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The meeting was called to order at 3.05 p.m. negotiations in Geneva made good progress towards this
end. There is the prospect of a verification protocol being
Agenda items 62-82continued concluded by the middle of 1999 if the momentum of these

negotiations is maintained and Governments lose no time
General debate on all disarmament and international next year in bringing them to an early conclusion.
security items
The United States Senate gave its consent this year to
Mr. Pearson (New Zealand): First let me congratulatehe START Il Treaty, which is another significant step
you, Sir, on your appointment as Chairman of thiforward. New Zealand joins all other countries in urging the
Committee. | assure you of the full support and cooperati@uma in Russia to endorse this Treaty soon. We also fully
of my delegation. support moves to begin negotiations on START Ill, as
agreed by Presidents Yeltsin and Clinton in March. START
| want to take the opportunity today to focus on ouHl would be a further huge step forward. We also think it
achievements as well as our unfinished agenda frtime for other nuclear weapon States to join this process.
disarmament. First, let me touch on the good news.
We welcome the recent agreement for United States
This has been an especially good year for globaksistance to Russia on a Cooperative Threat Reduction
disarmament. We have seen a major overhaul of nuclggapngramme and, in the context of the Treaty on
safeguards approved in Vienna, in May, which will bolste€onventional Armed Forces in Europe (CFE), the
the International Atomic Energy Agency’s ability to detecsignificant new measures that will have the effect of
clandestine activities. This is a need, unfortunately, whigleducing conventional arms.
has been shown still to exist in today’s world.
A major success this year has been the conclusion of
In April this year, the Chemical Weapons Conventiomegotiations to secure a ban on the production, use, transfer
entered into force. As the first treaty to outlaw an entirand stockpiling of anti-personnel mines. In less than a year,
class of weapons while providing a verification system ta new international norm banning an indiscriminate weapon
ensure that parties comply with its provisions, this is a trulyas been established, which is perhaps something of a
historic achievement in the field of disarmament and orrecord in the field of arms control.
New Zealand very much welcomes. We urge those
countries that have not yet done so to ratify the treaty The Ottawa treaty has the full support of New
without delay. Zealand. The humanitarian disaster caused by landmines has
captured the attention of so many people who are at a loss
Efforts to strengthen the Biological Weapond¢o understand why these weapons have not been banned
Convention continue. The last round of Ad Hoc Grouparlier.
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We want to see as many countries as possible sign thigers some useful suggestions on the way forward. The
Ottawa treaty next month in Canada. We hope, too, thagport of the Group of Governmental Experts on the United
early ratification will lead to entry into force without delay.Nations Register of Conventional Arms also contains some
We urge those that may not yet be in a position to sign teelpful ideas. | would like to take this opportunity to
work strenuously towards achieving this goal as soon esaffirm our support for the Register, and the goal of
possible. expanding its scope.

The Ottawa treaty is only the beginning of a process Looking ahead, we hope that delegations will begin to
to rid the world of these indiscriminate killers. The tasfocus soon on the next meeting of the Non-Proliferation
before all of us is enormous and it will require ongoingreaty (NPT) Review Conference Preparatory Committee in
commitment and support from the world community. Newseneva, to ensure practical and constructive outcomes that
Zealand has already been active in assisting with deminingjl lead to the full implementation of the NPT provisions.
operations in a number of mine-affected countries. We shall
continue to devote resources to this compelling need. Let me now touch on some bad news.

The Ottawa process has demonstrated that there are Unfortunately, 1997 was not a good year for the
circumstances in which coalitions of like-minded countrie€onference on Disarmament. Not only did it distinguish
are able to gather sufficient support to establish neitself by failing to engage in a programme of work, it had
international norms. It has shown, too, that the disarmamaifficulty agreeing on how to record this non-event in its
agenda can be moved forward when there is sufficieabnual report to this Committee. Equally worrying is that
political will. And it has demonstrated that humanitariathere are some in the Conference on Disarmament who
needs do not have to be held hostage to vested interestem unsure about exactly what a programme of work is.
when international imperatives demand otherwise.

These are not encouraging signs for a body that claims

Fortunately, there are steps that countries can pursepeatedly to be the sole multilateral negotiating forum for
independently and collectively. New Zealand has beend@ésarmament. If this deadlock and seemingly endless
longstanding supporter of the legal commitments that c@neoccupation with process continues during the next year,
contribute to international security through nuclear-weapothere is a risk that the credibility of the Conference on
free zones. This year we shall again be co-sponsoringDisarmament will be called into question by the
draft resolution that seeks to enhance political cooperatiorternational community. And, as the United Nations moves
between the zones of the southern hemisphere, withaotvards budgeting based on outputs, a body that does not
restricting the rights of free passage. We urgproduce results will have a hard time convincing the
representatives to support this year’s text. General Assembly to continue to allocate it the considerable

resources it currently enjoys.

We note with satisfaction that seven countries have
ratified the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. This This year, the Conference on Disarmament was able to
remains a priority for New Zealand, not simply because iieflect on questions such as its future membership,
marks an end to testing, but because it is a step in theactioning and agenda. Disappointingly, these debates
direction of nuclear disarmament. We hope that the numhedicate that there is little disposition to entertain change.
of ratifications will swell during the course of next yearClaims that the Conference on Disarmament is a unique
and we urge all countries to sign and ratify the Treaty dsrum and should therefore remain immune to change must
soon as possible. We are pleased that the Provisiobal dismissed.

Technical Secretariat, which was established earlier this

year, has put itself on the front foot, and we are looking  To stay viable, the Conference on Disarmament must

forward to the first phases of the international monitoringe open, without preconditions, to any new members that

system being established. There should be no doubt that thish to exercise their commitment to arms control and

treaty, and its States signatories, mean business. disarmament. We consider there is no point in engaging in
a debate in the Conference on Disarmament about what

We should all remain mindful of the importance ofmight or might not be its optimum size. And the
continuing to focus attention on conventional arms. Th@onference must assume more responsibility and
imperative here is no less urgent. We welcome the reportadcountability for pursuing the calls for action that come
the Panel of Governmental Experts on Small Arms, whidinom this Committee.
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Despite these shortcomings, New Zealand remaitmwvards a nuclear-free world. As a first, immediate step, we
committed to the Conference on Disarmament. Thegould endorse the Commission’s call for the five nuclear-
Conference has shown in the past that it is able to delivaveapon States to commit themselves unequivocally to
the challenge next year will be to prove that it is stilproceeding to a world without nuclear weapons.
capable of doing so. It is not a factory for mass-producing
new disarmament instruments. But if there is to be any The Commission’s report goes to the heart of the
chance of progress next year, there will have to be a greaitssues we need to address in a dialogue and points us in a
willingness on the part of some of its members, at bottiirection that would add real value to bilateral negotiations.
ends of the spectrum, to entertain movement and engage in
compromise. There has never been a better moment to open up a

dialogue on nuclear issues. There is a discernible and

For New Zealand, the priorities are clear. Thgrowing trust and confidence between the major Powers.
Conference on Disarmament must begin to address nucldarclear weapons must not become a natural or inevitable
disarmament. It is simply not creditable for countries in thieature of our society. The fact that they have not been used
Committee to repeatedly endorse the need for nucldar 50 years does not mean that the risks are in any way
disarmament in United Nations resolutions only to find thdéssened as time goes by. The longer we retain them, the
debate on these issues is suffocated in Geneva. Nor doagrétater the temptation for others to acquire them.
make any sense to the people we represent.

New Zealand is also ready to start work now on fissile

The time has come, we believe, for the Conference auit-off negotiations in a way that recognizes the differing
Disarmament to demonstrate some leadership on nucle@ws on their scope. We continue to believe that such a
issues. The International Court of Justice has confirmed thaiep might be complemented by a register of stocks and by
there is indeed an obligation to pursue and conclude verifiable instrument which ensures an end to the
negotiations leading to complete nuclear disarmameptroduction of new weapons. Negotiations on a cut-off
Leadership in the Conference on Disarmament would hdlgaty, as agreed in the Shannon mandate for an Ad Hoc
to build confidence and, in doing so, strengthen the no@ommittee in the Conference on Disarmament, is a
proliferation norms. challenge we can and should meet.

Attempts in the past to package negotiations on nuclear We have a weighty agenda before us and one that
issues into time-bound outcomes is not a productive way tarries a heavy responsibility. This year has indeed been a
proceed, however. Nor does New Zealand consider thagnificant one for moving forward, but it is not the moment
progress on nuclear issues should be linked to progresganindulge in a pause. The challenge before us is to ensure
other areas of arms control. These are tactics for failure, timat our achievements can be matched with same degree of
our view. commitment and movement next year and beyond.

The way ahead is to probe the middle ground and to  Mr. Holum (United States of America): It is an
do so without indulging in preconditions. We should begihonour once again to present the views of the United States
the process by opening a dialogue on nuclear issues imm important international security issues before this
manner that is both transparent and constructive. TR®mmittee. My delegation congratulates vyou,
challenge is to identify where like-minded countries can addr. Chairman, on your election to lead this body’s work
value now to the process being undertaken by the nucleand pledges its full support.
weapon States. A dialogue with these clear aims would
support and not undermine efforts being pursued elsewhere. In his address to the General Assembly last month,

President Clinton spoke of the great tide of global

A blueprint for action, some aspects of which can bimtegration and the resulting need for a new security
undertaken by the nuclear-weapon States themselves, atrdtegy.
some of which lend themselves to multilateral action in the
Conference on Disarmament, already exists in the report of Security is an increasingly broad concept, involving
the Canberra Commission. This is a serious and compellingt only defence but such issues as economics and the
study. We commend it unreservedly. It proposes a numbemvironment, science and information, combating drugs and
of logical and practical steps that would serve to enhanta&rorism, and education and human rights. But arms
stability and security as we pursue our obligation to workontrol, non-proliferation and disarmament remain vital



General Assembly 4th meeting
A/C.1/52/PV .4 14 October 1997

components. The threats posed by weapons of massltiple-warhead ICBMs were answered by our Presidents
destruction are far from being extinguished, and that Helsinkiin March and reiterated when Secretary Albright
consequences of miscalculation or deliberate acts canda Foreign Minister Primakov signed a Treaty Protocol
horrific, as we know from the terrorist activities of a culthere in New York last month. Immediately after START Il
group armed with nerve gas in Japan, biological and toxis ratified, we and Russia will begin negotiations on further
weapons in Iraq and persistent reports and risks of nucleaductions deep enough to obviate any reason for such a
smuggling. And, with grim regularity, thousands of lives arbuild-up.
lost in conventional conflicts.
Concerns about compliance costs have been addressed
These sobering realities should spur us. Each time e that Treaty Protocol by extending the START Il
sit down to negotiate, we need to grasp all the progress wkmination timetable to 2007. At the same time, the United
can. When we sit down, as | noted a year ago in tH&tates and Russia ensured that START II's security benefits
Committee, we should do so in a forum right for the givewill be realized as soon as possible through deactivation by
task. Today, | want to underscore another, increasinglye end of 2003 of the strategic nuclear-delivery vehicles
pertinent condition for success — that, even as we aspirediated for elimination.
the loftiest goals, we aim in the near term for the kind of
focused, practical steps by which arms control is not just Concerns about the viability of the 1972 Treaty on the
argued, but actually achieved. Let us not stand immobileimitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems were also
longing for the stars, but resolve to keep moving suregnswered last month, when Russia, Ukraine, Belarus,
towards them, with deliberate strides. Kazakhstan and the United States signed agreements on
Treaty succession and on demarcation between theatre and
The First Committee has a particular responsibility. Btrategic defences.
meets to help the international community establish those
realistic goals and to provide the orientation needed to make Together with the new cooperative relationship
real negotiating work possible. between the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
and Russia embodied in the Founding Act, these steps have
The achievements of the past year well illustrate whatt the stage for early Russian ratification and entry into
can happen when realism prevails. In September 1996, foece of START Il, so that we can move on to even deeper
General Assembly overwhelmingly adopted theeductions and more comprehensive controls on nuclear
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. It does not maliems. In this Committee, the Russian and American
nuclear arms obsolete in a single stroke, but it will curbelegations will urge adoption of a draft resolution
both horizontal and vertical proliferation and bring nucleasupporting this process, upon which so much of our future
disarmament closer. security rests.

The enhanced review process for the Treaty on the Also in the past year, the Chemical Weapons
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) is proceedingonvention entered into force. We were proud to be able to
With Brazil’'s most welcome decision to accede to thdeposit our instrument of ratification in April so that the
Treaty, the NPT will soon be just four nations short obinited States could be among the original Parties.
universality. Meanwhile, advancing steadily among like-
minded countries while accounting for the security On conventional arms, Parties to the Treaty on
requirements of others, nuclear-weapon-free zones now sgamventional Armed Forces in Europe have agreed to aim
entire continents. for further reductions in Treaty-limited equipment. In Latin

America, the General Assembly of the Organization of

The pace of nuclear disarmament is picking up, largemerican States (OAS) has proposed to help reduce the
because the countries whose arms are directly involved halemand for arms through a legal framework for advance
moved in bold but practical increments. START hotification of major arms acquisitions.
reductions are ahead of schedule, and this year Russia and
the United States have cleared away all remaining obstacles How does this remarkable and diverse record of
to Duma ratification of START II. achievement guide us towards an even-more secure future?

How can President Clinton’s call to meet the challenge of

Concerns that Russia would have to build additiongilobal integration be pursued specifically in arms control?

single-warhead missiles to maintain parity while destroyinghe answer is: by assigning the right task to the right venue
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and, as | want to amplify here today, by orienting our work  We are also coming to terms with an alarming
less towards idealized visions and more towards practigadtential side effect of nuclear disarmament: the possibility
results. that excess nuclear materials could be diverted, to serve
nuclear ambitions elsewhere. The nuclear-weapon States
How does that apply to a number of key prioritieshave a particular responsibility to set aside rigid rules of
First, the practical approach calls for consolidating argkcrecy in the storage and disposition of nuclear warheads
realizing the full fruits of what we have already agreediand fissile materials, and to adopt fresh approaches to
through entry into force and compliance, enforcement aminsparency and cooperation. We should aim for the fastest
implementation. This, after all, is where the practical valugossible pace of irreversible reductions, and the safe and
of arms control is realized: not only in ceremonies ansecure storage, and ultimate disposition, of the highly
signatures, but in threats averted, in weapons physica#ipriched uranium and plutonium recovered from dismantled
eliminated or avoided, in resources saved for better usesarms.

This means, for example, that our respective Thirdly, another leading priority is the work of the ad
Governments need to secure approval for the ratificatiohec group to strengthen the Biological and Toxin Weapons
necessary to make the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Baonvention. Here, as we intensify our work next year,
Treaty a functioning and enduring reality. We commengkalism means most of all simply recognizing the core
Japan and the other States that have already ratified thepose of the effort, to protect all humanity from the
Treaty. As he announced here on 22 September, Presidgepraved proposition that deadly diseases we have struggled
Clinton has transmitted the Treaty to the United Statés eradicate — plague, botulinum, anthrax and others —
Senate for its early and favourable advice and consent. would be nurtured and deliberately inflicted as weapons of

war. Open-ended technology transfer is neither the purpose

Also to secure the benefits of existing agreementsf the exercise nor a legitimate price of success.
commitments to organizations such as the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) are crucial. It falls to each Fourthly, lest there be any doubt, let me stress that the
country to apply the powerful new safeguards adopted Wnited States has not given up on the negotiation of a ban
May to the real world, by upgrading bilateral agreements the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or
with the IAEA. other nuclear explosive devices. In their 25 September

statement, the Foreign Ministers of the permanent members

Arms-control compliance is served by the combinatioaf the Security Council reaffirmed their conviction that such
of deterrence, through verification and the risk of sanctionsegotiations should begin immediately and conclude at an
and political commitment. The United Nations has a vitaarly date. We all agree to pursue the process of nuclear
role in stimulating Governments and people everywhere ttisarmament. It is past time to agree to take the next logical
take compliance seriously. The United States draftultilateral step in that process.
resolution this year in this Committee will re-emphasize this
point. Who can be against it? A cut-off in the production of

fissile material will threaten no one. It will set in place an

Secondly, in strategic arms control, a practicalpper bound, a cap, on the amount of nuclear-weapons
orientation means tangible steps ahead. Just as soonmaderial in the world. How can we achieve reduced roles
START Il is ratified, START Il negotiations will be under for nuclear weapons if we cannot even begin discussing a
way, aimed at ceilings of 2,000 to 2,500 warheads -eap on their indispensable contents?
leaving only about 20 per cent of peak cold-war levels.

Indeed, President Clinton and President Yeltsin have already Fifthly, we also have much more practical work to do

set a timetable of 2007 for this next dramatic disarmametat end the civilian carnage from anti-personnel landmines.

step. The United States worked diligently leading up to and in
Oslo to find an outcome to the Ottawa process that would

In a first for arms control, our Presidents have alsbe compatible with its security requirements. What emerged
agreed that START Il will include the actual destructiorwas a result we can welcome but cannot join. The Ottawa
not only of means of delivery, but of nuclear warhead€onvention would rule out military options we cannot now
themselves. It will also embrace transparency measuresdto without: to use anti-personnel landmines of types or in
ensure that nuclear material from destroyed warheads wilays, | would stress, that are not part of the humanitarian
never again be used in weapons.
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threat of long-lived, undetectable mines scattered to that stp — a timetable for elimination of all nuclear
unmarked fields. weapons.

All countries in a position to do so should sign the I will risk repetition to state our view that the
Ottawa Convention. Then | urge that we turn to the critic&onference on Disarmament is a negotiating body, not a
and challenging landmine work that still lies ahead. debating society, and negotiations in Geneva should address

matters of global reach that require broadly representative

Worldwide, for the foreseeable future, there will beparticipation.
many more people, and many more mines, outside the
Ottawa Convention than inside. Now that its content and But the linkage disease is impossibility squared — a
likely membership is settled, the question should be howroposal in effect to stall the proven step-by-step approach
given these realities, can we best reduce the loss of hum@anthe United States and Russia that is in fact bringing
life to anti-personnel landmines? Clearly, the answer is thaticlear disarmament closer, and then to drag all possible
each process should make its maximum contribution, so thmbgress on other issues into the same morass. That linkage
their sum will be greater than the result in any single forunvirus has paralysed the Conference on Disarmament. We

will see if it proves to be fatal.

On this issue the Conference on Disarmament Finally, realism should prevail in the ways in which
unfortunately has shown that it is prepared neither for longe organize ourselves to pursue arms control. To function
strides nor for a quick start. To the extent the Confereneeell over time, every organization must be prepared to
on Disarmament was seen as competition to Ottawa, at leadaipt to change.
one impediment should be behind us. In any event, let us
recall that the Conference does include all the major historic The United Nations Secretariat's support of arms
landmine producers and exporters, and many membemmntrol should be reorganized and reformed. The Centre for
believe it should undertake anti-personnel landmiri@isarmament Affairs should revitalize its support for the
disarmament. The United States will strongly suppowork of the United Nations and the Conference on
Conference on Disarmament negotiations on anti-personi@ésarmament, and be prepared to support new tasks.
landmines, beginning with a ban on exports next year.

If I may speak parochially for a moment, the United

We also urge prompt ratification of the Convention oi$tates is also reorganizing its arms-control operations, by
Certain Conventional Weapons Amended Protocol Il, whicimtegrating the 38-year-old agency that | have been
again, includes the major landmine States not part of tpeivileged to lead, the Arms Control and Disarmament
Ottawa process, and deals specifically with long-lived, noigency, into the Department of State.
detectable mines. The humanitarian benefit can be immense.

This step, | want to assure the Committee, is intended
to and will enhance the role of arms control and non-

As we deal with mines not yet emplaced we must, giroliferation in United States foreign policy. President
course, also be mindful of a distinct bottom line — tha€linton and Secretary Albright have agreed that independent
every mine removed from the ground is another innocepblicy advocacy and compliance reviews will be preserved
victim potentially saved. The United States currently spentlsrough reporting from the Department's senior arms-
almost as much on demining as the rest of the worlbntrol official directly to the President and the national-
combined. President Clinton has directed that waecurity leadership. At the same time, the Agency’s
significantly increase our demining efforts, beginning witlexpertise and operational resources will be combined with
a 25 per cent increase in funds next year. those of the State Department in a new set of bureaux, to

give these issues even greater prominence in our diplomacy

These two issues, the fissile material cut-off and antand national-security strategy. The plan thus protects the
personnel landmines, underscore the dangers to disarmanoemé value of an independent agency, while capturing the
of the approach opposite to what | advocate here. Thenefits, in both efficiency and efficacy, of combining
Conference on Disarmament is in the grip of a linkag®rces with a strengthened and revitalized Department of
virus. It not only insists on maximum results on one subjecstate.
but insists that all other progress must cease until we agree
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| have sought to sketch out an arms control approagfill continue to appeal to the international community to
to global security as the decade, century and millenniuaim at steady progress in disarmament through concrete
draw to a close. This approach is avowedly practical imeasures, taken one by one.
design. It is rooted in the conviction, reinforced by all our
experience, that taking one logical step after another is the Based on this view, Japan continues to make the
best way to achieve long-term success. utmost effort to achieve a world free of nuclear weapons.
As part of these efforts, Japan intends to reintroduce in the
Our work has never been more vital. Yet major partBirst Committee this year a draft resolution aimed at
of it are stalled, ensnared in a combination of outmodexthieving the ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons, a
political alignments and new techniques of diversion amgsolution on which it has taken the initiative since 1994.
delay. Let us break free of these shackles. Let us turn doMy delegation is grateful for and encouraged by the
our megaphones, roll up our sleeves, and get back to wodverwhelming support which this resolution has gained
among member States, and it believes this resolution has
Mr. Hayashi (Japan): May | begin, Sir, by extending,contributed to the consolidation throughout the international
on behalf of the Japanese delegation, my waroommunity of the view that nuclear weapons should
congratulations on your assumption of the chairmanship e¥entually be abolished, once and for all.
the First Committee of the General Assembly during its
fifty-second session. | assure you of my delegation’s full At the same time, Japan intends to buckle down in its
support and cooperation as you lead the important work effort to address the issue of conventional arms, particularly
this Committee. anti-personnel landmines and small arms, which every day
pose very real threats to human life and regional stability.
Since the cold-war era, the international community
has made remarkable progress in the field of disarmament Japan attaches great importance to the Conference on
with, for example, the adoption of the ComprehensivBisarmament, the sole multilateral negotiating body in the
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) and the entry into forcdisarmament field. As | noted earlier, because of the
of the Chemical Weapons Convention. On the other hardlyergence of views, the Conference unfortunately could not
however, we are witnessing numerous regional armethbark upon concrete work this year. It was particularly
conflicts and the danger of the proliferation of weapons woégrettable that the Conference was unable to reach an
mass destruction. It should also be noted that tlegreement on the re-establishment of an ad hoc committee
Conference on Disarmament was unable this year ém a cut-off treaty which would ban the production of fissile
overcome member States’ divergence of views in its effontsaterial for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive
to define the future direction of disarmament. devices. This failure is especially disappointing in view of
the fact that the principles and objectives for nuclear non-
Japan, as a peace-loving country which upholds ioliferation and disarmament, adopted at the 1995 Review
three non-nuclear principles — not to produce nucleand Extension Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on
weapons, not to possess them, and not to permit th#ie Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), stipulated
introduction into its territory — and which maintains itsthat after the CTBT the immediate commencement and
military forces strictly for self-defence purposes, regards itarly conclusion of negotiations on such a treaty would be
contributions to world disarmament efforts as one of thiae most important measure to be taken to advance nuclear
most important pillars of its foreign policy. As Japan hadisarmament, and also since the majority of member States
expressed on various occasions, we must not waste preciwuthe Conference on Disarmament this year did not object
time engaging in sterile arguments. Indeed, the time hesthe commencement of negotiations.
come when it is incumbent upon each country to offer the
international community its wisest counsel and to take This year the Conference demonstrated, quite
action for the steady advancement of disarmament. With thawittingly, that disarmament cannot be promoted through
development of the mass media and the growing influencenfrontation. My delegation strongly hopes that next year
of civil society, including the growth of non-governmentathe Conference will be able to forge a realistic compromise
organizations, international public opinion now has thso that it can make substantial progress in nuclear
power to spur progress in disarmament. Idealism that pagisarmament.
little attention to reality cannot advance disarmament, but
neither can realism which is not grounded in ideals. Japan, Japan, which is one of the strongest advocates for the
while upholding the lofty ideal of complete disarmamenglimination of nuclear weapons, has repeatedly insisted that
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if we are to make progress towards this goal, it i8vhich May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to
imperative that we make steady and cumulative effortdave Indiscriminate Effects, becoming the fifth country to
through realistic and concrete measures. As Foreigio so, in the belief that the early entry into force of the
Minister Obuchi stated before the General Assembly laBtrotocol is an important part of international efforts to
month, Japan, together with other like-minded countrieaddress the issue of anti-personnel landmines.
will continue to emphasize the importance of this approach.
Japan appreciates the Ottawa process, and regards it as
While remaining committed to the immediatean important step by the international community towards
commencement of negotiations on a cut-off treaty, Jap#me banning of anti-personnel landmines. The Government
believes it would be worthwhile to commence immediatelgf Japan is now in the process of deciding whether to sign
discussions on at least the technical aspects of such a tretttg. Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling,
This could serve as a means of paving the way fdtroduction and Transfer of Anti-Personnel Mines and on
negotiations on the treaty per se. My delegation wishes Tteir Destruction, which will be opened for signature at the
recall that in the case of the CTBT, the Ad Hoc Group dDttawa conference; but whether it does so or not, it is
Scientific Experts to Consider International Cooperativeonvinced that the international community must continue
Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events proceed®dstrive to achieve the universal and effective elimination
with technical work over an extended period of time prioof anti-personnel landmines. In this connection, Japan is of
to the commencement of CTBT negotiations. In the casethfe view that we need to strengthen the efforts in the
the cut-off treaty, it is expected that the negotiations wilConference on Disarmament towards the early start of
involve exceedingly complex technical issues which wilhegotiations on a treaty.
also be closely related to political decisions. Thus the
pigeonholing of technical issues in advance will be all the In addition to working towards a legal ban on anti-
more useful in our work for this treaty. personnel landmines, Japan has been making vigorous
efforts to address the problems such weapons cause. In
In addition to the issue of nuclear disarmament, it iaddition to making financial contributions to demining
important that the Conference on Disarmament grapple wigififorts and assistance to victims, Japan held the Tokyo
issues related to conventional weapons disarmame@gnference on Anti-Personnel Landmines last March, where
particularly the question of anti-personnel landmines. Mwyany participating countries explored ways and means of
delegation believes the Conference can make a significatgaring mines and extending assistance to victims. In so
contribution in this area because it has both the participatidning, Japan sought to strengthen international cooperation
of key countries and the expertise and negotiating this important area; it intends to continue its efforts in
experience to forge a treaty which takes into account eatttis regard.
country’s security concerns as well as humanitarian
concerns. Small arms are another issue in the field of
conventional weapons that demands the attention of the
Permit me to take this opportunity to present thaternational community. Unlike the case of weapons of
comprehensive approach that Japan has taken on the igwass destruction, there are no agreed global norms or
of anti-personnel landmines. In the context of internationatandards regarding the control of small arms. It is these
efforts to address this issue, Japan has identified foweapons that are used most often in the regional conflicts
important tasks: first, to contribute to international efforts tthat have been erupting with increasing frequency since the
achieve a total ban on anti-personnel landmines whiénd of the cold war, taking a tremendous toll in human life
promoting legally binding controls over their use an@nd causing massive flows of refugees in many parts of the
transfer; secondly, to assist demining efforts by the Unitedorld. The accumulation of small arms is not in itself a
Nations and other international organizations; thirdly, toause of conflict, but it can intensify and prolong conflicts,
develop technology for mine detection and clearance; atehding to a violent rather than a peaceful resolution of a
fourthly, to assist victims of landmines. conflict and generating a vicious cycle of greater insecurity,
which in turn leads to increased demands for and use of
Concerning the first task, Japan shares the internatiosalch weapons.
community’s objective of banning and eliminating anti-
personnel landmines. In June of this year Japan ratified the The General Assembly has adopted several resolutions
amended Protocol Il of the Convention on Prohibitions aelating to the illicit transfer of small arms and light
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapomgapons. In 1995, it adopted resolution 50/70 B, entitled
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“Small arms”, on which Japan took the initiative, with a In addition to efforts for the early entry into force of
view to conducting a full-scale study of the issue. Based dhe Treaty, it is important to prepare a smooth
that resolution, the Panel of Governmental Experts on Smatiplementation mechanism. We therefore note with
Arms was established last year; this summer it adopted batisfaction that the provisional technical secretariat
consensus its report, which the Secretary-General hasmmenced its work in Vienna last March, based on the
submitted to the General Assembly at this session. Jap@greement reached by the Preparatory Commission for the
welcomes these developments and intends to submit a d@ftmprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization.
resolution on this issue in the First Committee later thiSecondly, subsequent to the indefinite extension of the
year. It is our earnest hope that the international communityeaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)
will maintain the momentum that has been generated amd1995, the first meeting of the Preparatory Committee for
will continue to examine measures to solve this problemthe year-2000 review conference was held in April this year
at United Nations Headquarters. At that meeting not only
Let me mention one more issue in the domain gdrocedural but also substantive matters were considered, and
conventional weapons, namely transparency in armamergs.eport containing recommendations for the next meeting
We welcome in this regard the adoption of the report by thef the Preparatory Committee was adopted. My delegation
Group of Governmental Experts on the United Nationselieves that this constitutes a good start for the newly
Register of Conventional Arms on the operation and furthetrengthened NPT review process, which is qualitatively
development of the Register. Japan highly values the raléferent from the review process prior to 1995.
the Register is playing in preventing the excessive
accumulation of conventional arms which can cause Indeed, my Government regards the NPT review
regional instability, and we will continue our efforts toprocess as providing a valuable forum for the promotion of
further enhance the Register so that it can respondclear disarmament. It thus took the initiative at the
effectively to the challenges that are confronting it. General Assembly last year to introduce a draft resolution
entitled “Nuclear disarmament with a view to the ultimate
Now | would like to turn our attention to the tasks thatlimination of nuclear weapons”, adopted as resolution
lie ahead in view of the recent developments that have begly45 G, which called upon all States parties to the Treaty
made in the field of nuclear-weapons disarmament. The fitst make their best efforts to ensure the success of the first
relates to the ratification of the Comprehensive NucleaPreparatory Committee meeting. To follow up the
Test-Ban Treaty, which was adopted at the Genenadsolution, the Government of Japan hosted a nuclear-
Assembly last year by an overwhelming majority. | wouldlisarmament seminar at Kyoto in December 1996, providing
like to note that as of today as many as 148 Member Statesyenue for prior consultations in anticipation of meetings
have signed the Treaty. In our view, this is proof of thef the Preparatory Committee.
strong desire throughout the international community to put
an end to nuclear testing and to promote nuclear At the first Preparatory Committee meeting, nuclear-
disarmament. weapon States provided information on the measures they
had taken for nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation.
Japan, for its part, deposited its instrument ofhis effort on the part of nuclear-weapon States was of
ratification on 8 July this year, thus becoming the fourtbreat interest to Japan, because we believe that increased
State party to the Treaty. | might add that among the 4dansparency in the nuclear disarmament process among
countries which must ratify the Treaty in order for it tonuclear-weapon States will enhance mutual confidence
enter into force, Japan is the first to have done so. Myetween those States and non-nuclear weapon States. We
Government hopes that there will be a strong show efkpect that, building upon the achievements of the first
support by the international community for the entry intoneeting this year, further progress will be made at the
force of the Treaty, and that every country will ratify itsecond Preparatory Committee meeting to be held in
without delay. In particular, however, we would like to callGeneva next spring.
upon those countries which have expressed opposition to the
Treaty to reconsider their positions so that the Treaty can Concerning the NPT, | would be remiss if | did not
enter into force at the earliest possible date. In thefer to the decision announced in June by President
meantime, Japan is confident that in the light of th€ardoso that Brazil would join the NPT. We commend
Treaty’'s adoption and of the widespread support it enjoyBrazil for this extremely important decision, which will
nuclear testing will never again be conducted anywhere farther enhance the universality of the NPT, and we hope
the world. that the Brazilian Congress will ratify the Treaty as soon as
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possible. | wish on this occasion to reiterate Japan'’s strodilogue and promote confidence in the region. Japan will
hope that, in view of the importance of the Treaty focontinue to extend assistance in support of its activities.
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament, the very few
countries remaining outside the Treaty will also make a Let me conclude by returning to the message that |
courageous decision to join the regime, so that the Tredtied to convey at the outset. Japan attaches great
enjoys universal adherence. importance to moving the disarmament process forward in
a concrete manner, even on a gradual, step-by-step basis. It
Thirdly, as regards the arrangements between tieJapan’s firm belief that the only way in which we can
United States and the Russian Federation for the reductjpmomote action towards disarmament is to pursue a middle
of their nuclear arsenals — an issue which has a diragtound, taking into account the actual circumstances
impact on nuclear disarmament — we welcome the sharsdrrounding the issue. We hope that the deliberations by the
commitment shown at the summit meeting in Helsinki ifrirst Committee will contribute to moving the international
March to engage in further talks on the reduction afommunity a step forward along the path towards
strategic forces in the context of the START process. Wlisarmament. | can assure you, Mr. Chairman, that it is an
look forward to the commencement of negotiations of endeavour to which Japan pledges its full support.
START Il treaty, in concrete terms, as the fruit of this
commitment. In this connection, Japan strongly hopes that Mr. Moher (Canada): May | join with others, Sir, in
Russia will ratify START Il as soon as possible and that ivelcoming your chairmanship of this First Committee.
will lead to further reductions of nuclear weapons in th€anada certainly will do the maximum possible to work
context of START IIl. with you and to cooperate during this session. It is also a
pleasure for us to see so many other friends of Canada on
Let me now touch upon non-nuclear weapons of matise front bench with you.
destruction. Japan welcomed the entry into force of the
Chemical Weapons Convention on 29 April this year, and  The reform of the United Nations, and the international
also the fact that the United States and China becamygstem it symbolizes and underpins, is vital to our efforts to
original States Parties when they ratified the Convention drild a world with fewer conflicts, less suffering, more
April 25. We would like to call upon those countries whictpeace and prosperity for all. The reform agenda, as defined
have not yet done so to likewise accede to the Conventionthe courageous package of initiatives proposed by the
at the earliest possible date. Secretary-General, is strongly supported by Canada.

As regards implementation, Japan observes in good This approach to fundamentally reforming the United
faith its obligations under the Convention. It has submittedations to meet new challenges in new ways must permeate
various declarations and received inspections, includitige work of the General Assembly. Indeed, we believe that
inspections of its Schedule 1 facility. We are also makiniis spirit of reform and the will to common action should
sincere efforts to resolve the issue of so-called abandorteeichannelled immediately and directly into the discussions,
chemical weapons in China, including the establishment négotiations and decisions of the First Committee.

a joint working group with China.
We have an opportunity — and indeed a

As for the task of formulating a verification protocolresponsibility — to create a new approach to the work of
in order to strengthen the Biological Weapons Conventiothe First Committee and to set a new standard for common,
it is encouraging that a rolling text was submitted to the gutactical action. My delegation will be working in this
hoc group by the Chairman this summer. Japan activedpirit.
participates in the negotiations in the hope that an effective
and efficient verification mechanism will be established. Momentum, once lost, is difficult to regain. Inertia

runs the risk of defeating our best intentions. Endless

Last but not least, the United Nations Regional Centrespetitions of “movement on my terms only” will not
for Peace and Disarmament are making significaptoduce the results we all seek — the results that the world
contributions to regional confidence-building. Japaexpects of us.
appreciates in particular the contributions of the Kathmandu
Centre, one of the facilities in Asia and the South Pacific. The Canadian delegation does not believe that an
Referred to as the Kathmandu process, its activities enhamability to make substantive progress in some areas of the

arms control and disarmament agenda during the past year
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signals the collapse or uselessness of specific forums. Nioclude other nuclear-weapon States — promises and
should that lack of progress suggest a so-called end-oftentions must be converted into actions; the nuclear-
history argument — that is, that we have come to the emeceapon States must progressively and dynamically
of the disarmament road. There is far too much still to bdemonstrate their fulfilment of their NPT obligation to
done to consider that our work is somehow completed oegotiate in good faith and to conclude negotiations leading
that we have exhausted all possible avenues for action. Itds nuclear disarmament; the NPT review process must
also too easy simply to blame our institutions andontinue to be a qualitatively different and enhanced
structures. Our inability to act on certain areas of thexercise; and the Conference on Disarmament must
disarmament agenda in the past year underlines the urgewmtrcome its current stalemate and move forward decisively
need to mobilize the political will and the creativityand responsibly on nuclear disarmament and a fissile
necessary for us to move forward. material cut-off treaty. There is also much to be done on
other key issues, including enhanced nuclear security
Let us look to our priorities for action. First, we mustassurances and the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
continue to pursue effective measures to reduce amdnes.
eliminate weapons of mass destruction. Important progress
has been made in this past year. But much more remains to Canada for its part recognizes and accepts the potential
be done. We must pursue the universality of existingnd the limits of multilateral efforts to reduce and to
instruments, we must ensure their effective implementati@iminate nuclear weapons. It is in this context that we have
and, for example, we must reach agreement on a protoesknowledged the special responsibilities of the nuclear-
that will enhance the effectiveness of the Biologicalveapon States. But this does not mean that we abdicate our
Weapons Convention. While the Chemical Weaporengagement in this field. Like all other members of the
Convention has entered into force, remaining challengi&gernational community, Canada has national interests at
must be overcome. stake. We therefore expect the nuclear-weapon States to
meet their responsibilities and to deliver on their
In the nuclear field, we have seen some importasbmmitment. For our part, we will continue to contribute
progress this year. Just last month, on the bilateral level, ttheough the NPT, the CTBT and the IAEA, and through the
United States of America and the Russian Federatioegotiation — hopefully soon — of an effective fissile
announced initiatives taken in the areas of strategic secunitaterial cut-off treaty. We also continue to believe that a
and nuclear security that will make a positive andhechanism, perhaps an ad hoc committee, should be
constructive contribution to the global nuclear arms contrektablished in the Conference on Disarmament for the
and disarmament agenda. purpose of substantive discussion of nuclear disarmament
issues with a view to identifying if and when further
At the global level, the first session of the Preparatompultilateral measures might be negotiated. For this to
Committee of the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) reviewhappen, it is our fervent hope that the necessary
process took steps towards confirming the will conveyed lypmbination of political judgement and will on all sides can
States parties to make this a strengthened, comprehendigefound in the near future.
and qualitatively different review process. We were pleased
that we were able to begin to address substantive issues at We are all familiar with the argument that progress in
the first session. Canada was also honoured last year tosdbavide range of arms control, disarmament and non-
able to contribute to the successful early decision to beginoliferation fields will enhance international security and
the implementation of the Comprehensive Test-Ban Treatpntribute to the framework in which all of our goals can be
(CTBT). The CTBT and the important steps taken tachieved. While we do not accept the view put forward by
strengthen the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEAYome that vast and comprehensive agreement across the
safeguards system are proof that the global community choard is a precondition for specific progress — for example,
act when it chooses. For its part, Canada’s disarmameotvards the elimination of nuclear weapons — we are
implementing agency is working to ensure that Canada ceaommitted to achieving progress wherever and whenever
ratify the CTBT within the coming year. possible.

But these actions, positive as they are, represent only One further domain where we believe we should act is
a fraction of what is needed if we are to continue to makbat of outer space. Canada has specifically proposed in the
progress to reduce and to eliminate nuclear weapons. T@enference on Disarmament that an ad hoc committee be
START process must be revitalized and broadened éstablished to negotiate a convention banning the
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weaponization of outer space. We believe that this is a We encourage this Committee to endorse unanimously
propitious moment to finally get work under way to preventhe Panel’s report and to identify suitable follow-on work,
weapons being placed into space. We hope that our interestiring in mind that the report relates closely to the
in beginning negotiations in the Conference oon-going efforts in the United Nations Disarmament
Disarmament — an interest which we know is shared Byommission on the “Consolidation of peace through
many countries — will receive careful consideration angdractical disarmament measures”. In Canada’s view,
action. effective disarmament, particularly of small arms, as well as
the demobilization and reintegration measures concerning
As our Minister of Foreign Affairs indicated in his ex-combatants, should be considered as part of an integrated
speech to the General Assembly, Canada continues todpproach by United Nations agencies, donor groups and
deeply concerned about conventional disarmamembn-governmental organizations towards addressing the
guestions. Our efforts in this field are governed by thrgeeace-building challenges in post-conflict situations.
considerations: the need for greater transparency; the value
of and necessity for dialogue; and the exercise of restraint In Canada’s view, there is no better way of reminding
by all States. These mutually reinforcing considerations camnrselves of what the international community is truly
promote effective international cooperation. However, theoapable of achieving than by reflecting on the dynamism
is still no general global consensus on the need to amtd extraordinary work which culminated last month in
decisively on the conventional arms agenda. We believe Wslo, Norway, with the global community — Governments,
need to generate that consensus. non-governmental organizations and international
organizations — pulling together to achieve a convention to
While we were pleased — perhaps “relieved” is &an the use, production, stockpiling and transfer of anti-
better word — that this year the Group of Governmentglersonnel mines. This experience proves that new
Experts on the United Nations Register of Conventionapproaches, new conviction, new coalitions of the like-
Arms reached agreement on a report, its consensusnijided — Governments and civil society working
focused on a minimalist set of conclusions. It reflects buttagether — drawn from all corners of the world, can set a
fraction of the imagination and ideas that emerged durirggal, develop an agenda and produce clear and rapid results.
the discussions. Several recommendations in the report will
lead to greater clarity in reporting and thus enhance
transparency. But the Register will continue to fall far short  Last year not one voice was raised in dissent when the
of its potential as long as military holdings and procureme@eneral Assembly urged States to pursue vigorously an
through national production remain outside its purview areffective, legally-binding international agreement to ban the
States erratically and sporadically submit their data. Canaglse, stockpiling, production and transfer of anti-personnel
continues to believe that all States should report to tmeines, with a view to completing the negotiation as soon as
United Nations Register. We regret that several regions pdssible. Such an agreement was reached last month in
the world remain noticeably under-represented in reportin@slo, thanks to an extraordinary partnership of countries
from all regions of the world, the International Campaign to
On the positive side, over time a bank of valuable daan Landmines, the United Nations, the International
and information on the conventional arms trade is emergingommittee of the Red Cross and countless others. It was
States should seek new opportunities to pursue dialoguetbe product of a series of international meetings — in
the implications of this data, with a view to the exercise dfienna and Bonn, and the Brussels Conference in June —
real restraint in the arms trade. Canada certainly beliewebere ideas were refined and precision was given to the
greater use could be made of this Committee and of teéements of a text, the draft of which was so well and so
Conference on Disarmament in this regard. meticulously prepared by the Government of Austria.
Norway generously provided the ideal venue for the
Canada also applauds the work of the Panel okgotiation of the Treaty. South African leadership, through
Governmental Experts on Small Arms for a report that wdmbassador Jacob Selebi, who chaired the negotiations and
regard as a balanced and reasonable step towards addressioge them forward with consummate skill, provided — in
the deleterious effects of excessive and destabilizitgss than three weeks — a treaty which clearly and
accumulations of small arms and light weapons. We suppaiiambiguously establishes a new international norm against
the report’'s recommendations, especially those relatingttee use, production, stockpiling and transfer of anti-
peacekeeping mandates and the destruction of weaponpasonnel mines.
part of post-conflict peace-building.
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At this point, Canada wishes to pay particular tributehould clarify the role of the Disarmament Commission, and
to, and welcome the Nobel Prize given to, the Internationahy call for additional forums and/or multilateral
Campaign to Ban Landmines and to Jody Williams. Theaonsideration of disarmament issues should be evaluated in
inspiring and committed work on this vital issue more thathe context of those factors.
merits this wonderful recognition.

We can reform our institutions and processes to

Our work does not end there. The Oslo text will benhance our achievements. We look forward to working
opened for signature on 3 and 4 December in Ottawa. Weoperatively with all here to make further substantive
invite all countries to join us in becoming originalprogress. For our part, Canada will be contributing to these
signatories. We hope that those unable to sign in Ottawaefforts by several specific actions during this session. First,
December will act to put in place unilateral restrictions owe will explore the prospects for greater consensus on a
the use, production, stockpiling and transfer of antfissile material cut-off treaty negotiation in the Conference
personnel mines. We also hope that all countries will ratifyn Disarmament; secondly, we will put forward with Poland
the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons and #sdraft resolution on the Chemical Weapons Convention,
Amended Protocol Il. Canada will present its instruments @fhich we hope and believe will be adopted by consensus.
ratification for the Amended Protocol Il in the comingThirdly, a further Canadian draft resolution on verification,
weeks. building on our earlier efforts, will also be advanced for

adoption by consensus. Fourthly, in partnership with

So the agreement reached in Oslo is just the first stegpuntries from every region of the world, we will devote a
It constitutes a promise to future generations and a powerfahjor effort to securing the widest possible co-sponsorship
humanitarian commitment to put an end to the suffering arashd support for a draft resolution designed to move the
casualties caused by these weapons. This is why we wilttawa process forward from Oslo to a successful signing
use the opportunity of the Ottawa meeting, from 2 to deremony in Ottawa this December.

December, to gather experts from Governments, non-
governmental organizations and international organizations | should like to break away from my prepared text to
to pull together an agenda for action. By doing so, we hopeake a few additional comments on that last point. All
to ensure the Treaty’s early entry into force and universdelegations are aware that a draft resolution has been
adherence, along with its effective implementation, inirculated in both Geneva and New York. We have
particular with regard to the eradication of anti-personneldditional copies available. | wish to emphasize that draft
mines and in the rehabilitation and economic and sociasolution has been deliberately prepared to be as single-
integration of the countless victims around the worldocused and non-confrontational as possible. The draft was
Canada will continue to work with this extraordinary globaprepared by a small group of delegations; it is therefore
coalition to fulfil the commitments made in the Conventiomlready a shared effort. Moreover, approximately 40
and to meet the immense, continuing challenges poseddsiegations have already committed to sponsor. We
anti-personnel mines. sincerely thank those that have moved so quickly in this
respect. We welcome further sponsors as soon as possible.

It is all too clear that we have not reached the end @&n open meeting of interested delegations will take place
the road in disarmament matters. We can continue to buideh Tuesday, 21 October, to move this process forward.
on past progress; we can deliver nationally, bilaterally ar@onfirmation of that meeting will appear in tleurnal on
multilaterally on our commitments; we can mobilize newrriday morning. Our collective intention — that is, the
and creative ways to achieve our goals. intention of Canada and of its friends on this issue — is to

submit the draft with as many initial sponsors as possible by

While we need to consider — openly and frankly —the middle of next week. While the list of sponsors will, of
the future of the First Committee in the context of othecourse, remain open thereafter, we would like the initial list
disarmament forums, several preliminary comments migttt be as comprehensive as possible. These points being
be considered. We should ensure that sessions of the Finstde, Canada will, of course, continue to give the most
Committee are well-focused and cost efficient as well asreful consideration to all other proposals brought before
oriented towards substantive work. Canada continues use.
attach fundamental importance to strengthening the
Conference on Disarmament as the multilateral forum for May | conclude these comments by suggesting that the
the substantive discussion of ongoing disarmament issu@smmittee can mobilize to take steps that will lead to a
and for negotiations on agreed issues in that field. Wenewed approach to action, and to finding the political will
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and realism necessary in order to meet the many challengésarmament, and particularly with the conclusion and
on the global disarmament agenda. implementation of a number of international arms control
and disarmament legal instruments, it is obviously highly
Mr. Sha Zukang (China) ({nterpretation from necessary to strengthen the international non-proliferation
Chineség: Please permit me to begin by congratulating yowfforts. We are pleased to note that the indefinite extension
Sir, on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Firstf the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the conclusion of the
Committee during the fifty-second session of the Gener@bmprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), the
Assembly. | am convinced that, given your outstandingompletion of negotiations on the Additional Protocol to
talent and rich diplomatic experience, you will fulfil thisSafeguards Agreements, the entry into force of the
mission with distinction. At the same time, | would like toChemical Weapons Convention and the negotiations to
express my gratitude to Mr. Sychou for his contribution asnhance the effectiveness of the Biological Weapons
Chairman of the First Committee during the last sessionConvention have enhanced and will further enhance
international non-proliferation. It is easy to see that all the
The international situation continues to experiencabove non-proliferation regimes, established on the basis of
profound changes. Relations between the big Powers agtatively broad participation, while taking into account the
undergoing major and profound adjustments. The overakkeds of peaceful uses as much as possible, enjoy relatively
strength of the developing countries and the trend towardslid mass support. They will therefore be relatively
multipolarity, as well as factors conducive to world peaceffective and have vitality.
are growing. The international situation as a whole is
moving towards relaxation. Peace, cooperation and Atthe same time, we cannot but recognize that during
development have become the main themes of our timése cold-war period a small number of developed countries,
Against such a backdrop, international arms control amwdth the purpose of deterring their opponents, set up a
disarmament have gained in depth and width over the lasries of so-called non-proliferation mechanisms and
year. arrangements. Although these mechanisms and arrangements
may have played a certain role in non-proliferation, they are
The Chemical Weapons Convention has entered intiiscriminatory and exclusive in nature and non-transparent
force. The Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensiire practice. As those international legal instruments are
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization has started its workready in place, or are about to be put in place, maintaining
The area covered by nuclear-weapon-free zones has furtbereven enhancing these discriminatory and exclusive
expanded. Negotiations to enhance the effectiveness of thechanisms and arrangements clashes with the relevant
Biological Weapons Convention have made steady progresgernational legal instruments. What is even worse is that
The Model Protocol Additional to Safeguards Agreementiey will continue to impede the social and economic
between State(s) has been concluded. The Conferencedemelopment of all countries, the developing countries in
Disarmament in Geneva is considering in a serious apdrticular.
in-depth manner a new negotiation agenda.
What is most serious is that some countries, under the
Nonetheless, peace has not prevailed in the world. Theetext of preventing proliferation, interfere in and block the
cold-war mentality still exists. Hegemonism and powdegitimate and normal economic and technological
politics continue to threaten world peace and stabilitexchanges of countries, particularly the developing
Attempts to interfere under various excuses in the internabuntries. They have even adopted double standards. On the
affairs of other countries, expand military blocs andne hand, they exert pressure and even impose or threaten
strengthen military alliances, as well as research @oimpose sanctions against other countries under the name
development and the deployment of missile defence systeaisnon-proliferation. On the other hand, they themselves
which negatively affect strategic security and stability, anehgage in massive sales of advanced weapons and
the proliferation of these systems to other countries aeduipment to sensitive regions, infringing upon the national
regions, are not conducive to the maintenance ebvereignty of other countries and damaging regional peace
international peace and security. They also run counterdad stability.
the international trend towards peace, cooperation and
development. The Chinese Government adheres to Mr. Deng
Xiaoping's thinking on diplomatic endeavours and firmly
The Chinese delegation is of the view that with thpursues an independent foreign policy of peace. China
further progress in international arms control andetermines its position and policy on international affairs on
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the merits of each case, by proceeding from thabides by the provisions of the international treaties to
fundamental interests of the people of China and of thwhich it is a State party.
world as a whole. China will never yield to any outside
pressure or enter into an alliance with any big Power or China adheres to three principles on nuclear export:
group of countries, nor will it establish any military bloc first, the export should be used exclusively for peaceful
participate in the arms race or seek military expansiopurposes; secondly, the export should be subject to the
China is a staunch force safeguarding world peace asafeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency
regional stability. (IAEA); and thirdly, the export should not be transferred to
a third country without China’s consent. China does not
China has all along advocated genuine disarmamentptovide assistance to nuclear facilities not subject to the
stood for the complete prohibition and thorough destructidAEA safeguards. In September this year, the Chinese
of nuclear, biological and chemical weapons, the prohibiticBovernment promulgated the regulations on nuclear export
of the development of outer space weapons, and tbentrol and has applied for membership in the Zangger
reduction of conventional weapons to a rational level. Committee.

At the fifteenth National Congress of the Communist  China attaches importance to the control and
Party of China, held last month, General Secretary Jiantanagement of the trade in sensitive chemicals. It has
Zemin announced that on the basis of the reduction offdrmulated a number of regulations and lists of chemicals
million troops in the 1980s, China would further reduce itsn accordance with the relevant international conventions.
military forces by 500,000 troops within the next three
years. This is another significant and concrete disarmament Everybody is talking about the issue of a total ban of
step taken by the Chinese Government unilaterally. anti-personnel landmines. Is this issue more important than

the complete prohibition of nuclear weapons and outer

As a State Party to the NPT, China faithfully fulfils itsspace weapons? That remains an open question. However,
obligation under the Treaty. As a nuclear-weapon Stateshould like to take this opportunity to elaborate the views
China was the first to sign the CTBT, after the host countiyf the Chinese delegation on the issue of anti-personnel
of the United Nations, and patrticipated in an active andndmines.
responsible manner in the preparatory work for the Treaty's
entry into force. Since the first day of its possession of China has taken a constructive and realistic attitude in
nuclear weapons, China has undertaken not to be the fifs¢ negotiation and conclusion of the amendment to the
to use nuclear weapons at any time or under amgndmines Protocol and is considering ratifying the Protocol
circumstances, and China is the only nuclear-weapon Statean early date. In April last year, China undertook to
which has undertaken unconditionally not to use or threatenplement a moratorium on its export of anti-personnel
to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon Stdaesimines, which do not conform to the technical criteria
or nuclear-weapon-free zones. It has consistently supportamhtained in the amended Protocol before its entry into
the efforts to establish nuclear-weapon-free zones FByrce. China has also done a lot of work in mine-clearance
agreements freely arrived at among the States concerneahd has provided demining assistance to other developing

countries.

China ratified the Chemical Weapons Convention in
April this year. To date, China has received two initial  The Chinese delegation holds that the anti-personnel
inspections by the Organization for the Prohibition ofandmine is a weapon of a purely defensive nature and that
Chemical Weapons. the humanitarian concerns surrounding it arise exclusively

for two reasons: the shortcomings of old-type anti-personnel

China has fully implemented its obligations under thteandmines and their indiscriminate use, and inadequate post-
Biological Weapons Convention, and is activelonflict demining efforts. The elimination of civilian
participating in the negotiations on enhancing theasualties should be our sole objective. The fundamental
effectiveness of the Convention. way to achieve that objective should be to clear the old-type

anti-personnel landmines sown in the past, rectify their

China actively supports the international nonshortcomings and ban the further use of that type of
proliferation efforts, resolutely opposes the proliferation dandmine.
nuclear, biological and chemical weapons, and strictly
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China is in favour of imposing strict and feasibleof the twenty-first century, we now face an historic choice
restrictions on anti-personnel landmines and their use, wils to what kind of a world we should bring to the new
a view to achieving the objective of an ultimate ban in aentury. The Chinese delegation holds that the international
step-by-step manner. In order to meet its legitimate defencemmunity should work to establish a just and rational new
requirements, China cannot but reserve its legitimate riginternational political and economic order to ensure global
to use anti-personnel landmines on its own territories befasad regional security. Such security should be based on
alternative means are found and defensive capabilitivecessary political and economic conditions and should
established. China can only accept an internationaave practical means to be achieved.
agreement on anti-personnel landmines that fully
accommodates its aforementioned security concerns. It is the view of the Chinese delegation that, as a

political prerequisite for security, all countries should

China has always pursued an independent foreigiserve the purposes and principles of the United Nations
policy of peace. It has never engaged in overse&harter as well as the five principles of mutual respect for
aggression, nor does it have any intention of usimgpvereignty and territorial integrity, mutual non-aggression,
landmines in other countries. Should China use antion-interference in each other’s internal affairs, equality and
personnel landmines in legitimate circumstances, it woutdutual benefit, and peaceful coexistence. Each country has
be entirely for the purpose of defending against foreigihe right to choose a development path according to its own
military intervention and aggression, safeguarding itsational conditions. No country should interfere in the
national unification and territorial integrity, and ensuring @nternal affairs of other countries on any grounds
peaceful life for its own people. whatsoever, nor should any country or group of countries

seek absolute security by compromising the security of

We have noted that some countries recently concludethers.

a convention in Oslo on the total ban of anti-personnel
landmines. China respects their sovereign choice and As the economic basis of security, all countries and
understands their humanitarian concerns. Meanwhile, Chiregions should, on the basis of equality and mutual benefit,
maintains that, in addressing the issue of anti-personmebmote trade, economic and technological cooperation and
landmines, both the humanitarian concerns and tleientific and cultural exchanges among themselves, with a
legitimate security requirements of the countries concernew to narrowing the gap between the rich and the poor
have to be taken into account. In the final analysis, securiynd achieving common prosperity and development.
itself is an important aspect of humanitarian concerns.

As a practical way to achieve global and regional

On 26 June this year, the Chinese delegation to tkecurity and to maintain the world peace, all countries
Conference on Disarmament comprehensively elaborated gitmuld strengthen consultation and cooperation in the field
position of the Chinese Government on the issue of antf security, increase mutual understanding and trust, and
personnel landmines. For the information of theeek to settle their differences and disputes by peaceful
Committee’s members, and especially those that are moeans.
members of the Conference on Disarmament, we have made
available a few copies of that statement on the table near International arms control and disarmament are closely
the entrance of the room. However, | should like to poinelated to security and should be mutually reinforcing. We
out that, since there have been certain new developmetiterefore maintain that, first, international arms control and
since 26 June, the Chinese delegation needs to considisarmament should reinforce the security of countries
further whether and how the Conference on Disarmameanstead of weakening and undermining it. The focus of
should address the issue of anti-personnel landmines. Wternational arms control and disarmament should be on
are prepared to hear the views of other delegations on thi®se issues with significant influence on international peace
matter. and security.

I should now like to turn to the issue of international Secondly, the international community should continue
security. The two world wars in the first half of theto advance the process of multilateral arms control and
twentieth century plunged mankind into unprecedentetisarmament. The existing international arms control and
havoc. The cold war, which lasted for more than foudisarmament treaties should be further universalized and
decades in the latter half of this century, kept humanityeir faithful implementation and complete adherence by
under the dark shadow of the threat of war. With the adve8tates parties ensured. Efforts should be made to create
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conditions conducive to the negotiation and conclusion afiake persistent efforts in that direction, since if we hesitate
new treaties through the multilateral negotiating mechanisros the road before us we may land back where we started.
with broad representation.
Russia’s main priority is still the establishment of a

Thirdly, it is necessary to prevent a small number ahultipolar world free from blocs. One of the most
countries taking advantage of their advanced militarsignificant success stories, if we look beyond Europe, has
technology and economic power to seek their absoluteen the signing of the Founding Act on Mutual Relations,
security and military superiority over others while theyCooperation and Security between the North Atlantic Treaty
focus the target of disarmament on the developing countri@sganization and the Russian Federation in Paris in May.
and deprive them of their legitimate right and means dthis was made possible by the fact that the leaders of the
self-defence. major countries of Europe and North America, in the

current difficult situation, have shown the political will to

Fourthly, the countries with the largest and mosiccommodate mutual interests and find compromise
sophisticated conventional and nuclear arsenals shostuutions designed to keep the world from returning to
continue to bear special responsibility for disarmament. confrontation.

Finally, the existing discriminatory and exclusive We continue consistently to oppose the expansion of
export control mechanisms and arrangements should the North Atlantic Alliance as an outdated and, hence,
overhauled and rectified. A fair and rational internationalounter-productive policy direction. However, we are
non-proliferation system should be established througlombining this strong position with strenuous efforts
negotiations, with the participation of all countrieeffectively to turn the hidebound structures of the bloc
concerned. Parties to the relevant international legsystem into an integral part of a pan-European and universal
instruments should utilize the procedures provided in thesecurity system. It is particularly important today to prevent
instruments, including dialogue and cooperation, to addrassw divisions from emerging in Europe. We are ready to go
any concern related to proliferation and to achieve thdown our part of the road. As the Committee knows, in
common objective of international non-proliferation. NdMay the President of Russia came up with an initiative
country has the right to impose its own domestic laws omhereby Russian nuclear systems would no longer be
the international community, nor should it impose otargeted at NATO countries. We have kept our promise.
threaten to impose sanctions at will.

Two major accomplishments in recent years have

China will continue to cooperate with all countries anghaved the way for a major breakthrough in the field of
make its due contribution to the further promotion of thenultilateral arms control and disarmament — the indefinite
international disarmament process to ensure the next centexgension of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
a peaceful and tranquil centenary. Weapons (NPT) in 1995; and the conclusion of the

Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. The latter has

Mr. Lukin (Russian Federation)nterpretation from already been signed by more than 140 States. We are
Russiai: First, Sir, allow me to congratulate you on yourconvinced that this instrument, which frees humankind from
election to the responsible post of Chairman of the Firgte threat of any nuclear explosion, will effectively
Committee and wish you success in your lofty task. It goe®ntribute to strengthening the non-proliferation regime and
without saying that you can rely on the cooperation of theill be an effective obstacle to qualitative improvements in
Russian delegation in fulfilling the tasks before you. nuclear arsenals.

The cold war is a thing of the past, and the post- It is extremely important now to make this agreement
confrontation world is gradually becoming multipolartruly universal. We hope that all countries, including those
Thanks to our joint efforts, the process of disarmamentjth the capability to develop nuclear weapons and whose
particularly nuclear disarmament, continues to develogpignature is of major importance for the entry into force of
despite many difficulties and problems. These positivthis historic agreement, will sign the Treaty.
trends are clearly particularly important in terms of the
fruitful work of the First Committee. On the other hand, Russia welcomes the results of this year’s first session
because of the contradictions and transitional nature of tok the Preparatory Committee of the NPT Review
world today, the international community must continue t€onference. We attach paramount importance to a

comprehensive and objective review of the Treaty that is
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one of the cornerstones of the global security system and The 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic
the development of international cooperation. W#lissile Systems (ABM) is of paramount importance to
particularly appreciate the fact that the Preparatonuclear disarmament as a key element of strategic stability
Committee began discussing substantive issues right at #rel a prerequisite for further reductions in strategic
outset and even reached a consensus agreement ooffensive arms. In this regard, | would like to note with
number of important elements that can form the basis for gatisfaction the substantial progress made in resolving the
recommendations on those issues. We support tissue of strengthening this Treaty, namely, the recent
continuation of this work. signing in New York of the package of agreements on
demarcation between strategic and non-strategic ABM
We have repeatedly expressed our willingness to woslystems. The agreements, which were jointly drawn up by
consistently with other nuclear-weapon States to encourdgessia, the United States, Belarus, Kazakhstan and Ukraine,
all members of the “nuclear club” to reduce their nucleaeaffirm our States’ commitment to the ABM Treaty, and
arsenals and ultimately to eliminate them. their determination to prevent it from being circumvented
and preserve the positive impact the Treaty has on strategic
| would like once again to recall the proposals of thetability and security. These agreements offer new
Russian President to ensure that nuclear arsenals apportunities for Russia and the United States to work
stationed only on the territory of nuclear-weapon Powerggether to attain the goal set by the Presidents of the two
Russia, for its part, has resolved this problem. loountriesin Helsinki — to reduce the two countries’ nuclear
cooperation with Belarus, Kazakhstan and Ukraine, tlveeapons to 80 per cent below the cold-war level.
nuclear weapons that remained on their territory after the
demise of the former Union of Soviet Socialist Republics  Furthermore, in accordance with the Russian-American
have been withdrawn to the Russian Federation with a vieagreement, the work of experts on the START Il Treaty
to eliminating them. will be continued, while full-scale START Il negotiations,
as was decided at the Helsinki Summit, will commence
We feel that the Conference on Disarmament shouichmediately after the START Il Treaty enters into force.
begin negotiations on a multilateral convention on th#/e expect this work to produce early and tangible results.
prohibition of the production of fissile materials for nucleaihe Russian Parliament closely links the ratification of the
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. It is high tin®TART Il Treaty with specific and visible progress towards
for such a convention in the field of nuclear nonthe conclusion of the START Il Treaty.
proliferation and disarmament. As early as 1993 the General
Assembly reached consensus on drafting and concluding We are convinced that the establishment of
such a convention. The Conference on Disarmament hHaternationally recognized nuclear-weapon-free zones in
adopted a mandate for the respective negotiations aratious parts of the world contributes significantly to the
established a special negotiating body. We are convincedhancement of stability and security, and also promotes the
that it is time to activate this mechanism. narrowing of the sphere of nuclear preparations.

As is well-known, Russia has already stopped We support, in particular, the ideas of our Belorussian
producing weapons-grade uranium. A national programma@d Ukrainian friends concerning the establishment of a
to stop the production of weapons-grade plutonium will beuclear-weapon-free zone in Central and Eastern Europe.
implemented by 1998.

Russia’s position remains unchanged concerning the

A new initiative put forward by President Boris Yeltsinrequirement that the rules of international law be strictly
in his address to delegates at the anniversary session ofdbserved in negotiating nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties.
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) General
Conference is yet further proof that we are as good as our Russia advocates that mankind be fully liberated from
word. The decision gradually to remove up to 500 tons difie threat of chemical weapons. We welcome the entry into
highly enriched uranium and up to 50 tons of weapongerce last April of the Convention on the prohibition and
grade plutonium from nuclear military programmes is adestruction of these barbaric weapons of mass destruction.
effective contribution by Russia to ensuring that nucledthe Convention has been submitted to the State Duma for
disarmament is irreversible. ratification. The Duma is now actively engaged in work

aimed at the ratification of this important international
agreement. In its appeal [A/52/137, annex Il] to the
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Conference of States Parties to the Convention, the Duiisathe Conference on Disarmament, where it is possible to
stated its intention to complete the ratification processarry out an in-depth study and discussion of the entire set
possibly this autumn. | hope this will be done in the nearest respective problems, including from the standpoint of

future. Although the Duma is still debating this issue, | catheir impact on the strengthening the security of interested
assure the Committee that Russia will not stay outside tB¢ates and international security in general. This, as
international community’s efforts to get rid of chemicakxperience has shown, is a difficult task to accomplish on
weapons. the “fast track” of a short-term diplomatic process.

Russia continues to support proposals aimed at the We in Russia positively assess the results of the work
strengthening of the regime of the Biological Weaponsn the adaptation of the Treaty on Conventional Armed
Convention (BWC) through the establishment of it§orces in Europe (CFE). We are pleased to note that it has
verification mechanism. We would like the negotiations ohecome possible to a great extent to implement the Russian-
this issue to result in the creation of a system to veriffimerican agreements in this respect reached in Helsinki and
compliance with the Convention that would be reliable, n@enver. The adopted document defines the areas of accord
burdensome, and based on objective criteria. It is importaartd sets the major directions for further work. What is
that as a result of this work the Convention be strengthenéahportant is that it draws the basic contours of the future
but not revised. conventional armaments verification regime in Europe in a

new geopolitical environment. Now we have to maintain

Russians share and understand the sufferings of peoai®l increase the momentum of the negotiations in Vienna
in many parts of the world who become victims ofaind get on with them without wasting time.
dangerous landmines. Over a hundred thousand explosive
devices are detected and destroyed annually in the territory We are pursuing a consistent policy of enhancing
of Russia, and the direct costs of these operations excaehsparency in armaments. Since 1993 we have been
$25 million dollars per year. submitting our data on a regular basis to the United Nations

Register of Conventional Arms. We consider that ensuring

Speaking in Strasbourg at the end of last weekhe widest possible participation of United Nations Member
Russia’s President reaffirmed our positive attitude, iStates in the operation of this important instrument is one
principle, to signing a convention banning anti-personnef the major tasks of the day.
landmines, once the necessary conditions have been created.

This will undoubtedly happen in coordination with other In conclusion, | would like to say a few words about

interested countries and with due regard for all objectitbe mechanism for discussing disarmament issues in the

circumstances. United Nations and conducting multilateral negotiations in
this field. | think many members would agree that this year

The Russian Federation is in favour of making graduale are faced with a certain deviation in the multilateral
progress towards this goal, which should include a humbeegotiating process. The problem is not only the Conference
of agreed time stages, while viable alternatives to this tyjpm Disarmament, which, due to a whole number of linkages
of defensive weapon are developed. As we see it, the masisted upon by various countries, failed to commence
tasks at this stage are to bring into force the new Protoandgotiations on the prohibition of the production of fissile
I on mines to the 1980 Convention on inhumane weaponsaterials and landmines this year.
ensure the broadest possible participation in it of members
of the world community and see that there is strict Whatis even more disappointing is that there are those
observance of the norms and standards it provides. Thiko attempt to make use of these difficulties to undermine
document is based on a careful balance of the intereststloé role of the Conference as the sole multilateral
States, taking into account their actual capabilities, securitggotiating forum on disarmament, and to take a “fast
interests and self-defence needs. track” of special forums, which, as experience has shown,

is not capable of taking into account the security interests

We clearly understand and in many respects share thieall countries. We are against such a cutting of corners.
humanitarian focus of the efforts to prohibit anti-personn&/e are convinced that only patient work within the
landmines. However, a hasty prohibition of landmines n@onference on Disarmament can lead to such achievements
accompanied by measures to strengthen stability, could hassthe Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,
a negative impact, including on anti-terrorist activities. Ththe Convention on the prohibition of biological and toxin
proper forum for the discussion of the subject of landmineseapons, the Convention on the prohibition of chemical
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weapons, the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty a@ndgtance, with logistic equipment in support of lengthy
the many other important international agreementeployment overseas.
elaborated in this forum. We think it important that the
General Assembly reaffirm the role of the Conference on What we witness in our region is an increase in
Disarmament this year. | think that the United Nationmilitary cooperation between neighbouring countries. Today,
Secretariat should also organize its work in such a way as we speak, units of the armies of Argentina, Brazil and
to give this forum the attention it deserves. Uruguay, and observers from Paraguay, are undertaking the
second Southern Cross Operation, a simulation of a field
In conclusion, | would like to state that the newpeacekeeping operation, that will be inspected on 16
democratic Russia remains committed to the great causeQuftober by the Presidents of Brazil and Uruguay. This
disarmament, and is willing to work hard to unravel theperation is evidence of the increased confidence that the
most intricate knots with a view to liberating mankind fronprocess of integration has brought to our region.
excessive weapons threatening the very existence of our
planet. Latin American military expenditures are the lowest in
the world in per capita terms. On other continents however,
Mr. Amorim (Brazil): | would like to express my where the average spending is already much higher, some
satisfaction at seeing you, Sir, a distinguished representato@intries that are members of military alliances are being
of Botswana, as Chairman of the First Committee. It hagged to upgrade their inventory, modernize their armed
often been a pleasure working together with Botswana farces, make their equipment compatible with that of their
multilateral forums, not only because chance has madealbes, and, in brief, to rearm and spend more. This is a
alphabetical neighbours, but also because Botswana has, tiégrettable tendency that we feel should be discouraged.
Brazil, been a country whose actions are directed to
furthering the cause of peace and international security. Despite the progress we have witnessed, we should not
remain silent with regard to a worrisome situation, namely,
| also want to pay tribute to Ambassador Sychou dhe unlimited development of non-conventional, non-
Belarus for the effective way in which he led thenuclear, new forms of armament that threaten the
Committee at the fifty-first session. international community’s reiterated disarmament goals. We
believe that some caution should be exercised. Self-restraint
During the current year we have witnessed soms necessary in order to avoid a new arms race in
progress in the area of disarmament. Perhaps the mesphisticated weaponry between the great military Powers.
important development was the Oslo Diplomatic
Conference, which adopted the text of a Convention on the In this pursuit of limiting the development of new
prohibition of anti-personnel landmines. Brazil is committedieapons, it is also essential to strengthen the prohibition
to the Ottawa process and intends to sign the anti-personregiimes established by the Conventions on biological and
landmine Convention in December. chemical weapons. We are confident that the Organization
for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, under the able
It is important to note the close cooperation betweettirection of the Brazilian Director-General, Ambassador
Latin American countries during the Ottawa process, ydbse Mauricio Bustani, will continue to make strides
another sign that our region enjoys conditions favourable towards the full implementation of the Chemical Weapons
harmony and peace. Convention. In this regard, we welcome the assurance by
President Boris Yeltsin that the Russian Federation remains
As Brazil's Minister of External Relations, committed to the ratification of the Convention as soon as
Ambassador Luiz Felipe Lampreia, affirmed in higpossible.
statement to the General Assembly, the agenda of the Latin
American and Caribbean countries is focused on the process Since we met last year Brazil has undertaken a number
of regional integration and on the development of eveof initiatives relevant to the First Committee’s deliberations.
closer links between our societies. Defence procurement@m 7 November 1996 the Brazilian Government presented
our region aims basically at the replacement of obsolete the nation a new national defence policy. | would like to
equipment. Frequently, even effective participation iemphasize some of its principles and goals. The new
United Nations peacekeeping operations requires somational defence policy is intendeitter alia,
increase in military-related spending, such as is the case, for
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“to contribute actively to the establishment of amhe Treaty was conceived in the 1960s as a temporary
international order based on the rule of law that wilsolution to the problem of nuclear proliferation, which could
provide regional and universal peace and theave led to increasing numbers of nuclear-armed countries
sustainable development of mankind; and multiplication of the risks of nuclear confrontation.
Along with many other countries, Brazil stressed then that
“to promote Brazil's stance in favour of globalthe nuclear-arms race was not compatible with article VI of
disarmament, conditioned on the destruction of nucletirat Treaty.
arsenals and other weapons of mass destruction, in a
multilaterally negotiated process; Developments in the past decade, since the 1987
Treaty on intermediate-range nuclear forces between the
“to take part in international peacekeeping operationglnited States and the Soviet Union, have both reflected and
accelerated change in this scenario. Nuclear weapons, once
“to work towards the maintenance of a peaceful ancbnsidered a cornerstone of security for military alliances,
cooperative environment along national borders and &we increasingly seen as a source of unnecessary risk and
contribute to solidarity in Latin America and the Southexpense. Enlightened public opinion in the nuclear-weapon
Atlantic”. States is coming to consider them an embarrassment.

A most significant decision in connection with International public opinion increasingly realizes, first,
disarmament and non-proliferation was taken on 20 Junetbft nuclear weapons have no military utility other than —
this year by President Fernando Henrique Cardoso, wheerhaps — to deter other nuclear weapons, and, secondly,
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weaponthat a world in which nuclear arsenals are sharply reduced
(NPT) was submitted to the Brazilian Congress foand eventually eliminated will be safer for all.
approval.

From its position of authority in the international

The Brazilian position on nuclear disarmament is welystem, the International Court of Justice has delivered a
known. The option of acquiring nuclear weapons wadear Advisory Opinion denying legal legitimacy to atomic
renounced long ago. Brazil actively participated in theveaponry. Further, the Court concluded that there exists an
negotiation of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nucleaobligation to pursue in good faith and bring to a conclusion
Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean — the Treatggotiations leading to nuclear disarmament in all its
of Tlatelolco. Later, the Congress decided to include in thespects, under strict and effective international control.
Constitution of 1988 additional prohibition clauses regarding
such weapons. Indeed, Brazil is one of the few countries in  In the more practical realm of national defence needs,
the world that has such a prohibition inscribed in itthe campaign led in this country by Generals Lee Butler and
Constitution. Andrew Goodpaster has done as much against claims of

military utility. Their positions support the conclusions

The same renunciation has been reaffirmed in otherached two years ago by the Canberra Commission, to
legally binding international instruments, namely, thahich | had the honour to belong. After examining the
bilateral agreement on nuclear cooperation with Argentinguestion of the possible usefulness of nuclear weapons, the
the Quadripartite Safeguards Agreement, to which tl&ommission reached the unanimous conclusion that nuclear
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) is a party, andweapons diminished the security of all States, including
recently, the entry into force of the amendments to thetates that possess them. The sole way out of the present
Treaty of Tlatelolco. and unacceptable situation is to take progressive steps that

will lead to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.

In acceding to the NPT, Brazil intends to contribute
further to the cause of non-proliferation and nuclear In spite of the solemn commitments accepted under the
disarmament. As President Cardoso stated in his messagBi®l, some still argue that the prohibition of nuclear
the Brazilian Congress, Brazil knows: weapons is unfeasible. This should not be so, and indeed it

is not so. A recent report of the United States National

“the NPT by itself does not represent a definitivédcademy of Sciences notes that what is unthinkable is the

solution to the problem of nuclear weapons.” possibility that the current unstable situation can be left

unattended without major risks to our own and future
generations.
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The draft resolution that Brazil and a group of like-our goal of a nuclear-weapon-free world, prohibition of the
minded countries intend to submit this year on a nuclegrroduction of weapons of mass destruction, and general
weapon-free southern hemisphere, focusing on tkhésarmament.
promotion of cooperation between the four nuclear-free
zones for the shared goals of nuclear non-proliferation and The international community last year hailed the
disarmament, is a step in that direction. We expect tmoption of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.
consult with all interested delegations in the coming weeldy country, Fiji, was among the first to sign the Treaty and
with a view to achieving broad support for that draft.  was also the first to ratify it. In the interest of lasting peace

and security on our planet and in the interest of all

One of the major challenges of our time is tamankind, we would urge all States which have not done so
effectively eliminate nuclear weapons. We see the NPT, tget to sign and ratify the Treaty. The Treaty will be
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, the four nucleameaningless, however, unless we pursue the rapid and
weapon-free zone Treaties of Tlatelolco, Rarotongppsitive implementation of its provisions. We therefore
Bangkok and Pelindaba and the recognition of a nucleateplore the recent announcement by one nuclear-weapon
weapon-free southern hemisphere as steps towards the @iate that it will conduct a series of “sub-critical”
of freeing mankind from the nightmare of nucleaunderground nuclear tests, which, in our view, represent a
destruction. blatant disregard of the expressed concerns of the

international community.

A world free from nuclear weapons: that is the stand
that Brazil will continue to defend here in the First In the final analysis, the CTBT, the NPT and the
Committee, at the Conference on Disarmament angstablishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones are only steps
hopefully soon, in the Review Conference of the NPT to lferward. We must aim at, we must work towards and we
held in the year 2000. must have the political will to agree to, the creation of a

nuclear-weapon-free world.

Mr. Bune (Fiji): The Fiji delegation is pleased to see
you, Sir, presiding over this Committee, and we would like  The Fiji delegation calls on all nuclear-weapon States
to join the previous speakers in congratulating you and th@ end the production of nuclear weapons, to end the
other members of the Bureau on your election. We wish stockpiling of nuclear weapons, and to destroy current
assure you of our full cooperation during your tenure aftockpiles of nuclear weapons. We also call on the
office. international community to begin negotiations as soon as

possible on a treaty for the establishment of a nuclear-

The international community has witnessed significanteapons-free world.
progress in the area of disarmament and international
security. We have moved from the pinnacle of a world It is to be regretted that the current momentum in the
holocaust to laying the foundations for disarmament amtisarmament process has been severely hampered this year
secure and lasting peace in our world. Significant advandascause of basic disagreements in Geneva over the work
have been made in the establishment and consolidationppbgramme of the Conference on Disarmament. We urge all
international legal instruments and the creation of nuclegrarties, especially the nuclear-weapon and non-nuclear-
weapon-free zones. We have seen the signing of theapon States, to do their utmost to quickly reach
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT). We hawegreement on the work programme, as the continuing
witnessed the indefinite extension of the Treaty on the Noimpasse will expose this single multilateral negotiating
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT). We have seen tli@rum on disarmament to further risks of its being stepped
establishment of the African nuclear-weapon-free zone ander, as proved by the recent agreements reached on the
efforts to establish a zone in South-East Asia, which wiCTBT and anti-personnel landmines.
add to similar zones in other parts of the world. The
Chemical Weapons Convention has come into force, and The Chemical Weapons Convention has now come
efforts are being made to strengthen the prohibition againsto force, and the international community should work
biological weapons. There has been recent progress in theards ensuring its full implementation. We call on all
effort to reduce and eliminate landmines. States that produce or have the capability to produce

chemical weapons to sign and ratify the Convention.

We have indeed made significant progress towards
disarmament, but we still have a long way to go to achieve
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The Convention on the Prohibition of the The inability of international organizations to respond
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriologicajuickly to conflict situations clearly indicates that the
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destructiomternational community is ill-prepared to deal with intra-
remains an academic document. The Fiji delegation urg8tate conflicts and is generally inclined to manage conflicts
the international community to move with greater speed tather than to prevent them. The Fiji delegation therefore
conclude a verification protocol. renews its call for the establishment of a permanent

mechanism or unit of preventive diplomacy that can respond

The Convention on the Prohibition of the Usepromptly, positively and peacefully to potential conflicts and
Stockpiling, Production and Transfer of Anti-Personneghreats of genocide. Such a unit or mechanism should have
Mines and on Their Destruction, negotiated at théhe capacity to receive, collate, analyse and interpret
Diplomatic Conference in Oslo last month, is a significarihtelligence information and reports, with a view to early
advance in the collaborative efforts of the internationaletection of potential conflicts, and early reaction to
community and civil society in the area of disarmamenmninimize, contain and resolve such conflicts, in
The Convention is a recognition that anti-personnebllaboration with relevant Member States.
landmines are an abhorrence in our civilization today and
must be totally prohibited. Now that a Convention has been  Fiji warmly welcomes and supports the proposal by the
produced, we must act to sign and ratify it in order to givEecretary-General, contained in his report on the reform of
it and its provisions validity. Fiji looks forward to signingthe United Nations, to set up a new United Nations
the Convention in Ottawa on 3 December 1997. We call ddepartment for Disarmament and Arms Regulation in New
major Powers, in particular the United States and China, York. For a small island developing State like Fiji, given
demonstrate their global leadership role by joining the redte concomitant budget constraints, strengthening the
of the international community in signing the treaty. coordinating role here in New York would have cost

benefits and be most useful in a number of other ways. But,

The international community must now cooperate andost important, we believe that the decision to reconstitute
collaborate with great speed to remove the millions dhe Centre for Disarmament Affairs into a revitalized
landmines that are planted in many parts of our world. Department of Disarmament and Arms Regulation at United

Nations Headquarters is long overdue and reflects the

The production and transfer of fissile materials for thdetermination of the majority of Member States to place the
manufacture of nuclear weapons pose a threat to our effagsue of disarmament at the centre of United Nations
for nuclear-weapons disarmament. The Fiji delegation caliencerns.
for the establishment of a fissile-material inventory and for
the negotiation and conclusion of a fissile-material cut-off ~We also welcome and support the proposal to review
treaty. the work of the United Nations Disarmament Commission

and this Committee with a view to updating, rationalizing

As far as conventional weapons are concerned, Fghd streamlining their work.
calls for the implementation of the United Nations Register
of Conventional Arms. In conclusion, | wish to emphasize that it behoves us

all, individually and collectively, to move from a culture of

While the world may have progressed from the brinkonflict to a culture of peace and international security, for
of a possible Third World War during the cold-war era, théhe benefit of all mankind.
increasing number of intra-State conflicts now constitute the
most pressing threat to international peace and security. Mr. Garcia (Colombia) (nterpretation from Spanigh
These intra-State conflicts not only give rise to large-scaly delegation wishes to begin by conveying to you, Sir, its
displacement of persons and genocide, but also cawsarmest congratulations on your assumption of the
massive transboundary refugee flows which impact severa&lgairmanship of the First Committee. We feel certain that
on the social and economic relations within receivingnder your able leadership our deliberations will be
countries throughout the North and South. We therefoseiccessful. You may count on our full cooperation in
welcome and support current efforts aimed at promotirgpntributing to the achievement of this goal.
confidence-building measures at regional and subregional
levels in order to ease tensions and conflicts, especially in My delegation would like to take this opportunity to
the Balkans and in Central Africa. express our sincere appreciation to Ambassador Alyaksandr
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Sychou for his able leadership of the Committee during thntarctic Treaty and the Treaties of Tlatelolco, Rarotonga,
fifty-first session of the General Assembly. Pelindaba and Bangkok, of nuclear-weapon-free zones.
These include initiatives put forward by Kazakhstan,
At the outset, my delegation wishes to express its fulyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan for
support for the agreements reached on disarmament isstiesestablishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in Central
by the Ministers for Foreign Affairs and heads of delegatioAsia, and another by Mongolia for the creation of a nuclear-
of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries at their meetingreapon-free zone in that country.
held on 25 September 1997.
My country supports the initiatives aimed at freeing
The most significant events of the past year on mattettse southern hemisphere of nuclear weapons. It supports
within the purview of the First Committee include thealso the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
following: first, the entry into force last April of the Middle East, in accordance with the relevant resolutions of
Chemical Weapons Convention, to which more than 108e General Assembly.
States are parties; secondly, the holding of the first meeting
of the Preparatory Committee for the 2000 Review Of concern is the fact that last year, for the first time
Conference of the States Parties to the Treaty on the Ndn- recent years, arms sales increased. The arms race
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT); thirdly, the factonsumes many of the resources that could otherwise be
that, following the first anniversary of its opening fordevoted to the economic and social development of the
signature, the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treatgveloping countries.
(CTBT) now has more than 148 signatory States; and
fourthly, the encouraging progress made with respect to the My delegation considers the work of the Panel of
negotiations on and the adoption of the text of th&overnmental Experts on Small Arms to be of major
Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpilingimportance and wishes to highlight its recommendations
Production and Transfer of Anti-Personnel Mines and amimed at preventing the excessive accumulation and the
Their Destruction. transfer of small arms and light weapons in certain regions
of the world.
We must acknowledge certain troublesome facts,
however,inter alia, the state of virtual paralysis of the The Panel stressed the need for all States to implement
Conference on Disarmament. Nor have we to date notdte recommendations contained in the guidelines for
any significant steps in the direction indicated by thaternational arms transfers in the context of General
International Court of Justice in its advisory opinion on thAssembly resolution 46/36 H of 6 December 1991, adopted
“Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons”, witthy the Disarmament Commission in 1996. It also
respect to the obligation to pursue in good faith and brirgmphasized that all States and the relevant regional and
to a conclusion negotiations leading to nuclear disarmamenternational organizations should intensify their cooperation
in all its aspects under strict and effective internationaifforts to combat all aspects of illicit trafficking, and that
control, in accordance with article VI of the Treaty on théhe United Nations should encourage the adoption and
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. If no substantivenplementation of regional and subregional moratoriums,
progress is made in this regard, the credibility of the NPWhere appropriate, on the transfer and manufacture of small
will be weakened, along with its potential for universalityarms and light weapons. Finally, the Panel recommended
that the United Nations consider the possibility of
My delegation supports the establishment within theonvening an international conference on the illicit arms
Conference on Disarmament of an ad hoc committee tade in all its aspects, in order to tackle the issues
begin negotiations on a phased programme for nucladentified in the report that was submitted.
disarmament and the elimination of nuclear weapons within
a specified time-frame. Likewise, we reiterate our support My delegation notes with particular interest the
for the proposed programme of action for nuclegsroposals put forward during the Bamako conference, held
disarmament in accordance with the criteria set forth by tle November 1996, on a moratorium on the import, export
Group of 21 within the framework of the Conference omand manufacture of light weapons. We also noted with
Disarmament. interest the ministerial-level consultations that resulted in
the adoption of a document on the declaration of a
We note also the emergence of important initiativesoratorium, including the establishment of a mechanism
similar to those that resulted in the establishment, by thk@own as the programme for coordination and assistance on
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disarmament and security. These initiatives could be taken Since these are relevant issues on our agenda, we are
into consideration in other regions of the world, particularlyilling to continue this open and constructive dialogue on
in areas of conflict, and the moratoriums extended to othtre work of the First Committee and the Disarmament
weapons, including high-technology ones. That waSommission with a view to enabling those bodies to play
precisely the framework in which the President ofheir proper role in the work of the Organization.
Colombia, Mr. Ernesto Samper Pizano, formulated the idea
on that issue that he presented to the General Assembly on The Chairman: | call on the observer of Switzerland.
25 September last.
Mr. Hofer (Switzerland)ipterpretation from French
We take note of the report on the operation and furthécongratulate you, Sir, on your election to the chairmanship
development of the United Nations Register of Conventionaf the First Committee at the fifty-second session, and to
Arms and of the work of the Group of Governmentahssure you of the full support of the Swiss delegation. Your
Experts in this area. We believe that the Arms Registassumption of the chairmanship as the representative of an
would better achieve its goal as a confidence-buildingfrican country comes at an auspicious time, for the
measure if its scope were extended to other weapowsuntries of your continent have played an important,
including light weapons. Furthermore, it should not bandeed decisive, role on the issue of conventional weapons,
limited to information on imports and exports but shouldpecifically in the fight against anti-personnel landmines.
incorporate data on manufacturing and on existing/e are thus gratified to be able to cooperate with you here.
stockpiles.
As we assess developments in the sphere of
We fully agree with the Secretary-General’s view thalisarmament since the fifty-first session and as we seek to
for the Register to fulfil its potential it is important not onlydecide on the strategy to adopt for the coming year, we
to increase participation in it but also to expand its scopeannot but note that we are now in a period of transition
In this regard, we regret that after considering all propos&chere ample progress is being achieved in many areas of
new categories and types of weapons to be added to th&ernational security. On the other hand, this progress is too
Register the Group of Experts could not reach agreementaften a mere stage in, or a beginning of, a negotiating
those proposals. process, because of fresh information or because of new
requirements on the part of the international community —
My delegation wishes to reiterate its support for thevhich is however unable to reach the goals it has set itself.
convening of a fourth special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament. We are convinced that On the basis of that observation, | wish to address
such a session would be the appropriate forum to stuttyee topics in my statement today: institutional questions,
future action on issues of disarmament and arms control andapons of mass destruction, and conventional weapons,
other international-security issues. We are also convincedinfluding anti-personnel landmines.
the importance of multilateralism in the process of
disarmament and of the need to guarantee full participation Turning first to institutional matters, let me take note
by all members of the international community in thef the sections on disarmament in the report of the
preparation of a fourth special session and in the sessi®acretary-General on the reform of the United Nations,
itself. We note with interest the progress in the&ontained in document A/51/950. As the Swiss Government
Disarmament Commission towards achieving agreement affirmed during the Secretary-General’s recent visit to Bern,
the objectives and agenda of a fourth special session. \Wig country fully supports the priorities and proposals set
have noted an evolution in the positions on this issue, whiclut in that report. Moreover, regarding the division of
encourages us to persevere in our active and constructi@bour between New York and Geneva, Switzerland has
participation in the search for consensus. expressed its desire that the Secretary-General of the
Conference on Disarmament should be given the necessary
Finally, my delegation wishes to welcome thdlexibility on the allocation and level of available resources
Secretary-General’s initiative to establish a Department ftr meet the needs of ongoing negotiations, including those
Disarmament and Arms Regulation. We are certain thelating to disarmament but taking place outside the
administrative reforms should allow the Secretariat tGonference on Disarmament. The Swiss authorities have
respond effectively to the disarmament priorities of Membeeaffirmed their readiness to host follow-up conferences and
States, as set out in the relevant resolutions and mandatesetings stemming from disarmament instruments entrusted,
of the General Assembly. in one way or another, to the United Nations.
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Still in the institutional context, we note with regretand implement START Il as soon as possible so as to open
that the Conference on Disarmament was unable to begip the way for later negotiations on further important
substantive negotiations at its last session. As a neeductions.
member of the Conference, we have the greatest respect for
the impressive achievements of that body, which is Finally, we are of the view that the Conference on
responsible for all the essential universal instruments in tBésarmament should devise a mechanism to enable its
sphere of disarmament. The Conference on Disarmamemtmbers to be kept up to date on new developments in the
should thus take care lest its historic baggage become tmea of nuclear disarmament, and at the same time, to be a
unwieldy and prevent it from finding rapid and effectivesolid basis for launching negotiations in a related area —
responses to future challenges. halting the production of fissile materials for military

purposes, known as the “cut-off".

In our view, then, the Conference on Disarmament
must end the phase of reorientation and deliberation and It is in this spirit that Switzerland is taking part in
return to the path of genuine negotiations based on commather activities in the nuclear sector, such as those of the
political will. If it does not do so, it will quite simply run Preparatory Committee for the Review Conference in 2000
the risk of being sidestepped by the internationalf the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
community, which would then look for other ways to reacNPT), whose second session will take place in Geneva in
its objectives in the area of international securityApril next year. We are continuing, furthermore, our active
Switzerland wants therefore to urge the Conference dmvolvement in the context of the Comprehensive Nuclear-
Disarmament early next year to take on a new identity Fest-Ban Treaty (CTBT), for whose Organization the
whose features have already been partially mapped out Provisional Technical Secretariat was established last spring
the four coordinators appointed at the last session of the Vienna. Also in the nuclear sphere, my Government
Conference. supports the efforts to extend the network of nuclear-

weapon-free zones. We welcome in particular the prospect

The paralysis in the Conference on Disarmament leadsthe establishment of such a zone in Central Asia.
me to my next subject: weapons of mass destruction,
especially nuclear weapons, widely diverging views on  While little progress has been seen — at least in the
which continue to weigh on the work of the Conferencenuclear context — we can note with pleasure that in another
The policy of Switzerland on this matter is well known. Werea important developments have taken place. Here | refer
do not believe that nuclear disarmament is an end in itsetif, negotiations in the Ad Hoc Group, under the highly
but rather a means to consolidate international security. Thiagarded leadership of Ambassador Tibor Toth of Hungary,
objective remains to be achieved, through the gradu#b, strengthen the Convention on the prohibition of
parallel establishment of stable balance at a constantliplogical weapons, especially through a protocol
diminishing level of armaments, while aiming for theestablishing a verification institution. The Fourth Review
complete, universal dismantling of nuclear weapons.  Conference for this Convention, held in Geneva at the end

of 1996, gave a new political impetus to that Group, which

This approach gives rise, in our view, to a number afow has a text which has evolved far enough — we
conclusions on the various negotiations under way. First bbpe — to be adopted during 1999. Switzerland, for its
all, we see as legitimate the efforts to open the agendapart, supports the efforts to intensify negotiations with a
the Conference on Disarmament to the question of nucleaew to conforming to this timetable.
disarmament. Those efforts seem to be based on two major
concerns, which we also share: the existence of a wish, Another encouraging development in the past year has
despite the major quantitative reductions of recent years, tmeen the entry into force of the Chemical Weapons
the retention of a mass-destruction capability that no long€opnvention. Switzerland is an active participant and is in
reflects the present state of cooperation in the securitharge of training some of the first inspectors for the new
sphere; and fear at the continued situation of inequalibrganization in The Hague. While it is gradually getting its
among members of the international community. work started, we still await ratification of that Convention

by, in particular, the Russian Federation, which still has a

On the other hand, we are not convinced that substantial stock of chemical weapons. Switzerland appeals
multilateral framework is the most suitable for takingo all States which have not yet done so to ratify the
effective decisions on the pace and substance of a reducti@onvention.
of existing nuclear arsenals. Rather, it is necessary to ratify
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We do not forget that in spite of the harmful potentialill take, among other things, the form of increased action
of weapons of mass destruction, which are a great threist,mine clearance and the rehabilitation of victims.
the majority of human tragedies result from the use of
conventional weapons, the third and last subject of my The Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
statement. | begin with anti-personnel landmines. Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be

Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have

The Oslo Conference to bring about a complete ban émdiscriminate Effects — the legal instrument which | have
anti-personnel landmines concluded on 18 September wjtist mentioned in the context of anti-personnel landmines —
the adoption of a convention prohibiting the production, usepvers, with its additional Protocols, the use of specific
stockpiling and transfer of those weapons. The credit fareapons in armed conflicts. It was conceived in the form of
this result, which marks an important advance ia treaty framework which could be regularly updated in the
international humanitarian law, goes in large part to tHaght of the latest technological developments.
President of the Oslo Conference, Ambassador Selebi of
South Africa; the Foreign Minister of Norway, organizer of In the preparatory meetings for the Convention’s
the Conference; and the delegation of Austria, which, witReview Conference a Swiss proposal was discussed at
the assistance of some other countries, prepared a draftetings of experts on limiting the undesirable effect of
convention serving as a basis for the Oslo talks. projectiles. The priority given to regulating laser weapons

and amending the Protocol on mines did not allow us to

The next stage in the process, set in motion in tarn our attention to the ballistic issue. The final declaration
remarkable manner by Canada, will be the signing of thaf the Review Conference on 3 May 1996 did, however,
agreed text in Oslo at the beginning of December iencourage participating States to consider the elaboration of
Ottawa. It is imperative that this text enjoy the adherence af new protocol. In this context, last week, from 7 to 8
the largest possible number of States, for in the long ter@ctober, Switzerland organized an international seminar on
only a universal ban will enable humankind to free itselihe traumatic effects of ballistic weapons. Almost 100
finally from the scourge of anti-personnel landmines. Untidelegates took part, from more than 50 States and various
this universality is achieved, it is desirable that States ratifjon-governmental organizations. The main goal of that
Amended Protocol Il to the 1980 Convention on Certaiworkshop was to make an objective appraisal, with the
Conventional Weapons. It is true that this instrument leavesesence of international experts, of the problem of the use
much to be desired, but untii we have generaf small-calibre weapons and ammunition that cause
implementation of the Convention negotiated in Oslexcessive suffering.
Amended Protocol Il can mitigate the suffering caused by

anti-personnel landmines. For more than 100 years there have been restrictions
on the use of projectiles — explosive bullets and dumdum
In the final analysis, the long-term success of the tekullets — for humanitarian reasons. The workshop

of the Convention, which will be opened for signature at thieeightened the awareness of participants of the reason for
beginning of December, will depend on two elements: thegeighing the military need for these weapons against
removal and destruction of existing anti-personndélumanitarian considerations, and to update the restrictions
landmines, especially those which have been deployed lbgcause of the excessive suffering that the weapons cause.
the millions throughout the world, often in the framework

of internal conflicts, without their precise location being

known; and the universality of a total ban on anti-personnel

landmines — that is, the broadest possible ratification of the

new Convention. | would like in this regard to highlight the

encouraging statement made by the President of the Russian

Federation last week in Strasbourg.

In realizing the objective of universality, the assistance
of the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva and other
United Nations bodies could be useful, as could efforts of
individual States which took part in the Ottawa process.
Switzerland commits itself to continue tirelessly its work for
a world free of anti-personnel landmines. This commitment
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Switzerland will prepare a detailed document on this
seminar and will ensure that it is distributed in the
appropriate forums.

In conclusion, | should like to recall that Switzerland
is prepared to cooperate closely with the United Nations for
increased international security, with a lower and more
balanced level of armaments, so as to reduce suffering.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.
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