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1. | NTRODUCTI ON

L. At its forty-fourth session, the General Assenbly, by itsresolution

44/119 C of 1.5 Decenber 1909, took note, intex alia, of the annual repor* ofthe
Disarmament Commission;l/ requested t he Commissiont 0 continue its work in
accordance Wwithits mandate, asset forthin paragraph il8 e. the Final Docunent of
the Tenth Speci al Sessionofthe General Asusnbly, 2/ the tirst spocial session
devoted to disarmament; and al so requested the Commission to meetfor a period not
exceeding four weeks during 1990 and to submt a subotantfve report, containing
specific recomendati ons on the items included initsagenda, to the Assenbly at
its forty-fifth session.

2. At the sane session, the General Assenbly adopted the follow ng resolutions
of direct relevance to the work of the Disarnmanent Commission:

(a) Resolution 44113 B, entitled "Nuclear capability of South Afriza";

(b) Resolution 44,116 C entitled "Conventional disarnmament”)

(c) Resolution 44/116 E, entitled "Qbjective information on nilitary matters";
(d) Resol ution 447116 F, entitled "Conventional disarmanent”;

(e) Resolution 447116 M entitl ed "Naval arnanents and disarmament';

(£) Resolution 447116 N, entitled “International arms transfers”!

(g) Resolution 447116 Q, entitled "Review of the role ofthe Uniter3 Nations
in the field ofdisarmament8 report ofthe Disarmanment Commission";

(h) Resolution 447119 C entitled "Report of the D sarnmament Commission";

(1) Resolution 44119 H, entitled "Declarati on of the 1990s as the Third
Di sar manent Decade".

3. The Di sarnmanment Commission met at United Nations Headquarters on 1 and

7 Decenber 1969 for a brief organizational session and hel d two meetings
(A/CN.10/PV.141-142). During that session, the Conm ssion considered questions
related to the organisation of work forits 1990 substantive session and took up

t he question of the election of its officers, taking into account the principle of
rotation ofthe chairnmanshi p anong the geographicz regi ons. The Commission el ect ed
its Chairnman and eight Vice-Chairnen as well as its Rapporteur. The Comm ssion

al so considered and agreed on the provisional agenda for the 1990 substantive
session (see para. 6 below). The Conm ssion further decided that its next
substantive session be held from7 to 29 May 1990.



[1.  ORQANI ZATI ON AND work OF THE 1990 SESSI ON

4, The Di sarmanent Commission met at United Nations Headquarters from?7 to

29 May 1990. Inthe course of its session, the Conm ssion held eight plenary
meet i ngs (A/CN.10/PV.143-1560) under the chairmanship of M. Nana Sutresna
(Indonesia). Mr. Lin Kuo-Chung, Senior Political Affairs O ficer, Department for
D sar nanent Affairs, served as Secretary of the Disarmameant Conm ssion.

5. During the 1990 session, the Bureau of the Comm ssion was constituted as
fsl| owst

Chairmant M. Nana Sutresna (Indonesia)

vVice-Chaixment Representatives fromthe follow ng States:

Argentine Togo
Australia Ukrainian Sovi et
Austria Soci al i st Republic
Ecuador Yugosl avi a
lran (Islamc

Republic of)

Rapporteur: Mrs. Liberata R Mil amul a (United Republic of Tanzani a)

6. At its143rd pl enary neeting, the Conm ssion adopted its agenda, contained in
docurment A/CN.10/L.26/Rev.l, as fol | ows:

1 Qpeni ng of the session.
2. Adoption of the agenda.
3. Organization of work.

4, (a) Consideration ofvarious aspects ofthe arnms race, particularly the
nucl ear-arms race and nucl ear disarmament, in order to expedite

negoti ations aimed at effective elimnation of the danger of nuclear
war ?

(b) Consideration ofthe agenda items contai ned in section Il of General
Assenbly resolution 33/71 H, with the aimofelaborating, within the
framework of and in accordance with priorities established at the
tenth special session, a general approach to negotiations on nuclear
and conventional disarmament.

5. Subst antive consideration ofthe question of South Africa’s nucl ear
capability as requested by the General Assenbly and the Chairnan of the
Speci al Conmittee agai nst Apartheid (resolutions 37/74 B, 38/181 B,
39/61 B, 40/89 B, 41/55 B, 42/34 B, 43/71 B and 44/113 B and docunent
A/CN,.10/4).,

6. Review of the role ofthe United Nations in the field of di sarnanent.




7. Naval armanents and di sar manent.

8. Substantive consideration of issues related to conventional digarmament.

9. Consi deration of the Declaration of the 1990s as the Third D sar mament
Decade.

10. (bj ective information on military matters.

11. Report of the Disarmanent Ccemmission to the General Assenbly at its

forty-fifth session.
12. Q her busi ness.

1. At the sane neeting, the Conmission adopted the annex to General Assenbly
resolution 447119 C entitled “Ways and nmeans to enhance the functioning of the

D sar manment Commission", which was in conformty with the provision contained in
paragranh 118 (b) ofthe Final Document of the Tenth Special Session ofthe General
Assenbly 2/ and reads as followar

"Ways and means to enbance the functioning of the
Dlgarmament Commission

"l. Mandate

“The Di sarmanent Comm ssion reaffirms its mandate contained in
paragraph 118 (a) of the Final Document ofthe Tenth Special Session ofthe
CGeneral Assenbly, the first special session devoted to di sarmanent
fhereinafter referred to as the “Final Docunent”).

“2. Decislon-making method
"The deci si on-naki ng met hod described inparagraph 118 (p) of the Final
Docunent shoul d be nai ntai ned.
"3. Agenda jtems
"1. The Disarmanent Conmi ssion could have a general agenda and a worKking

agenda for each substantive session. The working agenda should be agreed at
t he Commi ssion’ s organizational sessi on.

“2. For each session, the working agenda should be limted to a maximum
of four substantive itens forin-depth consideration.

“3. From 1991, no subject should, in principle, be nmaintained on the
wor ki ng agenda for more than three consecutive years. Ateach session, the
Conmi ssion shoul d review, for possible reconsideration, any subject that had
been suspended.




"4, If no agreenent can be reached on a specific agenda item the report
of the Commission should contain ajoint statenent ora Chairman’s summary of
the proceedings to reflect views or positions of different del egations,
particularly in the case of those agenda items to be suspended for a period of
time,

“5. Aties 1990 session, the Commission shoul d nmake every effortto
conclude all its agenda items, except the wmew substantive items.

“4. fSubsidiary bodies

"1l. At each annual session, the D sarnmanment Conmm ssion shoul d not
establi sh more than four subsidiary bodies for its substantive agenda itenms.
The allocation of the agenda items to the four subsidiary bodies and the
appoi nt nent of chai rman for these subsidiary bodies shoul d be decided at the
oral session of the Conmi ssion, taking into account the principle of equitable
geographi cal distribution.

“2. The chai rmanshi p of subsidiary bodi es should, inprinciple, be
rotated each year; however, at its organisational session, the Comm ssion may
deci de toextend the term of officeof any chairman in the interast of
effective work and the speedy conclusion of an item

"5, Duration of the substantive session

"1, The D sarmanment Conm ssion shoul d meet for a peri od not exceeding
four weeks for i n-depth deliberations on substantive itens.

“2., The duration of each substantive session, in accordance with the
established practice, should be flexible and could be ahortened. In order to
utilize efficlently the conference-servicing resources avail able, the
Conmi ssion should decide the duration of each substantive session at its
organi sational session

6. Oxganization of work uf the session

"1  Each session may have a general debate on agenda items in the
pl enary' neetings, not exceedlng threo days'duration.

2. Exceptin the case of new itens, there should be no general exchange
of views inthe subsidiary bodies. The general exchange of views on new items
shoul d notexceed two neeti ngs.

"3. Subsidiary bodies could begin their work ie parallel with the
general exchange of views in the plenary neetings,

4. No more than two official neetings should be held sinultaneously.
This restriction, however, woul d net apply to infornmal consultations.

"5. The meeting8 of the Conm ssion and its subsidiary bodies should be
provided with full meeting services.




“6. Al the officers of the Conm ssion should be elected at its
or gani aati onal session.

"7. Congultations

“The Chairman of the Disarmament Commission should conduct consultations
on matters relating to the work of the Conm ssion, inparticular on its
wor ki ng agenda, year round, especially during the meetings of the First
Committee of the CGeneral Assenbly,”

8. At the sane neeting, in pursuance of the prow sion contained in paragraph 5 of
section 3 of that document A/CN.10/137, the Commission decided to conclude all its
substantive items at the current session except for item i9. regarding objective
information on nilitary matters.

9. At the same neeting, the Conm ssion approved its general programme of work for
the session and decided to establish a Commttee ofthe Whole for the consideration
of agenda itens 4, 11 and 12. Wth regard to sub-items 4 (a) and (b), regarding
various aspects of the arms race and questions relating to both nuclear and
conventional disarmament, a contact group, under the chairnmanship of

Mr. Ser gey sartynov (Byelorussian Sovi et Socialist Republic), was established
within the framework of the Conmittee ofthe Wiole to consider those sub-itens.

The Contact G oup held 10 neetings botween 9 and 23 May and submitted its report to
the Conmittee of the Wole at the third meeting of the Conmittee, on 24 Kay.

10. The Conmission, at the same neeting, decidc” to establish Wrking Goup | to
deal with agenda item5 on thequestion of South Africa’ s nuclear capability, and
to make reconmmendations thereon to the Conmission. Wrking Goup I met under the
chairmanship of M. Jai Pratap Rana (Nepal) and hel d eight neetings between

7 and 25 May.

11. Also at the sanme neeting, the Conmi ssion decided to establish Wrking Goup Il
to deal with agenda item 6, on the review of the role ofthe United Nations in the
field of disarmanent, and to make reconmendati ons thereon to the Conmi ssion.
Working Goup If met under the chairmanship of Mr. Roberto Garcia Mritan
(Argentina) and hel d nine neetings between 8 and 18 May. Thereafter, the G oup met
under the chairmanship of M. Sergio de QueirozDuerte (Brazil) snd held six
meetings between 21 and 25 May.

12, In addition, at the same neeting, the Chairman of the D sarmanent Conm ssion
decided to follow the course of action of 1989 and to hold, under his

responsi bility, substantive and open-ended consultations on agenda item 7,
regarding the question of naval armaments and di sarmanent. The Chairman del egated
t he conduct of the consultation to M. Nugroho Wsnunmurti (Ilndonesia).

Thirteen nmeetings were held between 9 and 25 May for the purpose of those

consul tat ions.

13. At the sane neeting, the Commi ssion decided to establish Wrking Goup IZI to
deal with agenda item 8, onthe question of conventional disarnmament, and to make
recommendat i ons thereon to the Conmssion. Wrking Goup IIl met under the

chai rmanship of mr. Skjold G idellbin (Denmark) and held 16 neetings between

8 and 29 May.




14. Aso at the sane neeting, the Conm ssion decided to establish Wrking Goup IV
to deal with agenda item9, on the declaration o«fthe 19908 as. the Third
Disarmament Decade, and to nake recommendat.ons thereon t0 t he Conmi ssion. \Wrking
Goup IV met under the chairmanship of M. Eneka Ayo Azikiwe (N geria) and held

11 neetings between 9 and 24 My.

15, The Conmission al so decided, at the sane neeting, to establish a consultation
group to deal with agenda item 10, on the question o objective infornmation on
mlitary matters, for a prelimnary consideration of the subject. The consultation
group metunder the chairmanship of M. Peter Hohenfellner (Austria) and held
eigh% neetings between 10 and 24 May.

16. on7 and 8 May, the Di sarmanent Conmi ssion held a general exchange of views on
al | agenda items (A7/CN,.10/PV.143-146),

17.  Atits second, third and fourth neetings, on 21, 24 and 29 May, the Conm ttee
of t he Wol e consi dered the question of t he worki ng agenda for the 1991 session of
t he Commission. Various views were expressed.

18. Atits149th and 150t h neetings, on 29 My, the Di sarnmanment Conm ssion
considered the reports of Wrking Groups ¥, IX |1l and IV on agenda itens 5, 6, 8
and 9 respectively; the report or the Consultation G oup on agenda item10s and the
report of the Commttee of the Wiole on agenda item 4. The Chairmar of t he

Comm ssion presented his report on agenda item 7 to the Comm ssion. The reports of
the subsidiary bodies of the Comm ssion and the reconmendations contained therein,

as wel | as thereport ofthe Chairman on agenda item 7, are included in section |V
of the present repor t.

19,  In accordance with past practice of the D sarmanment Conmi ssion, some
non- gover nment al organizatiors attended the plenary neetings aswell asthe
neetings ofthe Commttee .. che Wole.




[11.  DOCUMENTATI ON

A. Reports and other documents submitted }

20. Pursuant to paragraph 8 of General Assenbly resolution 44/119 C the
Secretary-General, by a note dated 3 Pebruary 1990, transmtted to the Di sarnament
Commi ssion the annual report of the Conference on D sarmanent 3/ together with all

the official records of the forty-fourth session ofthe General Assenbly relating
to di sarmanment matters (A/CN.10/136).

21, Pursuant to paragraph 6 of General Assenbly resolution 447113 B, the
Secretary-Ceneral submtted to the D sarmanment Commission a prelimnary report
entitled “Investigation of recent reports that collaboration between Israel and

South Africa has resulted in the devel opment by South Africa of a nuclear-tipped
mssile" (A/CN.10/138).

22, A docunent entitled "Ways and nmeans to enhance the functioning o the
Disarmament Conmi ssion" (A/CN.10/137) was transmtted to the Conmm ssion by the
Secretary-General .

B. Qther documents

23. In the course ofthe Coumission's work, the docunents listed bel ow, dealing
W th substantive questions, were submtted.

24. A working paper entitled "Naval armaments and disarmament: pronoting gl obal
progress in the field ofdi sarmament and confid.nce- and security-building nmeasures
at sea" (A/CN.10/139) was subm tted by Finland, Indonesia and Sweden.

25. A working paper entitled "(Qojective informatioi: on mil!c.a r matters"”

(A/CN.10/140) was submtted by the United Kingdom of “reat B»i. 1 and Northern
| rel and.

26. A working paper entitled "Naval armaments and disarmament: a protocol on sea
mines" (A/CN.10/141) was subm tted by Sweden.

27. A working paper entitled "Cbjective information on mlitary matters:

obj ectives, principles and nmechani sns of openness in the mlitary sphere”
(A/CN,.10/142) was submitted by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

V. CONCLUSI ONS AND RECOMVENDATI ONS

28. At its 150th plenary neeting, on 29 May, the D sarnmament Conmm ssion adopted by
consensus the reports of its subsidiary bodies and the reconmendations contained
therein regarling agenda items 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10. The Commi ssion agreed to submt
the texts of those reports, reproduced below, to the General Assenbly. The report
of the Chairman on item7 is endorsed by all participants in his consultations.

The del egation of the United States of Anerica did not participate in the
consultations and is not in any way associated with that report.




29. At the same neeting, the Conmi ssion adopted, as a whole, its report to the
General Assembly at its forty-fifth session.

30. The report of the Committee ot the Whol e on agenda item 4 reads as follows:

"Report of the Committee of the Whole on agenda ltem 4 regarding
yarious aspects of the arms race, particularly the nuclear-arms

28 well as a general appreach to
pegotiations on nu

"], At its 143rd neeting, on 7 My, the Disarnanent Conm ssion decided that,
as at previous sessions, agenda item4 should be dealt with in the franmework
of t he Committee of t he Whol e by a Contact @ oup, open toall delegations.
Mr, Sergei Martynov (Byelorussian Soviet Soci alist Republic’) was appointed
Chai r man of the Contact Group. Ms. Jenifer Mackby of the Departnent for

D sar manent Affairsserved as Secretaryof tho Q oup.

"2. The Contact Qoup held 10 meetings between 9 and 23 My.

"3, The Contact Qroupcontinued the work on agenda item 4 on the basis ofthe
compilation of proposal s forreconmendati ons on thatitem contai ned in annex |
to the report ofthe Conmm ssion tothe General Assenbly at its forty-fourth
session L/ with t he objective of arriving at egreemeat onthem in orderto
conply with the decision ofthe Commission of 7 May 1990 to nake every effort
to conclude all its agenda ltems, except the new substantive item, "

"4, 1In the course of the workat the 1990 session, the Contact Uroup updated

some of t he texts under consideration and nade some progress towards narrowing
areas of di sagreenent.

“5. The Contact Qoup concluded the consideration ofthe itemwth the
fol | owi ng statements

“Agenda item 4 has been consi dered by the Conm ssion since 1979.
Since 1983, the work centred on el aborating aset ofrecomendations on
that item. The results of prolonged snd earnest deliberations are
reflected in the “Conpilation of proposals for reconmendati ons on agenda
itemd4", which is annexed to the present report. Wsreas a nunber of
recomrendations (Nos. 1 and 23 insection I, Nos. 3, 4, 6, 9, 10, 17, 18,
23 and 243 and in section Il, the introductory sentence and Nos. 1, 2, 4
and 5, which appeat w thout brackets) on inportant subjects were
general ly acceptable, without prejudice to the right ofdelegations to
review them as appropriato, agreement on other no leas inportant
recomendations and, consequently, on a conplete set of recommendations
el uded the Contact Group.

‘The Contact Group is ofthe view that the appropriate course of
action in respect ofthe subject ofthe current item 4 of the agenda
shoul d be considered by the Di sarmanment Conmi ssion.*’

31. The report of Wrking Goup | on agenda item 5 reads as follows:




"Report of Working Group I on agenda item 5

"1, The Qenoral Asssnbly, at izs forty-fourth session, adopted resolution
44/113 B of 15 Decenber 1989, by which it, inter alia, requested the

D sar mament Commission toconsider once again as a matter of priority during
its substantive session in 1290 South Africa’ s nuclear capability, taking into
account, inter wmlia, the f£indings of the rsport ofthe United Nations

I nstitute for Di sar manent Research on Sout h Africa’s nucl ear capability.

"2. The Disarmanent Commission, at its 143rd neeting, on 7 May 1990, decided
to establish Working Qoup | to deal with agenda item5 regarding the question
of South Africa’ s nuclear capability andto make recommendations thereon to
the Conmi ssion, pursuant to General Assenbly reeol ution 447113 B.

"3. In connection with its work, the Working Q oup had before . the
follow ng docunents:

"(a) Report of the Secretary-Gemeral on South Africa’ s plan and
capability in the nuclear field (A 35/402 and Corr.1);

"(b) Report of the United Nations Seminar on Nucl ear Col | aboration wth
South Af ricas

“(c) Report ofthe United Nations Institute for D sarnmanent Research on
South Africa s nuclear capability (A/39/470);

"(d) Prelimnary report ofthe Secretary-Gemeral onthe investigation of
recent reports that collaboration bet+een |srael and South Africahas resulted
in the devel opment by South Africa of a nuclear-tipped mssile (A/CN.10/138);

"(e) Concl usi ons zad recommendati ons onitem 5s Wrking paper submtted
by ths Chairman of Wrking G oup | (A/CN,10/1990/WG.I/CRP.2).

"4, The Wirking G oup met under the chairmanshi p of Anbassador

Jai Pratap Rana (Nepal) and held ei ght neetinys between 7 and 25 May 1990.
The Working Qroup, through the Chairman, also undertook informal consultations
during this period. Mr.Sammy Rum Buo ofthe Departnent for D sar manent
Affairs served as Secretary ofthe Wrking G oup.

5. Atits first meeting, on 7 May, the Wrking Qoup decided to under~ake

i nformal open-ended consultations, through the Chairman, with a view to the
el aboration of a working paper that could lend itself to consensus acceptance
in the Goup. In conducting the informal consultations, the Chairman, at his
request, was assisted by Mr. Raoul Delcerde (Belgiun), and Mr.Nel son Dumevi
(Ghana), who served as co-ordiaators.

"6. At the eighth neeting ofthe Wirking G oup on 25 May 1990, the Chairnan
submtted a working paper entitled ‘Conclusions andrecommendati ons on
items*, prepared on the basis of open-ended and intunsive i nformal

consul tati ons(A/CN.10/1990/WG.1/CRP.2).

“7. At the sane neeting, the Wrking Goup, in accordance with the decision
of the Disarmanent Commission made at its 143rd plenary meeting on 7 May,
deci ded to conclude its consideration of agenda item& and adopted by
consensus the conclusions and recormendations on the subject, as follows:

-9~




" NUCLEAR CAPABI LI TY OF £0UTH AFRI CA:
CONCLUSI ONS AND RECOMMENDATI ONS

'l.  Guided by the fundanental and universal principles enshrined in the
Charter of the United Nations aud with reference to the Declaration
Apartheid and its Destructive Consequences in Eouth Africa adopted by
consensus at the sixteenth speci al seasion of the Qeneral Assenbly
(resolution S-16/1, annex), the Commissionreiterates its condemation of
t he continvation of the policy and practi e of apartheid in Soutn Africa
which is a ecrime against tha conscience and dignity of mankind. Wile
noting that certain positive devel opnents are now taking place in South
Africa, the Commission stresses that the apartheid system and its
institutionalized pillars still remain in place. Inreaffirmng the
right of all peoples to self -determination, the Comm ssion supports all
those in South Africa who strive for the elimnation of apaxtheid and the
buil ding ~£a non-racial and democratic society in that country,

‘2. The Commi ssion recalls Security Council| resolutior. 418 (1977) which,
inter alim, expressed the Council’s grave concern that South Africa was,
at that tine, at the threshold of producing nuclear weapons. The use of
its nuclear capability by South Africa for nuclear weapon purposes woul d
hei ghten tension and increase the threat to regional as well as
international peace and security.

‘3. The Conmi ssion furtherrecalls that the Security Council had, by its
resolution 418 (1977), determned that the acquisition by South Africa of
arns andrel ated matériel constituted a threat to the maintenance of
international peace and security and had decided that all States shall
cease forthwith any provision to South Africa of arns and related
matériel.

‘4. The issue of South Africa s nuclear capability has been brought to
international attention by General Assembly resolution 34776 B of

11 Decenber 1979 and included in the agenda of the Disarnmament Commi ssion
since itsfirst substantive session in 1979 at the request of the

Chai rman ofthe Special Committee agai nst Apartheid (A/CN.10/4),
following the conclusions of the United Nations Sem nar on Nucl ear

Col | aboration with South Africa, held at London in February 1979.

‘5. In consideration of the item the Comm ssion reaffirns with regard to
Sout h Africa the concern already expressed in paragraph 12 of the Final
Docurment ofthe Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly (Gener al
Assenbly resol ution §-10/2). In this respect, the Conmm ssion strongly
recomrends that the General Assenbly renew its call upon all States to
adhere strictly to the relevant decisions ofthe Security Council.

‘6. The proliferation of nuclear weapons to any country is a matter of
serious concern to the world. South Africa’ s introduction of nuclear
weapons to the African continent, and particularly in such a volatile
region as southern Africa, not only would be a severe blow to world-wde
efforts at non-proliteration but also upset many years’ efforts to spare
the African continent from the nuclear-arms race in accordance with the
Organization of African Unity (QAU) Declaration on the Denuclearization
of Africa.
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‘7. The Commission notes the 1977 reports ofthe di scovery of
preparations for a nucl ear-weapons-test site in the Kalahari desert and
reports about the 22 Septenber 1979 event in the South Atlantic. These
reports and the report of the Secretary-General on South Africa’ s plan
and capability in the nuclear field (A/ 35/ 401 and Corr.1) end the report
of the United Nations Institute for Diearmament .esearch (A/39/470) have
caused legitimate and particular concernto the African States and the
international comunity, in general.

‘8. The Commission reconmends that the General Assenbly bringto the
Security Council’s attention the grave consequences of the davel opmont of
any sort of nuclear weapons capability by South Africa and its
inplications for the security of African States, the proliferation of
nuclear weapons, and the collective decision of the African States
regarding the denuclearisation of Africa, which has been endorsad by the
Ceneral Assenbly.

'9. The Conmi ssion considers it at variance with the devel opnent of
friendly relations and co-operation among States to assist South Africa
in the devel opnent of a nucl ear-weapon programe enabling the régime to
pursue a policy of destabilization against the countries of the African
continent, In this respect, the Commi ssion underscores Security Council
resolution 591. (1986), in whichthe Council requested all States to
refrain fromany collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear field
which will contribute to the devel opnent and manufacture by South Africa
of nucl ear weapons and nucl ear expl osive devi ces.

'10. All States and international organisations have the duty and
responsibility to contribute to the effortstowards the elimnation of
apartheid. |In addition, Menber States should fully inplement Security
Council resolution 418 (1977), unani nously adopted by the Security
Council, in which, intex_alia, the Council called upon Member States to
refrain from any co-operation with South Africa inthe devel opnent and
manuf acture of nuclear weapons. It is, therefore, the responsibility of
the international comunity to ensure that effective and concrete
measures are taken to stop the devel opment of its nucl ear-weepons
capability. To this endthe D sarmanent Conm ssion reconmends thatr

‘(a) States should cease forthwith all collaboration with South
Africa in the mlitary and nuclear field which may contribute, directly
or indirectly, to the devel opment of its nucl ear-weapons capability.

“(b) In tho light of Security Council resolutions 418 (1977),
558 (1984) and 591 (1986), the Di sarnmanment Commi ssion recomends that the
CGeneral Assonbly should urge all States to observe scrupulously their
obligations concerning the arms ombergo against South Africa. The
Security Council should continue to nonitor closely the implementation of
the arns enbargo agai nst South sfrica in all its aspects in order to
prevent any form of assistance to the devel opnont of its nucl ear-weapons
capability and the Secretary-CGeneral should report thereon periodically
to the General Assenbly.
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32.

'(c) All States should consider and respectthe continent of Africa
a8 a nucl ear-weapon-free szone, da accordance with Ceneral Assenbly
resolution 2033 (XX) of 3 Decenber 1965, inwhich the Assembly endorsed
t he Decl arati on on the Denuclearization of Africa adopted in 1964 by the
Assenbly of Heads of State and Goverament of the Organiaation of African
unity. To this end, the General Assenbly should request the
Secretary-Generalto of fer such assistanceas QAU may require to advance
t he realization of these objectives.

‘(d) The Commission woul d consider it an inportant step if South
Africa accedes to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear \Wapons
and calls upon South Africato place all it8 nuclear facilities and
installations under fullacope IAEA safeguards. To this end,the
Conmi ssi on reconmmends that the General Assenbly shoul d request IAEAtO
report tothe Assenbly on itsinpl enentation.

*(e) South Africa should practise transparency and openness in its
mlitary affairs in order to allow for full assessment ofits activities
in the mlitary and nuclear field by the international comunity and in
particular by its neighbouring States.

*(£) The Conmi ssion recomends further that the Secretary-Ceneral
shoul d follow more cl osely South Africa®s evolution in the nuclear field
and report regularly to the General Assenbly on the inplenmentation of
t hese reconmendati ons and on all new devel opments which would require the
attention ofthe international comunity. **

The report of Working Group Il on agendaitem 6 reads as followu:

"Repoxr: of Working Gxoup || on agenda item 6

"1, By its resolution 447116 Q of 15 Decenber 1989, the Ceneral Assenbly,
inter alia, requested the Disarmament Conmission to continue its consideration
ofthe role ofthe United Nations in the field ofdisarmanent as a natter of
priority at itsnext substantive sessiomn,in 1990, with a view to the

el abor ati on of concrete recomrendati ons and proposals, as appropriate, taking
into account, inter alia, the views and suggestions of Member States as well
as the documents onthe subject 1isted in the resolutiont and to submt its
report on the subject, including eimfings, recommendati ons and proposals, as
appropriate, to the Ceneral Assembly atits forty-fifth sessioa.

“2  The Disarmament Conmission, at $ts 143rd neeting, on 7 My 1990, decided
to’ establish Wrrking Goup Il todealw th agenda item 6 regarding the role of
the United Nations in the field of Aisarmament, pursuant to General Assenbly
resolution 447116 Q

*3. In connection with its work, the Wrking G oup had before It the
foll owing docunents:

“(a) Replies of MemberStates to the Secretary-Ceneral regarding
the review ofthe role of the United Nations in the field ot di sarmanent
(A/CN.10/69 and Add.1-8, and A/CN.10/71);

"(b) Wrking paper submtted by China (A/CN.10/79);
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*(c) Conference room paper entitlaed 'Findings, recommeandations and
propoeal a (Chairman's draft)' (A/CN.10/1986/WG.IX/CRP.1))

"(d) Wrking paper oa topic |V, submitted by Mexico
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.XI/CRP.2);

"(e) Statement on topic |V, submtted by India
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.IXI/CRP.3)

“(f) Statement on topics | to IlIl, submtted by the Unived Kingdom
of Qeat Britain and Northernlrel and (A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.4));

"(g) Statenment on topic Iv, submtted by the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland (A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CKP.5))

*(h) Wrking paper entitled 'Role ofthe United Nations in the
field of disarmanent*, submitted by Canada (A/CN.10/1986/%G.II/CRP.6)};

“(4) Statement on the role of the United Nations in d.sarmament,
submtted by the United States of Anerica {A/CN.10/1986/WG.I1/CRP.7)};

"(j) Comments on the paper entitled 'Findings, recommendaticas and
proposals', eubmtted by the United States of America
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.8);

*(k) Wrki ng paper containi ng proposals fOor recommendations on
topic IV, submtted by the Federal Republic of Germary
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.I1/CRP.9);

"(l1l) Views and suggestions on topics IV and VI, submtted by Japan
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.10);

"(m) Sone suggestions submtted by Australia
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.I1/CRP.11);

"(n) Statenent on topic IV.l, submtted by the German Democratic
Republ i c (A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.12)}

“*(o) Proposal on topics | and Il, submtted by the German
Denocrati ¢ Republic (A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.13);

"(p) Proposals submtted by the Ynion of, Soviet Socialist Republics
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.14);

"(q) Worki ng paper containing proposals for recomrendati ons on
topics | to |Ill, submtted by the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.15);

"(r) Worki ng paper containing proposals for recommendations on
topic IV, submtted by the Ukxrainian Sovi et Socialist Republic
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.16);

"(s) Wrking paper entitled 'Review ofthe role of the United

Nations in disarmament’, submtted by Pakisten
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.17);
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"(t) Views and suggestions or topic IV, submtted by Norway
(A/C¥,10/1986/WG.II/CRP,.18))

"(u) Working paper submtted by India and Yugosl avi a
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.1I,CRP.19);

"(v) Wrking paper entitled 'Role ofthe Secretary-Qeneral in the
field of disarmanment', submtted by Uruguay (A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.20);

*(w) Working paper containing a proposal on topic IvV.3.a, 'World
Di sarmament Canpaign', submtted by Bul garia (A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.21))

"(x) Worki ng paper submtted by Csechosl ovaki e, Mongolia, Poland
and the Wkrainian Soviet Socialist Republic (A/CN.10/94);

"(y) Worki ng paper submitted by the Federal Rapublic of Germany
(A/CN.10/99);

"(z) Wrking paper submtted by the United States of America
(A/CN,10/1987/WG.II/CRP.1);

"(aa) Wrking paper onitens |, |l and Il submtted by Argentina
(A/CN.10/1987/WG.I1/CRP.2)}

*"(bb) Suggestions to Working Paper1, submtted by the Byelorussian
Sovi et Soci al i st Republic (A/CN.10/1987/WG.IXI/CRP.3)}

"(cc) Working paper entitled 'Review of the role of the United
Nations in the field of di sarmament’ (A/CN.10/1987/WG.IL/WP.1), annexed
to the 1987 report ofthe Disarmament Commission (A/42/42, annex II);

"(dad) Wor ki ng paper subm tted by Czechoslovakia, Mongolia, Pol and
and the Wkrainian Sovi et Socialist Republic (A/CN.10/108 and Corr.1);

"(ee) Wrki ng paper submtted by the Federal Republic of Germany on
behal f ofthe twelve States nenbers ofthe European Conmmunity
(A/CN.10/112);

"(££) Document entitled 'Review of the role of the United Nations in
the field ot disarmanent' (A/CN,10,/1988/CRP.6 and Corr.l1l and 2), annexed
to the special report of the Disarmament Conm SSi on submitter3 to the
CGeneral Assenbly at its fifteenth special session, the third special
session devoted to disarmanment (A/S15/3, annex IIX)s

"(gg) Report of Wwrking Goup IIl on the agenda items entitled
"Consideration of the role ofthe United Nations in the field of
di sarmanment and of the effectiveness of the disarnmanment nachinery' and
"United Nations information and educational activities in the field of
di sarmament, including measures t0 mobilize world public opinion in
favour of disarmanent', submtted to the Commttee of the Wole at the
third special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarnament
(A/8-15/AC.1/720 and Corr.1);
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"(hh) Report of the Chairman of Wrking Goup Il on the agenda
-tems entitled ‘Consideration of the role of the United Nations in the
field of disarmament and of the effectiveness of the di sarmament
machi nery’ and ‘United Nations information and educational activities in
the field of disarmament, includi ng neasures tomohrilize world public
opinion in favour of disarmament’, submitted toth- Conmittee of the
Whol e at the third special session ofthe General Assenbly devoted to
disarmamont (A/8-15/AC,. 1/21) 3

“(i1) Chairman’s working paper submtted by the Chairnman of Wrking
Goup Il tothe Committee of the Wole at the third special session of
t he General Assenbly devoted to disarmament on t he agenda items
entitled: *Consideration of the role ofthe United Nations in the field
of di sarmament and of the effectiveness of the disarmanent nachinery’ and
‘ynited Nations information and educational activities in thefield of
dizermament, including measuresto mobilize world public opinion in
favour of disarmument! (A/8-15/AC.1/WG.III/CRP.2/Rev.1);

"(J3) Working paper submtted by Hungary (A/CN.10/120);

"(kk) Wr ki ng paper submitted by Czechosl ovakia, Poland and the
Ukrai ni an Sovi et Soci al i st Republic (A/CN,10/127);

“(11) Docunents entitled ‘Review of the role of the United Nations
in the field ofdi sar ranent’ (A/CN.10/WG.II/CRP.1 and Add.1 to CRP.4)."

"4, The Working Group met under the chairmanship of Anbassador

Roberto Garcia-Mritan (Argentina) and held nine neetings between

8 and 18 May 1990. Atthe 9th neeting, on 18 May, the Chairman of the Wrking
G oup appointed Ambzssador Sergio de Queiros Duarte (Brazil) asFriend of t he
Chair to assist him. Thereafter, the Wrking Goup met under the chairmanship
of Ambassador de Queiros Duarte and held six meetings between 21 and

25 May 1990. The Working Goup also conducted informal consultations through
the Chairmen during this period. M. Agnds Marcaillou of t he Departnent for
Di sarmanent Affairs serve” as Secretary of the Wrking G oup.

“5. Atits first meeting on 8 May, the Working G oup decided that the

1989 Chairman’s working paper and the Proposals and Anendnents to it, as
contained in annexes Il and IV to the report of the Disarmament Conm ssion at
its 1989 session 1/ stould constitute the basic docunents for consideration of
the subject.

"6, In accordance with the decision of the D sarmanent Conmission nmade at its
143rd plenary neeting, on 7 May, the Wrking Goup, at its 15th neeting,

on 25 May, decided to conclude the consideration of the item and adopted the
follow ng text;

'Review of the role of the United Nationsg in the field of disarmament

1. The primry purpose of the United Nations is to maintain
international peace and security. The United Nations constitutes the
only universal forumwhere all Menber States contribute to the process of
disarmament. Its role aad responsibilities in this field are exercised
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through institutional arrangemeats which Menber States should utilise to
fullest possible extent. In this connection, the effectiveness ofthe
Organi sation iathe £ield of di sar manent shoul d be strengthened and the
work of its bodi es i npr oved.

*2, Al States Menbers of the United Nations arecommitted to the
purposes ofthe Charter ofthe United Natiors and therefore muststrictly
observe its principles. They nust al so observe otherrel evant and
general |y accepted prinaiples ofinternational law relating to the
meinterance of i nternati onal peaceand security. Furthernore, genuine
and | asting peace shoul d be sought through their observance and the
speedy aonal uei on of concrete di sar mament measures |eading to general and
complete di sar manent under effective international control. Miltilatera
agreements on measures of di sarmanent playan i nportant rolein
contributing to the maintenance of international peace and security.

‘3. Al the peoples ofthe world have a vital interest in the
success of di sarnanent negotiations, Wile disarmanent is the
responsibility of all States, the nucl ear-weapon States, in particul ar
those anong them which possess the mostinportant nuclear arsenals, have
a special responsibility for nuclear disarmanment and, together with other
mlitarily significant States, for halting and reversing the arms race.
It was noted that in discharge ofthis responsibility inportant initial
steps had been taken leading in this direction, and that further
negoti ations among some of those States werein progress.

‘4. The United Nations should support and facilitate al
di sarmanment efforts - unilateral, bilateral, regional and multilateral =
and be kept duly inforned, through the General Assenbly or any ot her
appropriate United Nations channel reaching all Menbers ofthe
Organization, of devel opments in disarmanent efforts outside its aegis,
wi thout prejudice tothe progress of negotiations.

‘5. All States shoul d gi ve due account and consideration to
recommendations by the United Nations, including the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session ofthe General Assenbly, the first special
session devoted to disarmanent, which was adopted by consensus, and act
in accordance with the obligations they have assumed. Al States have
the right and the duty to be concerned with and to contribute to efforts
in the field of disarmament as stipulated in the Final Docunent ofthe
Tenth Speci al 8ussion ofthe General Assenbly.

‘6. Disarmanent, devel opment, relaxation of international tension
respect for the right to self-determnation and national independence
non-interferencein internal affairs of States, respect forhuman rights,
the peaceful settlenent of disputes in accordance with the Charter and
the strengthening of international peace and security are related to each
other. Progress in any ofthese spheres has a beneficial effect on all
of thems in turn, failure in one sphere can have negative effects on the
ot hers.

‘7. The inprovenment in the international security situation

facilitates sustained progruss in the field of disarmanent. Equally, the
concl usi on of concrete disarmanent agreements strengthens internationa
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peace and security. Wwar, in particular nuclear war, must be preventod
Disarmament shoul d be pursued in the context of strengthening
international peace and security, in conpliance with the Charter of the
United Nations.

'6. The Conference on Disarnmanment has a unique character and
importance as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body, and
it is inportant that ¢ continue to discharge itssubstantive
responsi bilities. THe Conference on Disarmament has a unique
relationship with the United Nations. The Commission affirns that the
work of the Conference is ofgreat relevance to the Members of the United
Nations. Accordingly, the General Assembly wel cones the decision of the
Conference on D sarmanment to inprove its performance so as better to
fulfil its responsibilities, inplenent itsdecisions at the earliest
opportunity, to consider further questions related to its inproved and
effective functioning, toconsider the question ofthe expansion of its
membership, as wel | as the facilitation ofthe participation of States
not menbers of the Conference

‘9. The Security Council, having regard to its special status and
responsibilities pursuant to the relevant provisions ofthe Charter,
should continue to ensure the effectiveness ofits central role with
regard to the maintenance of. international peace and security, keeping in
mnd the interrelationship existing between disarmanent, internationa
peace and security.

'10, The Ceneral Assenbly cbnetitutea the main deliberative organ of
the United Nations in the field of di sarmament and should continue to
pronote disarnmament and to facilitate the achi evement of diaarnanmont
agroenonts anmong States, by the foll owi ng means:

‘(a) Special sessions ofthe General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent
have contributed to strengthening international co-operation in the field
of disarmrment. Special sessions should be convened as appropriate to
consi der relevant issues such as toreview and assess the results of tho
efforts of Menber States and of the United Nations in pronoting
del i berations and negotiations on all rolevant issues of disarnmanment, and
to endeavour to provide reconmendations and gui dance regardi ng measures
inthe field ofdisarmament)

*(b) The First Conmittee of the General Assenbly should continue to
serve as its Main Commttee dealing wth disarmament and rel ated
international security questions. The First Conmmittee shoul d make the
necessary inprovenments in its methods and procedures of work with a view
to increasing its efficiency. In this regard, each succeeding chairnan
shoul d continue to hold consultations With a viewto refining further the
practices and procedures of the Conmittee. To this end, the First
Conmi ttee shoul d take into account, inter alia, the recomendations
contained in General Assenbly resolution 42742 N of 30 November 1987 and
shoul d continue to endeavour to expand areas of consensus. Bearing in
miud the increasing inportance that the international communi ty attaches
to the items on the agenda of the Conference on D sarmanent, appropriate
attention should bo given to the consideration of tho reports of the
Confacenca. Tha First Commttee should devote a portion of its work
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programme to consider, under the appropriate agenda items, the annua
report of the Conference

*(c¢) The Disarnmanent Commi ssion, as the specialized deliberative
body within the United Nations nultilateral disarmament machinery, allows
fori n-depth deliberations |eading to the subm ssion ofconcrete
recommendations on specific disarmanment issues. |In order to inprove the
efficiency ofits work, it should fully inplement the decision concerning
the ways and neans to enhance its functioning. Such an undertaking woul d
enable it to continue to play a constructive role within the United
Nat i ons di sarmanent nachi nery.

'11. In the exercise ofhis role as envisaged in the Charter, the
Secretary-Ceneral facilitate!; the discharge ofthe responsibilities of
the United Nations regarding the maintenance of international peace and
security. Al States should give the Secretary-CGeneral maxi.um support
to enable himto discharge, as effectively as possible, his
responsibilities under the Charter. In the exercise ofhis role, the
Secretary-CGeneral should be assisted by an adequately staffed and funded
Depart nent for Di sar manment Affairs. The resources accorded to the
Departnent should be commensurate with the requirenments ofits nandated
tasks in so far as the budgetary restraints or the United Nations
permt. The role ofthe Department for pD-sarmameant Affairs in assisting
the Secretary-General in his co-ordination of the activities of the
United Naticns and rel evant specialized agencies in the field of
di sarmanent should be strengthened. \Wen agreed by the parties, the
Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations should continue to serve as
depositary ofthe legal instrunents of multilateral disarmanent
agreenent s.

“12. In light of the nodifications to the functioning ofthe
Secretary-General’s Advisory Board sn Disarmament Matters introduced by
tha Secretary-Ganernl in 1989, inciuding the changing of its title, the
Advi sory Board should continue to play a useful role, particularly inits
dual capacity as the Secretary-Ceneral’s Advisory Board on D sarmanent
Matters, as well as the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Institute
for Disarmament Research; it could benefit from w der contacts with
prom nent persons ~nd institutions possessing expertise relevant to the
Board' s work

“13. In accordance with the statute and the autononous status of the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research, its work should
continue to be independent-research-oriented, of a high academ ¢ standard
and of practical value, The Institute should strengthen its co-operation
w_th national and regional research institutes in the field of
disarmanent. Mre financial contributions would ensure a greater
viability ana the devel opnent of the Institute

*i4. The AQ Hoe¢ Conmittee on the Indian Ccean is a preparatory body
tasked with the conpletion of organiaational and substantive issues
related to the convening of a Conference in Col onbo which woul d seek to
i mpl ement the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zoneof peace. 7T« is
the view of those voting in favour of General Assenmbly resolution 447120
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that the Ad_Ho¢ Committee on the Indian Ccean shoul d continue to ful fil
i ts nmandate.

“15. Wthout prejudice to the outcome of its ongoing assessment,the
Wrld Disarmanent Canpaign, as a global information programe, should
continue its contributions by informing, educati ng, and generatin:-public
under st andi ng and support for the objectives ofthe United Nations in the
field of arms limtation and di sarmanent ina bal anced, factual and
objective manner. Mewber States and other entities areencouraged to
broaden the financial base of support ofthe Canpaign with further
voluntary contributions as well as to co-operate by other means so as to
increase its effectiveness. The Commi ssion recommends that all Menber
States should continue to mark the observance of D sarmament Wek, which
was proclaimed by the General Assenbly at its first special session
devoted t o disarmament, as a week devoted to fostering the objectives of

disarmanent, It notes that this annual observance woul d continue to play
an inmportant role in pronoting the objectives. of the Wrld D sarmanent
Canpai gn.

*16. The regional centres for peace and di sarmament shoul d continue
to contribute to the pronmotion of disarmament, nutual confidence, peace
and security. In addition, the activities of these centres would further
enhance the objectives ofthe Wrld Disermament Canpai gn. Ia order to
ensure *the effective functioning and viability of the regional centres,
the Disarmament Commission encourages Menber States as well as other
entities to nmake contributions to these centres.

“17. The United Nations bisarmament Fel | owship, Training and
Advi sory Services Programme contributes usefully to the devel opnent of
greater expertise indisarmanent issues in Menber States. Consequently,
t he Programe shoul d be continued in accordance with guidelines approved
by the CGeneral Assenbly at its thirty-third and fortieth sessions, duly
taking into account inthe yearly selection offellows, the principle of
adequat e representation of devol opi ng countries and the need forrotation
among States. ‘' "

The report of the Chairman onagenda item 7 reads as follows:

"Report of the Chairman

"1, At its forty-fourth session, the General Assenbly by resolution 44/116 M
of 15 Decenber 1989, entitled ‘ Naval armaments and di sarmanent’, jipter alia.
requested the Disarmanent Conmission to continue, at its forthconing session
in 1990, the substantive consideration of the question and to report on its
del i berations and recommendations to the General Assenbly at its forty-fifth
sessi on.

"2, Inits consideration of the item the commissio:. had before it the
fol l owi ng docunents :

“(a) Report of tho Secretary-General containing the study on the nava
arms race (A 40/535);
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*(b) Study on the naval arms race - replies received from Governnents
(Argentina, Bulgaria, China, Indonesia, Lesotho, Mexico and Sweden -
A/CN.10/773 Australia and Norway -~ Add.|) Gabon - Add.2; Denmark, Netherl ands,
Uni ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irel and - Add.3))

“(a) Working paper submtted by China (A/CN.10/78);

"(d4) Working paper submitted by Bul garia, German Democratic Republic and
the Uni on of Sovi et Soci al i st Republics (A/CN.10/80),

"(e) Chairman’s paper on agenda item 8 (A/CN.10/83)3;
“(€) Wrking paper subnitted byFinl and (A/CN.10/90/Rev. 1)

"(g) Working paper eubmtted by Bulgaria, the German Democratic Republic
and the Union of Sovi et Soclalist Republics (A/CN.10/92);

"(h)Working paper aubnmtted by Sweden (A/CN.10/101/Rev.1l);
"(1) Chairman’s paper on agenda item 8 (A/CN.10/102)};

"(§) Wrking paper submitted by Bulgaria, tbe German Democratic Republic
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.10/109);

"(k) Chairman’ s papor on agenda item 8 (A/CN.10/113);

"(1) Working paper submtted by Bulgaria, the Gernman Democratic Republic
and the Unionof Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.10/119);

*(m) Working paper submtted by Sweden (A/CN.10/121);
"(n) Working paper submitter3 by Sweden (A/CN.10/129);

"(o) Wrking paper submtted by Finland, Indonesia and Sweden
(A/7CN,10/130)

"(p) Chairman’ s paperon agenda item 8 (A/CN.20/134);

"(gq) Working paper submtted by Finland, Indonesia and Sweden
(A/CN.10/139);

*"(r) Wrking paper submtted by fweden (A/CN.10/141).

“3. Atthe 143rd plenary meeting, on 7 May, the Chairman of the Di sarmament
Conmi ssion decided to follow | ast year's course of action and hold, under his
responsibility, substantive and open-ended consultations on the subject.
Pursuant to that decision, the Chairman del egated the actual conduct of the
substanti ve and open-ended consultations to a ‘friend of t he Chairman',
in_casu, the representative of Indonesia, Anbassador Nugroho Wisnumurti. The
Consultation Goup held 13 neetings on the item. Mr. Lin Kuo- Chung of the
Department for D sarmanment Affairs served as Secretary ofthe Consultation

G oup and Ms. Florence Lee from the sane Departnent acted s Deputy Secretary.
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*4, The meetingsin the Consultation G oup resulted in a number of
subetantive £indings and recommendations on the subject. These are contained
in a working paper by the Chairman, annex Il to the report ofthe Commission,
whi ch metthe approval ofall del egati ons participating in the substantive
consul tat ions. As in the past, the delegation of the United States of America

did notparticipate in the consultations and 4s notin ar 7 way associated with
their findings and recommendations.

“5. |In accordance w th the decison of t he Disarmament Commission nmade atits
143rd plenary neeting on 7 May 1990, 4itwas understood tha* the consideration
of the itemwas concl uded.”

The report of Wrking Group Il on agenda item A reads as fol | ows:

“"Report of the Working Group on agenda jtem 8

"1l. The General Assenbly, at its forty-fourth session, adopted resol ution
447116 C of 15 Decenber 1989 in which, intex alia, it requested the

Di sarmanent Conmi ssion to consider further, at its 1990 substantive session,
issues related to conventional disarmanment. By resolution 447116 F, the
General Assenbly, Jinter alia, requested the D earmanent Conmission to continue
at its 1990 sessionthe substantive consideration ofissues related to
conventional disarmanment and to report to the Gemeral Assenbly at its
forty-fifth session with a viewto facilitating possible neasures in the field
of conventional arms reduction and di sarmament. By resol ution 44/116 N the
General Assenbly, Jinter alia, requested the Disurmament Conmi ssion to continue
its deliberation on theissue of international arms transfers contained in the
above-nentioned resol ution during its 1990 session under the item of
conventional disarmanent.

“2. The Disarmament Conmission, at its 143td meeting, on 7 May 1990, deci ded
to establish Wrking Goup Il todeal wth agenda item 8 regarding
conventional di sarmanent, pursuant to General Assenbly resolutions 44/116 C,
44/116 Fand 447116 N

“3. In connection with its work, the Working G oup had before it the
fol | owi ng wor ki ng papers:

*(a) Working paper submittod by Denmark (A/CN.10/88);
"(b) Wr ki ng paper submitted by China (A/CN.10/95);

“(c) Working paper submtted by Hungery (A/CN.10/98);
“(d) Wrking paper subnmitted by Xndia (A/CN.10/100)

“(e) Wrking paper submtted by the United Kingdom of GreatBritain and
Northern Ireland (A/CN.10/103);

*(£) Working paper submtted by China (A/CN.10/118);
*(g) Working paper subnmitted by Nigeria (A/CN.10/124);

“(h) Wrking paper submtted by Costa Rica (A/CN.10/125).
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“4, In the course ofthe deliberations, the follow ng working papers were
submitted to the Wrking Group: |

“(a) Chairman's draft report of Wrking Group' III
(A/CN.10/1989/WG.III/CRP.1/Rev.6);

"(b) Chairman’s draft report of Wrking Qoup Il
(A/CN.10/1990/WG, TITI/CRP.1 and Rev.1-8);

"(c) Working paper submitted by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Irel and (A/CN.10/1990/WG.III/CRP.2).

“5, The Working Qoup met under the chairmanship of Anbassador

Skjold G, Mellbin (Denmark) and held 16 neetings between 8 and 29 May 1990.
Mr. Ti mur @, Al asaniya of the Departnent for D sarmanent Affairs served as
Secretary of the working Goup. The Wrking Qroup al so conducted a nunber of
informal consultations through the Chairman during this period.

6. In accordance with the decision of the Disarmanent Conm ssion nmade at its
143rd plenary meeting on 7 May, Working Goup II1l, at its 16th neeting, on

29 May, decided to conclude the item and adopted by consensus the follow ng
text a

‘1. The Working Goup recalled the priorities in disarnmanment established
by the General Assenbly in the Final Docunent of its Tenth Speci al
Session, the first special sessiondevoted to disarmanment, as stated in
paragraph 45, namely: nucl ear weapons) other weapons of mass
destruction, including chem cal weapons; conventional weapons, including
any which may be deemed to be excessively injurious orto have

i ndiscrimnate effects; and reduction of armed forces. As stated in
paragraph 46 of the Final Document, nothing should preclude States from
conducting negotiations on all priority itenms concurrently. The G oup
took into account the principles derived from the Final Docunent which
provi ded the perspective on and addressed the subjects of t he
conventional arms race and conventional disarmanent as identified in
paragraph 8 of the Study on Conventional D sarmanment (A/39/348).

‘2. In dealing with the subject-matter before it in the context
established in paragraph 4 above, the Goup recalled that sincethe
Second World War there has been a large nunber of arned conflicts fought
with conventional weapons. It was noted that certain conflicts continue
and pose a threat to regional and global peace and security. The Goup,
however, took account ofthe recent overall anelioration in the
international situation and the trend towards the peaceful settlement of
various regional conflicts, the inportant role played in that regard by
the United Nations and the possible positive inplications ofthese

devel opments for efforts related to disarnmanment.

‘3. Attenticn was given to recent devel opments inrelation to Europe,
whi ch has the highest concentration of arms and armed forces. The
successful conclusion inJanuary 1989 ofthe CSCE Fol | owup Meeting in
Vienna led to further negotiations in the field of confidence- and
security-building measures as well as the new Negotiation on Conventi onal
Armed Forces in Europe, both within the framewurk of the CSCE process,
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The Qoup, recalling General Assenbly resol utions 41/86 L, 43/75 P and
447116 |, wel cone% the progress made an% consi dered that positive results
in these negotiations would serve to improve security an% develop
co-operation in Europe, thereby contributing tointernational peace and
security in the world as a whole

‘4, Attention was also given to the agreenent in1987 between Costa
Rica, Quatemala, Honduras, N caragua and El Salvador on a procedure for
the establishnment ofa firmand |lasting peace in Central America and
subsequent declarations and agreenments, which include inportant steps

t onar ds disarmament. Ths G oup wel coned these declarations and

agreements Whi ch woul d serve to pronote security and develop cO-operation
in the region. They constitute an inportant contribution to

international peace an% security.

'5. The G oup identified a number of issues and possi bl e measures in the
field of conventional arns reductions and di sarmanent which are set out
bel ow.

'6. The accunul ation an% i ncreasi ng sophistication of conventional arms
in various regions of theworld, particularly by those States with the
largest mlitary arsenals, have grave inplications for internationa
peace and security, Agreemente or other neasures in the field of
conventional disarmanent therofore should be resolutely pursued on a
bilateral, regional and multilateral basis, due account being taken of
paragraph 83 of the Final Docunent. Woreas States with the |argest
mlitary arsenals have a special responsibility in pursuing the process
of conventional disarmament, it isS incumbent upon all States, while
taking into account the need to protect their security and naintain
necessary defensive capabilities, to intensify their efforts and take,
either on their own or by agreenent, appropriate stops in the field of
conventional disarmament that woul d onhance peace and security in their
regions as well as globally and contribute to overall progress towards
the goal of general and conplete disarnanent.

'7. The limtation and reduction of conventional arms and armed forces
could relate to weapons and manpowor, an% include their depl oynent. The
obj ective of conventional disarmanent measures should be undiminished or
increased secucity at the |owest possible level of armanents and mlitary
forces. \apons and equi prent which are the subject of conventiona
forces reducti ons agreements shoul d not be transferred, directly or
indirectly, to States not party to the agreement in question. The
princi pal method of dealing With such reductions shoul d be destruction.

'8. The States nenmbers of two major mlitary alliances have made
progress towards an early agreement on substantial reduction of their
convontional arned forces i n Europe; they are urged to continue their
intensive efforts to this end in order to fulfil the mandate of their
negotiations Which is to achieve increased security at |ower |evels of
forces an% to elimnate the capability for surprise attack an%

| arge-scale offensive action.

‘9. In relation to negotiations on conventional disarmament, CONSCi OUS
of paragraph 83 of the Final Docunment of SSCD I, Statos should take into
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account a number of factors, such as: aircunmetanaes prevailing in a
particular region) the quantitative and qualitative aspects of the forces
whi ch arethe subject of negotiations; the impoctance of a basis of
conpar abl e data; asymmetries that m ght exist among various countries as
a result of historical, geographical and other factors] the needto

el i m nate military asymmetries whi ch are prejudicial to securitys the
need of States to protect their security, bearing in mnd the inherent
right of self-defence and the right ofpeoples toself-determnation and
i ndepeadencer the various significant inplications of mlitary

strategies) the need to take steps to elimnate the capability for
surprise attack and offensive action) and the inplications of arms
transfers.

*10. Al though negotiations should be undertaken to facilitate and achieve
substantial disarmanent, and ultinmately general and conpl ete di sarmanent,
uni | ateral measures could be taken in order to enhance regional ana

gl obal peace and security.

*11, Taking into consideration the progress acconplished in thefield of
conventionaldi sarnarnoat, the inportant role ofefforts at disarmanent on
a regional scal e must be recognized. The regional approach to

disarmament i S one of the essential elenents in global efforts. Regional
di sar mament measures shoul d be taken at the initiative and with the
participation of States concerned and must take into account the specific
characteristics of each region, In regions where tensions may be high
and apotential for conflict may exist, measures aimed at reducing
tensions could lead to reductions and restrictions on mlitary

depl oyments by all States concerned and thus contribute to strengthening
confidence and international peace and security.

'12. Al though confidence-buil di ng measures, whether mlitary or
non-mlitary, cannot serve as a substitute for concrete di sarmanent
measures, they can play an inportant role in facilitating progress
towards disarmanment in that they alleviate mstrust and thus enhance

i nternational co-operation and security, whether they aretaken
unilaterally, bilaterally or multilaterally. Consequently, the value of
such neasures was enphasised, itbeing understood that they shoul d al ways
be so designed as to take into account the specificsituation in and
characteristics of the region in question.

*13, Conventional disarmament agreenents nust provide for adequate and
effective nmeasures for their verification satisfactory to all parties
concerned in order to create the necessary confidence and to ensure that
t he agreements are being observed. The Group noted that the
Secretary-General, upon the request ofthe General Assenbly and with the
assistance of a group of qualified governnental experts, is undertaking
an in-depth study of the role of the United Nations in the field of
verification.

“14. As appropriate, negotiations on measures of conventional disarmanent

shoul d al so cover such types of conventional weapons as enconpass
radi cal |y new techniques arising fromqualitative technol ogi cal advances.
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35.

'15. The gl obal expenditure onark an& armed forces, by far t he | ar gest
part of which is attributable toconventional arms and arned forces,
represents a massive, consunpti on of resources for potentially destructive
purposes in a stark contrast tothe urgent need for soecial and economic
devel opment and for increased i nternational co-operation inthose

fields. Reduction in mlitary expenditure by releasing resources couid,
therefore, entail benefits both in the social and economc fields as well
as inthe political field.

*16. Arms transfers can have serious inplications for conventi onal

di sarmament, as recalled in the Final Document. Arms transfers should be
addressed in conjunction with the questionsof nmai ntai ni ng international
peace and security, reducing international tension, enhancing confidence,
and pronoting disarmament as well as social and econonic devel opnent.
Restraint and greater openness can hel p inthis respect and contribute to
the pronotion of international peaceandsecurity. In this context, the
grave consequences of illicit traffic in arms deserve substantive
consideration. The Qoup noted that the Secretary~General, upon the
request of the General Assenbly aad with the assistance of a group of
qual i fied governmental experts, is undertaking an in-depth study of ways
and neans of pronoting transparency in international transfers of
conventional arms onauniversal and non-discrimnatory basis.

*17, Taking into account the priorities in disarmanent set out in the
Final Docunent, the subject of conventional disarmanent shoul d continue
to be actively pursued in the United Nation8 as one significant
contribution to the endeavours of the international community towards
general and conpl ete di sarmanment under effective international control.
In addition to deliberations by the D sarnmanment Commission on how to
facilitate the process of conventional disarmanent, it would be wel conme
if the Conference on Disarmanment were to addressthe issue of
conventional disarmament when practicable. The United Nations should be
kept duly infornmed of devel opnents in disarmanent efforta outside fts
aegis, wthout prejudice to the progresa of negotiations.'"

Tha report of Wrking Qroup IV on agenda item 9 reads as foll ows:

"Raport of Working Grouwp IV on agenda item 9

"l.  The General Assenbly, at itsforty-fourth session, adoptodresol ution
44/119 Hof 15 Decenber 1989, in which, Ainter alia, it directed the

Di sar manent Conmi ssion to finalize the preparati on of elaments of a draft
resolution to be entitled ‘Declaration of the 1990s as _the Third Di sarnament
Decade' and to submit themto the Gonoral Assembly at ItS forty-fifth session
€or consideration and adoption.

“2. The Disarmament Commi ssion, at its 143rd neeting, on 7 May 1990, decided
to establish Wrking Goup 1V to deal with agenda item 9regardingt he
"Consideration of the peclnyration of the 1990s asthe Third Di sarmanent
Decade', pursuant to General Assembly resolution 447119 H.

“3.  In connection with its work, the Wrking Goup had before it the
foll owm ng documents:
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"(a) Consideration of the declaration ofthe 1990s as the Third
D sar manent Decade (A/CN.10/115 and Add.1-4);

*(b) Consideration ofthe declaration of the 19908 as the Third
D sarmanent Decade: recommendation of the basic elements of the Declaration
of the 1990s as the Third D sarmanent Lecades working paper submitted by
Chi na (A/CN,10/116) ;

"(c) Considerntion of the declaration ofthe 1990s as the Third
Di sarmanment Decade: working paper submtted by N geria (A/CN.10/122);

"(d) Consideration of the declaration of the 19908 as the Third
D sarmanent Decade: elenments for inclusionin a draft resolution on the
decl aration of the 1990s as the Third D sarmanent Decade: working paper
submtted by Bul garia, Cazechoslovakia, the German Denocratic Republic and
Pol and (A/CN.10/123),

"(e) Consideration ofthe declaration ofthe 1990s as the Third
Di sar mament Decade: working paper submtted byCostaR ca (A/CN.10/12€ ;

“(£) Consideration of the declaration ofthe 19908 as the Third
Di sar manment Decade: wor ki ng paper submtted bylndia (A/CN.10/128);

*(g) Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as the Third
D sar mament Decade: wor ki ng paper submitted by Canada (A/CN.10/135).

4 The Working Goup net under the chairmanshi p of Ambassador

Emek Ayo Azikiwe (Nigeria) and hel d 11 neetings between 9 and 24 May 1990.
Mr. Tsutomu Ishiguri ofthe Department for Disarmanment Affairs served as
Secretary ofthe Wrking Group.

"5, In order to expedite thework, the Working G oup deci ded tov take working
paper A/CN.10/135 entitled "Consideration ofthe declaration ofthe 1990s as
the Third D sarmanent Decade" asaworking basis. Inthe course of exam ning
the working paper, theWrking Goup identified both areasof agreenent and

ot her areas which need to be further considered.

"6. At its 5th meeting, on15May 1990, the Chairman of Wrking Goup IV
prepared and circul ated a conferencer oom paper (A/CN.10/1990/WG.IV/CRP,1)
entitled "Draft declaration of the 1990s asthe Third D sarmanment Decade”,

whi ch took into account the views and comrents expressed by del egations during
the exam nation of working paper A/CN.10/135,

T, At its 6th neeting, on 17 May, the Chairman of Wrking Goup IV
circul at ed anot her conference room paper (A/CN.10/1990/WG.IV/CRP.2),
reflecting the result ofthe informal consultations having taken place on
16 My,

“8. At its8th meeting, on 21 May, the Chairman of Wrking Goup IV

circul ated yet another conference room paper (A/CN.10/1990/WG.IV/CRP.3) for
consideration by the Wrking Goup. In that docunent, the Chairman registered
t he convergence of views onnost of tha textand triad to fscus on a few
remaining issues.
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“9. Atits 11th neeting, on 24 My, the Chairman of Wrking Group IV
presented a conference roompaper (A/CN.10/1990/WG.IV/CRP.4), Which with m nor
further amendments was accepted as a draft declaration.

"10. In accordance with the decision of the D sarmanent Conm ssion made at
its 143rd plenary nmeeting, on 7 May, Wrking Goup IV, at its 1lth neeting, on
24 May, decided to conclude the consideration ofthe item and adopted by
consensus the text as followsr

'Deaft declaration of the 19908 as the Third
Risarmamant Decade

‘1. The present Declaration ofthe 1990s as the Third Disarmament
Decade is addressed to the global comunity, and deals with the hopes
and aspirations of people for |asting peace and security.

2. After a period of heightened tensions, the latter part ofthe
decade of the 1980s saw a noticeable inprovenent in the way many States
conducted their relations with one another. Despite this favourable
trend, the specific goals of the Second D sarmanment Decade were not
fully realized.

‘3. In aworld of growi ng interdependence, it is essential forthe
international comunity tostinulate and deepen awareness of the common
interests of the global society and of the universal interest in

achi eving disarmament and strengthening international peaceand
security. The chall enges facingthe international commuuity today are
enormous.  Accordingly, the solution of these difficult and conpl ex
issues W ll require the political will of States in conducting dial ogue
and negotiations and in pronoting international co-operation, including
confi dence-buil di ng measures aimed at reducing tensions and the risk of
mlitary confrontation anong States, bearing in mnd specific conditions
prevailing in the region concerned. It will also require

acknow edgement of the profound interrelationship of questions relating
to disarmanent, social and econom c devel opnent and environnent al
protection.

‘4. The international community stands on conmon ground in determning
to make progreas in the 1990s by resolutely pursuing disarnmament al ong
with othor efforts necessary for attaining genuine peace and security.
As members of the intornetional community, we have identified the

foll owing common goals. In the nuclear field, we nust continue urgently
to seek early reductions in, and the eventual elimnation of, nuclear
weapons and work towards a conprehensive nuclear-test ban. To achieve
the obj ective of non-proliferation in all its aspects, all States are
oncour aged to make every effort further to strengthen the
non-proliferation regime and ot her measures to halt and prevent the
proliferation of nuclear weapons. The aim of tho international
community should be to promote co-operation in the peaceful use of
nuclear enorgy on a non-discriminatory basis and under agreed and
appropriate international safeguards. The prevention of an arms race in
outer space remains an important area to be further addressed. Mnny
States also see the need to address naval confidence-building measures
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and disarmament issues. In the conventional field, we nust seek
reductions in arns and arned forcesin all areasof the world and, in
particular, where |evels of concentrations of armaments are hi ghest. In
this regard, we urgently seek the successful conclusion ofthe

negoti ations on conventional forcesin Euroge. W aimfor continued
consi deration ofarmstransfers in all their aspects. In the chemca
field, we must work forthe earliest conclusion ofa convention onthe
prohi bition of the development, producti on, stockpiling and use of all
chem cal weapons and on their destruction. The international community
also calls forstrict conpliance with the Protocol forthe Prohibition
ofthe Use in War of Asphyxi ating, Poisonous or O her Qases, and of

Bact eri ol ogi cal Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on

17 June 1925. 4 As turtuer Steps forward, openness and transparency on
all appropriate mlitary matters shoul d be devel oped, the scope and
technic o8 of verification advanced, the use of science and technol ogy
for peaceful purposes pronoted and non-military threats to security
addressed. All otherinitiatives tohalt and reversethe arms race, in
particular the nuclear-arns race, i hits qualitative and
quantitative aspects deserve careful ccnsideration. Such initiatives
include the establishment of nucl ear-weapon-free zones on the basis of
arrangenments freely arrived at among States of the region concerned and
the creation of zones of peace under appropriate conditions defined and
determned freely by the States concerned in the zone. In the pursuit
ofthe foregoing goals, the international comunity acknow edges the
particular responsibility of countries with the largest milit ry
arsenals. Resourcea freed through di sarmanment could be used for the
benefit of a bal anced world devel opment. These goals should be included
in a conprehensive programe of di sarmanent, which should be concl uded
at an appropriate tine,

‘5. The United Nations will continue to foster multilatera
co-operation for disarmament, wherein bilateral and regional efforts can
be conplenmentary ard nutual ly supportive in attaining the purposes and
principles of the United Nations. The international comunity can
further pronote disarmament through the United Nations by building upon
its achievenents in ghis field, including the Final Docunent of the
Tenth Special Sessiom ofthe General Assenbly (resolution 8-10/2), which
was adopted by consensus.

‘6. The international comunity affirns the positive role that an
informed public can play in the process of disarmanent by pronoting a
constructive and realistic dialogue on issues related to di sarmanent.
In this regard, the pursuit ofthe World Disarmanent Canpaign and the
observance of Di sarmanent Week wi || continue to play a useful role
Refl ecting a grow ng understanding and commtnent in dealing with the
gl obal problens of peace andsecurity, it recognizes that

non- government al organizations play an invaluable role. It also
supports anenhanced rolefor womenin developing the conditions for
enduring peace.

‘7. As the world noves towards the twenty-first century, it is evident
that future generations wll need increasing know edge and understandi ng
of the interdependent nature of life on the planet. Education on
international peace and security issues will play a fundamental part in
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36.

al l owi ng every individual to realize his or her rol e as a responsible
member of the world community.'"

The report of the Consultation G oup on agenda item 10 reads as fol | ows8

“Report of the Consultation Growp on pgenda item 10

"1, The General Assenbly, at its forty-fourth session, adopted resolution
44/116 E of 15 December 1989, in whi ch, jintex alia, itrequested the

Disarmament Commission toinclude in the agenda of its 1990 session an item
entitled *Objective information on mlitary matters’.

‘2. The Disarmanment Commission, at its 143rd neeting, on 7 May 1990, deci ded:

‘Aconsultation group will be established for item10 regarding
objective i nformati on on militexymatters during the 1990 substantive
session with the understandi ng that objective information on military
matters, as well as «ll other substantive issues on the working agenda,
shoul d be given in-dapth consideration during the 1991 substantive
session of the Disarmanent Conm ssion;

*The time-frame for consi deration of item 10 should be in the first half
of the 1990 substantive session, i.e. the group should not hold any
meeting after Wednesday, 16 May;

*It i s understood that consideration of item10 will be at the
prelimnary stage during the 199C substantive session, not engaging in
any negotiation on a text of the subject;

‘The candi date for the chairmanship ofthe consultation group will bo
the representative of Austria. '

‘3. Tho Consul tation G oup met under the chairmanshi p of Ambassador
Pet er Hohenfellner (Austria) and hel d sevenmeetings bet ween 10 and

16 May 1990. M. Lin Ruo-Chung of tho Department for Di sarmanent Affairs
served as Secretary of the Consul tation G oup.

"4, Im carrying out its work, the Consultation Goup had before it the
report of the Secretary-CGeneral containing the views of Menber States on tho
subj ect (A/4473v6and Add.1 and 2) andothe working papers submtted by
Menber States as follows:

"(a) Wrking paper aubmtted by the United Kingdomof Geat Britain and
Northern Irel and (A/CN.10/140);

"(b) Worki ng paper submitted by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(A/CN.10/7142).

"5. At the beginning ofthe 1st neeting, the Chairman of the Goup nade a
substantive introductory statenment. The first two nmeetings were dadicated to
an exchange of general views on the subject in which a |arge nunber of

del egations participated.

~29-




"¢. Subsequently, the G oup proceeded to a discusson of the fol | owi ng
topi cs reiated to the subject-mattsr, according to astructure proposad by the
Chai rman of the G oups

**The meaning and significance of objective information onmilitary
matters asrelated to international security anddi sarnanent)

"The meaning of the terms ‘mlitary nmatters’, ‘mlitary capabilities’
and *military activities';

"The fields or areas of mlitary matters which could becovered bya
possible exchange of information)

**The gl obal and the regional dinmensions ofthe subject, including the
question of a possible global and/orregional application of an exchange
of information onmlitary matters)

“The possible role ofthe United Nations, its regional centres for peace
and di sarmanent and ot her regi onal organizations in the context ofan
exchange of information cn mlitary matters;

*The advi sability of afuture el aboration of aset of principles,
gui del i nes or recommendations on objective information on mlitary
matters;

“The parameters whi ch shoul d govern a possible exchange ot information
on mlitary matters,

7. At its last substantive meeting, held on 16 May 1990, a nunber of
del egati ons made concluding statements. At the end of the meeting, the
Chai rman ofthe Consultation Goup al so nade a concl udi ng statement.

"8, Atits 8th meeting, on 24 May 1990, the Consultation G oup adopted the
present report to t he Di sarmanent Conm ssion hy consensus.”

Notas

17 Uficial Records of the General Asgambly, Forty-fourth Session,
Supplement No. 42 (A/44/42).

2/ General Assembly resolution §-10/2.

lf RQELicral K O O
Supplement No. 27 (A/44/27).
4/ League of Nations, Ireaty Series, vol. XCIV (1929), No. 2138.
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ANNEX |

Compilation of proposals for recommendations on agenda item 4

Recommendation No, 1

Al States Members of the United Nations should reaffirm their full conm tnent
t o the purposes of the Charter ofthe uUnited Nati ons and should strictly observe
its principles aswell as other relevant and generally accepted principles of
international lawrelating to the nmaintenance of international peace and security,
in particular, the principles ofrefraining from the threat oruse of force agai nst
the sovereignty, territorial integrity orpolitical independenceofany State, or
aga* nst peopl es under colonia’ or foreign dom nation seeking to exercise their
right e self-dotermnation and to achi eve independence; non-intervention and
non-interference in the internal affairs of other States; the inviolability of
international frontlerst and tho peaceful settlemeat of di sputes, having regardto
t he inherent right of States to individual ant! collective self-defence in
accordance With the Charter.

Recommendation No, 2

All states are urged to contribute effectively to the strengthening ofthe
central role and primary responkibility of :he United Nations in the field of
disarmament. Since the process of disarmanent affects the vital security interests
ofall States, theynust all be actively concernedw th and contribute to the
measures of disarmanent and arms |imtation, which have an essential part to play
in maintaining and strengthening international security.

Wil e disarmanment is the responsibility ofall States, the nuclear-weapon
States have the primary responsibility for nucl ear disarmament and, together wth
other mlitarily significant States, for halting and reversing the arns race.

Everyt hi ng possi bl e ahoul d be done to enabl e the Conference on D sar manent,
which is a single multilateral nogotiating body in the field of disarmament, to
fulfil its responsibilities by the negotiation and adoption of concrete measures of
di sarmanment to pronote affectively the attainment of geuweral and conplete
di sar mament under . f fective international control.

Recommendation No, 3

In order to inplement the recomrendati ons and decisions contained in the Final
Document of tae Tenth Special Session ofthe General Assenbly, the first special
session devoted to disarmament (resolution S10121, all States, particularly
nucl ear - weapon States and especially those among them whi ch possess the most
I mport ant nuclear arsenal s, shoul d urgently engage innegotiations to fulfil the
priority tasks set forth in its Prograrme Of Action.

Negoti ati ons of agreements in conformty with paragraph 50 of the Fi nal

Docurntnt with a view to halting and reversing the nuclear-arns race and bringing
about as soon as possible the achievenent of the final objective defined therein,
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nanely, the ultimta and conplete elimnati on of nuclear weapons, shoul d be
intensified or, as appropriate, urgently initiated.

Negotiationa, in appropriate forums, to achieve reductions in weapona, in
particul ar nuclear weapons, as wall a8 other measures int he di sarmanent field,
shoul d be pursued and agreenents concluded in accordance w th paragraphs 29 and 31
of the Final Docunment of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmanent.

Racommendation No, 4

The Disarmament Commi ssi on comsiders as an inportant stepin strengthening
international peaoa and security the agreenent renohad at Gemnevain Novenber 1985
at the summlt neeting ofthe Union of Soviet Socialist Republies and the United
States of America to accelerate the work at the negotiations botwaan them on
nuclear and space armg, With & view to aocnnplishing the tasks set out in the joint
communiqué of 8 January 1985 ofthe Soviet Union amd the United States, nanely, to
prevent an arma racein space andto term nate iton Earth, to limit and reduce
nucl ear arns and enhance strategic stability, &s well astheir agreenent thata
nucl ear war cannot be won and must never be fought, that any conflict between the
Sovi et Union and the United Statescoul d have cat astrophi c consequences, that any
war bet ween them whether nuclear or conventional, should be prevented, and that
theywi || not seek to achieve mlitary superiority.

Bearing in mnd that the ultimte goal of nuclear disarnmament in the conplete
el i mnation of nucl ear weapons, the General Assembly coul d encourage the
realization ofthe common desire ofnegotiating parties, as expressedi n thesame
joint statement, for early progress in areas whore there is comobn ground,
including the principle ofa 50 per cent reduction in the nuslear arms oft he
Soviet Union and the United States appropriately applied. It is reconvnended that
the General Assenbly also take into account as further important steps the joint
statenents ofthe United States-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics of
10 Decenber 1987 and 1 June 1988, as wel | as the resumption of the United
St at es- Sovi et Uni on Nucl ear and Space Tal ks, resulting from the high-level United
States- Soviet Union meeting at Moscow on 10 and 11 May 1959,

The Di sarnmanment Commissicn considers that strict observance andfull
i mpl ementation of the Treaty batweea the United States of America and t he Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimnation of Their Intermediate-Range and
Shorter-Range Mssiles, the veryfirst disarmanment agreement aver concl uded for the
el i m nati on of anentire category of nucl ear weapons, representsa valuable initial
step in the reduction of nuclear weapons.

The two negotiating parties shoul d bear constantly inmindthat not only their
national interests but alsothe vital interests of all thepeoples of theworld are
at stake and, accordingly, should keep the general Assenbly duly informed ofthe

progress of the negotiations, without prejudice to the progressof the negotiations.

The D sarmanment Conm ssion al so considers that continuation of the practice
according to which the two negotiating parties also offer infornmation on the
progress in their negotiations to the Conference onDisarmament woul d be useful.

Bil ateral and mnltilateral efforts for nuclear disarmanent ehould conpl ement
and facilitate each other.
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Recomnendation No, 5

[ The Conference onDisarmament, &8s the single multilaterel di sar manent
nogotiating forum, has a p:» mary role in the negotiation Oof muitilateral
di sarmanent agreements. The Conference on Disarmanent shoul d £ully dizonarge thie
fundamental task, 4in particular, and as a matter af€ urgency, concerning the
priority items oa its agerda.])

Reocommendation No. 6

Al Statos, in particular the major nuclear-weapon States, are urged to pursue
their negoti ati ons on arms | imtations anddisarmament with vigour and to keep the
United Nations appropriately informed ofall steps in this field, whether
uni lateral, bilateral,, regional ornultilateral, w thout prejudiceto the progress
of negotiations.

Recommendation No., 7

[ The Conference on Disarmanent should proceed wthout delay to negotiations on
the coseation ofthe nuclear-arnms race and nucl ear di sarnmanment and, in particular,
begin the el aboration of practical measures for the cessation of the nuclear-arn8
race and for nucl ear disarmament in accordance wth paragraph 50 of the Final
Docunent of tl.e Tenth Special Session of the General Assenbly, including a auclear
di sarmament programme. Such a conprehensive, phased programre w th agreed
time-frames, whenever feasible, should provide for progressive and bal anced
reducti on of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, | 0oading to
their ultimato and conplete elimnation. It should aimat the conplete elimnation
of nucl ear weapons throughout the world by the year 2000 and coul d consi st of three
st ages 3

(a) A ficst stage of fiveto oiyht years, providing for reduations in the
nuclear arsenal s of the Uni on of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States
of america, as wel| as for the renunciation of the development, testing and
dopl oynent of space-strike weapons by them and anoratorium on their nuclear
explosions;

(b) A second stage, which would | ast forfive tosevenyears and during which
the othar nucl ear-weapon States woul d take part in the nucl ear disarmanent process;

(c) A last stage, during which the elimnation of all romaining nuclear
weapons W || be conpl et ed.

Verification of the destruction or limtation of nuclear weapons and delivery
vehicles woul d be carried out by national technical means, on-site inspections and
ot her neasures. |

Rocommnendation No, 8

[A conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty prohibiting all nuclear-test
explosions by all States in all environments for all tine should be concluded as a
matter of urgency. To this end the Conference on D sarmanent should immediately
proceed to the negotiations required for the conclusion of a conprehensive test-ban
treaty. The issues of the verification of compliance With the agreenent to be
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negoti ated coul d be considered simultaneously Wi th t he other substantive issues
relating to a prohibition ofnucl ear teats.)

[ The Disarmament Conmmi ssion [further] reccmmends that the Geaeral Assenbly
aaknowledge t he i nportance ofthe opening, on 9 No. mber 1987, of full-scale
step-hy-step negotiations bet ween the United States and the Union of Sovi et
Socialist Republics which, in accordance with their joint statenent of
17 Septenber 1987, are conducted in a single forumand in which the sides, as the
first step, will agree upon effective verification measures which will nake it
possible to ratify the United stares of Anerica-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Threshol d Test-Ban Treaty of 1974 and Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Troaty of 1976,
and proceed to negotiating further intermediate |imtations on nuclear testing
leading to the ultinmate objective of the conplete cessation of nuclear testing as
part of an effective di sarmanment process. This process, among ot her things, would
pursue, as the first priority, the goal of the reduction of nuclear weapons and,
ultimately, their elimnation.]

[ Pendi ng the conclusion of such a treaty, the nuclear-weapon States are called
upon to declare a noratoriumon all nuclear explosions starting fromadate to be
agreed among all ofthem The two major nucl ear-weapon States whick have conducted
t he most nucl ear explosions are called upon to atop their nuclear tests
i mredi ately, ]

Recommandation No. 9

Evory State hasthe duty to refrain in its international relations from the
threat or use offorce against the territorial integrity or political independence
of any State, orin any other nmanner inconsistent with the purposes of the United
Nations. Such a threat or uoo of force constitutes a violation of international
law and the Charter ofthe United Nations and entails international responsibility,

The recommandatione Nos. 10 to 16 have been proposed taking fully into account
the general applicability of recommendation No. 9.

Recommendation No, 10

In order to intensify the disarmanent process, it should be taken into
consi deration that mankind today is confronted with an unprecedented threat of
destruction arising from the nmassive and conpetitive accumulation of the most
power ful weapons ever produced. Therefore, disarmanent, in particular nuclear
di sarmanment, should be approached as anmatter of highest priority and of vital
i nportance for hunmanity.

Measures for the prevention of nuclear war and for the pronotion of nuclear
di sarmament nust take into account the security interests of nuclear-weapon and
non- nucl ear - weapon States alike.

Recommendation No, 11

There is today w de endorsenent of the statement ofthe two major
nucl ear-weapon States that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought.
Pendi ng the achi evement of nuclear disarmanent, all States shoul d co-operate for
the adoption of practical and appropriate measures topreventthe outbreak of a
nucl ear war and to avoid use of nuclear weapons. Note should he taken of existing
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undertaki nga by two nucl ear-weapon States about non-first use of nuclear weapons as
wel | as declarations made by some States about non-use of any weapon, except in
response to an armed attack.

The Di sar manent Conmi ssi on considers i nportant the agreement ont he
establ i shnent of nucl ear risk reduction centres in Washington and Moscow, which the
United states of Anerica andthe Union of Soviet Soci alist Republics, affirmng
their desire to reduce and ultimately elimnate the risk of outbreak of nuol aar
war, in particular as a result of msinterpretation, mscalculation, oraccident,
concl uded on 15 September 1987.

[ The Conference on Disarmament shoul d undertake, as amatter ofthe highest
priority, negotiationswith a view to achieving agreament onappropriate and
pre -tical neasures forthe prevention of nuclear war. )

[ The Security Council ofthe United Nations could al so take up questions of
nucl ear di sarmanent and prevention of nuclear war. )

Recommendation No. 12

[ Nucl ear-weapon States should agree to a conprehensive nuc:var-armsfreeze,
enbracing testing, developnent and depl oynent of all nuclear weapons and their
delivery systems, subject to appropriate and effective nmeasures and procedures of
verification. Such a freeze should be considered as a first step in halting and
reversing t he nucl ear a-ms race leading to the complete elimnation of 011 nucl ear
weapons, [It shoul d begin with aninmmedi ate f£reeze on production of nucl ear
weapons and fissionable material for weapon purposes by the two States possessing
the | argost nuclear arsenals and should be followed by substantial reductions of
existing nucl ear arns.] )

[ The ultinate goal of nuclear disarmanment is the conplete prohibition and

t hor ough destruction of nucl ear weapons. Pending theattai nnont of this goal, the
countries which poesese the largest and nost advanced nucl ear arsenals in the world
should take the lead in halting the test, production and deploynent of all types of
nucl ear woepons and in drastically reducing and destroying all types of nuclear
weapons they havo depl oyed inside and outside their respective countries. After
this, a broadly representative i nternati onal conference on nucl ear disarmament Wi th
the participation of all nuclear-weapon States can be held to discuss steps and
measures towards thorough destruction of nuclear weapons. ]

[ The objective af nuclear disarmanent shoul d be pursued through negotiations,
such asthose currently under way between the United States of Anerica and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, aimed at reaching agreenont on mutual,
bal anced and effectively verifiable substantial reductions in nuclear weapons. ]

Recommendation No, 13
[ The adequately verified cessation and prohibition of the production of

fissionable material for nuclear weapons would bea significant step towards
hal ting and reversing the nuclear arns race. ]
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Recommendation No. 14

[All nucl ear-weapon categories should be incorporated in the disarnament
process. )

Racammendation No, 15

[As a measure t 0 prevent nucl ear war, pending effective neasures of nuclear
disarmament, al | nucl ear-weapon 8tatesshoul d undertake not to be the first to use
nuclenr weapons at any time and under any circumstances, and torefrain frem using
or threatening to use suah weapons against non-nucl ear - weapon States and
nucl ear - weapon-free sones. On such abasis, an international convention should be
urgently negotiated and adopted with the participation ofall the nuclear-weapon
States to emsure the prohibition of theuse or threat ofuse of nuclear weapons,)

[In the nuclear age, it is all the moreinportant that all States strictly
observet heir obligation, undertho Charter of the United Nations, to refrain in
their international velations from the trreat or use of force against the
territorial integrity orpolitical .ndependence of any State, orin any man.er
i nconsistent with the purposesofthe United Nations, takiny into account their
i nherent right ofindividual or collective self-defence.]

Recommendat.on No, 16

[In view of the danger posed to all mankind by an arms race i n outer space, in
particul ar the inpendi ng danger of eracerbating the current state ofinsecurity by
devel opments that could further underm ne international peace and security, the
Conference on Disarmament should urgently undertake negotiations for the conclusion

of an agreement or agreenmenta, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all IfS
aspects 4im outer space,]

Inorder to coantribute to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, the
Conference on Diearmanent should intensify its workin accordance with the nandate
of the Ad_Hoc Committeo set up by the Conference,

[It is understood that the establishnment of the Ad Hog Committee constitutes
only a first step towards nultilateral negotiations for the concl usi on of an

agreenment or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects
in outer space.]

Recommendation No, 17

Pendi ng conprehensi ve measures of nuclear and conventional disarmanent, States
shoul d continue to co-operate in the devel opment of a conprehensive set of measure8
for the prevention of nuclear war and of all armed conflict. These could include a
wi de array of confidence-building measures, including measuresrelating wo nuclear

weapons, to be negotiated in appropriate frameworks, for regional or globa
appl i cation.

Recommendation No, 18

Nucl ear and conventional weapons as well as mlitary forces should be reduced
in amutual, bal anced and verifiable manner, particularly in regions where their
concentration has attained the most dangerous |evels.
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Recommendation No. 19

[ The nucl ear-weapon Statee should refrain frommilitary nmanoeuvres in which
nucl ear energy is used Por non-peaceful purposes, especially insituations where
nucl ear armanents are deployed in close proxinmty »f Etates not possessing nucl ear
weapons, thus endangering their security.]

Rocommondation No, 20

[Bearing in mnd that tha nuol ear-weapon States should guarantee that
non- nucl ear -weapon States will not be threatened or attuicked with nucl ear weapons
and that declarations were made in this context, negotiavions shoul d proceed for
the conclusion [, as appropriate,] ofeffective international arrangenents to
assure [all] non-nucl ear-weapon States [, without any discrimination,) agai nst the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.]

Recommendation No, 21

The establishnent of nuclear-weapon-free zones in different parts of the world
on the basis of agreemants and/or arrangenonts freely arrived at among the States
of t he region concerned constitute an inportant disarmament measure [and]

[. Nuclear-weapon-free zones which will enhance world-w de security and stabilityj
should be encouraged, with the ultinmate objective of achieving aworldentirely
free of nuclear weapons. In the process of establishing such zones, the
characteristics of [each region][the region inquestion] should be taken into
account. [Those agreenments or arrangenents should be fully conplied with andthe
affective respect for the statua of such zones by [all] [nucl ear-weapon] States
[concerned] should be subject to adequate [agreed] verification procedures, thus
ensuring that the zones are genuinely free fromnuclear weapons. ]

Recommendation No, 22

[ The establishment of zones of peace invarious regions of the world on tho
basis of conditions clearly defined and dotorm ned freely by the States concerned
in tho zone, and inconformty with international law, cmcontribute to
strengthening the security of States within such zones and to internationul peace
and security as a whole. In the process of setting up such zones, the
characteristics of the zone and tho principles of the Charter of the United Nations
shoul d bo taken into account. ]

Racommendat.jon No., 23

All States should co-operate to achieve the goal of nuclear non-proliferation
whi ch is, on the onehand, to preventthe energence of any additional
nucl ear - -weapon St ates besides the existing five nucl ear-weapon States and, on tho
other, progressively to reduce and eventually to elimnate nuclear weapons
altogether. States should fully inplement all the provisions ofrel evant
international treaties to which they are parties. Nucl ear-weapon States in
particul ar should urgently adopt effective measures for halting anA reversing the
nucl ear-arns race.
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|
8ince the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its aspects i8 a matter of
universal concern, all States are jointly urged to take further steps to devel op an

internutional consensus of ways and nmeans, on a univereal and non-discrimnatory
basis,to0 prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Regommendation No, 25

[In conformty with the Charter ofthe United Nations, security policies of
Statee shoul d have a def ensi ve character, reflected in thestructure and | evel of
armed forces, taki ng into account the characteristics ofeach region, thus
contributing to global international security.]

I X

Introdugtory sentence

While nucl ear disarmament has the highest priority, the foll ow ng
recommendations on other priority measures of di sarmanent should be pursued
together wi t h nucl ear di sarmanment negotiations.

Recommendatjon No, 1

Al'l efforts shoul d be exerted forthe continuation and successful conclusion
of negotiations on the conplete and effective prohibitionof the devel opnent,
production, stockpiling anduse of all chem cal weapons and on their destruction.
To thisend, the Conference on D sarmanment should, as a matter of high priority,
intensify the negotiutions onsuch a convention and reinforcefurther I{S efforts
with a viewto the final elaboration of a convention at the earliest possible date.

In this regard, the importance of the Final Declaration of the 1989 Paris
Conf erence of Statesparties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and other interested
St ates was enphasi zed.

Recommendation No. 2

Couventional di sarnmanment should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral, regional
and nultilateral basis inaccordance w th paragraph 83 of t he Final. Docunent of t he
first special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmament Wi thin the
framework of progress towards general and complete disarmament. The qualitative
aspects ofthe conventional arms race need to be addressed along with its
quantitative aspects.

In this connection, the countries with the largest mlitary arsenals, which
bear a special responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional armanents
reductions, and the member States of the two major mlitary alliances areurged to
continue negotiations through various forunr on conventional disarmanment in
earnest, with a viewto reaching early agreement on the limtation and gradual
reduction of armed forces and conventional werpons under effective international
control in their respective regions, particularly in Europe, which has the |argest
concentration of arms and forces in the world. In this respect, the United Natione
Di sar mament Commission wel cones the start of negotiations on conventional armed

~38-



forcesin Europe and tho continuati on of negotiations on confidence-security-
bui | di ng measure8 in Europe.

All States, wWhil e taking into account the meed to protect security and
maintain necessary defensive capabilities, are encouraged to intensify their
efforts and take, either on their own or ina regional context, appropriate steps
to pronmote progress in conventional disarmanent and enhance peace and security.

Regi onal di sarnmament neasures should be taken at the initiative and with the
participation of all the States concerned and nust take into account the specific
conditions characteristic of each region. D sarmanont efforts i n aregion cannot
be isolated either fromthe disarmanent efforts in other regions or from gl obal
disarmament efforts both in the nuclear and conventional field.

Recommendation No. 3

[[An arns race in outer space should be prevented. In this context, the
D sar mament Commission welcomest he recent decisiontaken by the Conference on
Di sarmament, nanely:

“In the exercise of its rosponsibilities as the multilateral disarnmanment
negotiating forumin accordance With paragraph 120 of the Final Docunent of
the first special session of the General Assenbly devoted to di sarnmament, the
Conf erence on Disarmament decides t0 re-establish an A4 Hee¢ Committee under
item 5 of itsagenda entitled ‘Prevention of an arms race inouter space’.

"The Conference requests the Ad. Meg Committee,i n di scharging that
responsibility, to continue to examine, and to identify, t hrough substantive
and general consideration, issues relevant to the prevention ofl an arms race
in outer space,

"The Ad Ho¢ Committee, in carrying out this work, will take i nto account
all existing agreements, existing propoeals and future initiatives as well as
developments Whi ch have taken place since the establishment ofthe AQ Hog
Committee, in 1985, and report on the progress of its work to the Conference
on Disarmanent before the end of its 1987 session.“]

[Consequently, the establishment of tho Ad He¢ Committee constitutes only a
first step towards tho urgont initiationof nultilateral negotiations for the
conclusion of an agreement or agreenents, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race
in all its aspects in outer space.]]

Recommendation. No. .4

In order to create favourable conditions for success in the disarmanent
process, all states should strictly abide by tho principles of the Charter ofthe
United Nations as well as otherrelevant and general ly accepted principles of
international |aw relatingto the nmaintenance of international peace and security,
refrain from actions whi ch mightadvesnely affect efforts in the field of
di sarmarment, and di splay a constructive approach to negotiations and the political
will to reach agreenents. The climate of confidence among nations would be
significantly inproved with agreements onmeasuces for halting the arns race and
ef fective reductions of armanents leading to their conplete elimnation. The
obj ective at each stags of this process of disarmanment should be undi m ni shed
security at the lowest. possible |level of armanents.
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Recommendation No, §

In the context of the World Disarmament Canpai gn measures should be adopted in
order thatthe public in all regions ofthe world has access to a broad range of
objective information and opi ni ons on questions of arms |limtation and disarmanment,
and the dangers relating to all aspects of the arms race and war, i n particul ar
nualear war, to facilitate informed choices about these vital questions concerning
efforts to halt and reverse the arms race. Such acanpai gn should pronote public
i nterest inand support for the goal s described above and in particul ar forthe
reachi ng of agreements on measures of arms limitation and disarmament with a view

to achieving the goal of generaland conpl et e disarmament under effective
international control,
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ANNEX [

1 At its forty-fourth session, the general Asaenbly "y resol ution 447116 M of

15 pecember 1989, entitled *@aval armamentsand disarmament”, inter alia, requested
t he Disarmament Conmmi ssion to continue, at its forthconming session in 1990, the
substantive consideration of t he question =znd to report on its deliberations and
recommendati ons to the General Assembly at its forty-fifth sessi on.

2. In its consideration of the item tho Comm ssion had before it the following
documents 3

(@) Report of the Secretary-General containing the study on the naval arms
race (A/40/535);

(b) Study on the naval armsrace - replies received from Governments
(Argentina, Bulgaria, China, Indonesia, Lesotho, Mexico and Sweden -A/CN.10/77;
Australia and Norway - Add.1; Gabon - Add. 21 Denmark, Netherlands, United Kingdom
of GreatBritain and Northern Ireland - Add.3);

(c) Working paper submtted by China (A/CN.10/78);

(4) Working paper submtted by Bulgaria, Gernan Denocratic Republic andthe
Uniou of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.10/80);

(e) Chairman's paper on agenda item 8 (A/CN,10/83))
(f) Wrking paper submtted by Finland (A/CN.10/90/Rev.1);

(g) Working paper submtted byBul garia, the German Democratic Republic and
t he Union of Sovi et Soci al i st Republics (A/CN.10/92);

(h)Wor ki ng paper submtted by Sweden (A/CN.10/101/Rev.1);
(1) Chairman's paper on agendaitem 8 (A/CN.10/102);

(3) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, the German Democratic Republic sad
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.10/109);

(x) Chairman’ s paper on agenda item 8 (A/CN.20/113);

(1) Working paper submtted by Bulgaria, the German Denocratic Republic and
the Union of Sovi et Soci alist Republics (A/7CN.10/119);

(m) Working paper submtted by Sweden (A/CN.10/121);
(n)Wor ki ng paper submitted by Sweden (A/CN.10/129);
(o) Worki ng paper submtted by Finland, |ndonesia and Sweden (A/CN.10/130);

{p) Chairman's ypaper on agenda item 8 (A/CN.10/134);
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(g) Working paper subnitted byFinland, Indonesia and fweden (A/CN.10/139);

(r) Wrking paper subnitted by Sweden(A/CN.10/141}.

3. Atits 143rd pl enary meeting, on 7 May 1990, the Chairman of tho Disarmament
Comniasion decided to follow | ast years vourse of action and hold, under his
responsi bility, substantive and open-ended consultations on the subject. Pursuant
to that decision,the Chairman del egated the actual conduct of the substantive and
open-ended consultations to a "friendof the Chairman”, in_casu, the representative
of | ndonosi a, Anbaesodor Nugroho Wisnumurti. The Consultation Group held 13
meetings on the item. M. Lin ¥+ >-Chung of the Departnent for Disarmament Affairs
served as Secretary of the CousuistationGoup and Ms. Florence Lee fromthe sane
Departnent acted as Deputy Secretary.

4, Inthe course v the consultations participants continued their consideration
of various aspects of the question including t he possibility of measures of naval
arms |l imtation and disarnmanent, a8 wellas the desirability of applying

confi dence-bui |l di ng measures at roa.

5. Participants reef f irmed that the significant el ements and principles that had
been identified in the papers arising from the consultations held in 1986, 1987,
1988 and 1989 (A/CN.10/83, A/CN.10/102, A/CN,10/113 and A/CN.10/134 respecti vely)
remai ned valid and provided a good basis forfurther consideration of the subject.
It was acknow edged that, as statedin*he Final Docunent of the Tenth Speci al
Se_sion, in the task of achieving the goal s of nuclear di sar manent, ail

nucl ear-weapon States, in particular those amoag them which posse:sthe nost

i nportant ruclear arsenals, bore aspecial responsibility, and that States with the
largest mlitary arsenals also had a speciul teeponsibility in puarsuing the process
of conventional armsreductions; these principles applied also to the naval
dimension of the gl obal arms race and rel ated issues.

6. It was recognised that, asstated in the study on the naval arms race, naval
forces are not independent of other military forces and that they shoul d be
considered 4n their general mlitary context. There is no such thing asan

i ndependent naval bal ance or ratity. By the same token, the reduction of nerval
nucl ear forces and naval nci-nuclear forces falls within the framework of nucl ear
and conventional di sarnmanent respectively, and therefore should follow t he general
approaches of nucl ear end convestional @éisarmament efforts. In the eventt hat
bilateral, regional or nultilateral r-=yotia*ions relating to naval nuclear forces
and naval non-nucl ear forcesare conuu:ed, such negotiations should take into
account, ipter alia,thefollow ng:

(a) The level of naval forcesof all countries should not exceed the
reasonabl e neod for defsnce;

(b) Naval forces should be considered in theirgeneral mlitary context with
a view to enhancing security and s:ability at the | owest overal? bal anced | evel »f
forces and armanentsl

(c) The geographically 1ifferent situacions of States could require different
and, where appropriate, asymnetrical neasures for naval fe:ces and weapo: %3
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(d) Su~h meas .res should be enbodi ed inlegal instcuments, as appropriate, in

harmony with gemneral principlea of international |aw, including the Charter of the
United Nations.

7. The preseat international situation is characterized by progress in the

negotiationr i n t he European context, affecting mainly conventional weapons, anA
enconpassing primarily land and air forcesasagreed bythe parties. |n addition
to this the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America
are actively conductin] negotiationsto reduce their strategi c nuclear arnanents,
i ncl udi ng sea-borne strategi c nucl ear weapons. Consequently, naval forces coul d

becomerel atively moire significant in the general mlitary contextand in the
overall mlitary balance.

8. Inthis context, the widening of the spectrum of negotiations to involve also
certain naval nuclear and conventional forces could contribute tofurther progress
in enhanci ng international peace and security as wel |l as to the promotion and
consol i dation of détenta. This wouldal so be desirable in orderto ensure that
progress achieved in agreements involving |land and/or air forces - conventional as
wel | as nuclear - is notcircunvented by the devel opments inthenaval field. In
this connection, the stabilizing val ue of some naval forcesin a gl obal context was
stroagsed by a number of del egati ons.

9. The qualitative inprovenents in range, nobility, firepower and flexible use of
noder n weapon systems have underscored t he i nterdependence of naval, air and

| and- based forcesin so far as mlitary stability requires the elinination of
capabilities for surprise attack and for |arge-scale offensive action. From a
mlitary point of-iew it remains valid notto considerthose forces as separate
categories of anoverall military balance. This is a factor of inportance forthe
security of al |l Statesand in particular coastal States.

10, It was observed that the enhancement of nuclear weapons depl oyed at eea and

t he geographi cal dispersion of such weapons, as wellas |inking ofall weapons
systems inthe different environnents, have gisn an inportant dimensiontothe
question of naval weapons, especially considering that a significant proportion of
the world s strategic and tactical nuclear capability is deployed at sea.

11, Some positive developmentsinthe naval arnmanents and di sarmanment were noted:

(aj Sea-borne strategic nucl ear weapons are the subject of negotiaticns
between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

Bot h countries have al so deci ded to phase out some categories of sea- borne nuclear
weapons;

(r) In the Stockhol m nocumentand in the current Vienna negotiations on
confidence- arndsecurity-bu’lding neasures in Europe, somenaval activities are
t aken irnco conaideration in so far as tuey are directly related to notifiable
activities taking place within the whole of Europe.

12. Inaddition to these endeavours, greater efforto by the world s leading naval
powers to halt and reversetho naval arns race, particularly in its nurlear
dimension, would be useful. The short- and intermediate-rangeSea- borne

nucl ear - weapons coul d pe further addressed at negotiations. The widespread
deployment of sea- based nucl ear arned cruise m ssiles coula becone the subject of
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negotiations. 8uch efforts should significantly contributeto *we pronotion of
interrational peace and security.

13. There was concurrence of view that, at this stage,aonfi denae- buil ding
meagures ofl variouaki nds, both in the gl obal andthe regi onal context, woul d be
moreanenabl e to further comsideration and possi bl e negotiation in the appropriate
forums., It Was recognized that a fundamental feature of the gl obal maritime
environment, both mlitary and non-mlitary, wasfreedom of navigati on ard L.hat
naval confidence-building neasures should be inharnmony with current law o the
sea. In accordance with international |aw, freedom of nav.gation and other rights
of maritime navigation should not be exercisedinany manner prejudicial to the
security of the coastal Statec.

14.  In thkis regard, suggestions ofinitiatives that m ght be of relevance

included; extension of existing confidence-buil ding measures to seas and oceans,
especially to areas with the busi est sea-laness notification of major naval
activities) the invitation uf obsorvors to naval exercises Or manoeuvres;
limtations onthe numberor scal e of naval exercises in specific regions;exchange
of information on naval matters; a better flow of objective infornation on naval
capabilities; greater opennesrc and transparenc, on naval matters in general) strict
observance of existing maritime measures which can or are designed to build
confidence; rules guiding naval activities when in conflict with civilian
activities, in accordance withthe current law of t he seat and steps to ensure
respect for existing international law with regard to the rights of vessels

bel ongi ng to States neutral to a conflict. Different views were expressed.

15. The experience gained from bilateral agreements on the prevention of incidents
at sea beyond territorial sea i s encouraging. |t wasproposed that the possibility
shoul d be pursued of negotiating a multilateral agreement concerning the prevention
ofincidents at sea beyond the territorial sea in addition to existing agreenents.
This proposal made att he 1989 session of t he Di sarmanment Conmi ssion for a

mul tilateral agreement on the prevention of incidents at sea (A/CN.10/129) was the
subj ect o€ further consi deration. According to such a proposal any multilateral
agreement of this nature should respond to the needs of all interested nations for
enhancing safety at sea without dimnishing the traditional freeldom of navigation.
O her del egations considered that bilateral agreements of a technical nature
constituted the appropriate approach in this regard.

16. A number of participants highlighted the benefits to be derived fromthe
maritime aspects of existing proposal s for nucl ear - weapon-free zones and zones of
peace in certain regions, together wmth recent devel opments such as the declaration
by the General Assenbly of a aone of peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic.
In this context, verification of conpliance with obligations ofthe treaties or
other instrunents establishing such zonesisnecessary. |t was felt in this
connection thatthe establishment of such zones should be in conformty with the
principles of the law of the sea, including the freedom of navigation on the high
seas. The varying positions of participants on this issue were noted.

17.  Further discussion tookplace on the issue of the practicability ofupdating
some of the existing | aws of seawarfare. In this connection, specific nention was
made of the possibility of updating the Hague Convention VIII of 1907 on Layi ng of
Automatic Subnarine Contact 1'ines, and the possibility of further work on the

devel opment of international |aw concerning exclusion zones With particular
reference to the safety ofnon-belligerent vessels engaged in peaceful maritims
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activities. |t wasnotedthatthese issues need extensive consideration io the
appropriate forums. In this aonneation, it was suggeetod that a protocol on the
use of sea mines(A/CN.10/141) be added to the existing body ofinternational |aw.
One posaibflity inthis context 4s an additional protocol to the 1881 Convention on
Prohi bitions for Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wtsapons Which May
Be bDeemedt 0 Be Excessively In)urious orto Have Indiscriminats Effects. Some
delegations believed existing arrangenents sufficient.

18, It was recognized that the harmful effects that conflict atsea could have on
t he freedom of navigati on and ot her wses of the sea, in accordance with currext
international law,for Statosneutral to orotherw se not involved in an ongoing
conflict, have been anply denonstrated inrecent years. The maintenance of freedom
of navigation and other uses ofthe sea is an inportant objective for all States
neutral to or otherw se not involved in such conflicts. The view was expressed
that in ordor to secure the freedom of navigation, concrete future measures coul d
include t he establishment, when necessary and in accordance wth existing

practices, of a naval element in United Nations peace-keeping operations either
alone or integrated with [and and air forces. It wasal so suggested that, as an
initiulstop towards oxploring such a possibility, a special study could be carrind
out by the Mlitary staff Conmttee. Somedelegations feltthat such a study
should not bde conduct ed.

19. The enhancement Of nuclear weapons depl oyed at sea and the geogr aphi cal
dispersion of such weapons have given riseto nmounting concern on the partof many
Status. It was recogni zod that moststrategi c nucl ear weapons are al ready the
subject of certain bil ateral negotiations. Mny del egations expressed the view
that eaxrly consideration should be given by States to effective measures towards
tho prohibition ofall nuclear weapons on all ships, whether surface vossels or
submarines, other than those specificully designated by agreement w thout
undermining the defence and security needs of the States concerued. |t was
recallod by other del egations, however, that such negotiations and measures shoul d
not be seen in isolation fromthe general military cont ext.

20. 1t was suggested by several delegations that, in order to enhance security and
openness, the practice of nuclear-weapon States of neither confirmng nor denying
the presence or absence of nucl ear weapons on board any particul ar ship at any
particular timeshoul d be abandoned. Other del egati ons considered such a practice
essential to their States’ security and to strategic stability.

21. By potentially posing a threat to the marine environnent, nuclear-powered
vessels present particular problems. Several reported accidants i nvol vi ng
nuclear-propelled submarines have | ed to proposals to extend the existing
arrangements whet her national, bilateral or nultilateral concerning the
notification of nuclear accidents to include accidents wth nucl ear-powered

military vessels in international waters alsowhen these accidents do not have
trensboundary effects. Inaddition, somedol egations expressed the view that
safety guidelines for sea-borne nuclear reactors could be considered. It was thus
proposed thatefforts to achieve progress inthe mlitary field shoul d therefore be
co-ordinnted with efforts to elimnate potential ecological hazards at sea. Some
delegationsbelievedthat this subject, while inportant, should not be ccnsidered
in tho context of disarmament. Nther del egati ons suggested that vessels carrying
nuclearweapons al SO present a potential problemto the marine environnent.
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22. It was noted that great attention had recem*ly been devoted by the Ceneral
Agsembly to0 the need for openness andtransparenay in mlitary matters as

ref bat ed, intexr alia, in resolutions on objective information on military
matters. The foll ow ng suggestions were nade by several delegations:

(a) Measures to increase openness and transparency concerning the navigation
of vessel s carryi ng suclearand conventi onal weapons shoul d be consi dered?

(b) The possibilities forexchange of information and greater openness
concerning naval nilitary structures, doctrines und major activities, including
anphi bi ous operations and joint operations of land, air and/or naval forces, should
be further explored, drawi ng on experiences gathered, intexr alia, within the
framowork of t he Conference on Security and Co-operationin Europe;

(c) The possibilities of sharinginformation gathered through observati on by
satellites orother observation npbans over international waters, interalda.,in the
framework of appropr i ate agreenonts, could be further studied by the participating
St ates separately as well as in conjunction with similar projects involving
national territories;

(d) The possibilities of using the United Nations standardised reporting
system form litary budgets to share information concerning naval forcescould be
further explored by the participating States.

23. Duringthe cour se of di scussi on, many del egati ons suggested the elaporation of
a reliable system »f verification and openness in the naval sphere for agreements
on confidence-building at sea and on the limtation and reduction of naval
armaments. Some delegations suggested that appropriate nmeasures for the
verification couldinclude theuse of national technical neans, measures based on
co-operation, on-site inspections and an international verification mechani sm under
United Nations auspice8 . Oher delegations highlighted the difficulty of
establishing an effective verifi ation régime for surface and sub-surface navel
vessel s,

24.  In order to put tha naval issues on a practical track, some del egations
suggested that it would be useful to prepare an updated United Nations stutly on
naval problems. O her delegations considered it not justified at present.

25. Anexchange of views took pl ace on a nunber of poscible objectives an9
possi bl e measures, Among the objectives and measures nentioned by many
participants were;

(a) Strengtheni ng peace, security and stability at a lower | evel of forces,
taking into account the need for States to pi :tect their security;

(b) Substantial reduction ofnaval forces, including their nuclear and
non-nucl ear arms by major naval Powers;

(c) Particular attention to armaments possessing the most pronounced
of f ensi ve capability;

(d) Reversal of the geographical spread of nucl ear weapons and
nucl ear - power ed vessel s on the seas and oceans;
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te) Peace-tine security in relation to activities bymlitary forces of many
States operatingat sea to avoid incidents and confrontation;

(£) Security for non-nilitary activities at sea, such as shipping, £ishing,
off-shore activities;

{g) Seaboard security, i.e., security of coastal States against threats and
mlitary power projection;

(h) Non-aggression and non-interference in internal affairs of other
countries by all States, in particular najor naval Powers;

{i) War-the security at sea ofvessels belonging to States neutral to a
conflict;

(j) Effective and rel evant contidence- and security-building as well as naval
disarwmament NEASUr €S.

Varying views were expressed om these matters,
26. |t was suggested that consultations betweeninterested States onmatters
related to naval armanents and di sarmanent coul d be a meansof paving the way to

international negotiations in the field of confidence-building at sea and raval
disarmament.

70 3RTI 2110a (E) -a7.
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