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The meeting was called to order at 10 a.m. Changes in international relations are beginning to bear
fruit in various areas. My delegation is pleased that during
Agenda items 60 to 81(continued) the past year the international community has taken two

essential steps to halt the proliferation of nuclear weapons.
General debate on all disarmament and international One was the advisory opinion of the International Court of
security agenda items Justice regarding the legality of the threat or use of nuclear

weapons, and the other the adoption of the Comprehensive

Mr. Camacho Omiste (Bolivia) (interpretation from Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. These are both historic

Spanish: It is my pleasure to congratulate you, Sir, on youdocuments that establish commitments to eliminate nuclear
appointment as Chairman of the First Committee. Yowveapons.
professional experience and personal qualities will ensure
that our work will achieve positive and concrete results. |  The adoption of the Treaty of Bangkok, establishing a
assure you and the other members of the Bureau of our faliclear-weapon-free zone in South-East Asia, was equally
cooperation. Your election is a sign that the internationahcouraging. This instrument of great legal and political
community recognizes the efforts and contributions thahportance is a part of the efforts under way in other
your country, Belarus, has made to disarmament and regions. The treaties of Tlateloco for Latin America and
security throughout the world and, in particular, in Centrahe Caribbean, Rarotonga for the South Pacific, Pelindaba
Europe. | should like also to thank your predecessdnr Africa, and Bangkok for South-East Asia — being
Ambassador Erdenechuluun of Mongolia, for his skilfuhlmost in full effect — together with the Antarctic Treaty,
guidance of our Committee’s work during its previouseinforce the concept of the nuclear-weapon-free zone.
session. Internationally recognized and established on the basis of

freely entered into arrangements, these zones contribute to

The Second World War gave rise to a call for a newvorld and regional peace and security. We believe that the
system of collective security and policies to promote peadéscussions and work of this Committee should take these
and cooperation among the peoples of the world. Thus wassitive developments into account and reflect them in the
born the United Nations. However, the explosion of thEommittee’s resolutions. In this context, my delegation
atom bomb, before the Charter of this Organization halipports the initiative of Brazil to ensure that the southern
entered into force, altered the foundation on which thisemisphere and adjacent areas become a nuclear-weapon-
system of international relations was built. Until the end dfee zone. This would have a positive effect on tension-
the cold war, nuclear weapons were at the heart of powgmone regions such as the Middle East, and strengthen the
politics, affecting the principle of legal equality amongnternational non-proliferation regime.
States and giving rise to the arms race.
Similarly, we welcome the direct negotiations on
nuclear disarmament held in the context of the Strategic

96-86558 (E) This record contains the original texts of speeches delivered in English and interpretations of
speeches delivered in the other languages. Corrections should be submitted to original speeches
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member of the delegation concerned to the Chief of the Verbatim Reporting Service, Room
C-178. Corrections will be issued after the end of the session in a consolidated corrigendum.
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Arms Limitation Talks (SALT | and SALT Il). We hope for We call for a genuine democratization of international
the resumption of multilateral negotiations on makingelations and for the earmarking of greater resources for
progress towards a convention banning the production pdlicies promoting peace and development. It seems
fissile material. We believe that the complete and definitivearadoxical, however, to promote globalization and
elimination of nuclear weapons is now more attainable amsterdependence in various areas of human activity,
constitutes a priority for the international community. In thiparticularly in the economic and trade spheres, while our
conviction, my country supports the programme of graduabnceptions of security and military activities continue to
nuclear disarmament proposed by the Non-Alignddave a negative impact on relations of cooperation and
Movement and other neutral States to the Conference witual respect.
Disarmament, which will be submitted to this Committee.
The arms race, fuelled by increasing ideological
The constructive progress we are witnessing in the arddferences, became an obstacle to the development of a
of nuclear disarmament should be accompanied by concrbdter world. This was the situation during most of the first
measures with regard to conventional weapons. TBE years of our Organization’s life. With the end of the cold
indiscriminate use of such weapons and the lack @far, the global balance of power has changed. For that
established legal systems governing their prohibitioneason, we must encourage, with renewed faith and
limitation and trading, give conventional weapons aonviction, the beginning of a new race, this time for
devastating and pernicious influence. disarmament. This could be the most important legacy the
end of this century could leave to the generations of the
The continued manufacture and laying of landmines sext millennium.
also of concern. This situation calls for urgent legal and
humanitarian measures to establish a comprehensive global Mr. Sannikau (Belarus) (nterpretation from Russign
legal system banning all kinds of anti-personnel mines amid gives me particular pleasure, Sir, to welcome a
to allay the pain and suffering caused to innocent civiliamrepresentative of my country as Chairman of the First
by the mines, which impede the social and econom@ommittee. Your election to this authoritative post is proof
activities of these peoples. My country will continue thi®f the international recognition of Belarus’ contribution to
year to cosponsor the draft resolution calling on States tfee promotion of international security and disarmament.
adopt an international agreement banning the us&hile associating myself with other congratulations made
stockpiling and transfer of anti-personnel mines. to you, allow me to assure, through you, all delegations that
Belarus intends constructively to approach all the items on
In the area of weapons of mass destruction, we hoffee First Committee’s agenda in order to facilitate the
that the countries with the largest stocks of chemicakhievement of consensus decisions, with the goal of
weapons will ratify the Convention on the Prohibition of theneeting the requirements of the disarmament process in all
Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemicdt aspects.
Weapons and on Their Destruction, allowing that legal
instrument to enter into force and encouraging its universal Aware of the vital need to develop and implement
adherence. international mechanisms for strengthening security that
would also effectively ensure national security, the Republic
Dialogue and multilateral negotiation have made uf Belarus attaches great importance to the United Nations
possible for us to codify substantive rules binding on ouple as a guarantor of the efficiency and multilateral
States in order to achieve the goals and objectives of tblearacter of such mechanisms. The opening of the
Charter of the United Nations. For this reason, Bolivi€omprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) for
believes that peace and international security, as well signature was a major event which preceded the current
cooperation for social and economic development skssion of the General Assembly and will have an impact
peoples, should be approached from a global perspectiwe the First Committee’s deliberations this year. The
and with a sense of shared responsibility. Comprehensivereign Minister of my country signed the Treaty on the
approaches must be supplemented by sustained regiorealy first day: 24 September 1996. Here | should like to
efforts. In this connection, we would like to encourage thenderscore Belarus’ fully-fledged involvement in finalizing
formulation of regional disarmament plans, as they can plétye work on the Treaty at the Conference on Disarmament.
arole in collective security and would promote confidencdt is in that capacity that we intend to bring to the
building measures, which would in turn help eliminat€onference on Disarmament, the authoritative negotiating
distrust among countries in a region. body, our experience — that of a young State that has,
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nonetheless, resolved complex security and disarmament Given the new realities in the ever-evolving
issues. architecture of European security, an important and relevant
initiative, which previous speakers have referred to, was that
The Conference on Disarmament today is faced witaken by the President of Belarus to create a nuclear-
the task of consolidating and further developing the nucleaseapon-free space in the European region. The aims of
disarmament process. High priorities in this area include tisesating such a space could be formulated as follows: to
early commencement of negotiations on a treaty to ban tbentribute to the process of nuclear disarmament; to avoid
production of fissile materials for use in nuclear weaponthe recurrence of nuclear confrontation in Europe; to
and the speedy drafting of an internationally bindinghtroduce a unifying element of stability and security for the
instrument on both negative and positive security assurancesintries of the region, which have different perspectives on
from nuclear-weapon States to non-nuclear-weapon Staties structure of pan-European security systems; to
regarding the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Téensolidate the existing commitments of States of the region
first step in that direction was taken by the five nucleao become non-nuclear-weapon States; to prevent the
Powers in their statements on security guarantees to fssibility of renewed proliferation of weapons of mass
non-nuclear-weapon States in the context of the adoption tgstruction in the region; and to build confidence among the
the Security Council of its resolution 984 (1995). ConsisteBtates of the region. The term that we have
efforts by the nuclear-weapon States to reduce glotsdlected — “space” — is intended to make the idea of
nuclear armaments are an important prerequisite noiclear-weapon-free status in the centre of Europe flexible
enhancing the positive impact and potential of alnd to invite potential participants and interested States to
endeavours to that end. discuss the foundations for its realization.

The creation of nuclear weapon-free zones is making We believe that the nuclear-weapon-free space could
a significant contribution to strengthening peace ark based on a coherent and harmonious combination of
security. With the signing of the Pelindaba Treaty and tHegal and political, unilateral and multilateral commitments
accession of the nuclear-weapon States to the correspondiggStates. The parties to the space could include both our
protocols, the entire southern hemisphere is becomingclasest neighbours, which see membership in the North
unified nuclear-weapon-free zone. The presidentiditlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) as the solution to
statement adopted by the Security Council on 12 April lagteir security problems, as well as those countries with
in connection with the signing of the Pelindaba Treaty is muclear-weapon-free traditions and neutral States. The
positive signal from the United Nations body that haBIATO States that have a specific stand on the alliance’s
primary responsibility for the maintenance of internationaluclear weapons might also become part of that space, in
peace and security. That statement encourages the creatioe form or another.
of nuclear-weapon-free zones and urges the countries of the
northern hemisphere to take similar steps. Under the Besides measures related to nuclear weapons, the
circumstances, as was noted by the head of my delegatimrclear-weapon-free space might involve such elements as
in his statement during the general debate in plenary: regional efforts to prevent illicit traffic in fissile materials
and to improve the reliability and safety of atomic-energy
“we consider it illogical for Europe to remain theinstallations. The nuclear-weapon-free space could also give
only continent where no practical steps have beéts participants the option to commit themselves not to take
taken in this direction.”(Official Records of the any steps related to conventional weapons or to military
General Assembly, Fifty-first Session, Plenargctivities that might provoke nuclear retaliation.
Meetings, 18th meeting, p. 19)
| should like to emphasize that the idea of a nuclear-
Belarus, Kazakstan and Ukraine, which until recentlweapon-free space cannot be perceived in a simplistic
had 3,400 nuclear missiles stationed on their territory, aneanner, as a measure to counter plans for NATO'’s
making an important contribution — highly commended bgxpansion. Belarus’ initiative is not intended to block
the international community — to the process of nucleanything; rather, it aims to seek solutions in the context of
non-proliferation and disarmament. The last strateg@eating a pan-European security system, taking into
nuclear missiles will be removed from the territory ofaccount the interests of all European countries and security
Belarus by the end of this year, thus freeing the entire aragangements.
of Central and Eastern Europe from this type of weapons.
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In this context, the proposal to limit the deployment ofnight help recent international efforts. | should like to
nuclear weapons outside the borders of the nuclear Stategejgort, with satisfaction, that we have just been notified that
extremely important. We also attach particular significanadbe Supreme Council of the Republic of Belarus has ratified
to the Partnership for Peace, in which Belarus has beguntb@ Convention's Protocol Il on landmines and Protocol IV
participate more directly and intends to participate mown blinding laser weapons. In addition, the moratorium until
fully in the future. the end of 1997 on the export of anti-personnel landmines,

declared by the President of Belarus, remains in force.

It should be noted that delegations have unanimously
welcomed the ratification by 64 States, including Belarus, We support the important new item on the agenda of
of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developmenthe First Committee on the ecological aspects of
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons amiisarmament. This issue is particularly topical for countries
on Their Destruction. We ratified the Convention irin which military bases are being closed down and intensive
February 1995 and this July deposited its instruments afms reduction and conversion measures are being taken
ratification with the Secretary-General of the Uniteavith respect to military production. We have already had
Nations. the opportunity to express our support for the idea of

including provisions on crimes related to causing deliberate

We attach great importance to practical measures @and serious damage to the environment in the draft code of
strengthen the regime of the Convention on the Prohibitiamimes against peace and security.
of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on  All these and other, similar major initiatives are
Their Destruction. We have presented our proposals opening the way to further efforts in micro-disarmament,
increasing the effectiveness of the Convention at its Revigmncluding those to halt illicit trafficking in small arms,
Conferences and are satisfied that our position has bemspecially in conflict zones. We are contributing to the
reflected in their final resolutions. drafting of recommendations on small arms by taking part

in the Panel of Governmental Experts established at the

Belarus supports the further development diftieth session of the General Assembly.
international cooperation on the peaceful uses of outer
space. Unfortunately, the experience gathered by Belarus' Traditionally, Belarus, along with a host of other
specialists in this sphere remains untapped, awaiting propeuntries, supports the adoption by the General Assembly
application in the framework of international cooperationof a resolution on the prohibition of the development and

manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction

The results of the Treaty on Conventional Armea@nd related systems. This item is on the agenda of the
Forces in Europe (CFE) Review Conference are of greatrrent session. We intend to submit a draft resolution on
importance for furthering control procedures ovethis item, which we hope will be adopted by consensus.
conventional arms, and for increased transparency and
confidence-building. It is common knowledge that Belarus  This year has become a landmark in the field of
has come up against serious problems, particuladysarmament, non-proliferation, and the further
economic, in fulfilling its obligations under the Treaty. | anstrengthening of international security. | wish to express our
very pleased to announce that despite those difficulties anohfidence that deliberations in the First Committee and the
the lack of adequate assistance, the Republic has fulfilled décisions adopted will help us keep the momentum going.
its obligations on conventional arms reduction under thene delegation of Belarus is prepared to contribute in every
Treaty. We are looking forward to an early start opossible way.
negotiations to adapt this Treaty to new realities, so that
States parties to the Treaty can sketch out mutually Mr. Kadrakounov (Kyrgyzstan): Mr. Chairman, as
acceptable decisions before the next summit of thhis is my first intervention, allow me to congratulate you
Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe isn your election to preside over the First Committee. We
convened in Lisbon. are confident that your wise leadership and the assistance of

the other members of the Bureau will advance the work of

The results of the Review Conference of théhe Committee this session. Kyrgyzstan wishes to assure
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use gfou of its whole-hearted support in the discharge of your
Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed tmportant responsibilities.
be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects
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Our Republic is located in Central Asia, in the regiomne of the most important of which is illicit trafficking in
that lies at the crossroads of the millennial civilizationBght weapons. This increasingly global phenomenon has an
linking Asia with Europe. In addition to existing States, thigmpact on States’ domestic stability and on regional
region includes the five newly independent Republics @bonflicts.

Kazakstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and
Uzbekistan. Their emergence has created new geo-political The Government of Kyrgyzstan supports international
realities, which have a number of peculiar features. They alhd regional attempts to curb the illicit transfer and use of
are land-locked countries. Despite its background am@nventional arms. It recognizes the need for the close
civilization, Central Asia is faced with enormous difficultiescooperation of Member States to curb trafficking in illicit
in its transitional period. A series of political and culturabrms as an effective contribution to the enhancement of
identities have been imposed and superimposed on eaefpional and international peace and security. We welcome
other in the region, the last two being Islam and Marxisnthe negotiations under way to devise a framework for
But the main specific feature is that all these Republics atenventional arms control and the reduction of armaments
in the process of building a State, and therefore give tlo the twenty-first century. It is encouraging that progress
highest priority to the issues of peace, security and stabilitas also been made in setting up a new arrangement on
in their domestic and foreign policies, because only witexport controls for conventional arms and dual-use goods
these basic conditions is sustainable economic and so@al technologies. The significant headway made in these
development possible. matters shows that arms control is by no means a secondary
issue on the security agenda.

Kyrgyzstan, as already mentioned, is located at the
very heart of the Eurasian continent, surrounded by The Government of the Kyrgyz Republic welcomes the
countries with nuclear potential, and right between twprogress achieved in seeking a political solution to the
world-famous nuclear-testing grounds: Semipalatinsk gonflict in Nagorny-Karabakh and other conflicts in the
Kazakstan, which is no longer operational, and Lop Nor ierritory of the former Soviet Union — in the Trans-
China. All the possible consequences of testing and its byniester region, South Ossetia and Abhazia. We agree with
products were literally falling on the heads of outhe Russian Federation’s position that the problem of mine
population and its land, leaving in their wake despair arddearance in conflict zones of Commonwealth of
human tragedy. For these reasons, the Republic's authoritiedependent States countries needs urgently to be resolved.
had no doubts about joining either the Treaty on the Non-

Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons or the Comprehensive We share the view of security experts that the existing
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT). These are truly historisecurity institutions are not fully adequate to meet new
events that have increased the momentum towards nucleballenges and threats. Expectations are high that
disarmament. international security structures such as the United Nations,

the European Union, the Organization for Security and

Two other matters remain on the nuclear-arms-contrGlooperation in Europe, the North Atlantic Treaty
agenda: negotiations on a convention to ban the producti@nganization (NATO) and others will devote unprecedented
of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nucledevels of human and financial resources to conflict
devices; and further reductions of nuclear weapons, with theevention and resolution. Demands are being made that
ultimate goal of their global elimination. It must be pointednternational principles, norms and procedures be adapted to
out that the conclusion of the CTBT proves the ability othe new situation. Experts stress that today, when
the United Nations to follow through on the promises iinternational stability no longer depends on negative factors
made last year at the 1995 Review and Extensi@uch as mutual deterrence, the primary force for stability
Conference of Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferati@nd security-building in the post-cold-war era is a
of Nuclear Weapons. It also raises expectations that tbeoperation based on the interdependence of national
other two matters | mentioned can be resolved accordinglgterests.

It is widely recognized that the most prevalent menace Although the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone
since the end of the cold war is that posed by civil wars armbuld be considered only a partial step, it would certainly
local and regional conflicts. For our Republic this is a grilbe a helpful contribution to a process that will eventually
reality. Conflicts in the neighbouring countries of Tajikistaead to general nuclear disarmament. In this connection, |
and Afghanistan have led to the extreme suffering of theshould like to draw the attention of representatives to the
peoples and created new threats to stability in the regianitiative that has been proposed time and again by the
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Heads of State of our country and of the neighbouring Effective and coordinated international arrangements
Republics of Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan and Mongolied assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
concerning the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zaheeat of use of nuclear weapons constitutes one of the
in Central Asia. Only a week ago, our Foreign Ministergreatest priorities of the developing countries.
speaking before the General Assembly, reiterated this
attractive idea in all its aspects. Venezuela is a party to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and to the Treaty
The pursuit in good faith of this objective testifies taof Tlatelolco. We are a peaceful nation committed to
the strong determination of our Government to translate tidssarmament, and, accordingly, we firmly support the
idea into reality. The events of the last few years show tleenclusion of those treaties and warmly welcome the
proposal’s relevance and that there is a real opportunity fadvisory opinion of the International Court of Justice that
its implementation. We believe that this sort of arrangemetite threat or use of nuclear weapons runs counter to the
would constitute an important disarmament measure andrms of international law. In this regard, Venezuela hopes
would enhance the security of the States concerned as viblit the work of the First Committee will contribute
as stability in the region. substantially to the search for effective solutions aimed at
the early conclusion of agreements in this area of
Mr. Escovar Salom (Venezuelajfterpretation from disarmament.
Spanish: Mr. Chairman, allow me at the outset to express
my delegation’s satisfaction at seeing you preside over the Regarding the nuclear-weapon-free zones, my
work of the Committee. We are certain that given youdelegation would like to note that it was during the so-
experience and diplomatic skills, our session will have @alled cold war that the first nuclear-weapon-free zone in
successful outcome. You can be assured of my delegatiotlie world was established in Latin America and the
cooperation. | should like also to extend congratulations t@aribbean through the Treaty of Tlatelolco. This was clear
the other members of the Bureau. testimony of the political will and peaceful aims of the
countries of the region. Today we note with great
Venezuela signed the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Bsattisfaction the establishment of other nuclear-weapon-free
Treaty (CTBT), adopted by the General Assembly at iwones in many regions of the world. The treaties of
fiftieth session, with the same enthusiasm as it did the 19&&rotonga, Bangkok, Pelindaba and the Antarctic are clear
Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphesxamples of the desire of peoples to be free of the threat of
in Outer Space and Under Water. the terrible nuclear nightmare. Venezuela firmly supports
the creation of additional nuclear-weapon-free zones and
All efforts made towards disarmament will enjoyencourages the States that have not yet done so to become
Venezuela’'s firm and whole-hearted support. We hope thadrties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
in the coming century humankind will be freed of all atomidVeapons and the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty,
weapons and weapons of mass destruction; to this end, wstruments that are essential to the ban on these weapons.
believe that disarmament negotiations must proceed towaMyg delegation will support unreservedly all initiatives by
that goal throughout the remainder of this century. the international community to establish such zones
throughout the world.
Within that context, at the Conference on Disarmament
Venezuela supported the proposed programme of action for In that context, my delegation would like also to thank
the elimination of nuclear weapons in three stages, #we delegation of Brazil for its submission of a draft
contained in document CD/1419 of 7 August 1996. The firseésolution on the consolidation of the southern hemisphere
phase is geared towards the reduction of the nuclear thraatl its adjacent nuclear-weapon-free areas, to which we
and the adoption of measures to ensure nucleatach greatimportance. We hope that it will be adopted by
disarmament; the second phase covers the search for wayssensus. Likewise, we call once again on the nuclear-
to reduce nuclear arsenals and promote confidence am&tayver States to contribute to this objective and to give
States; and the third phase envisages the consolidation @fsaurances to non-nuclear States against the use or threat of
world free of weapons. In this regard, my delegationse of this type of weapon.
believes the CTBT constitutes a step forward in the quest
for the total elimination of nuclear weapons and therefore My delegation also welcomes with satisfaction the
attaches great importance to it and gives it its full suppoddoption by consensus of the “Guidelines for the
international transfer of weapons”, an issue that has been
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taken up by the Disarmament Commission. We considef this year, the Non-Aligned Movement addressed a
that illicit arms trafficking causes great harm to people&sommunication to the French President, Mr. Jacques Chirac,
incites violence, promotes terrorism, protects druip his capacity as host of the summit meeting of the seven
trafficking and encourages general delinquency, which hasajor industrialized countries (Group of 7), expressing the
a negative impact on the internal security and the socineed for those countries to allocate 0.7 per cent of the gross
economic development of the States affected. It is oumational product to aid and cooperation for development for
understanding that the guidelines adopted constitute a seth# least-developed countries, as set out in the Programme
principles governing the transfer of weapons, and we hopé Action of the Copenhagen World Social Summit. My
that they will soon become valid and legally binding normdelegation considers that the Group of Seven countries
for all States. For now, they provide important andould reach this percentage by freeing the resources derived
invaluable guidance for the conduct of nations in thisom the implementation of the agreements on disarmament
regard, with the goal of preserving international peace aadd arms limitation.
security.
Venezuela attaches special importance to regional
At its fiftieth session, the General Assembly adoptedisarmament. Recently, several regional initiatives have
by consensus a resolution entitled “Measures to curb theen taken to strengthen regional and international peace
illicit transfer and use of conventional arms”, demonstratingnd security through the convening of meetings and other
the international community’s genuine interest in the totahechanisms designed to promote confidence-building
elimination of this scourge. That resolution invites Membemeasures, such as the Hemispheric Conference on
States to take appropriate and effective measures to seetmfidence Building Measures, held in Argentina in 1994;
ensure that illicit transfers of arms are immediatelthe Conference on Security and Confidence-Building
discontinued, and to provide the Secretary-General wileasures, held in Chile in 1995; and the summit meetings
relevant information. Moreover, the resolution requests tloé Defence Ministers of the Hemisphere, one of which was
Secretary-General to prepare a report containing the vietwsld in Virginia in June 1995, and the other of which was
expressed by Member States. We believe that this matteid in Bariloche, Argentina, during the first week of this
must continue to be considered with interest and in rmonth. Other meetings held in this regard were the dialogue
comprehensive manner, as has been the case to dasdween the Rio Group and the European Union on
Furthermore, my delegation hopes that the First Committeenfidence-building measures, held in Sdo Paolo, Brazil, in
will again reach a consensus on this matter, as it did la&pril 1995; and the Central American demining programme,
year. sponsored by the Special Committee on Hemispheric
Security of the Organization of American States. My
The serious problem of anti-personnel landmines hasuntry has participated in all these efforts and is a firm
become one of the main priorities in the area dupporter of the resolution of conflicts through peaceful
disarmament. The number of people killed, maimed @neans.
injured by this concealed weapon increases every day
among the civilian population; its main victims are field As for the meeting of the fourth special session of the
workers, women and children, plunging thousands @eneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, we have noted
families into mourning, desolation and sorrow. In additionyith great satisfaction its inclusion in the agenda of the
these devices cause serious damage to the economies oftst recent meeting of the Conference on Disarmament.
countries in which they are planted. We have also noted the achievements made through the
exchange of views on the matter, which we appreciate as a
Venezuela welcomes with satisfaction the decision ehluable contribution that will serve as a future basis for
those States that have declared a unilateral moratorium reggotiations on this item.
the export of anti-personnel landmines. At the same time,
however, it considers that a complete ban on the production, In the light of existing realities in the disarmament
export, transfer and stockpiling of these weapons would Ipeocess, in which international instruments are still under
the definitive solution to the problem of those explosivéiscussion and various questions are under negotiation, my
devices, which are excessively injurious and hawelegation recommends allocating more time for concrete
indiscriminate effects. measures to be implemented in this area and suggests that
it would be convenient to postpone the date of the fourth
Another aspect that interests my delegation is thspecial session devoted to disarmament to a later time,
relationship between disarmament and development. In Mpgrhaps until the year 2000.
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Venezuela supports the establishment of norms or “l wish solemnly to reaffirm Israel's irreversible
guidelines that are acceptable to Member States for commitment and determination to pursue the path of
governing international transfers of high technology with  peace.” Qfficial Records of the General Assembly,
military applications. It also encourages the intensification  Fifty-first Session, Plenary meetings, 20th meeting, p.
of efforts to use science and technology for disarmament 13)
purposes and supports the use of that technology for the
maintenance of international peace and security. My Israel has ascribed significant importance to issues of
delegation believes that efforts should be intensified tegional security and arms control as an integral component
arrive at a clear and concerted definition on this issue. of the peacemaking efforts in the Middle East. Given the

volatility of our region, addressing such issues requires

Within the context of education on disarmament, watmost caution and careful consideration. Today more than
are concerned by the Secretary-General’'s report on theer before it is abundantly clear that security, as both a
United Nations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmamenmggional and national goal, cannot be achieved without a
and Development in Latin America and the Caribbean. Thetal and unequivocal renunciation of violence as a political
Secretary-General notes with deep regret that it has bearans. Israel’'s Foreign Minister, in his statement before the
necessary to suspend the activities of the Lima Centre fGeneral Assembly, also said that
financial reasons until further notice. We must overcome
this situation, in keeping with the United Nations concept  “security is neither an obsession nor a blind
that there can be no peace without development and no belief. It touches upon our very existence in a
development without peace. The Disarmament Centres region where, unfortunately, threats and
constitute fertile ground for the promotion of regional and  instability still rage. Security must be the
international peace and security. For this reason, Venezuela cornerstone in the architecture of peace. It
joins in the appeal to Member States and to international cannot, under any circumstances, tag along
organizations and foundations to make substantial behind a process in which terrorism and violence
contributions that will permit the early resumption of the have not yet spoken their last word3Supra, p.

Lima Centre’s activities. 83

Mr. Yativ (Israel): | wish to take this opportunity to Likewise, it is important to stress once again that
congratulate you, Sir, on your election as Chairman of thisgional security problems can be settled only among the
Committee. It is a well-deserved acknowledgment of yoBtates of the region. Israel therefore supported the
skills and competence. | can assure you of my delegatior@stablishment of the Working Group on regional security
fullest cooperation in steering the deliberations of thiand arms control as a regional forum within the peace
Committee to a successful conclusion. process to complement the bilateral talks by seeking

cooperative responses to security problems. It is Israel's

The Government and the people of Israel have alwafervent hope that this regional framework will be
been united in the quest for peace with all their neighbourgconvened in order to address, with the active participation
The new Government is also firmly committed to continuef all States of the Middle East, the regional security
with the ongoing efforts on the road to peace. The Madriwbncerns of our region.

Conference has established the framework of the
peacemaking process in both its bilateral and multilateral The concept of regionality is indeed the backbone of
channels. The pillars of this process are the peace treali@sel’'s approach to issues of regional security and arms
between Israel and its immediate neighbours, Egypt andntrol. Israel’'s belief in this concept derives from one of
Jordan. The dialogue with the Palestinians has resumedtie basic tenets of its foreign policy: the recognition that
continuous efforts designed to resolve the differencesich problems can be addressed only by direct negotiations.
between both sides and to implement the agreements. This approach proved itself time and again, and was
reiterated before the General Assembly by Israel's Foreign

Progress is being achieved. It is also one of thdinister, who said:
immediate goals of this Government to resume the dialogue
with Syria as an important component of peace in our “The advantage of this regional approach is that
region. This policy was recently reiterated by Israel's it is based on direct negotiations between the
Foreign Minister, Mr. David Levy, before the General States of the region. The first stage is to build
Assembly: confidence, and thereafter, we must put arms
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control and disarmament mechanisms into then a long and arduous process was required to attain the
place.” Gupra, p. 93 goal of nuclear-weapon-free zones.

These advantages outweigh the global approach which Turning to the Middle East, the situation s,
cannot provide a response to the unique security problemsfortunately, different. At this time, several regional States
in general and of Israel in particular. are still in a formal state of war with Israel. Moreover,
some regional States still refuse to forswear war as a means
Regionality is one of the principles of Israel’'s policyof settling disputes and are attempting, directly or indirectly,
on the nuclear issue, including the establishment of nucleswm-impede the peace process, including by means of terror.
weapon-free zones. With your permission, Sir, | wish tblence, it is evident that at the present time, many of the
elaborate on the issue of nuclear-weapon-free zones, in bptkrequisites for meaningful discussions on arms control in
its global and regional aspects. The issue of nucleahe Middle East, including the establishment of a nuclear-
weapon-free zones has recently been the subject of mwebapon-free zone, are still missing.
debate. Before outlining Israel’'s position on the matter, |
should like to draw the Committee’s attention to the fact  Therefore, Israel's policy on the nuclear issue in the
that as early as 1974, an Ad Hoc Group of Qualifiedegion of the Middle East is based on the following
Governmental Experts under the auspices of the Conferemeanciples, the first of which is comprehensiveness. The
on Disarmament had prepared a comprehensive study ontlielear issue should be dealt with in the full context of the
question of nuclear-weapon-free-zones that wameace process and of all security problems, conventional
subsequently submitted to the General Assembly. It woudthd non-conventional.
be pertinent to quote from that report, especially on the
issue of the relevance of regional considerations in the Secondly, as regards a regional framework, nuclear
context of the principles for the establishment of nucleanon-proliferation will be achieved only through the
weapon-free zones. The report states: establishment, in due course, of a mutually verifiable
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.
“Conditions in which nuclear-weapon-free
zones might be viable and might enhance security Thirdly, a step-by-step approach will be required.
are bound to differ considerably from region to Practicality dictates beginning the process with confidence-
region. The security considerations and and security-building measures, establishing relations of
perceptions of States ... vary, and it is not peace and reconciliation among all States and peoples of the
possible or realistic, a priori, to set out precise  region, and, in due course, complementing the process by
guidelines for the creation of zones, since itis for  dealing with conventional and non-conventional arms
Governments themselves to decide on their own control, where priorities are assigned to systems that
security requirements and to determine their  experience has proven to be destructive and destabilizing.
immediate and long-term national interests.”
(CCD/467, chapter lll, para. Fourthly, as regards the primacy of the peace process,
negotiations on all issues concerning the security of the
Indeed, a study of the basic principles that guided thregion must take place in a free and direct way, within the
creation of nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regiofremework of the peace process, encompassing all States in
indicate that all regional parties share a number of commdme region.
interests. Whether in Latin America, the Pacific region or in
Africa, the respective regional States enjoyed common Israel believes that the day will come when conditions
denominators that constituted absolute prerequisites for fheour area will be conducive to direct discussions on the
creation of regional nuclear-weapon-free zones. Thstablishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone. Until such
conditions that prevailed prior to the establishment of théme, the notion that has to be inculcated is that in the
zones includedjnter alia, peaceful relations and mutualprocess of peacemaking no issue can be settled in isolation,
confidence, economic cooperation and a general belief at that progress in one area, particularly that of political
the enhancement of common interests through institutioredcommodation, can lead to progress in other areas as well.
regional frameworks. The urge to embark on such an
endeavour was, in all cases, a result of regional initiative In his report of 25 October 1993, on the establishment
and direct negotiations culminating in a consensus. Eveh a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East
(A/48/399), the Secretary-General said that
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“a nuclear-weapon-free zone cannot be conceived ofimidiscriminate and irresponsible use of anti-personnel
implemented in a political vacuum, separate from thlendmines, which results in casualties, mostly of innocent
process of mutual reconciliation(A/48/399, para. 22) and defenceless civilians, United Nations peacekeeping
forces and humanitarian aid personnel. In March 1995,
Israel supports this concept toto and therefore believes Israel ratified the CCW, participated in the Review
that a credible nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of t@®nference that amended Protocol Il of the Convention, and
Middle East can only set the seal on a durable peace;ist currently reviewing that revised landmines Protocol.
cannot possibly precede it. Any premature attempt terael supports the efforts being made to extend the
discuss the establishment of such a zone or to apply accession of the CCW to as many States as possible,
agenda that does not reflect the reality of the region mrticularly in the Middle East.
premature and is bound to fail. The right approach,
therefore, must be to study and promote peaceful relations Israel opposes the proliferation of anti-personnel
as a prerequisite for the establishment of a nuclear-weaptemdmines and, accordingly, adopted in 1994, a unilateral
free zone. moratorium prohibiting their export. That moratorium was
recently extended for an additional three years. However,
Notwithstanding its concept of regionality, Israel haglue to Israel’'s unique situation in the Middle East, which
manifested a continuing openness towards addressing issaeslves the ongoing threat of hostilities and terrorist
of arms control in general. Israel believes that, whectivities along the border, Israel is obliged to maintain its
appropriate, global arrangements can complement regionapability to use anti-personnel landmines for self-defence
agreements. In accordance with this approach, we have beegeneral, and along the borders in particular. Such a use
engaged in discussions and negotiations on various subjeaitsanti-personnel landmines is in accordance with the
of arms control in New York, Geneva and elsewhere. Irequirements of the Convention.
this regard, | wish to enumerate several examples.
Hence, Israel is unable at this juncture to commit itself
First, Israel has reiterated on numerous occasions ttsa complete ban on the use of anti-personnel landmines,
support for the banning of nuclear-test explosionsintil alternative and effective measures are available to
Consequently, Israel took an active role in thensure the protection of its security forces operating in
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBTiegions still facing armed conflicts and of civilians facing
negotiating process at the Conference on Disarmamentaindaily threat to their lives. At the same time, Israel
Geneva. Although the CTBT text does not satisfactorilpupports a gradual process in which each State will
address some of our major concerns, we supported the finabertake to cease proliferation of anti-personnel landmines,
text, cosponsored the General Assembly resolution adoptigrcept restrictions on their possible use and, once
the text, and were among the first countries to sign thercumstances permit, ban their production.
Treaty.
Thirdly, regarding transparency in armaments, Israel
Israel attaches great importance to the attitude of gas among the first countries to support the resolution on
regional neighbours. Their decision to adhere to the Tredhe establishment of the Register of Conventional Arms that
will play a supportive role at the regional level and willwas introduced in this Committee. Israel was also among
contribute to peace and security in the Middle Easthe first to send regularly its reports to the Register in
Furthermore, in considering CTBT ratification Israel willcompliance with the relevant resolution. It is unfortunate
take into accountinter alia, developments in our region,that Israel is the only State in our region that has
including the adherence to the Treaty by key States frooonsistently done so.
our region. We therefore call upon all States that have not
yet done so to join in making the CTBT a truly universal = The Secretary-General once described the Register as
Treaty, ending all nuclear explosions. a “cooperative exercise in confidence-building”. Indeed, the
Register is certainly an important instrument in a long
A second example is Israel's position on the@rocess that aims to achieve the implementation of global
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use abnfidence-building measures. However, transparency in
Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed Tarmaments cannot achieve its goals unless all countries
Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effectfulfil their obligations by complying with the prescribed
(CCW) and on anti-personnel landmines. Israel supports tteguirements. This factor applies particularly to our own
international effort being made to resolve the problem of thegion, where States still refrain from joining the Register.
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It is our view that until regional participation in the Registecountries that have declared possession of these weapons.
is enhanced, further development or expansion of tWghile we have noted the assurances of one of those States
Register would be premature. to soon move on this matter, the fact — the reality —
remains that chemical weapons are banned for those that do
Fourthly, Israel has consistently argued that theot have them, leaving those that do, and in whose interests
abolishment of chemical weapons and the creation oftlae Treaty was tailored, outside the Treaty’s control.
region free from chemical weapons is important to the
consolidation of the peace process and the stability of the We are making some progress, it is true, in
region. Hence, Israel has consistently played a constructsteengthening the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC).
and positive role in regard to the Chemical WeaporBut although so many countries are parties to this
Convention. Israel was among the original signatories @onvention, there still exist, within the membership of the
that Convention in January 1993 in Paris. It took this starfstates parties, select and exclusive groups that unilaterally
in the hope that more States in the region would accededetermine — ostensibly in the name of, again, non-
the Convention. This did not happen, and, unfortunatelgroliferation and export control — the countries among
several Middle Eastern States continue to oppose the CWiich trade in these fearsome agents and technologies may
while arming themselves with chemical weapons. Israel withke place, even though other States have accepted the
have to take this into account when the ratification of thebligations of the Convention.
Convention comes up for consideration.
And then, of course, we have the most unequal of
| wish to conclude by saying that it is Israel's desireegimes in the area of weapons of mass destruction: the
to continue on the road to peace for the benefit of all Statasea of nuclear weapons. Is it not strange that we can ban
in the region. There is no substitute for this process or ftlrough conventions chemical and biological weapons, but
its modalities: first and foremost, direct negotiationsve must not even talk of a convention to ban nuclear
between the parties concerned. We call upon tleeapons, leave alone negotiate one? Is it not even more
international community to give this process its unqualifiegtrange that some countries assert, with an absolute
understanding and support so that the attainment of temphasis that will not be questioned, their right to possess,
long-coveted goal of peace and reconciliation in our regiarse and threaten to use these monstrous weapons in the
will be realized in this generation. interest of their security and the security of their allies —
those under their nuclear umbrella — while insisting that
Ms. Ghose(India): Please accept our congratulationghe rest of us do not have that right? Should security
Sir, on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Firgtiterests not be of equal importance to us? That “logic”, if
Committee. My delegation is confident that the deliberatiortme may so term this convoluted reasoning, led inevitably,
of the First Committee will function smoothly andand in an unorthodox manner to which we have become
successfully under your wise guidance. May | also conveccustomed, to the indefinite extension of a discriminatory
our congratulations to the other members of the Bureau afickaty, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
assure you of the full cooperation of my delegation. Weapons (NPT), last year, making permanent the inequality.
should like also to express my delegation's deelp was said then that there was a matching bargain on
appreciation to your predecessor, Ambassadauclear disarmament, but we all know that this was not
Erdenechuluun of Mongolia. borne out during the negotiations of the so-called
comprehensive Treaty banning nuclear testing.
The disarmament and international security scenario
appears to us today to be one of shadows and light. There Today we hear the same voices urging the merits of a
is uncertainty and instability in the global scene, which wieaty banning the production of fissile materials. We have
need to recognize. A dispassionate and realistic appraisabeen warned of the so-called dangers of linkage with
where we, the international community, are today woulduclear disarmament, the deep pit into which we must not
reveal the insecurities, the distrust, and, most troubling, &il. Yet if this treaty is not a disarmament step — if it does
unremitting and seemingly reasonable pressure towards tto halt the production and manufacture of nuclear weapons
establishment of a permanently and unequally dividedtally and in a non-discriminatory way — all we would get
international security regime. Let me elaborate. The the reinforcement of the trend that would preserve nuclear
Chemical Weapons Convention, which all of us negotiatdtegemony in the hands of a few uncontrolled States and of
intensively and in good faith for over a decade, is about their allies who benefit from, or whose security is
come into force — without the ratification of the Treaty bydependent on, the weapons of the nuclear-weapon State.
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Outside this shadowy world of partial, unequal treaties,  “conspicuously reluctant to participate in the
we find the situation equally grim. Bilateral treaties are not  development of a comprehensive framework”
ratified, and there appears to be no prospect of a new round
of negotiations to move towards elimination of nucleathrough which the goal of the elimination of nuclear
weapons. There are no indications that the other nucleareapons could be effectively pursued. The Pugwash
weapon States are even willing to join this process in ti@onferences urges in its annual statement this year that
foreseeable future. India has, since the early 1950s, calleations make
for a complete cessation of nuclear testing and for a
prohibition on the use of fissionable material for weapons. “an immediate and unequivocal commitment to the
We have, however, above all called for the prohibition and negotiation and conclusion of a convention on the
elimination of these weapons of mass destruction. We did elimination of nuclear weapons and to begin working
not call for a Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty onit".
(CTBT) for environmental reasons, but to halt the
development of nuclear weapons and the nuclear arms race; Another international group, the Canberra Commission,
our call for a ban on the production of fissile material wawhose findings we will examine in detail after their
made at a time when the materials were in short supply aptesentation to the General Assembly and to the Conference
were fuelling the build-up of nuclear arsenals. Our objectiven Disarmament, has also pointed out that the nuclear-
has, however, remained consistent with the total eliminatieveapon States should
of nuclear weapons, not the creation of an unequal world.
“make an unequivocal and demonstrated commitment
We are aware that there continues to be a refusal by to shrink and ultimately eliminate their nuclear
the nuclear-weapon States to engage in any meaningful arsenals”.
discussions on the elimination of these weapons. The
continued retention of these weapons by a few States whithat Commission, too, has examined a new treaty option,
insist that they are essential to their security and that ahd while electing not to fix a precise time-frame, has
their allies yet deny that same right to others has led toexpressed its support of the
situation in which the shadows become a smoke screen, a
situation that is not only discriminatory but dangerously  “basic importance of agreed targets and guidelines
unstable. We view this situation with apprehension. We  which would drive the process inexorably towards the
urge our colleagues here to take a closer look at the ultimate objective of final elimination, at the earliest
situation in the clear light of day. This is not a situation that  possible time”.
can, or indeed should, be viewed with any sense of self-
satisfaction. Nuclear weapons are still in existence. They are Above all, we have received the unanimous Judgment
still being tested, improved and modernized. Our securitf the International Court of Justice that there exists the
and the security of the entire world remains at risk. obligation not only to begin but also to conclude
negotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all its
Yet between the shadows there is light. This weekspects under strict and effective control. This Judgment
speaker after speaker has called for the elimination sfates unequivocally that negotiations must begin and
nuclear weapons. Many have drawn attention to tlenclude — thatis, the negotiations must be comprehensive
programme of action, proposed by a large number ahd verifiable, and, most importantly, the process must not
members of the Conference on Disarmament, to elimindte open-ended, but finite and time-bound.
nuclear weapons in a phased, time-bound programme.
Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned This demand will not die. This is the voice and
Movement, representing the majority of the Members of thexpectation of the entire international community, non-
United Nations, have called for immediate commencemegwvernmental organizations and the International Court of
of negotiations towards that end. International nordustice. It is a demand that must be met.
governmental organizations, including the Pugwash
Conferences on Science and World Affairs, have pointed to The next step, therefore, is obvious. It cannot and must
“the inconsistency and hypocrisy” of the position of thewot be another partial convention — inequality and
nuclear-weapon States, which have been discrimination masquerading as that which is all that is
achievable. With 27 other countries that are members of the
Conference on Disarmament, India has supported a phased,

12



General Assembly 7th meeting
A/C.1/51/PV.7 18 October 1996

step-by-step approach that would lead, within a specifibe desires and expectations of the international community.
time-frame, to the elimination of nuclear weapons. WithilVe are therefore supporting a move by a majority of Non-
this phased programme, however, we feel that the time haligned Movement countries to establish that committee
come to start negotiations on a nuclear weapons conventtbis year — not to negotiate another partial, flawed treaty,
and on working on a verification system for a nuclealbut to commence negotiations on a phased programme for
weapon-free world. We will be proposing once again #he elimination of nuclear weapons.
resolution promoting a convention on the prohibition of the
use of nuclear weapons. This would, we believe, be We are determined to keep nuclear disarmament on the
subsumed under the nuclear weapons convention once ititernational disarmament agenda. This issue must be faced
process of negotiations had begun. squarely. We are aware of the complexities involved.
However, the international community is no longer willing
A step-by-step process can only be meaningful if it i accept ratiocinations that hide the reality of the reluctance
part of a comprehensive framework, otherwise there isad the nuclear-weapon States to give up a weapon that has
constant danger of each step’s being the last. The entivet been used for 40 years except as a currency of power.
route to the elimination of nuclear weapons, including thé&/e will not be satisfied with half measures that masquerade
stages, should be charted out and put into reasonable asitmajor achievements towards nuclear disarmament. The
finite time-frames. The nuclear weapons convention, like ti@omprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) is a case
Chemical Weapons Convention and the BWC, should point. | do not need to repeat our objections to the
prohibit all aspects — the use, development, productiomfeaty — they are, or should be, well known. What appears
testing, stockpiling and transfer of nuclear weapons. to be less well known is that we support the stoppage of
nuclear-test explosions, but believe that this Treaty, in its
India’s recent experience of negotiating in theresent form, is dangerous. It is only a partial ban on
Conference on Disarmament has not inspired trust, anclear testing. Nuclear testing by sophisticated non-
essential element in disarmament negotiations. Let me reatblosive means available to nuclear-weapon States will be
that three years ago, when a nuclear-weapon State oppggerdnitted to continue by this so-called comprehensive
a consensus in the Conference on an issue not relating toliteaty, and nuclear weapons will continue to be
security, members of the Conference respected the rightopfalitatively developed and upgraded. This was made
that country to maintain its position, and even those Statpgssible by the refusal of the majority of the nuclear-
directly affected by the decision did not think of subvertingveapon States to accept a commitment to eliminate their
the Conference’s decision-making procedures. Last montheapons within a reasonable, or indeed any, span of time.
however, the procedure adopted to bypass India’s objectiohs long as these weapons exist, there will be efforts to
to a Treaty that, in it's view, directly impinged on itsmodernize and upgrade them.
security interests, bypassed not India, whose vote in the
General Assembly made its position unequivocal, but the Now we are being sold a fissile material cut-off treaty
Conference itself. again as a partial treaty — indeed, it has been described
here only as a non-proliferation treaty. But the majority of
The consensus procedure was adopted to protect tmuntries, | am told repeatedly, are already subject to non-
security interests of all Member States. Today, the fear wpkoliferation controls — controls that are being refined and
always remain that if the nuclear-weapon States and thdightened in Vienna in the Programme 93+2. At least four
countries whose security interests are guaranteed dithe five nuclear-weapon States have announced unilateral
arrangements with the nuclear-weapon States so desire thatatoriums on the production of fissile material — not, of
protection in negotiations may not exist. Nonetheless, tleeurse, as a disarmament measure, but because there is so
Conference on Disarmament is the only truly multilaterahuch of it around. So why another non-proliferation treaty?
forum we have for negotiating disarmament treaties, MWe are not in favour of proliferation, but we are unable to
which members and observers alike may participate fully imderstand the urgency of this proposal.
negotiations. Throughout this year, however, despite
General Assembly resolution 50/70 P and despite the efforts In fact, there is a strange similarity between the
of the countries of the Group of 21, the Conference amasoning behind this proposal and that behind the CTBT.
Disarmament was unable to establish an ad hoc commithen nuclear explosions were no longer necessary to the
on nuclear disarmament. This failure, it must be recognizemclear-weapon States, they were banned. When there is an
is due to the rigid refusal of some States to discuss nuclearerabundance of fissile material for the nuclear-weapon
disarmament, an attitude that is stubbornly out of tune witates, they seek to prohibit its production by others. A
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prohibition on the production of fissile material that wouldf Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on
halt the manufacture of nuclear weapons would be worffheir Destruction and has participated assiduously and
striving for; but if this prohibition is to be another partialconstructively in the process of strengthening of the
treaty that permits the nuclear-weapon States to retain tB®logical Weapons Convention. We hope that a
option of utilizing the fissile materials in their stockpiles tastrengthened Convention will serve to ensure that this class
continue to manufacture nuclear weapons, it would be oné weapons is also effectively eradicated. The Ad Hoc
more treaty we can do without. In other words, such a&roup set up by the Special Conference of the States
agreement, if it is not to be yet another unequal instrumeBarties to the Convention in 1994 has, despite the complex
controlling only horizontal proliferation, can be only onenature of the work, registered significant progress. We look
aspect of a nuclear weapons convention that would ban fleeward to continued, intensified progress in this Group next
manufacture and production of nuclear weapons. year. We believe it important that the entire Convention be
seen as a subject of compliance measures. In particular, the
On the issue of nuclear-weapon-free zones, Ind&tates parties must fully comply with the obligations laid
respects the right of every country to safeguard its securitpwn not only in article I, but also in articles Ill and X of
in a manner it deems appropriate. Therefore, we respect the Convention.
arrangements freely arrived at by countries of a particular
region that accord with the guidelines endorsed by the The unimpeded transfer and exchange of biotechnology
United Nations. We continue to believe, however, thdor peaceful purposes will be critical in achieving universal
nuclear-weapon-free zones are not the answer to whatatherence to the Convention and in creating a non-
clearly a global problem. Nuclear weapons are a globdiscriminatory and transparent regime. In this context, it
menace. They do not respect territorial or regionaleeds to be reiterated that India acknowledges the necessity
boundaries. Partial measures such as nuclear-weapon-frfeeegulating transfers of dual-use technology in order to
zones only give the impression of progress, which Bnsure that it is used only for peaceful purposes. It is our
undermined by the global reach and deployment of nucledaew, however, that the guidelines for such controls should
weapons by the nuclear-weapon States. Our responses tdaenultilaterally negotiated, universally applicable and non-
various draft resolutions on this issue will be informed bdiscriminatory. Such guidelines, which impinge directly on
this position. the socio-economic development of other countries,
particularly the developing countries, cannot be arbitrarily
On 3 September 1996, India deposited our instrumeté¢cided and implemented by groups of countries operating
of ratification of the Convention on the Prohibition of theas closed and exclusive clubs.
Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical
Weapons and on Their Destruction. We are fully aware that The Review Conference of the 1980 Convention on
depositing our instrument of ratification brings all of us on@rohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
step closer to bringing the Convention into force. This coul@onventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be
be a momentous event, as the Convention would eradic&becessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects,
a whole class of weapons of mass destruction. But, it coltdown as the CCW, was successfully completed in Geneva
also turn out to be a hollow event, as we note with regrétis year with the adoption of a revised Protocol Il on
that the two declared possessors of chemical weapdasdmines and Protocol IV on blinding laser weapons. The
remain outside the Convention. If this situation persists, tleview Conference conducted its work against the backdrop
integrity and utility of the entire Convention may be calleaf the tragic landmine crisis created by irresponsible exports
into question. We would have a disarmament treaty, but thed the indiscriminate use of these weapons. India’s efforts
possession, development, production and use of chemitathe Review Conference were governed by the belief that
weapons would still be allowed for major chemical weaporthe true focus should remain the civilian, whose life and
producers and possessors. Not only is this against thelihood must be protected from the menace of landmines.
fundamental concept and purpose of the Convention, bulttitis clear, however, that despite the strengthened Protocol
raises major security concerns. We therefore urge all thabere remain grave areas of concern. The transfer of
countries that have not done so, particularly the Unitddndmines has not been banned; the use of remotely
States and Russia, to ratify and implement the Conventidelivered mines does not attract strict regulations; and the
at the earliest possible time. production, use and transfer of “smart” mines may actually
have been encouraged by the process.
India is also a signatory to the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling
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India supports the move towards a complete ban dne Secretary-General. We are considering offering some
anti-personnel landmines, a ban which we feel should bgputs directly to the panel to contribute to its work.
universal and non-discriminatory. While the indiscriminate
use of landmines is clearly reprehensible, it needs to be A number of important issues face us during our
realized that many countries today use these mines dadiberations this year and in the years to come. The
weapons of defence along long, live borders to keep odisarmament and international security agenda for the future
enemy forces. As we move towards a ban, this function withn be comprehensively addressed — with regard to both
have to be carried out by some other means and alternativeapons of mass destruction and conventional weapons —
solutions will have to be worked out. In bringing about sucthrough the fourth special session of the General Assembly
a ban, it may be useful to follow a pragmatic approaattevoted to disarmament. We would strongly urge that
which addresses the problem in a phased manner. Ttherough preparations for this session begin as early as
international community should also, as part of thipossible next year. However, it bears reiterating that the
initiative, address the critical issue of mine clearance amgbsue of nuclear disarmament, by its very nature, is an issue
dedicate greater effort and assistance to afflicted areas. which must now receive the full attention and energy of the

international community that it deserves.

Other conventional weapons must continue to engage
the attention of the international community. All efforts We must make a concerted effort to start work on a
must be made to ensure that excessive productionclear weapons convention. We must ensure that the
development and transfer of such weapons beyo@bnference on Disarmament is enabled to carry out its
legitimate security needs are curbed. Restraint and greatendate and the ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmament
transparency in arms transfers could lead to increasep early next year to consider a phased programme of
confidence and should be encouraged. nuclear disarmament, but always keeping our eye on the

objective: the elimination of nuclear weapons and the

The setting up of the United Nations Register ofreation of a nuclear-weapon-free world.

Conventional Arms, to which India has contributed

regularly, marks an important step in this direction. Thishas  Mr. Wilmot (Ghana): In speaking for the first time in

to be further consolidated so that its full potential as this Committee, it is my pleasure, on behalf of my

genuine confidence-building measure can be realized. delegation, to extend to you, Sir, and to the other members
of the Bureau our congratulations on your election. | am

We are particularly concerned at the continued transfeonfident that, under your guidance, the work of this
of small arms and light weapons, especially where illiciEommittee will proceed smoothly to a successful
trade in such weapons leads to their diversion to non-Statenclusion. You can rest assured of our support in the task
entities. Such llicit traffic in arms can have aahead.
disproportionately large negative impact, particularly for the
internal security and socio-economic development of The past two years have witnessed a number of
affected States. International cooperation in curbing illicimportant developments in the field of disarmament. The
arms traffic and condemning it will be an important factoindefinite extension of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
in combating this phenomenon. of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and related decisions in May

1995 on strengthening the review process for the Treaty and

We welcome in this regard the paper entitledn principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation
“Guidelines for international arms transfers in the context @nd disarmament; the adoption of nuclear-weapon-free
General Assembly resolution 46/36 H of 6 Decembearones in Africa and South-East Asia; the Advisory Opinion
1991", which was adopted by the United Nation®f the International Court of Justice on the legality of the
Disarmament Commission this year. We would like tthreat or use of nuclear weapons; the adoption in May 1996
compliment Ambassador Hoffmann for his efforts irby the Disarmament Commission of guidelines for
achieving this step forward. Endorsement of thedeternational arms transfers;and, mostrecently, the adoption
guidelines by the United Nations General Assembly would September this year of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
be a valuable first step in this area — a step on whidBan Treaty by the General Assembly are all indicators of
further work could be built. the resolve of the international community to make progress

on disarmament issues, which are so important for the

We look forward to the report of the panel ofenhancement of international peace and security.
governmental experts on small arms, which was set up by
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With the entry into force of the Treaty on the Non-1995 to extend the NPT indefinitely. Despite the
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in 1970, States Partieshortcomings of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
constituting the vast majority of States, undertook, ifireaty, we again joined them in September this year in the
accordance with article VI, General Assembly to adopt that Treaty, which, like them,

we have since signed, as have the vast majority of States.

“to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective

measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race We took these steps in spite of our reservations

at any early date and to nuclear disarmament, and bacause of our desire to strengthen the international non-

a Treaty on general and complete disarmament undeoliferation regime and to create a propitious atmosphere

strict and effective international control”. for negotiations to begin without further delay on a treaty

for the total elimination of nuclear weapons in a time-bound

The legality of this commitment was only recentlyframework.
confirmed by the International Court of Justice Advisory
Opinion. We therefore do not agree with the position In the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second
advanced by some delegations that nuclear disarmamBigarmament Decade (resolution 35/46) adopted by the
should be left solely to bilateral negotiations. We do ndbeneral Assembly in December 1980, it is noted that,
accept the argument that a strategy of linkage in this respeaciclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and
is a strategy of failure; rather, it is a strategy of equalityp the survival of civilization. It is therefore no accident that
justice and equity. the international community considers nuclear disarmament

as an objective of the highest priority on the disarmament

The end of the cold war, with its consequent easing afjenda. All States need to contribute to its realization, to
international tension, has created an enabling environmaat/e succeeding generations from a nuclear catastrophe, and
in which we ought to pursue diligently and with the goodelease energies and resources expended on nuclear
faith of all Parties our Treaty obligations leading to tharmaments for peaceful applications in the service of
cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons and thankind.
liquidation of nuclear stockpiles, as well as their means of
delivery. The proposed programme of action for the elimination

of nuclear weapons (CD/1419), submitted to the Conference

As a non-nuclear-weapon State, Ghana abides by thie Disarmament by its Non-Aligned Movement members
word and spirit of the Treaty and in 1995 joined our sistaand other States, would help achieve this objective. We
States of the African continent to sign the African Nucleatherefore support it and hope it will also be supported by all
Weapon-Free Zone Treaty, also known as the Pelindaim&mbers of this Committee.

Treaty. This Treaty, together with the Treaties of Tlatelolco

in Latin America and Rarotonga in the South Pacific, the = While weapons of mass destruction rightly deserve the
South-East Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty and flogus of our attention, we are not oblivious to the havoc
Antarctic Treaty, enhances the prospects of achievingbaing wrecked in diverse areas of conflict worldwide
nuclear-weapon-free southern hemisphere, which we hapeough the use of conventional weapons. In recent times,
will materialize with the cooperation and support of Statee indiscriminate use of landmines and the proliferation of
parties to the various treaties and the nuclear-weapon Stasgsall arms have caught the attention of the international
in particular. community and we support efforts aimed at bringing these

under control.

In this respect, it is our hope and prayer that
conditions in the Middle East and South Asia will, in the In his report of 3 November 1995, the Secretary-
near future, generate enough confidence among the Staemeral aptly described landmines as
of those regions to enable them freely to conclude regional
nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties, in pursuit of our common “a weapon of mass destruction in slow motion,
objective of nuclear non- proliferation as a first step to the  because they indiscriminately kill or maim massive
eventual elimination of all nuclear weapons. numbers of human beings over a long period of time.”

(A/50/701; para. 5)

Our efforts will, however, be to no avail without the
cooperation of the nuclear-weapon States. In spite of We neither manufacture nor stock anti-personnel
numerous unanswered questions, we agreed with themlandmines in Ghana, and we support moratoriums by
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concerned countries on their production and use. We ald® members of the Secretariat for the quality of their
support proposals for the early conclusion of aeervice.
international agreement on a global ban on the production,
export and use of anti-personnel landmines and subscribe to To your predecessor, Ambassador Erdenechuluun of
the decision of the Organization of African Unity to ban thélongolia, we express all our gratitude for his outstanding
production, use, stockpiling, sale and export of this categochairmanship.
of armaments in the continent in order to protect the well-
being of African children and peoples. On 12 December 1995, the General Assembly called
upon
| would like to express our profound regret that the
Disarmament Commission has, in recent years, failed to “all States participating in the Conference on
make substantive recommendations on subjects of interest Disarmament, in particular the nuclear-weapon States,
approved for its consideration by the General Assembly. In to conclude, as a task of the highest priority, a
fact, at its 1995 session, it failed to agree on a second universal and multilaterally and effectively verifiable
substantive agenda item for consideration. If left unchecked, comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty which
these trends could seriously undermine the Commission’s contributes to nuclear disarmament and the prevention
credibility. of the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its
aspects, so as to enable its signature by the outset of
In spite of this rather sombre observation, we are the fifty-first session of the General Assembly.”
encouraged by the fact that the Commission was able, at its (resolution 50/65, para. 2)
1995 session, to adopt, by consensus, guidelines for
international arms transfers, which are contained in its After alengthy and difficult negotiating process within
report in document A/51/42. It is our hope that thishe Conference on Disarmament, the General Assembly
achievement will rekindle confidence in the work of thendeed adopted on 10 September the final text of the
Commission and renew the determination of its members@mprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), which
reinvigorate it for the efficient performance of its mandate#i26 States have already signed.
functions as a universal deliberative organ of the General
Assembly. The adoption of this important Treaty demonstrates at
least one thing: When the context is favourable and political
The difficulties faced by the Disarmament Commissiowill is duly asserted, it is possible to promote the cause of
are indicative of growing uncertainties in the wholauclear disarmament by adhering to a highly specific
disarmament agenda of the post-cold-war era at the dawrtiofetable.
a new millennium. The fourth special session on
disarmament, called for by the Non-Aligned Movement and My delegation would like to believe that the impetus
other States, should provide the international communibf the signing of the CTBT will strengthen the
with an opportunity to assess and review this agenda, @etermination of the international community totally to
well as related deliberative and negotiating machinery, @iminate nuclear weapons.
prepare them better for the twenty-first century. It is our
hope that the fifty-first session of the General Assembly  Of course, nothing is perfect and there are reasons for
will arrive at appropriate decisions in pursuit of thigecalling the inherent shortcomings in the principal
objective. agreements on nuclear non-proliferation — be they in the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)
Mr. Dangue Réwaka (Gabon) {nterpretation from or in the new CTBT — in particular, the lack of a specific
French: The delegation of Gabon is pleased to see you, Stgmmitment by the nuclear Powers to engage in nuclear
presiding over our work. Your unanimous election agisarmament, even within the framework of a programme
Chairman of the First Committee is a tribute both to youn which they have freely agreed.
personal merits and to your country, Belarus. Please be
assured of our full cooperation. However, our approach here is that it is better to have
a normative framework with some imperfections than to
We also wish to congratulate the other members of th@ve nothing at all. In that spirit, my country’s Minister of
Bureau, the new Secretary of our Committee, Mr. Lin, anBtate and Minister for Foreign Affairs and Cooperation,
signed the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty on 7
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October of this year. For the authorities of Gabon, thain 11 April 1996 of the Pelindaba Treaty has augmented
Treaty is not an end in itself but must in fact become ortbe denuclearization of the southern hemisphere begun by
valuable instrument of the overall global system that mute Treaty of Tlatelolco, the Treaty of Rarotonga and the
be established to achieve general and completeeaty of Bangkok.
disarmament.
The initiative of Brazil to have the General Assembly
The past half-century has clearly demonstrated thatrécognize the emergence of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
is possible to maintain international peace and securitye whole of the southern hemisphere is noteworthy in
without recourse to nuclear weapons. That incontrovertibhgany ways. However, given the lack of any total
fact highlights not only the importance of instruments andenuclearization on the global scale, no region of the world
machinery for the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons baan ultimately be free from nuclear terror.
also, and above all, the need for the ongoing mobilization
of the international community in the cause of nuclear In the sphere of weapons of mass destruction, we
disarmament. welcome the imminent entry into force of the Chemical
Weapons Convention. However, the scope of that
Everyone here will agree that the present climate @onvention will be limited so long as the United States of
post-cold-war confidence offers an extraordinary opportuniymerica and the Russian Federation have not taken the
for accelerating the process of nuclear disarmament with tlecision to ratify it.
ultimate goal of eliminating nuclear weapons, which today
are indeed onerous and threatening both for those who Because of their extreme sensitivity and manifold
possess them and for the rest of mankind. implications, questions of disarmament can be addressed
only from the limited perspective of the security needs of
Thus, the strengthening of the NPT, which we sha$tates. Such an orientation is likely to sacrifice the heartfelt
soon be discussing, should be undertaken on the basis ofdesire for a world free from the spectre of nuclear war and
relevant provisions of that Treaty’s article VI and preambl&f war itself, an ideal that is still, unfortunately, a distant
as reaffirmed in the principles and objectives for nucleaream.
non-proliferation and disarmament adopted at the Review
and Extension Conference of the Parties to the NPT. In this Indeed, the silence imposed on nuclear weapons has
context, the non-nuclear-weapon countries are justified it prevented the proliferation of armed conflicts throughout
seeking security guarantees from the nuclear Powers. the world or the massive and indiscriminate use of
conventional weapons. Hence the urgent need to give efforts
That legitimate expectation finally has a legal basisp achieve conventional disarmament the same priority
albeit not a binding one, if we refer to the Advisoryaccorded to those devoted to nuclear disarmament.
Opinion unanimously rendered by the International Court of
Justice on 8 July of this year, describing the threat or use of We therefore appeal wholeheartedly for the adoption
nuclear weapons as contrary to international law and calleficoncrete measures for conventional disarmament that can
upon States Members to pursue in good faith and bring poovide all nations, and in particular those that are daily
a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmamefdcing the horrors of war, with better opportunities to
The Opinion of the International Court of Justice is oftrengthen their security. The delegation of Gabon is
symbolic value and should rekindle our determination torepared to support any resolution on this issue.
carry forward the nuclear disarmament process.
In the same vein, we believe that there is a need to
Without further delay, negotiation on a treaty haltin@rrive at appropriate means to achieve action on the
the production of fissile material for military purposeguidelines for international arms transfers in the context of
should be made a priority goal on the agenda of theeneral Assembly resolution 46/36 H that were adopted by
Conference on Disarmament in order to make thbe Disarmament Commission. In fact, those guidelines
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty as consistentcamtain principles that can usefully contribute to a better
possible. control of international arms transfers and prevent, combat
and eradicate illicit arms trafficking, a phenomenon that
A dynamic trend with positive effects that should b&emains one of the underlying causes for the proliferation of
expanded on is the trend towards the creation of nucleaenventional weapons and the aggravation of armed
weapon-free zones. In this connection, the signing at Caironflicts throughout the world.
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In the more specific area of anti-personnel mines, thénited Nations Secretary-General for establishing the trust
efforts made by the Canadian Government and supportedfopd requested by the General Assembly. We should also
50 countries, including my own, as well as by a gredike to express our gratitude to the Japanese Government for
number of non-governmental organizations, deserve thg generous contribution to that fund and appeal to other
support of us all. It is indeed crucial that we do everythinlylember States that can contribute to the realization of the
possible to achieve the rapid adoption of a treaty on a tosgdcurity objectives undertaken in the Central African
halt to the use, manufacture, stockpiling and transfer of sushbregion.
inhuman weapons.

Before concluding my statement, | should like to

Before achieving that goal, all States directhemphasize that today we have a moral obligation to
concerned in the question of anti-personnel mines coulthnclude the disarmament process. At the dawn of the
while respecting the provisions of the Plan of Action of théwenty-first century, the fourth special session of the
Ottawa Conference, undertake to observe a moratorium ui@iéneral Assembly devoted to disarmament should provide
the adoption of a treaty banning anti-personnel mines. us with an opportunity to draw up the terms of reference for

a bold programme for general and complete disarmament.

The achievement of that critical objective must offhe way in which we meet that challenge will determine
necessity be accompanied by a concomitant technologicair ability to preserve future generations from the scourge
and financial commitment by the international communitpf war and to consolidate our shared will to establish a
to accelerate the pace of the demining operations alreaagrld in which arms no longer have a place.
under way and of all those that cannot be implemented
because of lack of sufficient resources. Mr. Sha Zukang (China){nterpretation from

Chineség: At the outset, Mr. Chairman, please allow me to

Although it is still crucial to pursue disarmamentcongratulate you, on behalf of the Chinese delegation, on
efforts in all categories of weapons, the best way to avoydur election to preside over the First Committee at the
having recourse to arms is to avoid waging war, especialifty-first session of the General Assembly. The Chinese
through the establishment of confidence-building measuréslegation is confident that, with your outstanding
at the regional and subregional levels. diplomatic skills and rich experience, you will surely guide

the Committee to success. | would also like to take this

Strong in that belief and motivated by a profounepportunity to congratulate the other members of the Bureau
desire to focus their major resources on the promotion of their election and to extend our thanks to Ambassador
development activities, on 8 July 1996 the Heads of Stadenechuluun of Mongolia for the tremendous contribution
and Government of the countries members of the Unitéd made to the work of the First Committee at the last
Nations Standing Advisory Committee on Securitgession of the General Assembly.

Questions in Central Africa signed, at Yaoundé, Cameroon,

a Non-Aggression Pact among the States members of that Our welcome also goes to Mr. Lin Kuo-chung, the

Committee. new Secretary of the First Committee. The Chinese
delegation will, as always, work with other delegations

To give that Pact specific content, they decided tmwards the successful conclusion of the Committee’s work.
establish, under United Nations auspices, a permanent early
warning system as a basic instrument for preventive Significant progress has been achieved in the field of
diplomacy in Central Africa. We are convinced that, withounternational arms control and disarmament since the last
that tool, the decisions taken by the Standing Advisoisession of the General Assembly. Not long ago, the
Committee would remain a dead letter. This importaissembly adopted the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
subregional initiative requires the support of thd&reaty. Inthe brief span of a few weeks, 126 countries have
international community if it is to consolidate peace andlready signed the Treaty. The Chemical Weapons
security in one of the most troubled areas of the AfricaBonvention is expected to enter into force soon. The States
continent. Parties to the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons

have adopted the Protocol on Blinding Laser Weapons and

In the pursuit of their efforts to consolidate peace andave amended the Protocol on mines, placing greater
subregional security, the Central African Heads of State angstrictions on the use of landmines. Major efforts are being
Government adopted other specific measures, which are setde to enhance the effectiveness of the Biological
forth in document A/51/274. Here, we wish to thank th&/eapons Convention. Countries in Africa and South-East
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Asia have concluded the Pelindaba Treaty and the Treatyrefponsible attitude and made important contributions to the
Bangkok, respectively, further expanding the areas coverfaal conclusion of the Treaty. It was also based on this
by nuclear-weapon-free zones. recognition that China resolved to become one of the first
countries to sign the Treaty. We sincerely hope that the
At the same time, we cannot but recognize that hugeeaty can enjoy universal adherence and observance as
nuclear arsenals still exist; that concluded treaties on theon as possible.
reduction of nuclear weapons have yet to come into effect;
that some nuclear-weapon States still cling to their policy of The abandonment of the policy of nuclear deterrence
nuclear deterrence; that certain countries are activdly the nuclear-weapon States and the further reduction of
engaged in research on and development of missile defennaslear weapons by countries with huge nuclear arsenals are
and other destabilizing weapon systems; that the Chemicther steps that should and can be taken prior to the
Weapons Convention is still not ratified by the majocomplete prohibition and total elimination of nuclear
chemical-weapon- possessing States, and that the lavgsapons. Nuclear deterrence was the product of the cold
guantities of chemical weapons some countries hawar and should now be gone as well. Today, when the cold
abandoned on the territories of others are still posingvear is already a thing of the past, the insistence on nuclear
constant threat to lives and properties in the countrigieterrence is an expression of cold-war mentality and
affected. In these circumstances, much work still needs @abviously anachronistic. It will not bring security to any
be done in the sphere of international arms control amduntry.
disarmament. We have no reason to relax. Instead, we must
give serious thought to the question of how further to  On the issue of nuclear disarmament, we welcome the
promote the process of international arms control arefforts of the two nuclear super-Powers to reduce their
disarmament for the enhancement of international peaceiclear arsenals. However, those efforts are far from
security and stability. enough. The fact is that they still possess over 90 per cent
of the world’s nuclear weapons. Therefore, they are still in
Nuclear weapons are the most destructive of the thrdaty bound to continue to reduce their nuclear weapons
categories of weapons of mass destruction. For this reassuabstantially. China, in specific historical circumstances,
nuclear disarmament has long been a question of the higheats forced to develop and possess a small number of
priority for the entire international community and innuclear weapons. China has done so purely for its own
particular for the vast number of non-nuclear-weapon Statssirvival and self-defence. Its nuclear weapons have never
If we can agree on a complete ban on two types of weapgmased nor been intended to pose any threat to others. As a
of mass destruction — chemical and biological weapons #tclear-weapon State, China has always stood for the
and conclude international treaties to that purpose, we hasa@mplete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear
no reason not to be able to agree on the completeapons. It has never evaded its responsibility for nuclear
prohibition and total elimination of nuclear weapons. Thdisarmament.
Chinese Government has always stood for and advocated
the early conclusion of an international legal instrument on A commitment by all nuclear-weapon States to the
the complete prohibition and total elimination of nucleanon-first use of nuclear weapons, at any time and under any
weapons. Pending the attainment of that goal, we showdcumstances, and unconditionally not to use or threaten to
and can, in the meantime, take certain steps. use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States or
in nuclear-weapon-free zones, as well as the early
The Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty is one ocbnclusion of international legal instruments to that effect
such steps. For the first time in history, we now have ia yet another step that can and should be taken before the
Treaty that, in a legally binding form, globally bans angomplete prohibition and total elimination of nuclear
nuclear-weapon test explosion and any other nucleaeapons.
explosion in any environment and at any place.
Notwithstanding the various drawbacks of the Treaty, with  As one of the five nuclear-weapon States, China has
which the Chinese Government is not completely satisfieibng made such commitments. Today, major changes have
we believe that it contributes to the advancement of thaken place in the international situation and in the relations
nuclear-disarmament process and to the non-proliferationkdtween nuclear-weapon States. We would like to hear from
nuclear weapons, thus enhancing international peace amier nuclear-weapon States their underlying reasons and
security. Based on this recognition, the Chinese delegatioonsiderations for still insisting on the first use of nuclear
participated throughout the negotiations with a serious amgtapons. The nuclear-weapon States are duty-bound to
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undertake unconditionally not to use or threaten to ug&otocol to the Treaty, once the States parties to the Treaty
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States osa@ive in an equitable manner the issue of geographic
nuclear-weapon-free zones. After the indefinite extension délineation, which is of concern to China.
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
(NPT) — which means that the vast number of non-nuclear- The Chinese delegation is pleased to note that 160
weapon States have undertaken the legal obligation to for§tates have signed the Convention on the Prohibition of the
forever the option of acquiring nuclear weapons — norevelopment, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical
nuclear-weapon States have all the more reason to demé&vieapons and on Their Destruction, and that 64 of them
that the nuclear-weapon States undertake such have deposited their instruments of ratification. The
commitment in a legally binding form. Such a demand i€onvention can be expected to enter into force soon. China
not only reasonable but just. is of the view that the key to the realization of the objective
and purpose of the Convention lies in its implementation.
Those States that have nuclear weapons deployEgisting chemical weapons and their production facilities
overseas should withdraw them completely. The nucleahould be destroyed as soon as possible. States that have
weapon States can and should do this before the complabandoned chemical weapons in other countries should
prohibition and total elimination of nuclear weapons. Thearnestly and swiftly resolve the matter in accordance with
deployment of nuclear weapons in the territories of othé¢ine relevant provisions of the Convention.
countries, for whatever reason and in whatever form, is
tantamount to nuclear proliferation. It not only jeopardizes The Chinese delegation expresses its appreciation at
the peace and security of the host countries and the regithe progress made since 1993 in the Preparatory
they are in but also runs counter to the non-proliferatio@ommission for the Organization for the Prohibition of
efforts of the international community, including theChemical Weapons (OPCW). We once again call upon all
relevant nuclear-weapon States themselves, which claimrédevant parties to manifest the requisite political will and
be the champions of nuclear non-proliferation. Thedexibility in the Preparatory Commission so that the major
countries should immediately withdraw all their nuclearemaining issues concerning abandoned chemical weapons,
weapons from other countries. China has never deployeldallenge inspections and article Xl can be properly
any nuclear weapons outside its territory. resolved before the entry into force of the Convention.

All nuclear-weapon States should commit themselves To many countries, especially those that have a long
to supporting the establishment of nuclear-weapon-frégnd border, landmines remain an effective weapon of self-
zones, respect the nuclear-weapon-free status of such zahefence. All States are entitled under the United Nations
and undertake the corresponding obligations. This will n@harter to use legitimate military means to endure their own
only be conducive to non-proliferation but is also bound teecurity. The Chinese people have not forgotten how
have a positive effect on the process of nucled@ndmines wreaked havoc on the invaders (during the eight
disarmament. The Chinese Government has alwalpmg years of war against the invasion of Japanese fascists),
respected and supported the efforts of non-nuclear-weaphnos playing an important role in China’s triumph in the
States to establish, through voluntary consultations, nuclewasmar. A film depicting that part of history, entitlddandmine
weapon-free zones in the light of their regions’ specifi?varfare,is very popular in China and is loved by all the
conditions. Chinese people.

In April 1995, the Chinese Government, by way of a At the same time, the Chinese Government and people
national statement, solemnly reiterated its position that at have always taken seriously humanitarian concerns
time and under no circumstances would it be the first to usegarding landmines. We support the humanitarian efforts
nuclear weapons, or to use or threaten to use nucledrthe international community aimed at preventing the
weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States or in nucleadiscriminate killing and maiming of innocent civilians by
weapon-free zones. On this basis, China has positivéhndmines and agree that reasonable and appropriate
responded to the initiatives of the non-nuclear-weapaastrictions should be applied to the use of landmines, in
States on the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zongaticular anti-personnel landmines. We actively participated
China has signed and ratified Protocols | and Il to both the the amendment of the Protocol on Prohibition or
Treaty of Tlatelolco and the Treaty of Rarotonga, and Restriction on the Use of Mines, Booby-Traps and Other
supports the efforts to establish a nuclear-weapon-free zddevices, and contributed our share to this process. In April
in South-East Asia. China is prepared to sign the releval®96, the Chinese Government solemnly declared that
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China would refrain from exporting anti-personnel At a time when progress has been and is still being
landmines that do not meet the technical requirements of thmde in the field of international arms control and
amended Protocol, even before its entry into force. We aglisarmament, some new issues have emerged that are
of the view that in resolving the landmine issue, a prop@resenting us with serious challenges. These issues, if not
balance should be struck between humanitarian concedealt with properly and in a timely manner, will not only
and the legitimate needs of self-defence of sovereign Statiesad to the loss of gains already achieved in arms control
The correct way to prevent landmines from harmingnd disarmament but also provoke a new arms race, which
innocent people should be to restrict, in an appropriate and one wants.
reasonable manner, the use of landmines and strictly
prohibit their indiscriminate use. The proposal to ban all The so-called Theatre Missile Defence System (TMD),
anti-personnel landmines is unjustified, since it is awhich certain countries are going all out to develop, will
assumption based on an over-exaggeration of humanitarfzossess the capacity to intercept strategic missiles, thus
concerns and total disregard for the specific situations gbing beyond the limits imposed by the Anti-Ballistic
other countries and for the military utility of landmines. WeMissile Treaty (ABM) and rendering the Treaty virtually
cannot agree with it. meaningless. The development of such a system will
constitute an impediment to the further reduction of nuclear

Since the amended Protocol has already includes someapons by the major nuclear Powers, renew the arms race
important, reasonable and meaningful restrictions on the uaed destabilize the global strategic equilibrium. It will also
of landmines, in particular anti-personnel landmines, oimevitably raise concerns among other countries and dampen
priority task should be the universal adherence to thkeir enthusiasm to participate in the global process of arms
amended Protocol. At the same time, more attention showdntrol and disarmament. In addition, the so-called
be paid and more technical assistance provided to deminitgpperation among certain countries in the development of
activities, so as to enable the people of war-torn countrigd/D systems will also lead to the proliferation of advanced
to return to their homeland and be reintegrated into sociatyissile systems and related technologies, thus posing a
as soon as possible. China will seriously, responsibly atitreat to regional and even global security and stability. In
comprehensively review the amended Protocol and considéiort, there is nothing to gain and everything to lose from
its ratification. We will also continue to provide thethe development of the TMD system. We urge the countries
necessary assistance to the demining activities of otltmmcerned to cease immediately research on, and the
countries. development and deployment of, this system. We urge them

not to go any further down this dangerous path.

As a State party to the Convention on the Prohibition
of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of  We are faced with both opportunities and challenges
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and otn the field of international arms control and disarmament.
Their Destruction, China has earnestly and comprehensivélistory has bestowed on us the glorious mission to pursue
carried out all its obligations under the Convention and hassarmament for the maintenance of peace and security and
every year submitted to the United Nations the relevafdr development. China is willing to work with all peace-
information, as required by the confidence-buildindgpving and just countries and people for the attainment of
measures of the Convention. At present, the States partieis goal.
to the Convention are working to enhance its effectiveness.
In view of the special features of biological weapons and Mr. Bune (Fiji): At the outset, Sir, let me add my
the complicated technical factors involved, efforts should elegation’s warm congratulations on your election as
made to realistically formulate relevant definitions, criteri€hairman of this important Committee. We wish you and
and lists; clearly delineate activities prohibited anthe other members of the Bureau every success.
permitted under the Convention; and, on this basis, explore
effective and feasible verification measures, together with  Total and complete nuclear disarmament is now an
measures aimed at preventing abuse, protecting commeraiérnational imperative, and general disarmament a
secrets and reducing unnecessary interference in norroladllenge that collectively and individually, we must grapple
scientific research and industrial activities. Chinaith and resolve quickly in the interest of peace and
participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Group in asecurity in our world.
constructive and responsible manner. We are willing to
continue to work closely with other States parties to A major feature of our international system over the
enhance the effectiveness of the Convention. centuries has been a balance of power. In the wake of the
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Second World War, we saw the world polarized betwedmalt and prohibit, with acceptable verification, the
two super-Powers; each sought in its own way and using dsvelopment and production of all nuclear weapons. This is
own strategy to maintain an equitable balance of power the second logical step following the adoption of the
worst, or to swing the balance its way at best. The balanG@mprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), and we
of power system became more acute later with theuggest a realistic time-frame to negotiate and conclude
development of nuclear armaments. The balance siich a treaty.
conventional power became integrated with the nuclear
feature, and each super-Power sought to produce a wider My delegation further urges the international
variety of more powerful nuclear weapons to give itommunity to begin negotiations for an international treaty
additional weight in the balance. To some extent, the destroy all stockpiles and arsenals of nuclear weapons,
conventional balance shifted to a nuclear balance; thisth acceptable verification, and thereby rid the world, once
became known as the balance of terror. and for all, of nuclear weapons. We suggest that the
negotiations for such a Treaty should commence
The situation that prevailed then and that created tiramediately after the adoption of a nuclear weapons non-
elements for a balance of power system based on nucldavelopment, non-production treaty. With such a
armament capability no longer exists. There is now ongommitment and action, those countries which did not
one super-Power in the global power structure. Thmupport the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
complement of nuclear armaments as a circumscription @ TBT) would be encouraged to do so.
the traditional balance of power is therefore no longer
relevant on our planet today, and the total elimination of It is a disgrace that in today’s civilized world, anti-
nuclear weapons would rid the world of a serious menagersonnel landmines should be part of the armaments of
to our very existence. countries. My country wishes to associate itself with the
international call immediately to begin negotiations on an
The antagonisms and conflicts that exist in our worlthternational agreement to ban the use, stockpiling,
are not global in form or scale. In fact, in the last 10 yeasroduction and transfer of anti-personnel mines.
the antagonisms and conflicts that have taken place in mafyrthermore, my country recommends that the United
parts of the world have been internal and regional, and haMations consider the formulation and implementation of an
been contained by the international community without thaternational demining programme. Thousands of innocent
use of nuclear weaponry. In fact, | dare say that all coulhildren are dying tragically as a result of such mines, yet
have been resolved in a comprehensive and lasting wayié have committed ourselves to protecting the world’s
there had been a greater will to do so by the super-Powdrildren.
and the other great Powers on the one hand, and the parties
to the conflict on the other — and with the United Nations It is a sad reflection on our community of nations that
as catalyst. after the concerted efforts pursued and the breakthrough
achieved in negotiating the Convention on the Prohibition
The antagonisms and conflicts that exist in our worldf the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of
are surfacing more and more within countries themselvashemical Weapons and on Their Destruction, the
based on internal political, economic and social problen@onvention has still not come into force. The reality is that
which nonetheless may constitute threats to peace aheé Convention is meaningless unless the United States and
security. The use of nuclear weapons is not a solution tiee Russian Federation ratify it. My country therefore calls
such conflicts. The vast sums of money spent by nuclean the United States and the Russian Federation to take
nations to bankroll the production and proliferation ofteps to ratify the Convention as quickly as possible.
nuclear weapons, if spent internally to resolve internal
political, economic and social problems, would enhance Similarly, the Convention on the Prohibition of the
development and growth and lessen conflicts and tensiolevelopment, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
An energized United Nations system, a Security CoundiBiological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction,
founded on universality, and a system of preventidenown as the Biological Weapons Convention, is still
diplomacy would constitute a valid replacement for nucleavithout teeth. A Review Conference will soon be held, and
armaments. my country calls upon all States parties to the Convention
to give meaning to the Convention by finalizing the
My delegation therefore urges the nuclear nations afrangements for a verification protocol. We must give the
the world to begin negotiations for an international treaty to
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Convention the means to strengthen compliance, such as on- At the same time, the international community should

site inspection.

take immediate steps to prevent and deter illegal trafficking
in nuclear materials. Such trafficking is possible and

The production of fissile materials for use in nucleaprofitable only because there are willing buyers.
weapons constitutes a serious threat to our efforts for total
and complete nuclear disarmament. We call on the We in the South Pacific region are greatly concerned
international community to commence negotiations on @ver reported plans afoot by certain unscrupulous nuclear

treaty to prohibit the production of fissile materials.
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waste dealers to use the Palmyra Islands and certain other
sites in the Pacific as permanent disposal facilities for
nuclear waste. We consider such proposals to be a threat to
our security, and especially to the ecology, food and health
of our region.

We must seek to reduce the arsenals of conventional
weapons of mass destruction. The heavy trade in arms and
the massive national expenditures on arms are generating a
new kind of arms race, the results of which we are
witnessing in many conflicts in our world.

My country will welcome the convening of another
special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. Nuclear and general disarmament are sine qua
non conditions for lasting peace and security in our world.
Let us all act together now to foster total nuclear
disarmament and general disarmament.

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m.



