.30 a.m

Presi dent : M. Celso Luiz Nunes Anmprim (Brazil)

GE. 93- 60215 (E)



CD/ PV. 641

2
The PRESIDENT: | declare open the 641st plenary neeting of the
Conf erence on Di sar manent.
As first order of business, | take pleasure in extending a warm wel cone,

on behal f of the Conference and on ny own behalf, to Her Excellency the

M nister for Foreign Affairs of Sweden, Baroness Margaretha af Ugglas, who

i s addressing the Conference today. The M nister has had an outstanding
parlianmentary career. She has al so held several high positions in the field
of international relations, such as nenber of the Standing Comittee on
Foreign Affairs of the Swedi sh Parlianent, delegate to the Council of Europe
and observer to the European Parliament. 1In addition, she has served as
spokesperson for Foreign Affairs of the Mbderate Party and as Chairnman of the
Swedi sh section of the European Union of Wnen. She has al so had inportant
responsibilities in the field of journalism The Mnister took up her present
position on 4 Cctober 1991. Her statenent today, during her first visit to

t he Conference, will undoubtedly be an inportant contribution to our work.

I have on ny list of speakers for today the representatives of Sweden,
Pol and, I ndonesia, Argentina, Cuba, the United States and Brazil. | now give
the floor to Her Excellency the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of Sweden,
Bar oness Margaretha af Uggl as.

Bar oness af UGEAS (Sweden): Allow ne at the outset to wel cone you,
M. Anbassador, as President of this Conference and wi sh you all success. As
al ways, you can count upon the full support and cooperation of Sweden in your
i mportant task. | also want to pay tribute to Anrbassador Berasategui, the
Secretary- General of the Conference.

After the cold war, the main threat to mankind is no | onger a nassive
confrontati on between two heavily arned nucl ear Powers. Today, the
proliferation of weapons - in particular weapons of nass destruction -
constitutes a growi ng challenge to international peace and security. Another
fundamental shift is that security is no | onger considered an exclusively
mlitary matter. W now apply a broader concept, linking security with
et hnic, econom c, social and ecol ogical problens, and the conplex rel ations
between them This concept of security has been central to the devel opnent
of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. It has al so been
enphasi zed in the recent report of the United Nations Secretary-Ceneral,
entitled "New di mensions of arns regulation and disarmanent in the
post-col d-war era". Let me put it this way. The international conmunity wll
have to deal with two categories of security issues: the first category
primarily consisting of "traditional" military security issues; the second
category conprising non-mlitary security threats related to economnic, ethnic,
soci al and ecol ogi cal problenms. Wiile security will always have a mlitary
di nensi on, we can now devote nore attention to the non-nmilitary di nmensions of
security than we could in the past, and deal with international problens at
their source.

The recent drastic reductions in strategic nuclear arsenals constitute a
wat ershed in the post-war history of disarmament and arns control. The
concl usion of the START || agreenent confirns the political courage and



CD/ PV. 641
3

(Baroness af | as, Sweden

determ nation of the United States and Russia in elininating the nost
destabilizing class of strategic weapons - multiple-warhead intercontinenta
ballistic mssiles. However, the START agreenments will not be conplete

wi t hout the adherence of all the nuclear Powers which were fornerly part of
the Soviet Union. In Lisbon last May, the four nenbers of the Conmonweal t h of
| ndependent States which have nucl ear weapons on their territories - Belarus,
Kazakhst an, Russia and Ukraine - agreed with the United States to carry out

t he provisions of START I

In addition to assuning their responsibilities under START |, UKraine,
Kazakhst an and Bel arus are conmitted under the Treaty to the elimnination of
all nuclear weapons fromtheir territories within the seven-year reduction
period. The United States Congress and the parlianents of the Russian
Federati on and Kazakhstan have consented to the ratification of START |
My CGovernnent urges the parliaments of Ukraine and Belarus to take sinilar
action. W also urge Belarus, Kazakhstan and Wkrai ne to accede without
further delay to the non-proliferation Treaty, as non-nucl ear weapon States.

W have reason to celebrate the signing of the START | and START |
agreenments and we are hopeful about their speedy ratification by all the
parties concerned. After this has been acconplished, the agreenents will
reach a state of inplenentation which offers new challenges. Only when
i mpl enentation is well under way can we truly rejoice about recent
achi evenent s.

For decades, non-proliferation has been on the international agenda,
particularly as regards weapons of mass destruction. These weapons have a
speci al potential for escalating local conflicts, which nmay get out of contro
and result in unpredictable threats to peace and security. The highest
priority should now be given to the non-proliferation of such weapons.

The di ssolution of the Soviet Union has raised concern regarding the
i ncreased risk of clandestine transfers of conventional weapons. And we
cannot rule out the risk of such trade in weapons of mass destruction. It is
thus of the utnost inportance that we ninimze the risk of an increase in
bl ack market sales of nmilitary arsenals at relatively |low prices, particularly
to areas of high political tension. Strong and determ ned action nust be
taken in order to protect borders - not |east new borders - and ensure ful
control and openness in this respect.

Wher ever possible, we should seek to establish nechani sns which serve as
"early warni ng systens”, ensuring openness and transparency, and indicating
where and when national - or international - action is warranted. Sweden is
currently involved in cooperation with several nenbers of the Commobnwealth
of I ndependent States, with the aimof strengthening admnistrative and
| egi sl ative systens for effective border and custons control, providing

financial support and training personnel. Mreover, Sweden is preparing to
cooperate with the Russian Federation in the destruction of chem cal weapons
by providing expertise for such purposes. | note with satisfaction that

the United States and other countries are prepared to give substantia
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assi stance, and | hope that concerted action by the international conmunity
will help to carry out, in practice, the destruction of chem cal weapons as
provided in the Convention recently signed in Paris.

It is inperative that we control transfers of weapons of nass
destruction. But this is not enough. W nust also control trade in essential
conponents, equi pnent and weapon naterials, such as urani um and pl utoni um
It is of equal and perhaps of even greater inportance to prevent the
proliferation of know how for the production of weapons of mass destruction
We shoul d al so seek opportunities to utilize this vast expertise for peacefu
pur poses.

The initiatives to establish science and technol ogy centres in Mdscow
and Kiev are excellent exanples of a constructive approach to this problem
Sweden is participating in the funding of these two centres and will take an
active part in their work. It is ny sincere hope that nmany countries wll
support the centres and help to give weapons experts the opportunity to
contribute to peace and economnic grow h.

The non-proliferation Treaty is the basis for the nuclear
non-proliferation regime. Today, there are 155 States parties to the Treaty.
Adherence to the Treaty is firmy established as a normfor internationa
behaviour. | urge all nations to becone parties to the Treaty, and to act
forcefully to inplenent existing safeguards systens. It is inperative that
all States with nuclear weapons on their territory or States with significant
nucl ear programmes adhere to the NPT. Their willingness to do so and the
conmmitment of the parties to the Treaty will be decisive in the work to
successfully prepare for the NPT review conference in 1995 and to provide for
the indefinite extension of the Treaty.

Four of the five nucl ear-weapon States are currently observing a
tenporary cessation of nuclear testing. Sweden urges all nucl ear-weapon
States to declare noratoria and to extend existing noratoria when they expire.
It is to be hoped that this process could |lead to an agreenent in the near
future on a conprehensive nucl ear-test-ban treaty.

The signing of the chem cal weapons Convention in Paris |last nonth was a
historic event. | congratul ate the Conference on D sarmanent for having been
instrunmental in the process of reaching this agreenent on a Convention which
al ready has nore than 130 signatories. The Convention on chemical weapons is
an inspiration for the international conmmunity to achi eve the same goal with
regard to nucl ear weapons.

Openness and transparency are fundanmental confidence-buil di ng neasures.
One instrunent in this respect is the United Nations Register of Conventiona
Arms, established by the General Assenbly in 1991. Sweden is nowin the
process of providing the information requested in the Register, and we hope
that other countries will follow suit. Sweden will take an active part in the
di scussions in this and other forunms to expand the scope of the United Nations
Regi ster by the addition of further categories of equipnment and data as
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regards military hol dings and procurenment. The General Assenbly has requested
that the Conference on Disarmanent address the issue of destabilizing

accumul ations of arns, and el aborate practical neans to increase transparency
and openness in this field. These endeavours are one aspect of efforts at

the United Nations to inprove the reporting systemfor objective information
on mlitary nmatters. This task is relatively new for the CD, and the in-depth
di scussi ons which are required have been del ayed considerably. | hope that
these difficulties can be overcone and that a conprehensive report with
proposal s can be submitted to the next General Assenbly.

The new opportunities for nultilateral disarmanent, arns control and
security which are arising in a nultipolar world will have to be explored
further. The growing inportance of the United Nations, in particular the
Security Council, shows that the international community can act jointly and
with great responsibility. The neeting of the Security Council a year ago
with the heads of State and governnent is clear evidence of the Council's
political determ nation. This also applies to the United Nations
Secretary-General's report on "New di mensi ons of arms regul ati on and
di sarmanent in the post-cold-war era", which clearly states that arns
control and disarmanent are integral aspects of peace-keeping, peace-mnaking
and peace- bui | di ng.

The various United Nations bodies nmust work effectively to support
each other and promote progress in one of the nost fundamental tasks of
the United Nations: to enhance peace and security. The Security Council has
ultimate responsibility for defining threats to international security and for
trying to elimnate them The General Assenmbly is a forumfor nornative
di scussions and resolutions. The United Nations D sarmanment Conmi ssion is
anot her instrument which should be used for a nore focused debate, paving the
way for substantive and conclusive discussions in the CD, and also for forma
negoti ati ons.

The Conference on Disarmanent is nowin the fourth decade of its
existence. It is a child of the cold war, reflecting in its agenda and the
conposition of its menbership the bipolar structure of a world that nowis
history. The CD was created to respond to the need for a nultilatera
negotiating body in a security environment created by two opposing mlitary
alliances. Its agenda was a reflection of the security concerns which
prevailed at the time. Even the conposition of the CD was determn ned by the
realities of a bipolar world and this also applied to working mnethods,
deci si on- maki ng and group structures. The political changes of recent
years and the dissolution of the Soviet Union and Warsaw Pact provide new
opportunities for multilateral negotiations on disarnanent. W nust not only
adjust to newrealities but also use our prerogative to shape our conmon
future by achieving increased cooperation in the di sarmanent field.

During the last few years, the Conference's work has |argely focused on
negoti ati ons on the Convention on chenical weapons. Having acconplished this
task, the CD nust now devote its attention to other issues of substance. For
the near future, | suggest that the CD concentrate its efforts on four main
ar eas.
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First, non-proliferation of nuclear weapons nust be given the highest
priority. A test ban is an essential step towards the goal of nuclear
disarmanent. It is ny understanding that the existing noratoria night
devel op into substantial negotiations on this issue. Efforts in the field
of non-proliferation should al so include transparency and control regarding
transfers of nuclear technol ogy and sensitive expertise, a ban on attacks
on nuclear facilities and possibly other issues.

Secondly, intensified efforts are required to address the probl ens of
excessi ve and destabilizing accunul ati ons of conventional arns. Such efforts
shoul d include, inter alia, the exchange of information, and also control and
restrictions on transfers of conventional arns.

Thirdly, in the new security environnment, confidence-building neasures
are crucial for the nmai ntenance of peace and stability. Such neasures can be
devel oped in nmany different areas - conventional and nuclear arns and outer
space, for exanple.

Fourthly, it might also prove useful to initiate deliberations on
regi onal security arrangenents. Current and potential conflicts denonstrate
that nost security problens today are of a regional or local nature. As
the Chairnman of the Council of Mnisters of the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe | consider that one of ny tasks is to try to devel op
the CSCE efforts in this area, concentrating on the new security forumin
Vienna. The CD could serve as a forumfor the exchange of infornmation and
experience in this field and it could try to find ways to pronote regi ona
security arrangenents.

The conposition of the CD does not correspond to the present politica
map. Today, there are nore countries with observer status than there are
nmenbers of this Conference. Evidently there is a great and grow ng interest
anongst the nations of the world in taking part in nultilateral negotiations
on di sarmanent. The CD should respond to these developnents. | wish to
recall that Sweden has already suggested that the CD should be open to all
States which have applied for nenbership.

The efficiency of the CD could be greatly inproved by a nodification
of the consensus rule, at |east as regards procedural matters. It is not
reasonabl e that one country may use the consensus rule to prevent the
Conference from considering an i ssue which an overwhelm ng majority of States
wi shes to address.

I note with satisfaction that, during this session, the CD has al ready
decided to establish ad hoc conmmittees in four inportant areas: a nuclear
test ban, negative security assurances, the prevention of an arms race in
outer space and transparency in armanments. This | find very encouragi ng and
it clearly denmonstrates the deternination of the Conference on D sarmanment to
go to work on inportant issues of substance w thout [osing time in procedura
debat es.
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Today, di sarmanent agreenents have been concl uded which it woul d have
been inpossible to imgine only a few years ago. Let the CD use the nmonentum
thus created to achieve definitive progress and results on these najor issues
of di sarmanent and non-proliferation which | have just enunerated in the not
too distant future. What seemto be distant possibilities today may be the
realities of tonorrow

The PRESIDENT: | thank Her Excellency the Mnister for Foreign Affairs
of Sweden on behal f of the Conference for her inportant statement and for the
ki nd words she addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to the

representative of Pol and, Anbassador Denbi nski .

M. DEMBINSKI (Poland): M. President, first of all, let nme associate
nmysel f with the congratul ati ons which previous speakers have addressed to you
on your taking up the presidency of the Conference on D sarmanment. The skil
and courtesy with which you have led this body to agree on and adopt its 1993
agenda nake us confident that the inportant business of the CDis in good and
conpetent hands. You will have ny delegation's total support and co-operation
in your endeavours. Wth your pernmission, | would also like to express to
your di stingui shed predecessor, Anbassador M chel Servais of Bel gium our
admration and appreciation for his | eadership and indefatigable efforts
during his extended termof office. | would also like to associate nyself
with the words of wel come addressed to the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of
Sweden, Baroness Margaretha af Ugglas, and | amparticularly honoured to be
able to take the floor immediately following her. | should also like to
take this opportunity to wel cone the distinguished representatives who
have recently taken their posts at the Conference on D sarnanent:

Anbassador Juan Archi bal do Lanis of Argentina, Anbassador Wl fgang Hof f mann

of Germany, Anbassador Gyorgy Boytha of Hungary, Anbassador Sati sh Chandra of

I ndi a, Anbassador Don Nanjira of Kenya and Ambassador Lars Norberg of Sweden

I look forward to close and constructive co-operation with themall and with
their delegations. The words of greetings and appreciation are al so addressed
to the Secretary-General of the Conference on D sarnmanment and his able staff,
on whose dedication and expertise so nmuch depends in this conference room

In nmy intervention today it is ny intention to conment only on sone
i ssues on whose consideration this body is expected to report to the Chairman
of the First Conmittee at its reconvened session early next March. This
approach, of course, is without prejudice to i ssues not addressed at this
time. Poland has wel comed with satisfaction the far-sighted and tinely report
of the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations entitled "New di nensi ons of
arns regul ation and di sarmanment in the post-cold-war era". 1In our viewit is
an inmportant and inspiring docunent. It succinctly explores the conplex
probl ems of broadly conceived international security in a world on the
threshold of the twenty-first century. M delegation subscribes to many
conments on the report which the previous speakers have al ready put on record.

The international security environnent is at a crucial nonment, with both
opportunities and chal l enges ahead. The opportunities opened by the collapse
of the communi st systemas well as the transition fromconfrontation to
cooperation are now confirmed and enl arged by the unprecedented advances in
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the area of arns control and disarnmanent, nucl ear and conventional. The

| atest and nost wel come nanifestations are, of course, the bilateral strategic
arns reduction Treaty (START I1), signed in Mdscow on 3 January, and

the Convention on the prohibition of chenical weapons signed in Paris

barely 10 days later by as many as 132 States.

These accords are truly | andmark acconplishments. The first, by reducing
the current levels of strategic offensive nuclear arns of Russia and the
United States by two thirds and by providing for the elimination of al
| and- based nul ti-warhead intercontinental ballistic mssiles, enhances
stability and confidence between the two signatory Powers. The latter has
establ i shed unmi stakabl e and unequi vocal international nornms against a whole
cat egory of weapons of mass destruction

This bright picture of mankind's sanity is brought into fuller relief by
the growi ng universalization of the NPT, now adhered to by over 150 States,
including all the pernmanent nenbers of the United Nations Security Counci l
Political consistency and the logic of survival call for the Treaty, any
def ects notwi thstandi ng, to be upheld and indefinitely extended, w thout any
condi tions or |inkage whatsoever. In ny country's firmview, they also cal
for the menbers of the Conmonweal th of | ndependent States to accede to the NPT
as non-nucl ear States as soon as possible.

In the conventional field, the 1990 CFE Treaty has el oquently
denonstrated that conventional disarmanent is not off limts in Europe or,
i ndeed, anywhere el se.

So much on the side of opportunities. Challenges are |ess clear-cut
or predictable. Paradoxically, in the common perception of internationa
security the fast-receding threat of global nuclear conflagration is being
replaced by growing instability and threats deriving fromranpant nationalisns
reviving in Europe and beyond. The fierce regional conflicts erupting over
ethnic, religious, political, economc and a host of other issues is a time
bonmb that rivals any expl osive device.

If the international comunity is to be prepared and able to face this
new category of threats to world peace and security, new nechani sns and
procedures to deal with themeffectively nust be devel oped and put in
pl ace urgently. In this connection, we have noted with interest the
Secretary-CGeneral's reference in his report to "the larger network of
i nternational cooperative behaviour which is designed to safeguard the
security of all nations". W also consider that the concepts of integration,
gl obalization and revitalization applied to di sarmanent nmerit cl oser
exam nation as prom sing approaches to devel oping a new, internationa
cooperative security system

As the Secretary-Ceneral's report nakes anply clear, in that regard the
rol e of regional and subregional organizations, in close cooperation with
the United Nations systemand its nechani sns, can hardly be overesti mated.
The CSCE process in Europe and its results over the years as regards
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confidence-building represent a striking exanple of a regional approach whose
broader rel evance cannot escape anyone. |n our view, any consideration of new
nmechani sns in the area of international peace and security would be found
wanting without stress laid on the nutual interdependence of the existing
framework: the Ceneral Assenbly and the Security Council, the First Commttee
and the United Nations D sarnmanment Conmi ssion, the Conference on D sarmanent
and other international bodies, whether global or regional in scope. W are
in full accord with the Secretary-General that the United Nations system and

i nternational organizations in general should play a nore significant role
also in respect of the globalization of disarmnent.

To turn to nmore substantive business at hand, ny delegation finds it
hearteni ng that the Conference on D sarmament - by adopting its agenda and
programe of work for 1993 - has displayed a conendabl e neeting of m nds
with the Secretary-General who urged in his report that "efforts [shoul d] be
focused by the CD on well-defined and urgent issues”". The Conference on
D sarmanment has conplied. Gven the existing and energing new threats, the
Conference's focus is unmi stakably on weapons of nass destruction. The
nucl ear-test-ban i ssue, where substantive progress, |et alone solution, has
el uded this body for years, now appears to stand a fair chance of productive
consi deration. |ndeed, we believe that by building on past achi evenents
referred to above, especially the START Il accord, it should be possible to
proceed with a constructive pace of work in the Ad Hoc Conmittee concerned.
The current nucl ear test noratoria put into effect by several nuclear Powers
create a climate conducive to nmeani ngful progress towards a conprehensive and
early ban on nuclear testing. Efforts in this regard - and in nucl ear
di sarmanent in general - would obviously stand a better chance if the
negoti ati ng process could be enlarged to include all nucl ear-weapon States.

In this connection, it is hardly possible to disagree with the
Secretary-CGeneral that at a tinme when disarmanent on a substantial scale is
becoming a reality, there can be no justification for any State, anywhere, to
reach for and acquire the tools and technol ogi es of nass destruction. Yet, as
we know, this warning is unfortunately not necessarily heeded. Gven this
fact the question of weapons of mass destruction - nuclear, chemnical and
bi ol ogi cal - continues to be of paranount concern to the global community.

I f and when the recently signed CW Convention gains universal adherence and
enters into force, mankind will be able to congratulate itself on an
auspi ci ous begi nning. The Republic of Poland, for its part, is determned to
spare no effort in order to bring that nonment closer. To this end, Poland

wi || proceed without undue delay to open the requisite process of ratification
of the Convention. W are also prepared to nake a fair and neani ngfu
contribution to efforts aimng at the el aboration of equally conprehensive
instruments to prevent the spread of weapons and technol ogi es of nass
destruction as well as relevant delivery technol ogi es.

My del egation strongly believes that efforts to check the proliferation
of weapons of mass destruction and ban them al t oget her should go hand in hand
wi th the endeavours comrenced only | ast year in respect of transparency in
armanments and conventional disarmanment. Wile transparency and openness in
mlitary matters per se are no substitute for concrete arnms cuts, they are in
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the view of the Secretary-CGeneral "crucially inportant as part of the process
of building confidence". Measures in that regard, by alerting the

i nternational conmunity to excessive concentrations of armanments goi ng

beyond | egiti mate defence needs, would facilitate tinely preventive action.

The Conference on Di sarmanent needs to approach this agenda itemwith
dedi cation and a sense of purpose. As the distinguished representative of
the Netherl ands observed earlier in his intervention, we are only at an
initial stage of exam nation of the issues involved. |n considering the
interrel ated questions of transparency in armanments, conventional di sarnanent
and confidence-buil ding, the Conference on Di sarmanment should bring to bear
its negotiating expertise and live up to its standing as the single,
multil ateral disarmanent negotiating body, a standing so remarkably reaffirmed
by the successful conclusion of the CW Convention

In point of fact, in our consideration of the ways of inproving the
ef fecti veness of this body, its negotiating character as well as the principle
of consensus mnmust be reasserted again and again. As an effective organ with a
broad and cl ear nmandate to negotiate concrete arns control and di sar manment
i nstruments whose tine has conme, it should not allowits attention to be
diverted or specific expertise dissipated. The accunul ated experience of
the CD, so remarkably enriched in the CWConvention negoti ati ng process,
proves that the singleness of purpose and concentrated, painstaking
international efforts, coupled with the political will of States, can yield
concrete and neani ngful results. The negotiating ability and potential which
this organ can legitimately be proud of should therefore be cherished and
preserved to be available to the international conmunity when the tinme is
right to el aborate specific instruments. It is therefore essential that
the CD shoul d concentrate its efforts on specific, attainable goals. It
shoul d avoi d spending too nuch of its precious tinme discussing broad issues of
international security which in the foreseeable future cannot be translated
into the | anguage of |egally binding international instrunments.

As nmany speakers have indicated (thus confirmng sone of the
concl usi ons whi ch Anbassador Servais arrived at follow ng his inter-sessiona
consultations), the tinme of change has conme for the CD, at least as far as its
conposition is concerned. The Polish delegation is open and flexible in that
regard, although we certainly do not favour an extrene approach. W feel that
a judicious mddle ground must be found between the negotiating effectiveness
of the CD, on the one hand, and the legitimate aspirations of States to have a
say on matters which affect their security interests and concerns, on the
other hand. It is for this reason, therefore, that Pol and woul d support
accommodati ng those States which by their consistent, |ong-standing and
constructive participation as observers have denonstrated that they can and
are prepared to contribute to our common endeavours in the interests of peace
and security for all

The PRESIDENT: | thank Anbassador Denbi nski for his statenent and for
the kind words he addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to the
representative of |ndonesia, Anbassador Brotodiningrat.
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M. BROTODI NI NGRAT (Indonesia): M. President, on behalf of the
I ndonesi an del egation, let ne first congratul ate you upon your assunption
of the presidency of the Conference on Di sarnmanent. W have unreserved
confidence in your able |leadership to bring us to a snooth take-off toward a
hopeful | y productive and fruitful 1993 session. W pledge to you our ful
support and active cooperation in the discharge of your demanding task. May |
al so pay tribute to your predecessor, Anbassador M chel Servais of Bel gium
and thank himfor his nost valuable contribution to our work? Allow nme as
well to take this opportunity to join others in welconing our new
col | eagues, Anbassador Lanus of Argentina, Anbassador Hoffmann of
Cer many, Anmbassador Boyt ha of Hungary, Ambassador Chandra of |ndia,
Anbassador Don Nanjira of Kenya and Anbassador Norberg of Sweden. | trust
that they will bring with them new i deas which will help refresh the
Conf erence on Di sarmanent.

Last August, towards the end of our 1992 session, ny del egati on nmade a
rat her conprehensive statenment before this plenary forum covering a nunber of
i ssues of particular relevance to us. Therefore, in the interest of saving
time, | shall do ny best in trying to avoid a rerun, and instead confine
nmysel f to sonme issues which need to be addressed urgently. Nevertheless it
woul d be | ess than appropriate not to seize this occasion to express the
sati sfaction of nmy Governnent at the encouragi ng devel opnents registered nost
recently. Here, | would like to refer in particular to the | andmark signing
of the chem cal weapons Convention and the wel come concl usion of the START I
agreenment between the United States of America and the Russian Federation

As a country which has for so long been firmy commtted to the
prohi bition of such abhorrent weapons of mass destruction as chemni cal weapons,
I ndonesi a was proud to join nore than 100 other countries in Paris to becone
the original signatories of the chenical weapons Convention. It is our
sincere hope that, once it enters into force, the chemical weapons Convention
will not only help alleviate human suffering in the event of war, but also
facilitate devel opment cooperation anong nations in tinme of peace. W are
| ooking forward to a fruitful session of the Preparatory Conmmission in
The Hague next week.

Wth regard to the conclusion of the START Il agreenent, we congratul ate
and appreciate the two protagonists, the United States of Anerica and the
Russi an Federation, for their very inportant achievenent. It is obvious that

the substantial reduction of strategic offensive weapons fromthe nucl ear
arsenal of the two countries is bound to have a positive inpact on world peace
and international security. M delegation only hopes that all the parties
concerned in the agreenent will spare no effort in naking the entry into
effect of this inportant agreenent, together with its precursor - START I,
concluded in July 1991 - a reality.

Let ne now turn to the report of the United Nations Secretary-CGenera
entitled "New di nmensions of arns regulation and disarmanment in the
post-col d-war era", by expressing at the outset our npst sincere appreciation
for this tinmely and pertinent initiative. W see nerit in the suggestion of
the Secretary-Ceneral that, because of the profoundly changing internationa
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environnent, many of the tasks and methods pertaining to di sarmanment used by
the international community in the past should be reviewed and reforned.

In this context, we note with keen interest his general idea on the "new

di nensi ons" | aid down around the three concepts of integration, globalization
and revitalization. The following are our brief coments on each of these
concepts.

Wth regard to the concept of integration, ny delegation finds itself
in general agreenment with the basic prem se that the process of gl oba
di sarmanent shoul d be closely coordinated with efforts in other fields and
shoul d be part of the larger network of international cooperative behaviour
such as peace- naki ng, peace-keepi ng and peace-building. However, we have
to admit that, conceptually, it is still unclear to us how specific arns
[imtation or disarmanent neasures integrated into particul ar peace-naking,
peace- keepi ng and peace-buil ding operations in given countries could be
generated and gl obalized toward the objective of general and conplete
di sarmanent, so as to safeguard the security of all nations, as intended by
the concept itself. On the question of the use of disarmanment neasures in the
enf orcenent of peace, we share the fervent hope of the Secretary-CGeneral that
the gl obal comunity will not have to witness again the sane circunstances
upon which the idea was devel oped. This neans that we would prefer a
suggestion to prevent such circunstances fromrecurring.

Anot her aspect in the concept of integration, as suggested by the
Secretary-Ceneral, with which we find ourselves in agreenent is the
correl ati on between di sarmanent measures and economic conditions. However, on
this matter, while we do not challenge the validity of the conclusion drawn in
the report on the short-termcosts of disarmanent, we woul d have wi shed to be
presented with an analysis of the |onger-termgains of disarmanment as well.

In the broader context, we believe it would be useful to revisit the old
concept of the Iinkage between di sarmanent and devel opnent, this tine against
a new and nore conpl ex backdrop in which security can no | onger be defined
solely in mlitary terns but should al so enbrace econonic and social factors.

On the concept of globalization, ny delegation is gratified to note the
reiteration in the report of the goal to extend di sarnmanent efforts to
i nclude not only bilateral agreements but also nultilateral arrangenents
in a worldw de process involving all States. However, unlike the
Secretary-Ceneral, we still believe that the major nmilitary Powers shoul d
disarmnore, if not first, for the sinple reason that they have indeed nore
to disarm

As to the regional approach to security, we are of the view that security
probl ems whi ch are region-specific are best addressed within an appropriate
regi onal context. Such efforts could be realized inter alia through
confi dence-bui |l di ng neasures, bal anced security at the | owest possible |Ievel
of armanents and arned forces, and the elimination of destabilizing mlitary
capabilities and inbal ances. W |earned from experience that regiona
di al ogues on security and cooperation could be very helpful in this regard.

In sum we do believe that global and regi onal approaches to di sar manent
conpl ement each other and shoul d be pursued sinultaneously.
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Turning to the concept of revitalization, we only hope that the
substantial achi evenments, in nuclear disarmanent listed in the report wll
serve as an encouragenment to build upon rather than a brake on further

endeavours. In this post-cold-war era, the goal set by the internationa
conmunity for the conplete elimnation of nuclear weapons renains valid. 1In
this context, we agree with the Secretary-Ceneral that a conprehensive ban on
nucl ear testing would be a significant step leading to that goal. Wth regard

to the question of proliferation control we are |ooking forward to the
non-proliferation Treaty review conference in 1995, which should provide an

opportunity to redress the existing inequities and asymetries. In this
regard, the readi ness of the nucl ear-weapon States parties to the
non-proliferation Treaty to fulfil their solemm obligations will help ensure

the success of the Treaty's extension

My del egation shares the view that international security and stability
woul d be greatly enhanced by increased openness and transparency in the
mlitary field, particularly in the area of arns transfers. 1In this
connection the register of such transfers should be conprehensive, universa
and non-di scrimnatory and inplenmented in such a way as to facilitate input
fromall States. W also believe that nmeani ngful progress in the whole
exerci se remai ns doubtful unless the pervasive role of the arnms industry and
the mlitary establishnent as well as the producers and suppliers of arms is
taken into full account.

By the sane token, our attention should be focused on enhanci ng
the United Nations role to beconme the repository of objective data, primarily
t hrough the collection, conpilation and dissem nation of infornmation on
mlitary matters. In line with the emerging trend toward greater openness in
the mlitary field, the establishment of a satellite conmunications system
under the auspices of the United Nations would be particularly useful to
conpile data on arnmed forces and armanments production, nilitary research and
devel opnent, arns transfers, etc., all of which would nmake a significant
contribution to confidence-building, renove apprehension and ultimately
facilitate the process of disarmanent in general

Finally, with respect to the question of new nachinery, to be honest we
have been unable to find any really new proposal in the report. It seens
that the Secretary-General considers it still appropriate to maintain the
current basic institutional triad conposed of the First Comrittee of the
General Assenbly, the United Nations D sarmanent Conmi ssion and the Conference
on Disarmanment. At the same time, ny del egation cannot agree nore with himon
the need to strengthen coordinati on anongst those three bodies. 1In the |ight
of the broadening notion of security and di sarmanent, we would even venture to
suggest the opening of inter-institutional channels of relationship with other
bodi es and organi zati ons considered relevant to the context of the new
di mrensions. In this connection, however, while we see the logic in the
Secretary-CGeneral's proposal for greater involvenent by the Security Counci
in disarmanent, in particular where the enforcenment of non-proliferation is
concerned, we feel it is absolutely essential to ensure that this body
strictly confornms to its mandate as defined in the Charter, and avoi ds any
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possi bl e encroachment into the jurisdiction and prerogatives of the
General Assenbly concerning the fornulation of principles governing
di sarmanent and arns regul ati on

On the other hand, we support the Secretary-General's view on the
need for the First Conmittee of the General Assenbly, the United Nations
Di sar manment Commi ssion and the Conference on Disarmanent to reviewin a
conpr ehensi ve manner their structures as well as their work nethods and
practices, so as to be able to address disarnmanment problens pronptly, flexibly
and efficiently. W are encouraged to note that efforts along these lines are
currently under way within these three bodies. This brings ne to our own
efforts in enhancing the effective functioning of the Conference on
Di sar nanent .

On this particular subject, without in any way prejudgi ng the work
currently undertaken under the | eadership of the two nost distinguished
Friends of the President, we would like at this point to say the foll ow ng
few words. Firstly, on the question of the agenda, while standing ready to
di scuss its possible rationalization, ny delegation remains convinced of the
primacy of the nuclear itens on the agenda. W would like to take this
opportunity to stress the great inportance that the heads of State and
Governnment of the non-aligned countries continue to attach to the nuclear
di sarmanent nandate of the Conference on Di sarmanent. Secondly, as regards
the i ssue of menbership, at this juncture we only wish to recall the genera
principle re-enphasized in the last non-aligned summit in Jakarta on the right
and duty of all States to participate in nultilateral efforts on di sar manment
on the basis of equality and nmutual benefit in order to pronote universa
adherence. Thirdly and lastly, with respect to the Secretary-General's
proposal to give a function to the Conference on Di sarmanent as a "permanent
revi ew and supervi sory body for sonme existing nultilateral arnms regul ation
and di sarmanment agreenents", unless the nmenbership of the Conference on
D sarmanment i s made open-ended, we foresee practical problens of
participation, since not all menbers of the Conference on D sarmanent
are parties to all existing agreenents and vice versa.

Now to conclude, in facing the changing international environnent, it is
i ndeed our conmon concern and collective duty to review, readjust and, if
necessary, restructure the existing international disarmament and arns contro
mechani sm But we should al ways keep in mind not to put the cart before the
horse by doing this to the detrinent of our work on substantive issues. After
all, in the final analysis, inportant as it may be, a strengthened nechani sm
remai ns just a nmeans to achieve the real goal, which is the substantive
obj ective to which we all aspire.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of Indonesia for his statenent
and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.

(continued in Spanish)

I now have pleasure in giving the floor to the representative of
Argentina, Anbassador Lanus.
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M. LANUS (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): As | make ny first

substantive statenent as the head of the del egation of nmy country to the
Conference on Di sarmanent, | do so under the presidency of Brazil in the
person of a distinguished representative of the best diplomatic tradition of
Itamaraty, you, Anbassador Cel so Anorim To ny personal satisfaction and that
of ny delegation is added the satisfaction of being able to put on record once
again before the plenary of this Conference the great inportance Argentina
attaches to the harnonization of its nuclear policy with Brazil. In a
surprisingly short period of time, and thanks to the active support of other
Latin Anerican countries, this has allowed us to firmy conmit our region to
the non-proliferation endeavour. Today Latin Anerica, thanks to accession to
t he chemi cal weapons Convention on a large scale and the forthcom ng ful

entry into force of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, is on the verge of becomi ng the
first densely popul ated region of the world to be absolutely and verifiably
free fromany kind of weapon of mass destruction. You yourself,

M. Anbassador, have been one of the architects of this state of affairs, and
so | am happy to be able to share these thoughts before the plenary of the
Conf erence under your presidency.

I could not at this juncture fail to nention Anbassador M chel Servais,
of Bel gium who not only skilfully brought the Conference to a close in 1992
but also, during the inter-sessional period, fully discharged the task we
entrusted to him along with you and the Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference,
of begi nning consultations ainmed at sol ving such key questions for the
functioning of our body as its expansion and the transformation of its agenda.
W al so nost warmly wel cone the new anbassadors and heads of del egati on who
recently joined the Conference. W wi sh their predecessors success in their
new responsi bilities.

The purpose of my statement this nmorning is to express nmy country's views
on the recent report of the Secretary-Ceneral entitled "New di nensi ons of arns
regul ati on and di sarmanent in the post-cold-war era" (A/C 1/47/7). These wll
not only reflect the specific analysis of the Secretary-General's docunent
but will also set forth some nore general considerations relating to the
work of the multilateral disarmanent nachinery in the closing stages of
the twentieth century followi ng the end of a crucial period of contenporary
history. Firstly, | nust say that the Secretary-Ceneral's report is atinely
docunent. | believe it is useful for the Secretary-General to reflect on the
types of body we need in the field of disarmament and security in order to
deal with the challenges of this new era, and especially | think it is
necessary for the Menber States of the United Nations to bring our ideas
cl oser together as the true guiding forces of the process. | shall attenpt
to set out our ideas in a systematic fashion

Firstly, any analysis of the present machinery and institutions in the
field of disarmament nmust have as a starting-point the recognition of the need
to preserve the primary responsibility of the United Nations in the field of
disarmanent. In this context, the presence of a negotiating forumof limted
conposition (though adapted in its menbership to the present di nensions of
the international community) is and continues to be necessary. Regiona
arrangenents, which are of undoubted and growi ng i nportance, constitute a
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necessary conplenent to a nultilateral organ in which all the regions of

the gl obe are represented. Though today we congratul ate ourselves on the
successful conclusion of the chem cal weapons Convention, we nust also realize
that without a multilateral organ like the Conference its scope, the nunber of
signatories and its useful ness as an instrunent for the establishnment of a new
order characterized by peace and stability would have been sinply inpossible.

Secondly, we agree with the Secretary-CGeneral when he states that the
Conf erence shoul d address wel |l -defined issues. This is something that brooks
no procrastination, especially when we see that itens of indisputable
i mportance still await nore specific and systematic consideration by the
Conference. |In our opinion, the Conference has an irreplaceable role to play
in such areas as the prohibition of nuclear tests, transparency in armanents,
the prevention of an arms race in outer space and non-proliferation, an item
on whi ch we have taken but a fewtimd steps and which requires the inputs
that can be nmade from here and the bodies that are traditionally responsible
in this area.

Regrettably, conventional disarmanent is still not a feature of our
del i berations in the Conference. The concrete and well-defined issues are at
hand. Al we require nowis to take the necessary decisions to address them
wi t hout prejudice to other questions nentioned by the Secretary-General in his
report, such as conversion, which he correctly defines as a "post-di sar manent
i ssue". Perhaps this type of issue, inportant but not urgent, could
profitably be taken up by the D sarmanment Conmission in order to enbark on
an anal ysis of what we could do at the nultilateral level in this respect.

Thirdly, the existing nachinery is in our view adequate. It is true, as
poi nted out by the Secretary-General, that it was designed at the tinme of the
cold war. The reassessnent he proposes is a useful exercise provided that we
recogni ze that it is first and forenost the political decision-nmakers and
their attitudes that rmust change rather than the institutions that will serve
as a channel for them The family of institutions with a role to play in
di sarmanent affairs provides an adequate bal ance between bodi es responsi bl e
for negotiation (the CD), deliberation (the First Committee of the
General Assenbly) and pre-negotiation or analysis (the D sarnmanment
Conmi ssion). The Conference is a negotiating forum its rule of procedure are
sinple and flexible and have very recently stood the nost severe test of their
efficiency and adaptability by providing us with a satisfactory framework to
negoti ate an agreenent of the conplexity and scope of the chenical weapons
Convention. The United Nations Di sarmanent Conmmi ssion has al ready begun a
reorgani zati on and consolidation exercise and the first results are begi nning
to appear, as exenplified by the guidelines on confidence-building neasures,
verification and other inportant contributions which the United Nations has
produced recently. The First Conmittee is finally noving towards
rationalization, as the | ast session of the General Assenbly clearly proved.
W believe, however, that this process should be strengthened; the nunber of
resol utions nust reflect concrete security concerns rather than concepts of
| esser interest whose final purpose is sonetinmes not clear
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Fourthly, we share the Secretary-General's view regardi ng the enhancenent
of the role of the Security Council in disarmanment natters, nost especially in
the area of non-proliferation. The reference to this in the Convention on
chemi cal weapons is an exanple of how we can gradually involve the
Security Council in nultilateral instrunments so as to ensure effective
conpl i ance.

Fifthly, we rnmust record our doubts about the idea expressed in the report
of turning the Conference into a "permanent review and supervisory body for
some existing nultilateral arms regul ati on and di sar manent agreenents" - |
quote the Secretary-General's words. Qur understanding is that the CDis
a negotiating body and not a review and/or supervisory body. Moreover,
nmul tilateral agreenments and their review are matters for the States parties to
these agreenments and, as is well known, the Conference is an organ of limted
nmenbership, so that there are objective differences in the nmenbership of
treaties with over 100 parties, such as the NPT or the chemi cal weapons
Conventions, and the Conference on Di sarmanment.

Sixthly, as far as our Conference is concerned, we are engaged in a
t hor oughgoi ng anal ysis of its functioning, including the questions of its
agenda and conposition. In the area of conposition Argentina believes that
its enlargenment cannot be del ayed any longer. W agree with those who believe
that the present nenbership of the CD reflects a political/nilitary bal ance
specific to the cold war and that this structure has been superseded by
events. This is becomng increasingly evident in ternms of the dynam cs of the
functional groups in to which the Conference is divided. However, as far as
the nore inmediate probl emof the nunber of menbers is concerned, we nust come
to grips with the problemfroma practical and expeditious standpoint. If we
enbark on an exercise to define "paraneters of eligibility" we will probably
never reach agreenment. Hence it is advisable that concrete proposals shoul d
be drawn up, perhaps by the Special Coordinator, ny distinguished nei ghbour
t he Anmbassador of Australia, putting forward alternatives including a generous
nunber of States and preserving the linited character which any negotiating
body shoul d have, while giving satisfaction to all those - and there are not
so many - who for years have shown a real wish to participate and a specific
ability to make useful contributions to the strengtheni ng of peace and
stability through multilateral disarmanent agreenents. |[If an internationa
community of 160 nenbers was adequately mirrored in a CD of 40 States, we
consider that with al nost 180 nenmbers in the General Assenbly, the Conference
could well expand its nmenbership without this entailing an opening up to
all comers which would ultimately redefine the very foundations of the
Conference - a nove that woul d perhaps require a decision taken by the
full General Assenbly.

Finally, | should like to refer to the question of the agenda, which is
undoubtedly nore difficult. For the time being we accept the inevitability of
working with an agenda which in ny viewis a little diffuse and includes itens
that are obsolete or are too broad to I end thensel ves to negotiation. Here
and el sewhere Argentina has expressed its conviction that it does not make
sense to continue nmechanically to include in the CD s agenda itens which had a
| ogi cal place in the world of East-Wst confrontati on when the threat of
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nucl ear war was real and the nuclear arnms race a fact. Today all this has
changed. No one with a modicumof intellectual honestly can deny it. To
insist on itens which are known in advance to be rhetorical and dooned to
verbal jousting is to trivialize this body and, what is worse, to jeopardize
its continuity, not to nention its leading role confirmed by the successfu
chemi cal weapons negoti ati ons.

Argentina considers that the sole nultilateral body for disarnmanent
negotiations is too inportant to be turned into a battleground for polemcs, a
debating club or the venue for activities closer to acadenic senmnars than to
genui ne di sarmanent negotiations. W are here for sonmething nore inportant.
Let us denonstrate, as we did in the chem cal weapons negotiations, that we
are capabl e of naking a contribution conmensurate with this lofty
responsi bility.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish): | thank Arbassador Lanus of
Argentina for his statenment and for his warmand friendly remarks addressed to
nyself and ny country. | give the floor to the distinguished representative

of Cuba, Ms. Bauta Sol és.

Ms. BAUTA SOLES (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): W share the pleasure
expressed earlier by other speakers at seeing you preside over the work of
this Conference with the intelligence and careful judgenent characteristic of
t he del egation of Brazil in this body. W appreciate the assistance you gave
to your predecessor Ambassador Servais of Bel giumduring the process of
i nter-sessional consultations on the inportant issues of the agenda and
conposition of the Conference on Disarmanent and we also wish to state
clearly for the record how grateful we are for the untiring and enthusiastic
efforts nmade by your predecessor during the tine he bore such a conpl ex
responsibility. W are honoured by the presence of the Mnister for Foreign
Affairs of Sweden this norning. W listened carefully to her statement. W
cannot neglect this opportunity to convey gratitude to the Secretary-Ceneral,
M. Vicente Berasategui, for his contributions to our daily work, or
to say how highly we appreciate the distingui shed work done by
M. Abdel kader Bensmail and his teamduring the work that culmnated in
t he concl usi on of the Convention on the prohibition of chem cal weapons. W
of fer greetings which Anbassador Pérez Novoa will duly echo to his coll eagues
who have recently joined this body. W assure both you and them of the
readi ness of the Cuban del egation to offer its full cooperation. To those who
have left us, we express the nost sincere wi shes for personal happi ness and
pr of essi onal success.

Sir, you have invited us to comment on the Secretary-General's
report entitled "New di nensions of arns regul ation and di sarmanment in the
post-col d-war era" (A/Cl/47/7), which refers to the need to review and reshape
the tasks and the methods used up to the present in the sphere of disarmanent,
bearing in mnd that with the end of the cold war and the East-Wst
confrontation, there has been a radical change in international circumnmstances.

The pursuit of perfection has been a spur to mankind from ancestral tines
and goes a long way towards expl aining many of the advantages enjoyed by
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present-day civilization. Haste and inprovisation have caused many of its
set-backs. The basic premise to tackle this undertaking derives from

awar eness of the need for a calmand collective review of the prevailing rules
in order to identify those which can be inproved and those which remain valid.
The phenonena cited by the Secretary-Ceneral in his report and other current
events affect each of the regions of the globe differently, w thout our being
able to assess their full inmpact for the noment. Neverthel ess, and perhaps
precisely for that reason, the purposes and principles enshrined in the
Charter of the United Nations, which have been helping to set priorities in

di sarmanent matters, are still fully valid as far as our delegation is
concerned, not nerely as a guideline for action, but as guarantees that no set
of interests will be given greater weight than any other. The report of the
Secretary-General has triggered a process of reflection which, because of its
scope, cannot but enbrace the international conmunity as a whole and cul mi nate
in nultilaterally negoti ated agreenents. Preferably it should be the

General Assenmbly which, in the light of the present situation, spells out the
future ranmifications of disarmanment issues and deci des on possi bl e adjustnments
to the multilateral machinery

The process of disarmanent and arns linitation nust enjoy the highest
priority multilaterally. Even in the new circunstances there is justification
for the existence and build-up of excessive quantities of nuclear and ot her
weapons in the stockpiles of certain States. The inportance of bilatera
nucl ear arns reduction agreenents should not be undernined by the process
whereby the accuracy and effectiveness of these weapons are enhanced, nor by
t he exi stence and devel opnent of weapons for rapid | arge-scale attacks deep
into the territory of third countries. Qur delegation is persuaded that one
of the best contributions that the nultilateral body can nake to the cause of
di sar manent, peace and security in the world is to pronote the adoption in
each State of a purely defensive mlitary doctrine and structure.

Wil e disarmanment is different in substance fromarns control, both stand
at a distance fromthe problens involved in activities for the maintenance of

i nternational peace and security. It is the letter and the spirit of the
United Nations Charter which, with its full application, sets the scene for

i mpl ementation in each of these areas of conpetence of the United Nations. It
is essential for the benefit of all, and particularly for the credibility of

the worl d organi zation, that in discharging its obligations in one sphere or
another it should denponstrate the greatest possible respect for the

sovereignty of all its menbers, refraining fromthe use or the threat of
force, just as it should not allow attacks on territorial integrity or the
principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of States. |t nust be

stated that di sarmanent neasures adopted as a result of peace-keeping
operations are generally unilateral or limted in nature, whether they are

i nposed or negotiated, but in those instances only the parties concerned in
the conflict are involved. D sarnmanent neasures adopted as a result of a
multilateral negotiating process tend to reflect the sovereign desire of the
participants in themto elimnate or limt a type or a set of weapons
systems. | n no way can the negotiating process be inposed by any

United Nations body.
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The di sarnmanent and arns limtation process has its own nonmentum and nust
retain its independence in organization without neglecting the relationship
bet ween this process and others under way in international relations as a
whole, as in the interrel ationship between peace, disarmanment and devel opnent.
It is clear that there is a need for joint deliberation in order to achieve a
conmon under st andi ng about ideas put forward in the Secretary-General's
docunent, including integration, globalization, revitalization and others.

As the del egation of Mexico stated in the |ast plenary, we consider that the
priorities set forth in the 1978 Final Document remain and that the

concl usions set out in the Declaration adopted that year also remain valid.
Thi s does not exclude the possibility of identifying specific areas within
those priorities on which to focus our efforts now, to help the Conference on
Di sarmanment to achieve new results, particularly as the priorities laid down
do not prevent the parallel analysis of any question seenmed appropriate.
Negoti ati ons to achi eve nucl ear di sarmament nust be carried out at every
level, bilateral, nultilateral and the two avenues of work should mutually
and appropriately conpl ement one another. In this process, the conplete
prohi bition of testing nust remain the top priority, and as |long as tal ks
are continuing in this field, all the nuclear Powers mnust adopt indefinite
noratori uns on testing.

Non-proliferation is a pressing issue in the nmatter of nucl ear weapons.
In its broadest and non-discrimnatory interpretation the concept could al so
be extended to certain sorts of conventional weapons, particularly those that
can facilitate | arge-scale offensive operations. W agree that there is a
need to elimnate the controversial aspects associated with the current
non-proliferation reginme to nake it acceptable for those countries that are
not party to it. The universality of the regime depends largely on the
guarantee it offers that nucl ear weapons will be elinmnated in the shortest
possi ble tinme scale.

It is not only the Conference on D sarmanent, whose adjustnment to the new
circunstances is the matter before us today, which is a child of the past.
There are other bodies within the United Nations systemthat are even nore out
of step with the present circunstances. |f we are wearing ourselves out with
conj ectures about the best way to reflect the state of the world as it is
today in the menbership of the Conference on Di sarmanent, what can we say
about the nmenbership of the Security Council, which the Secretary-Cenera
suggests should play a greater role in the sphere of disarmanent?

Denocrati zation, involving the devel oping South, is a prerequisite for

t hi nki ng about expandi ng the powers of that body, whose role in the

mai nt enance of international peace and security is clearly set forth in
the United Nations Charter, although we m ght say in passing that it does
not include interference in the internal affairs of States.

The issue of transparency in international arnms transfers is of
particul ar inportance, but if we analyse this problemw thout addressing
t he problem of the production and storage of weaponry, military research
and devel opnent activities, anong other issues, we will overlook the main arns
producers, who are al so those who possess nilitary power which substantially
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exceeds their own defence needs. Consequently, it is not only essential to
put into practice the Register of Conventional Arms, but also to guarantee
that it will be duly extended in the inmediate future as stipulated in

the United Nations resolution on the subject.

It is true that once existing disarnmanent agreenents are inplenmented and
others are concluded, the job of conversion will be a new di nension to which
efforts will have to be channelled. Meanwhile there are other chall enges we
will have to neet, nobst inportant anmong which to our nind is the need to take
advant age of the favourable circunstances provided by the end of the cold war
so as to finalize the work that the international community had assigned
itself in the matter of disarmanent. Exanples are the conclusion of a treaty
for the conpl ete suspension of nuclear testing and the renaining negotiations
on weapons of mass destruction. Thus it is doubly necessary to preserve the
present institutional mechanisnms on disarmanment and their specific functions.
The reasons for the lack of progress in this sphere do not lie with them but
i n reasons underpi nning the negotiating stance of sone nations. The
Conf erence on Di sarmanment shoul d continue functioning as the only multilatera
negotiating body and it is for that very reason that the process of
sel f-exam nation in which we are now absorbed is ained at enhancing its
ef fecti veness. W also consider that the United Nations not only can but rnust
continue to occupy a prominent position in matters of disarmanment. Hence, in
order that there should be a proper correspondence between the objectives to
be attained and the neasures to achieve this, we feel |ike other del egations
that the Departnment for Di sarmanment Affairs should be properly prepared to
tackle the tasks that await it.

M. President, we do not wish to end without thanking you for designating
t he speci al coordinators on the agenda and conposition of the Conference on
D sarmanment. In the next few days we shall take part in the discussions that
will be held for those purposes. W are sure that under the | eadership of the
experi enced Anbassadors M guel Marin Bosch of Mexico and Paul O Sullivan of
Australia, we shall shortly be able to take the first steps towards solving
t hese conpl ex issues which we will address at a subsequent plenary neeting.

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | thank the representative of
Cuba for her statenment and the kind words addressed to nyself and ny country.

(continued in English)

I now give the floor to the representative of the United States,
Anbassador Ledogar.

M. LEDOGAR (United States of Anerica): First of all | would like to
join in the wel come expressed to new col | eagues who have taken up their duties
here anongst us since | last spoke in plenary. That was on 19 January and

since that day a new President of the United States has been sworn in, the
forty-second such peaceful transfer of power in the history of our Republic.
During his campaign, President Cinton stressed his comritnment to the
interrelated goals of international peace and security. Arms control and

di sarmanent are inportant conponents of that overall objective and, as the
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successful conpletion of the chem cal weapons Conventi on has denonstrat ed,

t he Conference on Di sarmanent has played an inportant role. As the new
United States Administration proceeds to focus its energies on security and
arns control problenms, ny delegation will have nore to say on specific issues,
particularly as they relate to this body.

M. President, ny delegation is pleased that the Conference has been able
to get down to work so quickly, for which we cormmend you. W ook forward to
t he substantive work ahead of us and wel come the establishnment of a new
Ad Hoc Conmittee on the inportant subject of transparency in armnents.

Today, | would like to nmake sone general conments on the reports
the CD has been asked to provide on the occasion of the resunmed session
of CGeneral Assenbly First Conmittee, nanely a status report on
the CD, and a report containing CD views on the United Nations
Secretary-Ceneral Boutros-Chali's report entitled "New di mensi ons of arns
regul ati ons and di sarmanent in the post-cold-war era". First, we believe
that, to be of any use, these reports should reflect this Conference's
consensus. A conpilation of differing, and perhaps opposing national views
woul d provi de not hi ng beyond views that will be provided anyway. First,
concerning the CD status report, we believe it fully appropriate that the
Conference on Di sarmanment, in the post-CW and post-col d-war environment, is
engaged in a self-exanm nation. W welcone these reflections, as discussions
continue, we intend to provide additional coments. As a multilatera
di sar manent negoti ati ng body, the CD continues to be inportant, whether it

is negotiating or seriously considering inportant issues. |In our review of
the CD we should ook to how it can best be used to continue to serve the
overall interests of the international conmunity.

While the United States wel comes this wide-ranging review, we stand by
t he fundanental rules which guide us in conducting business. The CD works by
consensus, thus providing a mechanismto protect vital national security
i nterests, and which al so serves to enhance the universal appeal of our
products. Further, the CDis an autononous body, with its own rul es of
procedure, working methods and deci sion-making authority. While we nay
wel cone suggestions fromel sewhere to focus our efforts, and nay agree to
foll ow up issues that have been conmmended to our attention, the decisions are
ours to make.

The CD agenda should be reviewing in a realistic and pragmatic way. The
agenda should reflect the nmove away fromcold war rhetoric and ol d thinking.
The worl d has wi tnessed nuch recent progress in arnms control and di sar manent,
particularly in the nuclear arena. |In our view, an enhanced focus on regiona
di sar manent questions and such itens as gl obal confidence-buil di ng measures
woul d be tinely. The CD should tackle such topics as are "ready" for
consi derati on, however, nodest they nay be.

The CD has | ong been seized with the question of nenbership expansion
The United States joined an earlier consensus for a linmted expansion in
the CD nmenbership. The United States continues to support a limted expansion
whi ch woul d be reflective of newrealities and requirements. In our view an
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open-ended menbership would not reflect realities and woul d i npact
detrinmentally on CD autonony, the rule of consensus, and thus our ability to
make significant progress. The United States understands the desire of many
to join the CD and are synpathetic to their interests. For this reason, we
have fully supported participation in many of the CD activities by non-nenber
partici pant States.

The CD has been asked to report to the resuned session on its review It
i s obviously our choice what and how to report. The extent to which the CD
has reached consensus deci sions on inportant questions could be included.
Whi |l e our review and deci si on-naki ng should not be dictated by the timng of
the resunmed session of the First Conmittee, we wel conme the opportunity to
provi de such information. The session provides a useful inpetus to the CD
itself in tackling the difficult questions before us.

Turning to the Secretary-Ceneral's report on "New di mensions”, | think we
all agree with its timeliness as the world has recently undergone dramatic
changes. International security has been enhanced by these changes, as well
as by significant progress in disarnanent and arnms control. At the sane tine,
we are witnessing increasing instability and insecurity in certain regi ons of
the world. Inasnuch as disarmanment is an elenent in pursuit and mnai ntenance
of security, it stands to reason that the di sarmanent agenda shoul d be
i nfluenced by the changes in the international and regional security scenes.

I ndeed, the old cold war di sarmanent agenda no | onger hol ds the sane rel evance
to the energing real-world security concerns. The world has changed; the new
agenda has to change with it.

Secretary-General M. Boutros Boutros-Chali has called for a "new
agenda"; and this call has been endorsed by many, including the United States.
He has recogni zed that the new gl obal situation denmands a new approach. The
United States generally endorses his "New di nensi ons" report and wel conmes
it as a nove toward a nore realistic approach to security and arnms contro
concerns. W hope that the resunmed session will reflect a general endorsenent
of this by all United Nations Menber States.

Specifically, we agree with the observations in that report that the tinme
has conme for an integration of disarmament and arns regul ation issues into the
broader structure of the international peace and security agenda. D sarnmanment
has never been an objective in isolation, but rather an elenment in securing
peace, stability and security. Secondly, we agree the tine has conme for a
gl obal i zati on of the process of arms control and di sarmanment, which requires
appropriate engagenent of all States, not in dictating steps to others but in
undert aki ng practical disarmanent neasures thenselves. |ndeed, the so-called
super - Powers have responded to the injunction to take the lead; and, for a
variety of reasons, the world is a very different place. The tine has come
for others to take appropriate steps as well. Thirdly, we agree the time has
conme to recogni ze the achievenments to date in arnms control and di sar manent:
achi evenents to be built upon and revitalized, as required. |In this context,
the United States wel comes the Preparatory Committee neetings which begin next
week and the overall inplementation of the chenical weapons Convention. W
stress the need to give increasing enphasis to the overall problem of
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non-proliferation in all its aspects and support the endeavours under way

in appropriate forunms in pursuit of this objective. W fully endorse

the Secretary-General's call for universal adherence to the NPT, and for its
uncondi tional and indefinite extension in 1995. W call on all States to
provide data to the United Nations Register of Conventional Arns this Apri
and endorse efforts to stemthe destabilizing transfers of conventiona
weapons. We will support other appropriate efforts to encourage
transparency and openness in mlitary matters, including the devel opment of
confi dence-buil di ng measures with specific regional applications. And finally
we support appropriate regional efforts designed to redress tensions and
insecurity in those areas, such as those under way in the M ddl e East peace
process and in Europe.

The question of disarmanment nmachinery is al so addressed in
the United Nations Secretary-Ceneral's "New di nensi ons" report. W support
the notion of a "coordinated systent as identified in the report involving
various el enents dealing with arns control and disarmanent issues.
Coordi nati on does not require establishnment of sone new overall unbrella
di sar manent organi zati on; rather we should seek better rationalization of
the work of these various elenents. Disarnmanent nachi nery, including
United Nations nachinery, in our view, should be organized to nmeet realistic
substantive objectives and needs. Such needs should be clearly identified
prior to any premature tinkering with rmachinery. The challenge we now face is
to seek a better understanding of the post-cold-war international security
situation and its attendant arns control dinmension. In exanning specific
el enents of gl obal di sarmanment nachinery, we note the foll ow ng.

Firstly, the United Nations Di sarnmanent Conmi ssion has al ready taken
wel cone reformdecisions and is now in the process of trying themout. Mre
experience is needed for an effective evaluation of its continued useful ness,
as our Argentine colleague has pointed out. Secondly, as noted the Conference
on Di sarmanent is an autononmous body, and master of its own fate. It is
currently engaged in a self-generated review The larger picture of howits
work can be nore effectively integrated into the overall multilatera
di sarmanent nachinery will have to be considered by the CDin this process.
Thirdly, the United Nations General Assenbly First Committee itself has al
successfully initiated reformefforts over the past four years. A detailed
review of its own agenda and work nethods in Iight of these reforms m ght be
an area to focus on in the resuned session. W wll have a few suggestions in
this context. And finally, the resunmed session mght also |ook into the
status of the United Nations Office of Disarmanent Affairs (ODA). W think
that efforts could usefully be undertaken towards enhanced support for the
Ofice within existing resources. |t should be equi pped to inplenent
effectively the inportant responsibilities with which it has been charged.

These are just a few prelimnary thoughts of the United States as we all
prepare for the resuned session of the United Nations General Assenbly's
First Conmittee. W intend to provide our national views to the
United Nations Secretary-Ceneral, as requested, and wish to contribute
constructively to a consensus report by the CDto the resuned session
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M. BARBUDA (Brazil): M. President, first of all allowne to join al
t he previ ous speakers and personally congratul ate you on the assunption of the
presi dency of the Conference on D sarmanent.

My conments at this plenary session are addressed to the report by
the United Nations Secretary-Ceneral entitled "New di mensi ons of di sarnanent
and arms regulation in the post-cold-war era". |In the first place the
del egation of Brazil values this document because it expresses the
authoritative views of a privileged observer of today's international scene.
We al so keep in mnd the serious responsibilities of the Secretary-Cenera
in dealing with matters of crucial interest to nankind.

The report has al ready awakened the attention of nany, for it covers a
wi de range of issues of concern both to the international comunity and to
each individual State. Therefore, it requires careful consideration, before
deci sions can be taken. This exercise is a tinely and useful one. W
del egation is prepared to join the others in a collective reflection on the
rel evant el ements contained in the report, including the future of the
di sarmanent nmachinery. W will then be ready to fornul ate proposals to be
eventual ly taken up for decision at the appropriate forum For this purpose,
we would like to put forward some comments on specific aspects of the report.

One of the assunptions of the document is that new conditions are present
inthe world after the end of the cold war, which, in spite of new threats and
chal | enges, nake it possible to build an international system capabl e of
guar ant eei ng peace and security, at a mnimmlevel of arnmanents. The report
states that in order to achieve this objective the current chall enges nmust be
overcome through concerted action and broad participation of all States. In
this sense, it is suggested that the concepts of integration, globalization
and revitalization should guide the efforts towards di sarnanent and those
related to international security.

The concept of integration suggests that the disarmanent neasures shoul d
be associated with other measures in the economic and political fields, for
the promotion of peace and international security. This line of thought is
surely well taken. But we hesitate to accept that integration should al so
apply to the organi zational framework of disarmanent, in the sense suggested
by the Secretary-CGeneral. This idea should be further devel oped and
clarified before we accept to deal with disarmanent natters in a different
framework. As the delegation of Brazil stated in the First Conmittee of the
General Assenbly, "disarmanment involves fundanmental national security issues
and conpl ex techni cal aspects which have to be carefully negotiated ..

Di sarnmanent al so requires a specialized machinery, both for the negotiating
phase as well as for the inplenmentation phase ... . The process of

di sarmanent and techni ques used in the context of peace-naking, peace-keeping
and peace enforcenent shoul d never be confused."

The concept of gl obalization refers to the need for all States to be
involved in the efforts towards di sarmanent through actions concerted
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multilaterally. Addressing this subject, the Secretary-General nentions the
fact that the reductions in nuclear weapons that have taken place until now
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have been achi eved either through bilateral agreenments or by unilatera
initiatives. Wile recognizing the inportance of these bilateral and

unil ateral neasures, we are not prepared to accept a role of nmere spectators
for the international community as far as nucl ear disarmanment is concerned.
As is known, the Brazilian Governnment has always held the view that nuclear
di sarmanent, a natter that concerns the whole of nmankind, is too inportant to
have its consideration left solely to the nuclear Powers. The nultilatera
treatnent of issues related to nuclear disarmanent remains a priority in the
field of disarmanment. The international conmmunity should, on the other hand,
constantly renind the nuclear Powers of their special responsibility in this
cont ext .

Finally, the concept of revitalization addresses the need of naking
full use of and further inproving the existing instrunents in the field of
di sarmanent. The Secretary-General proposes a new system of internationa
security, capable of dealing with the "new di nensi ons of insecurity". To be
effective this systemshould be able, as stated in the report, "to insti
sufficient confidence in the States to assure themthat they no | onger need
abundant weaponry". The concepts presented under this section of the report
need further clarification, and I would like to stress that the inplenmentation
of the proposed system woul d possibly require the strengthening and
conpl ementati on of existing agreenents. This mght well be a conplex task.

One of the questions mentioned by the Secretary-Ceneral that raises nore
worries in today's world is the threat of proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction and the related technol ogies. The Brazilian CGovernnent wholly
shares the concerns of the vast mgjority of countries regarding this issue.

On our side, we took inportant non-proliferation neasures, w dely known, and
which I will not enunmerate now. Wth respect to the international dinension
of this problem we do not think that the strengthening of the existing
non-proliferation regi mes woul d suffice. Sone of the existing guidelines in
this area still represent undue restrictions on the right of the devel oping
countries to access to the so-called sensitive technol ogi es for peaceful uses.
Consci ous of the conplexity of this question, and willing to contribute in a
constructive way to its consideration, the Brazilian Governnent presented at
the UNDC the idea of establishing an international regine for the control of
transfers of dual -use technol ogies. Such a reginme assunmes that technology in
itself is neutral and that what varies are the ends to which it is applied.

It would consist of nmultilaterally agreed, binding, verifiable and

non-di scrimnatory instruments. It would not hanper transfers of
dual -use hi gh technol ogy, but it would, through appropriate verification
mechani snms, ensure they are enpl oyed exclusively to peaceful ends. It is our

under st andi ng that such a regime can provide the international community with
i ncreased security and effectively deter potential proliferators.

Recent events have shown insufficiencies in the NPT reginme, which
denonstrates that one treaty al one cannot guarantee non-proliferation
None the less this international instrument is considered in the report of
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the Secretary-CGeneral as an essential pillar of the non-proliferation system
It is pertinent here to recall that, in this instrument, the renunciation of
nucl ear weapons on the part of the non-nucl ear-weapon States is not bal anced
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by a commitnment on the part of the nucl ear-weapon States towards the
elimnation of such weapons. |In other words, the NPT, while trying to avert
hori zontal proliferation, does not address, in an effective way, vertica
proliferation.

Though we are not a party to the NPT, we hope that the 1995 revi ew
conference could provide the opportunity also for a reappraisal of the
doctrinal foundations of the Treaty in order that it may reflect the realities
of the post-cold-war era, in particular the circunstance that nuclear
deterrence theories have |lost their consistency. 1In this context, the
concl usi on of agreenents banning nuclear tests and providing "negative
security assurances" woul d be an appropriate corollary to the NPT, which woul d
certainly turn the nuclear non-proliferation reginme into a nore bal anced one.
As to the role of the non-proliferation reginme of the NPT, | would like to
recall that the experience of ny country shows that there are other effective
nmeans of ensuring non-proliferation

Anot her threat to international peace and security nentioned
by the Secretary-CGeneral in his report refers to the destabili zing
accunul ati on of weapons in certain regions of the world. Here again we
share the apprehensions of the Secretary-General. However, we should renmark
that out of the US$ 1 trillion spent annually on armanments, 80 per cent
corresponds to expenditure by the devel oped countries. On the other hand,
the Secretary-General correctly observes that "production overcapacities and
surplus equipnent in industrialized States are now increasingly feeding arns
markets in parts of the developing world". The Governments of the devel oped
countries have a special responsibility in respect of the need to curb the
arns trade and resist pressures fromthe mlitary-industrial conplex.

As regards the Regi ster of Conventional Arns established by
resolution 46/36 L, we fully support this initiative. W would like to see
all relevant systens of armaments included in the Register, as reconmended
in that resolution. 1t must be reiterated that from our point of view also,
transparency, though inportant, as it contributes to greater confidence anbng
nations, is not an end in itself and cannot be conceived as a substitute for
reduction in nmilitary expenditure.

Approaching the end of his report, the Secretary-Ceneral expresses his
concerns about the resistance to conversion projects on the part of the armns
industry. This resistance, as we all know, is likely to increase as the
recession goes on in nmost parts of the world wi th unenpl oynent havi ng reached
unacceptable levels. W also share this concern. Recent studies have
i ndi cated that conversion can be considered as an investnment process. It
inmplies sacrifices and nore expenditure at the beginning but it pays in the
I onger run. Conversion initiatives should therefore be carried on in order
that resources currently enployed in the weapons industries be diverted to
peaceful activities in the devel oped world and to econonic and technol ogi ca
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cooperation directed to |l ess favoured countries. Reallocation of resources to
civil ends is a claimmany tinmes voiced in the United Nations. Conditions
seemripe nowto translate this wish into reality.
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Wth regard to the organi zati onal framework of di sarmanent - a question
to which the Secretary-Ceneral consecrates the final part of his report - the
Brazilian Governnent naintains the view that the existing machinery
(conmprising basically the First Conmittee, the UNDC and the CD) should renain
essentially as it is now These bodies have distinct and conpl enentary
mandates, as well as different conpositions and working nethods. Wth
reference to the Conference on Di sarmanent, while acknow edgi ng that sone
i mprovenent in its working nmethods might be necessary, ny del egation thinks
that its role as the sole negotiating forumof the United Nations should in
no way be dimnished. W |ook forward to the results of consultations on the
agenda and conposition of the Conference, to be carried out by the special
coordi nators appointed by the President. 1In our view, however, a mmjor step
was al ready taken at the beginning of the present session when practica
probl ems were solved and the Conference was put in a position to start soon
substantive work on four agenda itens expeditiously. As to the nenbership,
nmy del egation is ready to consider a substantial increase, in order to
acconmodat e as nmany interested candi dates as possible, bearing in mnd the
need to preserve the efficiency of the Conference on D sarnmanent as a
negoti ati ng body. Another inportant aspect of this issue, in the light of the
international reality, is the need to cope with concerns regarding bal ance not
only anong regions but also within each region

As to the proposal for attributing to the CD the functions of a
supervi sory body over existing treaties, inplicit init seens to be the idea
that the Conference shoul d beconme an open-ended body, to which we do not
agree. |If, however, the nmenbership of the Conference on Disarmanent is to
be kept limted, that proposal would be difficult to inplenment, since the
conposition of the CD would not correspond to that of the instrunments it would
supervise. Furthernmore, disarmanent treaties normally have their own review
nmechani sns, a fact that would raise problens of conpatibility with the
nmechani sns to be established by the CD

The final part of the report also contains one of the nain proposals
advocated by the Secretary-Ceneral, nanely that for greater involvenent of the
Security Council in disarmament matters, in particular with regard to the
enforcenent of non-proliferation neasures. Concerning this point, our
understanding is that measures which result fromnmultilaterally negoti ated
agreenments should not be confused with neasures which result from deci sions
that put an end to a conflict. Furthernore, any action by the Security
Counci |l must be fully backed by the Charter of the Organization and abide
by the principles of international |aw

To conclude with a general comment, | would like to say that the report
of the Secretary-Ceneral contains interesting perceptions and proposal s which
can prove advantageous to the United Nations system once they have been
devel oped and refined by the Menber States in their collective deliberations.
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On the other side, we do not believe that fundanental institutional changes
are required in the field of disarmanment in order to nmeet the present
chal | enges. The progress in disarmanment we expect in the near future can
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be achi eved through the existing machinery, provided there is sufficient
political will on the part of the principal actors of the internationa
system

The PRESIDENT: | thank ny colleague fromBrazil for his statenent. |
can assure himthat | will try to accommopdate sone of his views when | present
the report to the Conference.

Before |I turn to another subject, let nme ask if there is any other
speaker who wishes to take the floor at this stage. | see none.

The secretariat has circulated today a note by the President, appearing
i n docunent CD¥ WP. 440, concerning requests from non-nenbers to participate
in the work of the Conference. So far, no objection has been raised in
connection with the comruni cations attached to the note. This being the case,
| suggest that we adopt the reconmendation contained in the docunent directly
in plenary, on the understanding that this does not set a precedent for future
occasi ons when an infornmal neeting nay be necessary. My | take it that the
Conference takes action as reconmended?

It was so deci ded.

The PRESIDENT: Before | adjourn this plenary neeting, | wi sh to announce
that at 3.30 p.m this afternoon, nenbers of the Conference will hold an
i nformal open-ended consultation in conference rooml, adjacent to the
Counci | Chanber, to continue our exchange of views on the report of the
Secretary-General of the United Nations entitled "New di mensi ons of arns
regul ati on and di sarmanent in the post-cold-war era". This is the neeting
that was originally scheduled to take place i mediately after this plenary
session, which, in viewof the late hour, |I do not think it would be practica
to have at this tine. | wi sh also to announce that the non-nenbers
participating in the work of the Conference are invited to attend the
consul tati on.

The next plenary neeting of the Conference on Disarmanment will be held on
Thursday, 11 February 1993, at 10 a.m

The neeting rose at 12.45 p.m




