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I . INTRODUCTION

1. At its forty-fourth seesion, the Qeneral Assembly, by ita resolution
44/119 C of 1.5 December 1909, took note, intes, of the annual repor’, of the
Disarmsment  Commissions  J,;L/ requestat the Commission to aontinue its work in
accordauue with its mandate, as set forth in paragraph L18 CL the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session of the General Asusmbly, 2/ the t’iret special aeasion
devoted to disarmaments an8 also requested the Commission to meet for B period not
oxoeeding four weeks Turing 1990 and to submit B subotantfve report, containing
specific recommendations on the itom$ incluf.¶ed in its agenda, to the Assembly at
its forty-fifth session.

2. At the same session, the General Assembly adopted the following resolutions
of direct relevance to the work of the Disarmament Commission:

(a) Resolution 441113 B, entitled "Nuclear capability of South Africattt

(b) Resolution 441116 C, entitled "Conventional disarmament”)

(c) Resolution 441116 E, entitled "Objective information on military mattera"t

(d) Resolution 441116 F, entitle'3 "Conventional disarmament";

(e) Resolution 441116 M, entitled "Navul armaments and disarmament"r

(f) Resolution 441116 N, entitled “International arms transfers”!

(g) Resolution 441116 Q, entitled "Review of the role of the Uniter3 Nations
in the field of disarmament8 report of the Disarmament Conunissfon"r

(h) Resolution 44/119 C, entitled "Report of the Disarmament Commission”l

(i) Resolution 441119 H, entitled "Declaration of the 1990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade".

3. The Disarmament Commiss.ion  met at United Nations Headquarters on 1 an8
7 December 1969 for a brief organisational session snd held two meetings
(A/CN.lO/PV.141-142).  During that session, the Commission considered questions
related to the organisation of work for its 1990 substantive session ancl took up
the question of the ulection of its officers, taking into account the principle of
rotation of the chairmanship among the geogrephi? regions. The Commission elected
its Chairman and eight Vice-Chairmen as well as its Rapporteur. The Commission
also considered and agreed on the provisional aganda for the 1990 substantive
session (see para. 6 below). The Commission further decided that its next
substantive session be held from 7 to 29 May 1990.
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II. ORQANIZATION AND WORK OF THE 1990 SESSION

4. The Disarmament Commission met at United Nations Headquarters from 7 to
29 May 1990. In the course of its session, the Commission held eight plenary
meetings (A/CN.lO/PV.143-150)  under the chairmanship of Mr. Nana Sutresna
(Indonesia). Mr. Lin Kuo-Chung, Senior Political Affairs Officer, Department for
Disarmament Affairs, served as Secretary of the Disarmamlsnt Commission.

5. During the 1990 session, the Bureau of the Commission was constituted as
fsllowst

-: Mr. Nana Sutresna (Indonesia)

yice-C&&mm: Representatives from the following States:

Argentine
Australia
Austria
Ecuador
Iran (Islamic
Republic of)

Togo
Ukrainian Soviet

Socialist Republic
Yugoslavia

Raanora Mrs. Liberata R. Mulamula (United Republic of Tanzania)

6. At its 143rd plenary meeting, the Commission adopted its agenda, contained in
document A/CN.lO/L.26/Rev.l, as follows:

1. Opening of the session.

2. Adoption of the agenda.

3. Organisation of work.

4. (a) Consideration of various aspects of the arms race, particularly the
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, in order to expedite
negotiations aimed at effective elimination of the danger of nuclear
war ;

(b) Consideration of the agenda items contained in section II of General
Assembly resolution 33171 H, with the aim of elaborating, 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. Substantive consideration of the question of South Africa’s nuclear
capability as requested by the General Assembly and the Chairman of the
Special Committee against &&&QM (resolutions 37/74 B, JR/161 8,
39161 E, 40/69 B, 41155 B, 42/34 B, 43/71 B and 44/113 B and document
A/CH.  1014).

6. Review of the role of the United Nations in the fielc¶ of disarmament.
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7. Naval armaments and disarmament.

8. Substantive consideration of issues related to conventional dioarmarnent.

9. Consideration of the Declaration of the 1990s as the Third Disarmament
Decade.

10. Objective information on military matters.

11. Report of the Disarmament Commission to the General Assembly at its
forty-fifth session.

12. Other business.

7. At the same meeting, the Commission adopted the annex to General Assembly
resolution 44/119 C, entitled “Ways and means to enhance the functioning of the
Disarmament Commissioner, which was in conformity with the provision contained in
paragraph 118 (b) of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General
Assembly 21 and reads as followar

“The Disarmament Commission reaffirms its mandate contained in
paragraph 118 (a) of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the
General Assembly, the first special session devoted to disarmament
!hereinafter referred to as the “Final Document”).

‘The decision-making method dascrlbed in paragraph 118 (B) of the Final
Document should be maintained.

“1. The Disarmament Commission could have a general agenda and a working
agenda for each substantive sessio?. The working agenda should be agreed at
the Commission’s organisational  session.

“2. For each session, the working agenda should be limited to a maximum
of four substantive items for in-depth consideration.

“3 l From 1991, no subject should, in principle, be maintained on the
working agenda for more than three consecutive years. At each session, the
Commission should review, for possible reconsideration, any subject that had
been suspended.
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“4. If no agreement can be reached on a specific agenda item, the report
of the Commieeion  should contain a joint statement or a Chairman’s summary of
the proceedings to reflect views or positions of different delegations,
particularly in the case of those agenda items to be sunpended for a period of
time,

“5. At ite 1990 session, the Commission should make every effort to
conclude all its agenda items , except the -new substantive items.

"1. At each annual session, the Disarmament Commission should not
establish more than four subsidiary bodies for its substantive agenda items.
The allocation of the agenda items to the four subsidiary bodies and the
appointment of chairman for these subsidiary bodies should be decided at the
oral session of the Commission, taking into account the principle of equitable
geographical distribution.

“2 . The chairmanship of subsidiary bodies should, in principle, be
rotated each yeart however, at its organisational session, the Commission may
decide to extend the term of Office of any chairman in the intersot of
effective work and the speedy conclusion of an item.

“5. PlaEationof

"1, The Disarmament Commission should meet for a period not exceeding
four weeks for in-depth deliberations on substantive items.

“2 * The duration of each substantive session, in accordance with the
establfshed practice , should be flexible and could be ahortened. In order to
utilise efficiantly the conference-aervfcing  resources available, the
Commission should decide the duration of each substantive session at its
organisational session.

0 6. Praaniletionm

"1 Each session may have a general debate on agenda items in the
plenary'meetings , not exceeding threo daya’ duration.

*I 2. Except in the case of new items, there should be no general exchange
of views in the 8ubsidiary  bodies. The CJ8ZA8Kal 8XChdng8 Of ViCeWS On new item8
should not exceed two meetings.

II 3. Subsidiary bodies could begin their work ir parallel with the
general exchange of views in the plenary meetings,

'14. No more than two official meetings should be held simultaneously.
This restriction, hOW8V8Kr would net apply to informal consultations.

II 5. The meeting8 of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies should be
provided with full meeting services.
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“6. All the officers of the Commission should be elected at its
organiaational s0ssion.

“The Chairman of the Disarmament Commission should conduct consultations
on matters relating to the work of the Commission, in particular on its
working agenda, year round, especially during the meetings of the First
Committee of the General Assembly,”

8. At the same meeting, in pursuance of the provision contained in paragraph 5 of
section 3 of that document A/CN.10/137, the Commission decided to conclude all ite
substantive items at the current session except for item 10; regarding objective
information on military matters.

9. At the same meeting, the Commission approved its general programme of work for
the session and decided to establish a Committee of the Whole for the consideration
of agenda items 4, 11 and 12. With 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 chairmanship of
Mr. Sergey Hartynov (Byelorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic), was established
within the framework of the Committee of the Whole to consider those sub-items.
The Contact Group held 10 meetings botween 9 and 23 May and submitted its report to
the Committee of the Whole at the third meeting of the Committee, on 24 Kay.

10. The Commission, at the same meeting, decide“ to establish Working Group I to
deal with agen’ia item 5 on the question of Souzh Africa’s nuclear capability, and
to make recommendations thereon to the Commission. Working Group I met under the
chairmanship of Mr. Jai Pratap Rana (Nepal) and held eight meetings between
7 and 25 May.

11. Also at the same meeting, the Commission decided to establish Working Group II
to deal with agenda item 6, on the review of the role of the United Nations in the
field of disarmament, and to make recommendations thereon to the Commission.
Working Group If met under the chairmanship of Mr. Roberto Garcia Moritan
(Argentjna)‘and  held nine meetings between 8 and 18 May. Thereafter, the Group met
under the chairmanship of Mr. Sergio de Queiroa  Duerte (Braail) snd held six
meetings between 21 and 25 May.

12. In addition, at the s&ne meeting, the Chairman of the Disarmament Commission
decided to follow the course of action of 1989 and to hold, under his
responsibility, substantive and open-ended consultations on agenda item 7,
regarding the question of naval armaments and disarmament. The Chairman delegated
the conduct of the consultation to Mr. Nugroho Wisnumurti (Indonesia).
Thirteen meetings were held between 9 and 25 May for the purpose of those
consul tat ions.

13. At the same meeting, the Commission decided to establish Working Group IL1 to
deal with agenda item 8, on the question of conventional disarmament, and to make
recommendations thereon to the Commission. Working Group III met under the
chairmanship of Mr. Skjold G. Mellbin (Denmark) and held 16 meetings between
8 and 29 May.
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14. Also at the same meeting, the Commission decided to establish Working Group IV
to deal with agenda item 9, on the declaration Qf the 1990s as the Third
Diaarmsmeot Decade, and to make recommendat:ons  thereon to the Commission. Working
Group IV met under the chairmanship of Mr. Emeka Ayo Aaikiwa (Nigeria) and held
11 meetings between 9 and 2cI May.

15, The Commission also decided, at the same meeting, to establish a consultation
group to deal with agenda item 10, on thtc question o;! objective information on
military matters, for a preliminary consideration of the subject. The consultation
group met under the chairmanship of Mr. Peter Hohenfellner (Austria) and held
eight meetings between 10 and 24 May.

16. On 7 and 8 May, the Disarmament Commission held a general exchange of views on
all agenda items (A/CN.lO/PV.143-146).

17. At its second, third and fourth meetings, on 21, 24 and 29 May, the Committee
of the Whole considered the question of the working agenda for the 1991 session of
the Comission. Various views were expressed.

18. At its 149th and 150th meetings, on 29 May, the Disarmament Commission
considered the reports of Working Group T, IX, III and IV on agenda items 5, 6, 8
and 9 respectivelyr the report or the Consultation Group on agenda item 101 and the
report of the Committee of the Whole on agenda item 4. The Chairmar of the
Commission presented his report on agenda item 7 to the Commission. The reports of
the subsidiary bodies of the Commission and the recommendations contained therein,
as well as the repo.rt of the Chairman on agenda item 7, are included in section IV
of the present rb;:ll t.

19, In accordance with past practice of the Disarmament Commission, some
non-governmental organisatior~ attended the plenary meetings as well as the
meetings of the Committee J.. the Whole.
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III. DOCUMENTATION

20. Pursuant to paragraph 8 of General Assembly resolution 44/119 C, the
Secretary-General, by a note dated 3 ‘Pebruary 1990, transmitted to the Disarmament
Commission the annual report of the Conference on Disarmament 91 together with all
the official records of the forty-fourth session of the General Assembly relating
to disarmament matters (AHJN.101136).

21, Pursuant to paragraph 6 of General Assembly resolution 44/113 B, the
Secretary-General submitted to the Disarmament Commission a preliminary report
entitled *~Investigation of recent reports that collaboration between Israel and
South Africa has resulted in the development by South Africa of a nuclear-tipped
missile" (A/CN.10/138).

A document entitled "Ways and means to enhance the functioning o the
tiiarmament Commission" (A/CN.10/137) was transmitted to the Commission by the
Secretary-General.

23. In the course of the Co~,unission's work, the documents listed below, dealing
with substantive questions, were submitted.

24. A working paper entitled "Naval armaments and disarmament: promoting global
progress in the field of disarmament and confid;;nce- and security-building measures
at sea" (AKN.101139) was submitted by Finland, Indonesia and Sweden.

25. A working paper entitled "Objective informatioc on mil.'c,.r ' matters”
(A/CN.10/140) was submitted by the United Kingdom of rreat BP+. 11 and Northern
Ireland.

26. A working paper entitled "Naval ar,qaments and disarmaments 4 protocol on sea
mines" (A/CN.10/141) was submitted by Sweden.

27. A working paper entitled "Objective information on military mattersr
objectives, principles and mechanisms of openness in the military sphere"
(A/CN.lU/lQZ) was submitted by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

28. At its 150th plenary meeting, on 29 May, the Disarmament Commission adopted by
consensus the reports of its subsidiary bodies and the recommendations contained
therein rsgarling agenda items 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10. The Commission agreed to submit
the texts of those reports, reproduced below, to the General Assembly. The report
of the Chairman on item 7 is endorsed by all participants in his consultations.
The delegation of the United States of America did not participate in the
consultations and is not in any way associated with that report.
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29. At the same meeting, the Commission adopted, as s whole, its report to the
Qeneral Ansembly at its forty-fifth session.

30. The report of the Committee 06: the Whole on agenda ftsm 4 read8 as follows8

II 1. At its 143rd meeting, on 7 May, the Disarmament Commission decided that,
as at previous sessions, agenda item 4 should be dealt with in the framework
of the Committee of the Whole by a Contact Qroup, open to all delegations.
Mr, Sergei Martynov (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic’) was appointed
Chairman of the Contact Qrowg. Ms. Jenifer Mackby of the Department for
Disarmament Affaita served as Secretary  of tho Qroup.

"2 . The Contact Qroup held 10 meetings between 9 ar?d 23 May.

"3 , The Contact Qroup continued the work on agenda itam 4 on the basis of the
compilatiou of proposals for recommendations on that item contained in annex I
to the report of the Commission to the Qensral Assembly at its forty-fourth
session J,/ with the objective of arriving at agrosment on them, in order to
comply with the decision of the Commission of 7 May 1990 to make every effort
to conclude all its agenda items, except the new substantive item,

"4. In the course of the work at the 1990 session, the Contact Uroup updated
soma of the texts under consideration and made some progress towarda narrowing
areas of disagreement.

“5. The Contact Qroup concluded the consideration of the item with the
following etatsment:

‘Agenda item 4 has beon considered by the Commission since 1979.
Since 1903, the work centred on elaborating a set of recommendations on
that itom. The results of prolonged snd earnest deliberations are
reflected in the “Compilation of proposals for recommendations on agenda
item 4”, which is annexed to the present report. Whsreas a number of
recommendations (Nos. 1 and 2) in section I, Nos. 3, 4, 6, 9, 10, 17, 18,
23 and 24) and in section II, the introductory sentence and Nos. 1, 2, 4
and 5, which appeat without brackets) on important subjects were
generally acceptable, without prejudice to the right of delegations to
review them as appropriato, agreement on other no leas important
recommendations and, consequently, on a complete set of recommendations
eluded the Contact Grclrp.

‘The Contact Group is of the view that the appropriate course of
action in respect of the subject of the current item 4 of the agenda
should be considered by the Disarmament Commission.“’

31. The report of Working Group I on agenda item 5 reads as follows8

I
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“moE f on S

"1. The Qenoral Asssmbly, at izs forty-fourth session, #dOgted r0tiOlutiOn
44/113 B of 15 December 1989, by which it, &w, requested the
Disarmament Commission to consider once again as a matter of priority during
its substantive session in 1990 South Africa’s nuclear capability, taking into
account, inter, the fi-ndings of the rsport of the United Nationa
Institute for Disarmament Research on South Africa’s nuclear capsbility.

I, 2. The Disarmament Commission, at its 143rd meeting, on 7 May 1990, decided
to establish Warking Qroup I to deal with agenda item 5 regarding the question
of South Africa’s nuclear capability and to make recommendations thereon to
the Commission, pursuant to Qeneral Assembly reeolution 441113 B.

II 3. In connection with its work, the Working Qroup had before it the
following documents:

“(a) Report of the Sacretsry-Qeneral  on South Africa’s plan and
capability in the nuclear field (A/35/402 and Corr,l)r

‘l(b) Report of ths United Nations Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration with
South Af ricat

“(c) Report of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Rosearch on
South Africa’s nuclear cspabi’lfty (A/39/470);

‘l(d) Preliminary report of the Secretary-Qeneral on the investigation of
recsnt reports that collaboration bet.,reen  Israel and South Africa has resulted
in the development by South Africa of a nuclear-tipped missile (A/CN.10/138)~

l’(e) Conclusions xd recommendations on item 5: Working paper submitted
by ths Chairman of Working Group I (A/CN.10/1990/WQ.I/CRP.2).

II 4, Th=c Working Group met under the chairmanship of Ambassador
Jai Pratap Rana (Nepal) and held eight meetinys between 7 and 25 May 1990.
The Workinc, Qroup, through the Chairman, also undertook informal consultations
during this period. Mr. Sammy Rum Buo of the Department for Disarmament
Affairs served as Secretary of the Working Group.

1, 5. At its first meeting, on 7 May, the Working Qroup decided to under?ake
informal open-ended consultations, through the Chairman, with a view to the
elaboration of a working paper that could lend itself to consensus acceptance
in the Group. In conducting the informal consultations, the Chairman, at his
request, was assisted by Mr. Raoul Delcor4e (Belgium), and Mr. Nelson Dumevi
(Ghana), who served as co-ordiaators.

I,6. At the eighth meeting of the Workinq Group on 25 May 1990, the Chairman
submitted a working paper entitled ‘Conclusions and recommendations on
item 5’, prepared on the basis of open-ended and inttinsive informal
consultations (A/CN.10/1990/WG.l/CRP.2),

“7. At the same meeting, the Working Group, in accordance with the decision
of the Disarmament Commission made at its 143rd plenary meeting on 7 May,
decided to conclude its consideration of agenda item 5 and adopted by
consensus the conclusions and recommendations on the subject, as followsz
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'NUCLEAR CAPABILITY OF I:OU!W AFRICA:
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

'1. Quided by the fundamental and universal principles enshrined in the
Charter of the United Nations aud with reference to the Declaration ?n
m and its Destructive Consequences in Eouth Africa adopted by
consens’~a at the sixteenth special seasion of the Qeneral Assembly
(resolution S-16/1, annex), the Commission reiterates its condemnation of
the continu.ation of the policy and practi :e of mhefa in Soutn Africa
which is a crime against tha conscience and dignity of mankind. While
noting that certain positive developments are now taking place in South
Africa, the Commission stresses that the 812.w system and its
inatitutionaliaed pillars still remain in place. In reaffirming the
right of all peoples to aeli *determination, the Commission supports all
those in South Africa who strive for the elimination of m.4 and the
building -f a non-racial and clomocratic  society in that country,

The Commission recalls Security Council resolutior. 418 (1977) which,
iiiRUlh# expressad the Council’s grave concern that South Africa was,
at that time, at the threshold of producing nuclear weapons. The use of
its nuclear capability by South Africa for nuclear weapon purposes would
heighten tension and increase the threat to regional as well as
international peace and security.

‘3. The Commission further recalls that the Security Council had, by its
resolution 418 (1977), determined that the acquisition by South Africa of
arms and related m&.i91 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 arms an9 related

‘4. The issue of South Africa’s nuclear capability has been brought to
international attention by General Assembly resolution 34/76 B of
11 December 1979 and included in the agenda of the Disarmament Commission
since its first substantive session in 1979 at the request of the
Chairman of the Special Committee against Agarthad (A/CN,  10/4),
following the conclusions of the United Nations Seminar on Nuclear
Collaboration with Solrth Africa, held at London in February 1979.

‘5. In consideration of the item the Commission reaffirms wjth regard to
South Africa the concern already expressed in paragraph 12 of the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly (General
Assembly resolution S-10/2). In this respect, the Commission strongly
recommends that the General Assembly renew its call upon all States to
adhere strictly to the relevant decisions of the 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-wide
efforts at non-proliteration but also upset many years’ efforts to spare
the African continent from thtr nuclear-arms race in accordance with the
Organisation of African Unity (OAU) Declaration on the Denuclearization
of Africa.
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‘7. The Commission notes the 1977 reports of the discovery of
preparations for a nuclear-weapons-test site in the Kalahari desert and
reports about the 22 September 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 concern to the African States and the
international community, in general.

‘8. The Commission recommends that the General Assembly bring to the
Security Council’s attention the grave consequences of the davelopmont of
any sort of nuclear weapons capability by South Africa and its
implications 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 endors.sd by the
General Assembly.

‘9, The Commission considers it at variance with the development of
friendly relations and co-operation among States to assist South Africa
in the development of a nuclear-weapon programme enabling the regime to
pursue a policy of destabilisation against the countries of the African
continent, In this respect, the Commission underscores Security Council
resolution 591. (1986), in which the Council requested all States to
refrain from any collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear field
which will contribute to the development and manufacture by South Africa
of nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices.

‘10. All States and international organisations have the duty and
responsibility to contribute to the efforts towards the elimination of
kzamamu l In addition, Member States should fully implement Security
Council resolution 418 (1977), unanimously adopted by the Security
Council, in which, ggltm-a&, the Council called upon Member States to
refrain from any co-operation with South Africa in the development and
manufacture of nuclear weapons. It is, therefore, the responsibility of
the international community to ensure that effective and concrete
measures are taken to stop the development of its nuclear-weepons
capability. To this end, the Disarmament Commission recommends thatr

‘(a) States should cease forthwith all collaboration with South
AErica in the military and nuclear field which may contribute, directly
or indirectly, to the development of its nuclear-weapons capability.

‘(b) In tho light of Security Council resolutions 418 (1977),
558 (1984) and 591 (1986), the Disarmament Commission recommends that the
General Assombly should urge all States to observe scrupulously their
obligations concerning the arms ombergo against South Africa. The
Security Council should continue to monitor closely the implementation of
the arms embargo against South .%frica in all its aspect.s in order to
prevent any form of assistance to the developmont of its nuclear-weapons
capability and the Secretary-General should report thereon periodically
to the General Assembly.
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‘(c) All States should aonsider and respect the continent of Africa
a8 a nuclear-weapon-free aone, in accordance with General Assembly
resolutLon  2033 (XX) 02 3 December 1965, in which the Aesembly endorsed
the Declaration on the Denuclearisation of Africa adopted in 1964 by the
Assembly of Heada of State and Government of the Organiaation of African
unity. To this end, the Qeneral Assembly should request the
Searetary-Qeneral  to offer such aslristanae  as OAU may require to advance
the realimation of these objeatives.

‘(d) The Conuniesion  would coneider it an important step if South
Africa accedes to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
and calls upon South A-Pries  to place all it8 nuclear facilities and
installations under fullacope IAEA safeguards. To this end, the
Commission recommends that the Qeneral Assembly should request IAEA to
report to the Assembly on its implementation.

‘(e) South Africa should practise transparency and openness in its
military affairs in order to allow for full assessment of its activities
in the military and nuclear field by the international community and in
particular by its neighbouring States.

'(f) The Commission recommends further that the Secretary-General
should follow more closely South Africa's evolution in the nuclear field
and report regularly to the General Assembly on the implementation of
these recommendations and on all new developments which would require the
attention of the international community. ’ “’

32. The report of Working Qroup II on agenda item 6 reads as follower

t of Worw II on -item.-6

By its resolution 441116 Q of 15 December 1989, the General Assembly,
iiiuAiaalle, requested the Disarmament Commission to continue its consideration
of the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament as a matter of
priority at its next substantive 888sion.  in 1990, with a view to the
elaboration of concrete recommendations and proposals, as appropriate, taking
into account, L111fL8r al& the views and suggestions of Member States as well
as the documents on the subject lieted in the resolutiont and to submit its
report on the subject, including fitiings, recommendations and proposals, as
appropriate, to the General Assembly at its forty-fifth sessioa.

“2 The Disarmament Commission, at lte 143rd meeting, on 7 May 1990, decided
to’establish Working Group II to deal with agenda item 6 regardi.ng the role of
the United Nations in the field of djsarmament,  pursuant to General Assembly
resolution 441116 Q.

,. 3. In connection with its work, the Working Group had before It t-he
following documents:

“(a) Replies of Member States to the Secretary-General z-cgarding
the review of the role of the United Nations in the field ot’ disarmament
(A1CN.10169 and Add.l-8, and A/CN.10/71);

“(b) Working paper submitted by China (A1CN.10179);
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“(a) Conferenoe room paper entitlwl 'Findings, reoommandatioas and
propoeala (Chairman's draft)' (A/CN.1O/l986/WQ.II/CRP.l)r

"(d) Working paper OXI topic IV, submitted by Mexio:,
(A/CN.lO/l986/WQ.II/CRP.2)t

“(e) Statement on topic IV, submitted by India
(A/CN.lO/l986/WQ.II/CRP.3)~

@a(f) Statement on topics I to III, submitted by the United Kingdom
of Qreat Britain and Northern Ireland (A/CN.lO/l986/WQ.II/CRP.4)~

"(9) Statement on topic IV* submitted by the United Kingdom of
Qreat Britain and Northern Ireland (A/CN.lO/l986/WQ.II/CPPIS)1

l’(h) Working paper entitled 'Role of the United Nations in the
field of disarmament*, submftte3 by Canada (A/CN.10/1986/:iQ.II/CRP.6)t

'l(i) Statement on the role of the United Nations in Lsarmament,
submitted by the United States of America (A/CN,lO/l986/WQ.II/CRP.7))

"(1) Comments on the paper entitled 'Findings, reoommendatic,Js and
proposals', eubmitted by the United States of America
(A/CN.10/1986/WQ.II/CRP.8)~

*l(k) Working paper containing proposals for reoommexxiationa on
topic IV, submitted by the Federal Republic of Qermazy
(A/CN.10/1986/WQ.II/CRP.9);

"(1) Views and suggestions on topics IV and VI, submitted by Japan
(A/CN.10/1986/WQ.II/CRP.l0)~

“(m)  Some suggestions submitted by Australia
(A/CN.10/1986/WQ.II/CRP.11)1

"(n) Statement on topic IV.l, submitted by the Qermnn  Democratic
Republic (A/CN.10/1986/WQ.II/CRP.l2)~

"(0) Proposal on topics I and II, submitted by the German
Democratic Republic (A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.l3)~

"(p) Proposals submitted by the 'Jnion of, Soviet Socialist Republics
(A/CN.10/1966/WG.II/CRP.l4))

"(9) Working paper containing proposals for recommendations on
topics I to III, submitted by the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
(A/CN.10/1986/WQ.II/CRP.l5))

"Or) Working paper containing proposals for recommendations on
topic IV, submitted by the Ukreinian Soviet Socialist Republic
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.l6))

"(a) Working paper entitled 'Review of the role of the United
Nations in disarmament‘, submitted by Pakistan
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II/CRP.l7);
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l*(t) Views and suggestions on topic IV, submitted by Norway
(A/CN.lO/l986/WG.II/CRP.l8)~

"(u) Working paper submitted by India and Yugoslavia
(A/CN.10/1986/WG.II,CRP.l9)~

"(v) Working paper entitled 'Role of the Secretary-Qeneral in the
field of disarmament', submitted by Uruguay (A/CN.10/1986/WQ.11/CRP.20)~

@l(w) Working paper containing a proposal on topic IV,3.a, 'World
Disarmament Campaign', submitted by Bulgaria (A/CN,l0/1986/WG.II/CRP,22)1

l*(x) Working paper submitted by Csechoslovakie, Mongolia, Poland
and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic (A/CN.l0/94)t

"(y) Working paper nubmittcd by the Federal Republic of Germany
(A/CN.10/99)1

"(a) Working paper submitted by the United States of America
(A/CN,10/1987/WG.II/CRP.l))

"(aa) Working paper on items I, II and III submitted by Argentina
(A/CN.10/1987/WG.II/CRP.2))

"(bb) Suggestions to Working Paper 1, submitted by the Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic (A/CN.10/1987/WG.II/CRP.3)1

"(cc) Working paper entitled 'Review of the role of the United
Nations in the field of disarmament' (A?CN.10/1987/WG.II/WP.l),  annexed
to the 1987 report of the Disarmnme;nt  Commission (A/42/42, annex 11)~

"(da) Working paper. submitted by Csechoslovakia,  Mongolia, Poland
and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic (A/CN.10/108 and Corr.l)t

"(ee) Working paper submitted by the Federal Republic of Gsrmany on
behalf of the twelve States members of the European Community
(A/CN.lO/llZ);

“(ff) Document entitled 'Review of the role of the United Nations in
the field OF disarmament' (A/CN.10/1988/CRP.6  and Corr.1 and 2), annexed
to the special report of the Disarmament Commission submitter3 to the
General Assembly at its fifteenth special session, the third special
session devoted to disarmament (A/S-15/3, annex III)$

"(gg) Report of Working Group III on the agenda items entitled
'Consideration of the role of the United Nstions in the field of
disarmament and of the effectiveness of the disarmament machinery' and
'United Nations information and educational activities in the field of
disarmament, including measures to ,nobiliae world pubiic opinion in
favour of disarmament', submitted to the Committee of the Whole at the
third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
(A/S-151AC.1120  and Corr.1);
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“(hh) Report of the Chairman of Working Group III on the agenda
*terns  entitled ‘Consideration of the role of the United Nations in the
field of disarmament and of the effectiveness of the disarmament
machinery’ and ‘United Nations information and educational activities in
the field of disermsment, including measures to mobilize world public
opinion in favour of disarmament’, submitted to th* Committee of the
Whole at the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament (A/S-15/AC,  l/2:) $

“(ii) Chairman’s working paper submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group III to the Comrr,ittee of the Whole at the third special session of
the Genersl Assembly devoted to Bisarmsment  on the agenda items
entitled: *Consideration of the role of the United Nations in the field
Qf disarmament and of the effectiveness of the disarmament machinery’ and
*\;nited Nations information and educational activities in the field of
diGarmament, including measures to mobilise world public opinion in
favour of disarmrunent;  (A/S-15/AC.l/WQ.III/CRP.2/Rev.l);

“(jj) Working paper submitted by Hungary (A/CN.10/120)#

“(kk) Working paper submitted by Czechoslovakia, Poland and the
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic (A/CN.10/127))

“(11) Documents entitled ‘Review of the role of the United Nations
in the field of disarmament’ (A/CN.lO/WQ.II/CRP.l  and Add.1 to CRP.Q).”

“4 I The Working Group met under the chairmanship of Ambassador
Roberto Garcia-Moritan (Argentina) and held nine meetings between
8 and 18 May 1990. At the 9th meeting, on 18 May, the Chairman of the Working
Group appointed Amb:ssador Sergio de Queiros Duarte (Brasil) as Friend of the
Chair to assist him. Thereafter, the Working Group met under the chairmanship
of Ambassador de Queiros Duarte and held six meetings between 21 and
25 May 1990. The Working Group also conducted informal consultations through
the Chairmen during this period. Ms. Agnbs Marcailllou of the Department for
Disarmament Affairs 8erveR as Secretary of the Working Group.

“5. At its first meeting on 8 May, the Working Group decided that the
1989 Chairman’s working paper and the Proposals and Amendments to it, as
contained in annexes III and IV to the report of the Disarmament Commission at
its 1989 session A/ silould constitute the basic documents for consideration of
the subject.

“6. In accordance with the decision of the Disarmament Commission made at its
143rd plenary meeting, on 7 May, the Working Group, at its 15th meeting,
on 25 May, decided to conclude the consideration of the iteu and adopted the
following text;

‘1. The primary purpose of the United Nations is to maintain
international peace and security. The United Nations constitutes the
only universal forum where all Member States contribute to the process of
disarmament. Its role aAd responsibilities in this field are exercised
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through institutional arrangementa  which Member States should utilise to
fullest possible extent. Tn this connection, the effectiveness of the
Organisation in the ffelb  of disarmament should be strengthened and the
work of its bodies improved.

‘a. All States Members of the United Nations are committed to the
purposes of the Charter of the United Natiotx and therefore must strictly
observe its prinaiples, They must also observe other relevant and
generally acaepted prinaiples of international law relating to the
madnteaznce of international peace and security. Furthermore, genuine
and lasting peace should be sought through their observance and the
speedy aonalueion of concrete disarmament measures leading to general and
aomplete disarmament prider effective international control. Multilateral
agreements on measures of disarmament play an important role in
contributing to the maintenance of international peace and security.

‘3. All the peoples of the world have a vital interest in the
rwccem  of disarmament negotiations, While disarmament is the
responsibility of all States, the nuclear-weapon States, in particular
those among them which poaaess the most important nuclear arsenals, have
a special responsibility for nuclear disarmament and, together with other
militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the arms race.
It was noted that in discharge of this responsibility important initial
steps had been taken leading in this direction, and that further
negotiations among some of those States were in p:ogress.

‘4. The United Nations should support and facilitate all
disarmament efforts - unilateral, bilateral, regional and multilateral -
and be kept duly informed, through the General Assembly or any other
appropriate United Nations channel reaching al!1 Members of the
Organiaat.ion , of developments in disarmament efforts outside its aegis,
without prejudice to the progress of negotiations.

‘5. All States should give due account and consideration to
recommendations by the United Nations, including the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session of the general Assembly, the firat special
session devoted to disarmament, which was adopted by consensus, and act
in accordance with the obligations they have assumed. All 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 Document of the
Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly.

‘6. Disarmament, development, relaxation of international tension,
respect for the right to self-determination and national independence,
non-interferencs  in internal affairs of States, respect for human rights,
the peaceful settlement of disputes in accordance with the Charter and
the strengthening of international peace and security are related to each
other. Progress in any of these spheres has a beneficial effect on all
of them) in turn, failure in one sphere can have negative effects on the
others.

‘7. The improvement in the international security situation
facilitates sustained progrus::  in the field of disarmament. Equally, the
conclusion of concrete disarmament agreements strengthens international
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peace and security. War, in particular nuclear war, must be preventod.
Disarmamsnt should be pursued in the context of strengthening
international peace and security, in compliance with the Charter of the
United Nations.

'6. The Conference on Disarmament has a unique character and
importance as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body, and
it is important that At continue to discharge its  substantive
responsibilities. Tde Conference on Disarmament has a unique
relationship with the United Nations. The Commission affirms that the
work of the Conference is of great relevance to the Membsrs of the Unit&
Nationa. Accordingly, the General Assembly welcomes the decision of the
Conference on Disarmament to improve its performance so as better to
fulfil its responsibilities, implement its decisions at the earliest
opportunity, to consider further questions related to its improved and
effective functioning, to consider the question of the expansion of its
membership, as well as the facilitation of the participation of States
not members of the Conference.

‘9. The Security Council, having regard to its special status and
responsibilities pursuant to the relevant provisions of the Charter,
should continue to ensure the effectiveness of its central role with
regard to the maintenance of. international peace and security, keeping in
mind the interrelationship eristing between disarmament, international
peace and security. I

‘10, The General Assembly cbnetitutea the main deliberative organ of
the United Nations in the field of disarmament and should continue to
promote disarmament and to facilitate the achievement of diaarmamont
agroemonts among States, by the following meanal

‘(a) Special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
have contributed to strengthening international co-operation in the field
of disarmrment, Special sessions should be convened as appropriate to
consider relevant issues such as to review and assess the results of tho
efforts of Member States and af &Sm United Nations in promoting
deliberations and negotiations on all rolevant issues of disarmament, and
to endeavour to provide recommendations and guidance regarding moasuros
in the field of disarmamentt

‘(b) The First Committee of the General Assembly should continue to
serve as its Main Committee dealing with disarmament and related
international security questions. The First Committee should make the
necessary improvements in its methods and procedures of work with a view
t.n increasing its efficiency. In this regard, each succeeding chairman
should continue to hold consultat.ions with a view to refining further thu
practices and procedures of the Committee. To this end, the First
Committee should take into account, infar_ti.ti, tile recommendations
contained in General Assembly resolution 42142 N of 30 November 1987 and
should continue to endeavour to expand areas of consensus. Bearing in
miW the increasing importance that the international comrnun1 ty attaches
to the items on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament, appropriate
irttentlon should bo given to the consideration of tho reports of the
I'onff?rc?ric~ft. The First Committee should devote a portfon of its work
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programme to consit¶er, under the appropriate agenda items, the annual
report of the Conference;

‘(c) The Disarmament Commission, as the specialised  deliberative
body within the Units&¶ Nations multilateral disarmament machinery, allows
for in-depth deliberations leading to the submission of concrete
recommendations on specific disarmament issues. In order to improve the
efficiency of its work, it should fully implement the decision concerning
the ways and means to enhance its functioning. Such an undertaking would
enable it to continue to play a constructive role within the United
Nations disarmament machinery.

‘11. In the exercise of his role a8 envisaged in the Charter, the
Secretary-General facilitate!; the discharge of the responsibilities of
the United Nations regardin(J the maintenance of international peace and
security. All States should give the Secretary-General maxkwm  support
to enable him to discharge, as effectively as possible, his
responsibilities under the Charter. In the exercise of his role, the
Secretary-General should be assisted by an adequately staffed and funded
Department for Disarmament Affairs. The resources accorded to the
Department should be commensurate with the requirements of its mandated
tasks in so far as the budgetary restraints or the United Nations
permit. The role of the Department for D-aarmament  Affairs in assisting
the Secretary-General in his co-ordination of the activities of the
United Natic?ls and relevant specialized agencies in the field of
disarmament should be strengthened. When agreed by the parties, the
Secretary-General of the United Nations should continue to serve as
depositary of the legal instruments of multilateral disarmament
agreements.

‘12. In light of the modifications to the functioning of the
Secretary-General’s Advisory Board 3n Dl.ssrmament Matters introduced by
tha Secretary-Ganernl in 1989, incsuding the changing of its title, the
Advisory Board should continue to play a useful role, particularly in its
dual capacity as the Secretary-General’s Advisory Board on Disarmament
Matters, as well as the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Institute
for Disarmament Research; it could benefit from wider contacts with
prominent persons qnd institutions possessing expertise relevant to the
Board’s work.

‘13. In accordance with the statute and the autonomous status of the
United Nations Xnstitute for Disarmament Research, its work should
continue to be independent-research-oriented, of a high academic standard
and of practical value, The Institute should strengthen its co-operation
w-th national and regional research institutes in the field of
disarmament. More financial contributions would ensure a greater
viability anti the development of the Institute.

'14. The AQJ&9 Committee on the Indian Ocean is a preparatory body
tasked with the completion of organiaational and substantive issues
related to the convening of a Conference in Colombo which would seek to
implement the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace. Je is
the v’iew of those voting in favour of General Assembly resolution 441120
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that the &L&x Committee on the Indian Ocean should continue to fulfil
i ta mandate.

‘15. Without prejudice to the outcome of its ongoing assessment,  the
World Disarmament Campaign, as a global information programme, should
continue its contributions by informing, educating, and generatin;  public
understanding an6 support for the objectives of the United Nations in the
field of arms limitation and disarmament in a balanced, factual and
objective manner. Melllber States and other entities are encouraged to
broaden the financial base of support of the Campaign with further
voluntary contributions as well as to co-operate by other means so as to
increase its effectiveness. The Commission recommends that all Member
States should continue to mark the observance of Disarmament Week, which
was proclaimed by the General Assembly at its first special session
devoted to disarmsment, as a week devoted to fostering the objectives of
disarmament, It notes that this annual observance would continue to play
an important role in promoting the objectives,of  the World Disarmament
Campaign.

‘16. The regional centres for peace and disarmament should continue
to contribute to the promotion of disarmament, mutual confidence, peace
and security. In addition, the activities of these centres would further
enhance the objectives of the World Disermament Campaign. fn order to
ensure +-he effective functioning and viability of the regional centres,
the Disarmament Commission encourages Member States as well as other
entities to make contributions to these centres.

‘17. The United Nations Dfsormsment Fellowship, Training and
Advisory Services Programme contributes usefully to the development of
greater expertise in disarmament issues in Member States. Consequently,
the Programme should be continued in accordance with guidelines approved
by the General Assembly at its thirty-third and fortieth sessions, duly
taking into account in the yearly selection of fellows, the principle of
adequate representation of devoloping countries and the need for rotation
among States. * ”

The report of the Chairman on agenda itom 7 reads as follows8

“1. At its forty-fourth session, the General Assembly by resolution 441116 M
of 15 December 1989, entitled ‘Naval armaments and disarmament’, A-,
requested the Disarmament Commission to continue, at its forthcoming session
in 1990, the substantive consideration of the questJon and to report on its
deliberations and recommendations to the General Assembly at its forty-fifth
session.

I8 2. In its consideration of the item, the Commissio:,  had before it the
following documents t

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



‘l(b) Study on the naval arms race - replies received from Qovernnmnte
(Argentina, Bulgaria, China, Indonesia, Lesotho, Mexico and Sweden -
A1CN.10177; Australia and Norway - Add.l) Qaboa - Add.21 Denmark, Netherlands,
United Kingdom of areat Britain and Northern Ireland - Add.3))

“(a) Working paper submitted by China (A/CN.10/78)#

@l(d) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, Qerman Democratia  Republic and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.l9/80)t

“(e) Chairman’s paper on agenda item 8 (AXN.10183)~

l’(f) Working paper submitted by Finland (A/CN,10/90/Rev. 1) t

“(q) Working paper eubmitted by Bulgaria, the German Dsmocratic  Republic
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.l0/92)r

l@(h) Workirrg  paper aubmltted by Sweden (A/CN.l0/101/Re~.l))

@l(i) Chairman’s paper on agenda item 8 (A/CN.10/102))

@l(j) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, tbe Uerman  Democratic Republic
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.l0/109)j

l’(k) Chairman’s papor on agenda item 8 (A/CN.l0/113)1

“(1) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, the German Democratic Republic
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.10/119)1

“(m) Working paper submitted by Sweden (A/CN.l0/121)~

“(n) Working paper submitter3 by Sweden (A/CN.l0/129)t

“(0) Working paper submitted by Finland, Indonesia and Sweden
(A/CN, 10/13C) t

“(p) Chairman’s paper on agenda item 8 (A/C!N.lO/lM)!

l’(q) Working paper submitted by Finland, Indonesia and Sweden
(A/CN.l0/139)r

“(r) Working paper submitted by Fweden (A/CN.lO/lQl).

“3 . At the 143rd plenary meeting, on 7 May, the Chairman of the Disarmament
Commission decided to follow last year’s course of action and hold, under his
responsibility, substantive and open-ended consultations on the subject.
Pursuant to that decision, the Chairman delegated the actual conduct of the
substantive and open-ended consultations to a ‘friend of the Chairmsn’,
~JL_M, the representative of Indonesia, Ambassador Nugroho Wisnumurti. The
Consultation Group held 13 meetings on the item. Mr. Lin Kuo-Chung of the
Department for Disarmament Affairs served as Secretary of the Consultation
Group and Ms. Florence Lee from the same Department acted ~8 Deputy Secretary.

-2o-



“4. The meetings in the Consultation Group reslulted  in a number of
subetantive finding8 and recommendations on the subject. These are contained
in a working paper by the Chairman, annex II to the report of the Commission,
which met the approval of all delegations partioipating in the substantive
consul tat ions. As in the past, the delegation of the United States of America
did not participate in the consultations and ie not in ar 7 way associated with
their findings and reoommendation$.

“5. In accordance with the decision of the Disarmbnent Conuniseion  made at its
143rd plenary meeting on 7 May 1990, it was understood tha* the consideration
of the item was concluded.”

The report of Working Group III on agenda item A reads as follows:

,, on s

"1. The General Assembly, at its forty-fourth ae8sion, adopted resolution
441116 C of 15 December 1989 in which, s&8, it requested the
Disarmament Commission to consider further, at ite 1990 substantive 888aion,
issues related to conventional disarmament. By resolution 441116 F, the
Gentire Assembly, m, requested the Diearmament Commission to continue
at its 1990 serreion  the substantive consideration of issues related to
conventional disarmament and to report to the Qonersl Assembly at its
forty-fifth session with a view to facilitating possible measures in the field
of conventional arms reduction and disarmament. By resolution 441116 N the
General Assembly, m, requested the Disurmament Commission to continue
its deliberation on the issue of international arms transfera contained in the
above-mentioned resolution during its 1990 session under the item of
conventional disarmament.

“2 . The Disatmiunent  Commission, at its 143td meeting, on 7 May 1990, decided
to establish Working Group III to deal with agenda item 8 regarding
conventional disarmament, pursuant to General Assembly resolutions 44/116 C,
44/116 F and 441116 N.

“3 . In connection with its work, the Working Group had before it the
following working paperar

“(a) Working paper submittod by Denmark (A/CN.10188)1

“(b) Working paper submitted  by China (A/CN.10/95)1

“(c) Working paper submitted by Hungery (A/CN.l0/98)r

“(d) Working paper submitted by Xndia (A/CN.lO/lOO) J

"(e) Working papor submitted by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland (A/CN.10/103);

“(f) Working paper submitted by China (A/CN.10/118)1

“(9) Working paper submitted by Nigeria (A/CN.10/124)~

“(h) Working paper submitted by Costa Rica (A1CN.101125).
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“4 * In the course of the deliberations, the following working papers were
submitted to the Working Qroupa I

“(a) Chairman’s draft report of Working QrouplIII
(A/CN.IG/1989/WG.III/CRP.l/Rev.G)t

l*(b) Chairman’s draft report of Working Qroup III
(A/CN.10/1990/WG.~II/CRP.l  and Rev.l-8))

“(c) Working paper submitted by the United Kingdom of Qreat Britain and
Northern Ireland (A/CN.10/199O/WQ.III/CRP.2)~

“5, The Working Qroup met under the chairmanship of Ambassador
Skjold Q. Mellbin (Denmark) and held 16 meetings between 8 and 29 May 1990.
Mr. Timur 0. Alasaniya of the Department ,!or Disarmament Affairs served as
Secretary of the Working Group. The Working Qroup also conducted a number of
informal consultations through the Chairman during this period.

II 6. In accordance with the decision of the Disarmament Commission made at its
143rd plenary meeting on 7 May, Working Group III, at its 16th meeting, on
29 May, decided to conclude the item and adopted by consensus the following
text a

‘1. The Working Group recalled the priorities in disarmament established
by the General Assembly in the Final Document of its Tenth Special
Session, the first special session devoted to disarmament, aa stated in
paragraph 45, namely: nuclear weapons) other weapons of mass
destruction, including chemical weaponsj conventional weapons, including
any which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have
indiscriminate effectal and reduction of armed forces. As stated in
paragraph 46 of the Final Document, nothing should preclude States from
conducting negotiations on all priority items concurrently. The Group
took into account the principles derived from the Final Document which
provided the perspective on and addressed the subjects of the
conventional arms race and conventional disarmament as identified in
paragraph 8 of the Study on Conventional Disarmament (A/39/348).

‘2. In dealing with the subject-matter before it in the context
established in paragraph 4 above, the Group recalled that since the
Second World War there has been a large number of armed conflicts fought
with conventional weapons. It was noted that certain conflicts continue
and pose a threat to regional and global peace and security. The Group,
however, took account of the recent overall amelioration in the
international situation and the trend towards the peaceful settlement of
various regional conflicts, the important role played in that regard by
the United Nations and the possible positive implications of these
developments for efforts related to disarmament.

‘3. Attention was given to recent developments in relation to Europe,
which has the highest concentration of arms and armed forces. The
successful conclusion in January 1989 of the CSCE Follow-up Meeting in
Vienna led to further negotiations in the field of confidence- and
security-building measures as well as the new Negotiation on Conventional
Armed Forces in Europe, both within the framew”rk of the CSCE process,
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The Qroup, recalling Qeneral Assembly resolutions 41/86 L, 43175 P and
441116 I, welcome% the progress made an% considered that positive results
in these negotiations ~0~1% serve to improve security an% %ovelop
co-operation in Europe, thereby contributing to international peace and
security in the world as a whole.

‘4. Attention was also given to the agreement in 1987 between Costa
Rica, Quatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua and El Salvador on a procedure for
the establishment of a firm and lasting paace in Central America and
subsequent Bealarations  and agreements, which include important steps
towards %isarmament. Ths Group welcomed thesc %eclarationa and
agreements which would serve to promote security and dovelop co-operation
in the region. They constitute an important contribution to
international peace an% oecurity.

'5. The Group identifie% Q number of iesuoe and possible moaeures in the
field of conventional arms reductions and disarmament which are set out
below.

'6. The accumulation an% increasing sophistication of conventional arms
in various regions of the world, particularly by those States with the
largest military arsenals, have grave implications for international
peace and security, Agreement2 or other measures in the field of
conventional disarmament therofore shoul% bs resolutely pursued on a
bilateral, regional and multilateral  basis, due account being taken of
paragraph 83 of the Final Document. Whoreas States with the largest
military arsenals have a special responsibility in pursuing the process
of conventional %isarmament, it is incumbent upon all States, while
taking into account the noed to protect their security and maintain
necessary defensive capabilities, to intensify their efforts and take,
either on their own or by agreement, appropriate stops in the field of
conventional %isarmament that would onhance peace and security in their
regions as well as globally and contribute to overall progress towards
the goal of general and complete disarmament.

'7. The limitation and reduction of conventional arms and errno% forces
could relate to weapons and manpowor, an% inclu%e their deployment. The
objective of conventional disarmament measures should be undiminishe% or
increased security at the lowest possible level of armaments and military
forces. Weapons and equipment which are the subject of conventional
forces reductions aqreoments should not be tranaferro%, directly or
in%irectly, to States not party to the agreement in question. The
principal m&ho% of %ealing with such re%uctions should be %ostruction.

'8. The States members of two major military alliances have made
progress towards an early agreement on substantial re%uction of their
conventional armed forms in Europe; ‘ihuy are urged to continue their
intensive efforts to this end in order to fulfil the mon%ato of their
negotiations which is to achieve increased security at lower levels of
forces an% to eliminate the capability for surprise attack an%
large-scale offensive action.

'9. In relation to negotiations on conventional %isarmament, conscious
of paragraph 83 of the Fiiial Document of SSOD I, Statos shoul% take into
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account a number of factors, such as: aircumetanaes prevailing in a
particular region) the guantitative  and qualitative aspects of the forces
which are the subject of negotiationat the impoctanOe  of a basis of
comparable datar asymmetriee  that might exist 8mony various countries as
a result of historical, geographical and other factors] the need to
eliminate military asymmetries  which are prejudicial to securityr the
need of States to protect their security, bearing in mind the inherent
right of self-defence and the right of peoples to self-determination and
indepeadencer the various significant implications of military
strategies) the need to take steps to eliminate the capability for
surprise attack and offensive action) and the implications of arms
transfers.

‘10. Although negotiations should be undertaken to facilitate and achieve
substantial disarmament, and ultimately general and complete disarmament,
unilateral measures could be taken in order to enhance regional ancl
global peace and security.

‘11. Taking into consideration the progress accomplished in the field of
aonventional  disarmarnoat, the important role of efforts at disarmament on
a regional scale must be recognised. The regional approach to
disarmament is one of the essential elements in global efforts. Regional
disarmament measures should 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 a potential for conflict may exist, measures aimed at reducing
tensions could lead to reductions and restrictions on military
deployments by all States concerned and thus contribute to strengthening
confidence and international peace and security.

‘12. Although confidence-building measuresr whether military or
non-military, cannot serve as a substitute for concrete disarmament
measures, they can play an important role in facilitating progress
towards disarmament in that they alleviate mistrust and thus enhance
international co-operation and security, whether they are taken
unilaterally, bilaterally or multilaterally. Consequently, the value of
such measures was emphasised, it being understood that they should always
be so designed as to take into account the specific situation in and
characteristics of the region in question.

‘13. Conventional tlisarmarnent agreements must provide for adequate and
effective measures for their verification satisfactory to all parties
concerned in order to create the necessary confidence and to ensure that
the agreements are being observed. The Qroup noted that the
Secretary-Oeneral, upon the request of the general Assembly and with the
assistance of a group of qualified governmental 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 disarmament
should also cover such types of conventional weapons as encompass
radically new techniques arising from qualitative technological advances.
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‘15. The global expenditure on ark an& armed forcea,  by far the largest
part of which is attributable to aonventional  arme and armed forces,
represents a massive, consumption of resources for potentially destructive
purposes in a stark contrast to the urgent need for social and economic
development and for fnareased international co-operation in those
fielde. Reduction in military expenditure by releasing resources couid,
therefore, entail benefits both in the soaial and economic fields as well
as in the political field.

‘15. Arms transfers can have serious implications for conventional
disarmament, as recalled in the Final Document. Arms transfers should be
addressed in conjunction with the questions of maintaining Jntarnational
peace and security, reducing international tension, enhancing confidence,
and promoting disarmament as well aa social and economic development.
Restraint and greater openness can help in this respect and contribute to
the promotion of international peace and security. In this context, the
grave consequences of illicit traffic in arms deserve substantive
consideration. The Qroup noted that the Secretary-Qeneral,  upon the
request of the General Assembly aud with the assistance of a group of
qualified governmental experts, is undertaking an in-depth study of ways
and means of promoting transparency in international transfers of
conventional arms on a universal and non-discriminatory basis.

‘17. Taking into account the priorities in disarmament set out in the
Final Document, the subject of conventional disarmament should continue
to be actively pursued in the United Nation8 aa one significant
contribution to the endeavours of the international community towards
general and complete disarmament under effective international control.
In addition to deliberations by the Disarmament Conwisuiou,  on how to
facilitate the process of conventional disarmament, it would be welcome
if the Conference on Disarmament were to address the issue of
conventional disarmament when practicable. The United Nations should be
kept duly informed of developments in disarmament effort% outside fts
aegis, without prejudice to the progresa of negotiatfons.‘”

35. Tha report of Working Qroup IV on agenda item 9 reads as follows:

"1. The General Assembly, at its forty-fourth session, adoptod resolution
441119 H of 15 December 1989, in which, inter, it directed the
Disarmament Commission to finalise the preparation of elements of a draft
resolution to be entitled ‘Declaration of the 1990s as the Third Disarmament
Dacode' and to submit them to the Gonoral Assembly at its forty-fifth session
for consideration and adoption.

“2. The Disarmament Commission, at its 143rd meeting, on 7 May 1990, decided
to establish Working Group IV to deal with agenda item 9 regarding the
'Consideration of the Declqration of the 1990s as the Third Disarmament
DecaBe', pursuant to General Assembly resolution 441119 H.

“3. In connection with its work, the Working Group had before it the
following docuinentsr
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“(a) Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade (A/CN,lO/llS and Add,l-4)#

@l(b) Consideration of the declaration of the 3990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade: recommendation of the basic elements of the Declaration
of the 1990s as the Third Disarmament Lecadst working paper submitted by
China (AKN.101116) J

l*(c) Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade: working paper submitted by Nigeria (AKN.101122)~

l*(d) Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade: elements for inclusion in a draft resolution on the
declaration of the 1990s as the Third Disarmament Decade: working paper
submitted by Bulgaria, Csechoslovakia, the Qerman  Democratic Republic and
Poland (A1CN.101123)~

“(e) Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade: working paper submitted by Costa Rica (A/CN.l0/126.~

“(f) Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade8 working paper submitted by India (A/CN.10/128)~

“(9) Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as the Third
Disarmament Decade8 working paper submitted by Canada (A/CN.10/135).

“4 , The Working Group met under the chairmanship of Ambassador
Emek Ayo Aaikiwe (Nigeria) and held 11 meetings between 9 and 24 May 1990.
Mr. Tsutomu Ishiguri of the Department for Disarmament Affairs served as
Secretary of the Working Qroup,

II 5. In order to expedite the work, the Working Group decided to take working
paper AXN.101135 entitled "Consideration of the declaration of the 1990s as
the Third Disarmament Decade" as a working basis. Xn the course of examining
the working paper, the Working Group identified both areas of agreement and
other areas which need to be further considered.

II 6. At its 5th meeting, on 15 May 1990, the Chairman of Working Group IV
prepared and circulated a conference room paper (A/CN.10/1990/WG.fV/CRP.l)
entitled “Draft declaration of the 1990s as the Third Disarmament Decade”,
which took into account the views and comments expressed by delegations during
the examination of working paper A/CN.101135.

“7 . At its 6th meeting, on 17 May, the Chairman of Working Group IV
circulated another conference room paper (A/CN.10/1990/WG.IV/CRP.2),
reflecting the result of the informal consultations having taken place on
16 May,

“8. At its 8th meeting, on 21 May, the Chairman of Working Group IV
circulated yet another conference room paper (A/CN.10/1990/WG.IV/CRP.3)  for
consideration by the Working Group. In that document, the Chairman registered
the convergence of views on most of tha text and triad to frJcus on a few
remaining issues.
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“ 9 . At its 11th meeting, on 24 May, the Chairman of Working Qroup IV
presented a conference room paper (A/CN.10/1990/WQ.IV/CRP.4),  which with minor
further amendments was accepted as a draft declaration.

“10. In accordance with the decision of the Disarmament Commission made at
its 143rd plenary meeting, on 7 May, Working Group IV, at its 11th meeting, on
24 May, decided to conclude the consideration of the item and adopted by
consensus the text as followsr

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

‘2. After a period of heightened tensions, the latter part of the
decade of the 1980s saw a noticeable improvement in the way many States
conducted their relations with one another. Despite this favourable
trend, the specific goals of the Second Disarmament Decade were plot
fully realized.

‘ 3 . In a world of growing interdependence, it is essential for the
international community to stimulate and deepen awareness of the common
interests of the global society and of the universal interest in
achieving disarm&nent  and strengthening international peace and
security. The challenges facing the international community today are
enormous. Accordingly, the solution of these difficult and complex
issues will require the political will of States in conducting dialogue
and negotiations and in promoting international co-operation, including
confidence-building meaeures  aimed aZ reducing tensions and the risk of
military confrontation among States, bearing in mind specific conditions
prevailing in the region concerned. It will also require
acknowledgement of the profound interrelationship of questions relating
to disarmament, social and economic development and environmental
protection.

‘ 4 . The international community stands on common ground in determining
to make progreas in t;he 1990s by resolutely pursuing disarmament along
with othor efforts neceusary ior attaining genuine peace and security.
As members of the intornetional community, we have identified the
following common goals. In the nuclear field, we must continue urgently
to seek early reductions in, and the eventual elimination of, nuclear
weapons and work towards a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. To achieve
the objective of non-proliferation in all its aspects, all States are
oncouraqed to make every effort further to strengthen the
non-proliferation rigimo and other measures to halt and prevent the
proliferation of nuclear weapons. The aim of tho international
community  should be  to  promote  co-operat ion in  the  peaceful  use of
nuclear energy  on a non-discriminatory basis and under agreed nnd
appropr i a t e  i n t e rna t iona l  s a f eguards . The prevention of an arms race in
outer spncr!  remains an important area to be further addressed. Mnny
Status a l s o  see t h e  nocd to  addre s s  nava l  con f idence -bu i ld ing  moasuros
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and disarmament issues. In the conventional field, we must seek
reductions in arms and armed forces in all areas of the world and, in
particular, where levels of concentrations of armaments are highest. In
this regard, we urgently seek the successful conclusion of the
negotiations on conventional forces in Euroge. We aim for continued
consideration of arm6 transfers in all their aspects. In the chemical
field, we must work for the earliest conclusion of a convention on the
prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of all
chemical weapons and on their destruction. The international community
also calls for strict compliance with the Protocol for the Prohibition
of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Oases, and of
Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Qeneva on
17 June 1925. 41 As furt;ler steps forward, openness and transparency on
all appropriate military matters should be developed, the scope and
technic, 91 of verification advanced, the use of science and technology
for peaceful purposes promoted and non-military threats to security
addressed. All other initiatives to halt and reverse the arms race, in
particular the nuclear-arms race, 11 .h its qualitative and
quantitative aspects deserve careful c<,nsideration.  Such initiatives
include the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of
arrangements freely arrived at among States of the region concerned and
the creation of aones of peace under appropriate conditions defined and
determined freely by the States concerned in the aone. In the pursuit
of the foregoing goals, the international community acknowledges the
particular responsibility of countries with the largest milit ry
arsenals. Resourcea freed through disarmament could be used for the
benefit of a balanced world development. These goals should be included
in a comprehensive programme of disarmament, which should be concluded
at an appropriate time,

‘5. The United Nations will continue to foster multilateral
co-operation for disarmament, wherein bilateral and regional efforts can
be complementary and mutually supportive in attaining the purposes and
principles of the United Nations. The international community can
further promote disarmament through the United Nations by building upon
its achievements in his field, including the Final Document of the
Tenth Special Sessio Ii of the General Assembly (resolution S-10/2), which
was adopted by consensus.

‘6. The international community affirms the positive role that an
informed public can plny in the process of disarmament by promoting a
constructive and realistic dialogue on issues related to disarmament.
In this regard, the pursuit of the World Disarmament Campaign and the
observance of Disarmament Week will continue to play a useful role.
Reflecting a growing understanding and commitment in dealing with the
global problems of peace and security, it recognises that
non-governmental organisations  play an invaluable role. It also
supports an enhanced role for women in developing the conditions for
enduring peace.

‘7. As the world moves toyards the twenty-first century, it is evident
that future generations will need increasing knowledge and understanding
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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allowing every individual to realise hie or her role a8 a responsible
member of the world oommuaity.”

36. The report of the Consultation Group on agenda item 10 reads as follows8

“1. The General Assembly, at its forty-fourth eeesion, adopted reeolution
44/116 E of 15 December 1989, in which, inter, it requested the
Disarmament Commission to include in the agenda of its 1990 session an item
entitled *Objective information on military matters’.

“2 l The Disarmament Commission, at its 143rd meeting, on 7 May 1990, decided:

‘A consultation group will be established for item 10 regarding
objective information on militery  matters during the 1990 substantive
session with the understanding that objective information on military
matters, as well a8 1111 other substantive issues on the working agenda,
should be given in-d&pth consideration during the 1991 substantive
session of the Disarmament Commission;

‘The time-frame for consideration 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 is understood that consideration ot’ item 10 will be at the
preliminary stage durir4g the 199C substantive session, not engaging in
any negotiation on a text of the subjectr

‘The candidate for the chairmanship of the consultation group will bo
the representative of Austria. ’

“3. Tho Consultation Group met under the chairmanship of Ambassrdor
Peter Hohenfellner (Austria) and held awen mootfrrgs  between 10 and
16 May 1990. Mr. tin Ruo-Chung of tho Department for Disarmament Affairs
served a8 Secretary of the Consultation Group.

“4. In carrying out its work, the Consultation Group had before it the
report of the Secretary-General containing  the viewe of Member States on tho
subject (A/44/3Y6  and Add.1 and 2) and othe working papers submitted by
Member States as followet

“(a) Working paper aubmitted by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland (A/CN.10/140)1

“(b) Working paper submitted by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(A/CN.10/142).

“5. At the beginning of the 1st meeting, the Chairman of the Group made a
substantive introductory statement. The first two meetings were dcrdicated to
an exchange of general views on the subject in which a large number of
delegations participated.
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“6. Subsequently, the Group proceeded to a discussion of the following
topics reiated to the subject-mattsr, according to a structure propomd by the
Chairman of the Groups

**The meaning and significance of objective information on military
matters as related to international security and disarmament)

**The meaning of the terms ‘military matters’, ‘military capabilities’
and *military activities’t

“The fields or area8 of military matters which could be covered by a
possible erdhange of information)

**The global and the regional dimensions of the subject, including the
question of a possible global and/or regional application of an exchange
of information on military matters)

“The possible role of the United Nations, its regional centres for peace
and disarmament and other regional organisations  in the context of an
exchange of information cn military mattersi

“The advisability of a future elaboration of a set of principles,
guidelines or recommendations on objective information on military
matterat

“The parameters which should govern a poRfiible exchange OL information
on military matters,

“7 . At its last substantive meeting, held on 16 May 1990, a number of
delegations mdde concluding statements. At the end of the meeting, the
Chairman of the Consultation Group also made a concluding statement.

“8. At its 8th meeting, on 24 May 1990, the Consultation Group adopted the
present report to the Disarmament Commission by consensus.”

f/ 2UkW of t&~ GeraBTal A&am&,&y* For&y-fourth Se-,
No. 42 (A/44/42).

21 General Assembly resolution S-10/2.

icial Records of the Gwal mv, FnaLfY-fomQnR
(A/44/27).

41 League of Natione, Treatv....Secies, vol. XCIV (1929), No. 2138.
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ANNEX I

All States Members of the United Nations should reaffirm their full commitment
to the purposes of the Charter of the United Nations and shouldl strictly observe
its principles as well as other relevant and generally accepted principles of
international law relating to the maintenance of international peace and security,
in particular, the principles of refraining from the threat or use of force against
tha sovereignty, territorial integrity or political independence of any State, or
age4 nst peoples under colonia: or foreign domination seeking to exercise their
right to self-dotermination and to achieve independence; non-intervention and
non-interference in the internal affairs of other States1 the inviolability of
international frontlerst and tho peaceful settleme:?t of disputes, having regard to
the inherent right of States to individual ant! col:lective self-defence in
accordance with the Charter.

All State8 are urged to contribute effectively to the strengthening of the
central role and primary reeponhibility  of ‘:ho Unitec¶ Nations in the field of
disarmament. Since the process of disarmament affects the vital security interests
of all States, they must all be actively concerned with and contribute to the
measures of disarmament and arms limitation, which have an essential part to play
in maintaining and strengthening international security.

While disarmament is the responsibility of all States, the nuclear-weapon
States have the primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament and, together with
other militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the arms race.

Everything possible ahould be done to enable the Conference on Disarmament,
which is a single multP.lateral  nogotiating body in the field of disarmament, to
fulfil its responsibilities by the negotiation and adoption of concrete measures of
disarmament to promote affectively the attainment of geireral and complete
disarmament under .Jf fective international control.

I

In order to implement the recommendations and decisions contained in the Final
Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first special
session devoted to disarmament (resolution S-10121, all States, particularly
nuclear-weapon States and especially those among them which possess the most
important nucleer arsenals, should urgent.ly  engage in negotiations to fulfil the
priority tasks set forth in its Progrmme of Action.

Negotiations of agreements in conformity with paragraph 50 of the Final
Docurntnt with a view to halting and reversing the nuclear-arms race and bringing
about as soon as possible the achievement of the final objective defined therein,
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namely, the ultimata and complete elimination of nuolesr waapon8, should be
intensified or, aa appropriate, urgently initiated.

Negotiationa, in appropriate foruma, to achieve raduat?ons in waaponar  in
particular nuolsar weapons, a8 wall a8 other measures in the disarmament field,
should be pursued and agreements ooncluded in accordance with paragraphs 29 and 31
of the Final Document of the first special aaasion  of the Qaneral  Aaeambly devoted
to disarmament.

The Disarmament Commission conaidors as an important step in strengthening
international peaoa and security the agreement renohad at Qaneva  in November 1985
at the eumnlt  meeting of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republios and the United
States of America to accelerate the work at the negotiations botwaan them on
nuclear and space armsr with a view to aocnmplishing the tasks set out in the joint
communiqu6 of 8 January 1985 of the Soviet Union and the United States, namely, to
prevent an armrn raoe in space and to terminate it on Earth, to limit and reduce
nuclear arms and enhance strategic stability, (LO well as their agreement that a
nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought, that any conflict between the
Soviet Union and the United States could have catastrophic consequenoes, that any
war between them, whether nuclear or conventional, should be prevented, and that
they will not seek to achieve military supsriority.

Bearing in mind that the ultimate goal of nuclear disarmament in the complete
elimination of nuclear weaponsI the Oenaral Aesembly could encourage the
realisation  of the common desire of negotiating parties, as expraasad in the lame
joint statement, for early progress in area8 whore there is common ground,
including the principle of a 50 per cent reduction in the nuolear arms of the
Soviet Union and the United State8 appropriately applied. It is reconvnended that
the General Assembly alrpo  take into account a8 further important steps the joint
statements of the United States-Union of Soviet Socialist Republics of
10 December 1987 and 1 June 1988, as well a8 the resumption of the United
States-Soviet Union Nuclear and Space Talks, resulting from the high-level United
States-Soviet Union meeting at Moscow on 10 and 11 May 1959,

The Disarmament Conuniesicn  considers that strict observance and full
implementation of the Treaty bxween the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and
Shorter-Range Missiles, the very first disarmament agreement aver concluded for the
elimination of an entire category of nuclear weapons, represents a valuable initial
step in the reduction of nuclear weapons.

The two negotiating parti8s should bear constantly in mind that not only their
national interests but alao the vital interests of all the peoples of the world are
at stake and, accordingly, should keep the general Assembly duly informed of the
progress of the negotiations, without prejudice to the progreen  of the negotiations.

The Disarmament Commission also considers that continuation of the practice
according to which the two negotiating parties also offer information on the
progress in their negotiations to the Conference on Disarmsment would be useful.

Bil Itera and mr~.ltllateral efforts for nuclear disarmament ehould complement
and facilitate each other.
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[The Conferenae on Disarmament, as the single multilaterrl disarmament
nogotiating forum, has a )?I rrlary role in the negotiation of multilatersl
disarmament agreements. The Conference on Disarmament should fulXy disanarye thie
fundamental task, in particular, and as a matter of urgency, concerning the
priority itome  06 its agerda,]

All Statos, in particular the major auolear-weapon States, are urged to pursue
their negotiations on arm8 limitations and disarmament with vigour and to keep the
United Nations appropriately informed of all etepe in this field, whether
unilateral, bilateral,, regional or multilateral, without prejudice to the progress
of negotiations.

[The Conference on Disarmament should proceed without delay to negotiations on
the coseation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament and, in partioulur,
bogin the elaboration of practical measure8 for the cessation of the nuclear-arm8
race and for nuclear disartmnent in accordance with paragraph 50 of the Final
Document of t1.e Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, including a nunlear
disarmament programme. Such a comprehensive, phaeed programme with agreed
time-frames, whenever feasible, should provide for progressive and balanced
reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their meana af dolivery, loading to
their ultimato and complete elimination. It should aim at the complete elimination
of nuclear weapons throughout the world by the year 2000 and could consist of three
stages 1

(a) A ficst stage of five to oiyht yoara,  providing for reduations in the
nuclear arsenals of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States
of Amorice, aa well as for the renunaiation of the development, testing and
doployment of spaco-strike weapons by them and a moratorium on their nuclear
owglosione  t

(b) A second staqe, which would last for five to seven years and during which
the ot.h\3r nuclear-weapon States would take part in the nuclear disarmament processt

(c) A last stage, during which the elimination of all romaining nuclear
wenpons will be completed.

Verification of the destruction or limitation of nuclear weapons and delivery
vehicles would be carried out by national technical meana, on-site inspections and
other measures.]

[A comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty prohibiting all nuclear-test
explosions by all States in all environments for all time should be concluded as a
matter of urgency. To this end the Conference on Disarmament should immediately
proceed to the negotiations required for the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban
treaty. The issues of the verification of compl/iancs with the agreement to be
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negotiated could be oonaidered  tiimultaneously with the other substantive issues
relating to a prohibition of nuclear terts.]

[The Disnrmnasnt Commission [further] reccrnmends that the Coaeral Assembly
aaknowledqe the importance of the opening, on 9 No*. mber 1987, of full-scale
step-by-step  negotiatione between the United States and the Union of Soviet
Saoialiet Republl.oa which, in accordance with their joint statement of
17 September 1987, are conducted in a single forum and in which the sides, as the
first step, will agree upon effective verification measures which will make it
possible to ratify the United 6fa:es of America-Union OS Soviet Socialist Republics
Threshold Test-Ban Treaty of 1974 and Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Troaty of 1976,
and proceed to negotiating further intermediata limitations on nuclear testing
leading to the ultimate objective of the complete cessation of nuclear testing as
part of an effective disarmament process. This process, among other things, woulC
pursue, as the first priority, the goal of the reduction of nuclear weapons and,
ultimately, their elimination.]

[Pending the conclusion of such a treaty, the nuclear-weapon States are called
upon to declare a moratorium on all nuclear explosions starting from a date to be
agreed among all of them. The two major nuclear-weapon States which have conducted
the most nuclear explosiona are called upon to atop their nuclear tests
immediately,]

Evory Stnte has the duty to refrain in its international relations from the
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence
of any State, or in any other manner inconsistent with the purposes of the United
Nations. Such LL threat or uoo of force constitutes a violation of international
law and the Charter of the 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.

In order to intensify the disarmament process, it should be taken into
consideration that mankind today is confronted with an unprecedented threat of
destruction arising from the massive and competitive accumulation of the most
powerful weepona ever produced. Therefore, disarmament, in particular nuclear
disarmament, should be approached as a matter of highest priority and of vital
importance for humanity.

Measures for the prevention of nuclear war and for the promotion of nuclear
disarmament must take into account the security interests of nuclear-weapon and
non-nuclear-weapon States alike.

There is today wide endorsement of the statement of the two major
nuclear-weapon States that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought.
Pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament, all States should co-.-operate  for
the adoption of practical and appropriate measures to prevent the outbreak of a
nuclear war and to avoid use of nuclear weapons. Not.0  s h o u l d  h e  t a k e n  o f  e x i s t i n g
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undertakinga by two nuclear-weapon States about non-first use of nuclear weapons as
well as declarations made by some States about non-use of any weapon, except in
response to an armec¶  attack.

The Disarmament Commission considers important the agreement  on the
establishment of nuclear risk reduction centres in Washington and Moscow, which the
United Statee of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, affirming
their desire to reduce and ultimately eliminate the risk of outbreak of nuolaar
war, in particular aa a reeult of misinterpretation, miscalculation, or accident,
concluded on 15 Septelnber 1987.

[The Conference on Disarmament should undertake, aa a matter of the highest
priority, negotiations with a view to achieving agreament on appropriate and
pre -ticel measures for the prevention of nuclear war. ]

[The Security Council of the United Nations could also take up questions of
nuclear disarmament and prevention of nuclear war. ]

[Nuclear-weapon States should agree to a comprehensive n~~:tiar-8rms  freeze,
embracing testing, development and deployment of all nuclear weapons and their
delivery systems, subject to appropriate and effective measures and procedures of
verification. Such a freeze should be considered as a first step in halting and
reversing the nuclear o/,rns race leading to the complete elimination of 011 nuclear
weapons, [It should begin with an immediate freeae on production of nuclear
weapons and fissionable material for weapon purpose8 by the two States possessing
the largost nuclear arsenals and should be followed by substantial reductions of
existing nuclear arms.] ]

[The ultimate qoal 02 nuclear disarmament is the complete prohibition and
thorough destruction of nuclear weapons. Pending the attainmont of this goal, the
countries which poesese the largest and most advanced nuclear arsenals in the world
should take the lead in halting the test, production and deployment of all types of
nuclear woepons and in drastically reducing and destroying all types of nuclear
weapons they havo deployed inside and outside their respective countries. After
this, a broadly represontotive  international conference on nuclear disarmament with
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 disarmament should be pursued through negotiations,
such as those currently under way between the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, aimed at reaching agreemont on mutual,
balanced and effectively verifiable substantial reductions in nuclear weapons.]

[The sdequatoly verified cessation and prohibition of the production of
fissionable material for nuclear weapons would be a significant step towards
halting and reversing the nuclear arms race. ]
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[All nuclear-weapon categories should be incorporated in the disarmament
proaeso. ]

[As a measure  to prevetit nuclear war, pending effective measures of nuolebr
disarmament, all nuclear-weapon States should undertake not to be the first to use
nuclsrrr wragonr at any time and under any oiraumstanaes,  and to refrain from using
or threatening to use suah weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States and
nuclear-weapon-free oone6. On 8uoh a basis, an international convention should be
urgently negotiated and adopted with the participation of all the nuclear-weapon
States to ensure the prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,)

[In the nuolelrr age, it is all the more important that all States strictly
obevrrve their obligation, under tho Charter of the United Nations, to refrain in
their international telations from the tF.reat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political ,ndependence  of any State, or in any manl.sr
inconsistent with the purposes of the United Nationa, takiny into account their
inherent right of individual or collective self-defence.]

[In view of the danger posed to all mankind by an arms race in outer space, in
particular the impending danger of exacerbating the current state of insecurity by
developments that could further undermine international peace and security, the
Conference on Disarmamnnt should urgently undertake negotiations for the conclusion
of an agreement or agreementa, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its
aspects ia outer space,]

In order to aontribrrte to the prevention of an arma rac8’  fn outer space, the
Conference on Diearmament should intensify its work in accordance with the mandate
of the A&-&S Committoo set up by the Conference,

[It is understood that the establishment of the AB Committee constitutes
only a first step towards multilateral negotiations for the conclusion of an
agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects
in outer space.]

Pending comprehensive me&sure8  of nuclear and conventional disarmament, States
should continue to co-operate in the development of a comprehensive set of measure8
for the prevention of nuclear war and of all armed conflict. These could include a
wide array of confidence-building measures, including meaeurea  relating ‘co nuclear
weapons, to be negotiated in appropriate frameworks, for regional or global
application.

Nuclear and conventional weapons an well as military forces should be reduced
in a mutual, balanced and verifiable manner, particularly in regions where their
concentration has attained the most dangerous levels.
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Racommenaetions

[The nuclear-weapon Statee should refrain from military manoeuvres in which
nuclear energy is used Por non-peaceful purposes, etepscf~lly  in situations where
nuclear armaments are deployed in close proximity of! Etates not possessing nuclear
weapons, thus endangering their security.]

[Bearing in mind that tha nuolear-weapon States should guarantee that
non-nuclear-weapon States will not be threatened  or attxxkod  with nuclear weapons
and that declarations were made in this context, negotiarfons should proceed for
the conclusion [, aa appropriate,] of effective international arrangements to
assure [all] non-nuclear-weapon States [, without any Aiscrizination,]  against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.]

The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in different parts of the world
on thu basis of agreemants and/or arrangemonts freely arrived at among the States
of the region concerned constitute an important disarmament measure [and]
t. Nuclear-weapon-free zones which will enhance world-wide security and stability1
should be encouraged, with the ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely
free of nuclear weapons. In the process of establishing such zones, the
characteristics of [each region] [the region in question] should be taken into
account. [Those agreements or arrangements should be fully complied with and the
affective respect for the statua of such zones by [all] [nuclear-weapon] States
[concerned] should be subject to adequate [agreed] verification procedures, thus
ensuring that the zones are genuinely free frolr nuclear weapons.]

-Wo.

[The establfshmmt  of zones of peace in various regions of the world on the
basis of conditions clearly defined and dotormined freely by the States concerned
in tho aono, and in conformity with international law, cm contribute to
strengthening the security of States within such zones and to fnternationtil peace
and security as a wholo. In the process of setting up such zones, the
characteristics of the zone and tho principles of the Chartor of the United Nations
should bo taken into account. ]

Rmrnd.nn.

All States should co-operate to achieve the goal of nuclear non-proliferation
which ia, on the one hand, to prevent the emergence of any additional
nuclear--weapon States besides the existing five nuclear-weapon States and, on tho
other, progressively to reduce and eventually to eliminate nuclear weapons
altogether. States should fully implement all the provizions of relevant
international treaties to which they are parties. Nuclear-weapon States in
particular should urgently adopt offactive measures for halting an.!! reversing the I
nuclear-arms race.
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Biaaa the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all ite aspects ie a matter of
universal oonaera,  all States are jointly urged to take further steps to develop an
intsrnkbtional consensu8 of ways and means, on a univereal and non-discriminatory
bade, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

[In conformity with the Charter of the United Nations, zecurity policies of
Statea should have a defensive character, reflected in the structure and level of
armed forces, taking into account the characteristics of each region, thus
aontributing to global international security.]

IX

while nuclear disarmament has the highest priority, the following
reaommendatione  on other priority measures of disarmament should be pursued
together with nuclear disarmament nsgotiations.

All efforts should be exerted for the continuation and successful conolusion
of negotiations on the complete and effective prohibitionof the development,
production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on their daetruation.
To this end, the Conference on Disarmament should, as a mattar  of high priority,
intensify the negoti&tions on such a convention and reinforce further its efforts
with a view to the final elaboration of a convention at the earliest pozaible date.

In this regard, the importance of the Final Declaration of the 1989 Paris
Conference of States parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and other interested
States was emphasized.

Coaventional disarmament should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral, regional
and multilateral basis in accordance with paragraph 83 of the Final. Document of the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament within the
framework of progress towards general ana complete disarmament. The qualitative
aspects of the conventional arms race need to be addressed along with its
quantitative aspects.

In this connection, the countriee with the largest military arsenals, which
bear a special responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional armaments
reductions, and the member States of the two major military alliances are urged to
continue negotiations through various forunr. on conventional disarmament in
earnest, with a view to reaching early agreement on the limitation and gradual
reduction of armed forces and conventional weppans under effective international
control in their respective regions, particularly in Europe, which has the largest
concentration of arms and forces in the world. In this respect, the United Natione
Disarmament Commission welcomes the start of negotiations on conventional armed
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forces in Europe and tho continuation of negotiations  on confidence-security-
building measure8 in Europe.

All States, while taking into account the need to protect security and
maintain necessary defensive capabilities, are encouraged to intensify their
efforts and take, either on their own or in a regional context, appropriate steps
to promote progress in conventional disarmament and enhance peace and security.

Regional disarmament measures should be taken at the initiative and with the
participation of all the States concerned and must take into account the specific
conditions characteristic of each rdgfon. Disarmamont efforts in a region cannot
be isolated either from the disarmament efforts in other regions or from global
c¶isarmament  efforts both in the nuclear and conventional field.

-.

[[An arms race in outer space should be prevented. In this context, the
Disarmament Commission welcomes  the recent clecision taken by the Conference on
Disarmament, namely:

“In the exercise of its responsibilities  as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordrrnce  with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of
the first special session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
Conference on Disarmament decides to re-establish an &LHlsc: Committee under
item 5 of its agenda entitled ‘Prevention of an arms race in outer space’.

“The Conference requests the ,&JJ&9 Committrao,  in discharging that
responsibility, to continue to oxamine, and to identify, through substantive
and general consideration, issues relevant to the prevention of! an arms race
in outer space,

“The ~...H9-o. Committee, in carrying out this work, will take into account
all existing agreements, existing propoeals and future initiatiws as well as
developments which have taken place since the establishment of the UC
Committee, in 1985, and report on the progress of its work to the Conference
on Disarmament before the end of its 1987 session.“]

[Consequently, the oatablishmont of tho ,&dJj~)..e. Conunitteo constitutes only a
first step towards tho urgont initietion of multilateral negotiations for the
conclusion of an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms reco
in all its aspects in outer space.]]

R~c!,J~mmnll~.dRt.~QB  . no.,. .A

In order to create favourable conditions for success in the disarmament
process, all States should strictly abide by tho principles of the Charter of the
United Nations as well as other relevant and generally accepted principles of
international law relating to the maintenance of international peace and security,
refrain from actions which might adve<ouly affect efforts in the field of
disarmament, and display a constructive approach to negotiationu and the political
will to reach agreements. The climate of confidence among nations would be
significantly improved with agreements on measures for halting the arms race and
effective reductions of armaments leading to their complete elimination. The
objective at each stags of this process of disarmament should be undiminished
security at the lowest. possible level of armaments.
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In the oontsxt of the World Disarmament Campaign measurea ehould be adopted in
order that the public in all regions of the world has access to a broad range of
objective information and opinions on questions of arms limitation and disarmament,
and the dangers relating to all aspects of the arms race an8 war, in particular
nualear war, to facilitate informed choices about these vital questions concerning
efforts to halt and reverse the arms race. Such a campaign should promote public
interest in and support for the goals described above and in particular for the
reaching of agreements on measures of arms limitation and diaarmement with a view
to achieving the goal of general and complete clisarmement  u&or effective
international control,
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ANNEX II

1. At ite forty-fourth aeabion, the general Asaembly Ty resolution 441116 M of
15 Deoember  1989, entitled *@Naval armaments and diearm&nent@',  malia, requested
the Disarmsment  Commission to continue, at its forthcoming session in 1990, the
substantive aoneideration of the question p,nd to report on its deliberations and
recommendations to the Qmeral Assembly at its forty-fifth session.

2. In its consideration of the item, tho Commission had before it the following
documents :

(a) Report of the Secretary-Qenerfil  co&afning  the study on the naval arms
race (A/40/535)t

(b) Study on the naval arms race - replies received from Governments
(Argentina, Bulgaria, China, Indonesia, Lesotho, Mexico and Sweden - A/CN.l0/77t
Australia and Norway - Add.11 Gabon - Add.21 Denmark, Netherlands, United Kingdom
of Great  Britain and Northern Ireland - Add.3);

(c) Working paper submitted by China (A1CN.10178))

(d) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, German Democratic Republic and the
Uniorr of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.10/80)1

(0) Chairman's paper on agenda item 8 (A/CN.10/83)#

(f) Working paper submitted by Finland (A/CN.lO/QO/Rev.l);

(g) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, the Oerman  Democratic Republic and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN,lO/Q$)j

(h) Working paper submitted by Sweden (A/CN.l0~101/Re~.l)~

(i) Chairman's paper on agenda item 8 (A/CN.10/102)1

(j) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, the German Democratic Republic sad
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.10/109)1

(k) Chairman’s paper on agenda item 8 (AKN.101113);

(1) Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, the German Democratic Republic and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (A/CN.lO/llS)J

(m) Working paper submitted by Sweden (A/CN.lO/lZl)j

(n) Working paper submitted by Sweden (A/CN.10/129)1

(0) Working paper submitted by Finland, Indonesia and Sweden (AKN.101130);

(p) Chairman's leper on agenda item 8 (A1CN.101134)~
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(q) Working paper submitted by Finland, Indonesia and Pweden (A/CN. 10/139) I

(r) Working paper submitted by Sweden (A/CN.10/141).

3. At its 143rd plenary meeting, on 7 May 1990, the Chairman of tho Disarmament
Commission decided to follow last year’s dourse of action and hold, under his
responsibility, substantive and open-ended consultations on thm subject. Pursuant
to that decision, the Chairman delegated the actual conduct of the substantive and
epen-endod consultations to a “friend of the Chairman”, m, the representative
of Indonosia, Ambaesodor Nugroho Wianumurti# The Consultation Qroup held 13
meetings on the item. Mr. Lin 7 ** >-Chung of the Department for Disarmament Affairs
served as Secretary of the Cousultation Group and Ms. Florence Lee1 from the same
Department acted as Deputy Secretary.

4. In the course ui the consultations participants continued their consideration
of various aspects of the question including the possibility of measures of naval
arms limitation and disarmament, a8 well as the desirability of applying
confidence-building measures at rga.

5. Par%iajpants  reef f irmed that the significant elements and principles that had
been identified in the papers arising from the consultations held Jn 1986, 1987,
1988 and 1989 (A/CN.10/83, A/CN.10/102, A/CN.lO/llJ and A/CN.10/134 respectively)
remained valid and provided a good basis for further consideration of the subject.
It was acknowledged that, as stated in +,he Final Document of the Tenth Special
Se-sfon, in the tack of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, aiZ

nuclear-weapon States, in particular those amo.rg them which posser:s the most
important x?uclear arsenals, bore a special responsibility, and that States with the
largest military arsenals also had a specit.1 teeponsibility in ptrrsuing the process
of conventional arms reductions; these princrples applied also to the naval
djmension of the global arms race and related issues.

6. It was recognised that, as stated in the study on the naval arms race, naval
forces are not independent of other military forces and that they should be
considered in their general military context. There is no such thing as an
independent naval balance or E,arity. By the eme token, the reduction of np.val
nuclear forces and naval nc?-nuclear forces falls within the framework of nuclear
and conJentiona1 disarmament respectively, and therefore should follow the general
approaches of nuclear end convey tional eisarrament efforts. In t.he event that
bilateral, regional or multilateral rm+:;otia’ions relating to naval nuclear forces
and naval non-nuclear forces are conr’:ur;::.ed, such negotiations should take! Into
account, tier alb, the following:

(a) The level of naval forces of all countries should not exceed the
reasonable neod for &efance;

(b) Naval forces should be considered in their general military context with
a view to enhancing security and skability at the lowest overal? balanced level qf
forces and armaments1

(c) The geographically Ufferent situaLions of States could require different
and, where appropriate, asym,netrical  measures for naval fc, :ces and weapo; 7~
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(cl) 8u-d~  meas.:res  should be embodied in legal inatrwrenta, as appropriate, in
harmony with qeneral  principlea of internetionel  law, iqclu&ing the Charter of the
United Nations.

7. The present international situation is characterised by progress in the
negotiationr in the European context, affecting mainly conventional weapons, an4
encompassing primarily land and air forces aa agreed by the parties. In addition
to this the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America
are actively conductin] negotiations to reduce their strategic nuclear armaments,
including sea-borne strategic nuclear weapons. Consequently, naval forces could
become relatively mole sigaificant  in the general military context and in the
overall military balance.

8. In this context, the widening of the spoctrurn of negotiations to involve also
certain naval nuclear and conventional forces cou1.l contribute to further progress
in enhancing international  peace and security as well as to the promotion and
consolidation of d&ente. This would also be desirable in order to ensure that
progress achieved in agreements involving land and/or air forces - conventional as
well a8 nuclear - is not circumvented by the developments in the naval field. In
this connection, the etabiliaing  value of some naval forces in a global context was
stzz-wssed by a number of delegations.

9. The qualitative improvements in range, mobility, firepower and flexible use of
modern weapon Esyateme  have underscored the interdependence of naval, air and
land-based forces in so far as military stability requires the elimination of
capabilities for surprise attack and for large-scale offensive action. From a
military point of -?iew it remains valid not to consider those forces as separate
categories of an overall military balance. This is a factor of importance for the
security of all States and in particular coastal States.

IO. It was observed that the enhancement of nuclear weapons deployed at soa and
the geographical dispersion of such weapons, as well as linking of all weapons
systems in the different environments, have gi--en an important dimeneion to the
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 dewlopments in the naval armaments and disarmament were noted8

(aj Sea-borne strategic nuclear weapons are the subject of negotiaticns
between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
Both countries have also decided to phase out some categories of sea-borne nuclear
weapons ;

(b) In the Stockholm Documdnt  and in the current Vienna negotiations on
confidence- ar.d security-buLlding  measures in Europe, some naval activities are
taken in&o consideration  in so far as they are directly related to notifiable
activities taking place within the whole of Europe.

12. In addition to these endeavourA, greater efforto by the world’s leading naval
powers to halt and reverse tho naval arms race, particularly in its nuTlear
dimension, would be useful. The short- and illtermediate-range  sea-borne
nuclear-weapons could be further addressed at negotiations. The uidekpread
deployment of sea-based nuclear armed cruise missiles coula become the subject of
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negotfatblr. Such efforts should significantly contribute to +he promotion of
interrational paaas and seourity.

13. There wae aonaurrence of view that, at this atage, aonfidenae-building
meaaurea of! various kinds, both in the qlobal anb the regional aontext, would be
more amenable to further aonsideration and possible negotiation in the appropriate
fotums. It was reaogniaed that a fundamental feature of the global maritime
environment, both military and non-military, was freedom of navigation ar4 that
naval aonfidence-building measures should be in harmony with current law 0% the
mar In accordance with international law, freedom of navLgation and other rights
of maritime navigation should not be exercised in any manner prejudicial to the
security of the coastal StateL.

14. In ttis regard, suggestions of initiatives that might be of relevance
included; extension of existing confidence-building measures to ma8 and oceans,
especially to areas with the busiest sea-lanes) notification of major naval
activities) the invitation irf obsorvors to naval exercises or manoeuvreea
limitations on the number or scale of naval exercises in specific regionst exchange
of information on naval matters) a better flow of objective information on naval
capabilitiesr greater opennesc and transparent, 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 with the current lnw of the seat and steps to ensure
respect for existing international law with regard to the rights of vessels
belonging to States neutral to a conflict. Different views were expressed.

15. The experience gained from bilateral agreements on the prevention of incidents
at ma beyond territorial aea is encouraging. It was proposed that the possibility
should be pursued of negotiating a multilateral agreement concerning th6 prevention
of incidents at sea beyond the territorial sea in addition to existing agreements.
This proposal made at the 1989 session of the Disarmament Commission for a
multilateral agreement on the prevention of incidents at sea (A/CN.10/129) was the
subject of further consideration. 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 diminishing the traditional freedom of navigation.
Other delegations 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 from the
maritime aspects of existing proposals for nuclear-weapon-free aonea and aone6 of
peace in certain regions, together with recent developments such as the declaration
by the General Assembly of a aone of peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic.
In this context, verification of compliance with obligations of the treaties or
other instruments establishing such aones ie necessary. It was felt in this
connection that the eatabliahment of such aones should be in conformity with the
principles of the law of the sea, including the freedom of navigation on the high
seaa. The varying positions of participants on this issue were noted.

17. Further discussion took place on the issue of the practicability of updating
some of the existing laws of sea warfete. In this connection, specific mention was
made of the possibility of updating the Hague Convention VIII of 1907 on Laying of
Automatic Submarine Contact I’ines, and the possibility of further work on the
development of international law concerning exclusion aones with particular
reference to the safety of non-belligerent vessels engaged in peaceful maritims
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a c t i v i t i e s . It was noteU that these issues need extensive consideration io. the
appropriate foruma. In this aonneation, it was suggeetod that a protocol on the
USQ of sea mines (A/CN.lO/lQl) be added to the existing body of international law.
One posaibflity in this context is an additional protocol to the lQ81 Convention on
Prohibitions for Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wtsapons Which May
Be Deemed  to Be Excessively InJurious or to Have Indiscriminats  Effects. Some
delegations believed  existing arrangements sufficient.

1.8, It was recogniaod that the harrtlful  affects  that conflict at sea could have on
the freedom of navigation and other uses of the sea, in accordance with currerk
international l~i, for Statos neutral to or otherwise not involved in an ongoing
conflict, have been amply demonstrated in recent years. The maintenance of fraeUom
of navigation and other uses of the sea is an important objective for all States
neuLra1 to or otherwise not involved in such conflicts. The view was expressed
that in ordor to artcure  the freedom of navigatiou, concrete future measures could
include the establishment, when necessary and in accordance with existing
practices, of a naval element in United Nations peace-keeping operations either
alone or integrated with land and air forces. It was also suggested that, as an
initiul stop towards oxploring such a possibility, a special study could be carrind
out by the Military Staff Committee. Soma Belegations felt that such a study
s~~ould not be conducted.

19. The onhancament  of nuclear weapons deployed at sea and the geographical
dispersion of such weapons have given rise to mounting concern on the part of many
Status . It was recognizod that most strategic nuclear weapons are already the
subject of certain bilateral negotiations. Many delegations expressed the view
that oorly consideration should be qiven by States to effective measures towards
tho prohibition of all nuclear weapons on all ships, whether surface vossels or
submarines, other than those specifically designated by agreement without
undormininq  the defence and security need8 of the States concerlled. It wau
rocollod by other delegations, however, that such negotiations and measures should
not tu soen in isolation from the general military context.

20. It was suggested by several delegations that, in order to enhance security and
oponnaos, the practice of nuclear-weapon States of neither confirming nor denying
the presence or absence of nuclear weapo:ls on board any particular ship at any
pd3rt.iculnr  time should be abandoned. Other delegations considered such a practice
essential to their States’ security and to strategic stability.

21. By potentially posing a threat to the marine environment, nuclear-powered
vessels present particular problems. Several reported accidants involving
nuclear-.propelled  submarines have led to proposals to extend the existing
arrangements whether national, bilateral or multilateral concerning the
notification of nuclear accidents to include accidents with nuclear-powered
military voss~ls in international waters also when these accidents do not have
trensboundary effects. In addition, some dolegations expressed the view that
safety guidelines for sea-borne nuclear reactorA could be considered. It was thus
proposed that efforts to achieve progress in the military field should therefore be
co-ordinnted with efforts to eliminate potential ecological hazards at sea. Some
dologations  believed that this subject, while important, should not be ccnsideted
in  tho  context  oi: d isarmament. Other delegations suggested that vessels carrying
nuclttilr wuapons also present a potential problem to the marine environment.
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22. It was noted that great attention had recen+ly been devoted by the General
Assembly to the need for openness and transparenay in military matters as
ref bated, inter, in resolutions on objective information on military
matters. The following suggestions were made by several del@gationer

(a) Measures to incrense openness and transparency concerning the navigation
of vessels carrying iruclear  and conventional weapons should be considered?

(b) The possibilities for exchange of information and greater openness
conaerning  naval military structures, doctrines unc¶ major activities, including
amphibious operations and joint operations of land, air and/or naval forces, should
be further explored, drawing on experiences gathereU, L~&Qx.A&~, within the
framowork of the Conference on Security and Co-operation  in Europet

(c) The possibilities of sharing information gathered through observation by
satellites or other observation moans over internetional  waters, Wer al,,& in the
framework of appropr i ate agreemonts, could be further studied by the participating
States seperately as well 88 in conjunction with similar projects involving
national territories;

(d) The possibilities of using the United Nations standardised reporting
system for military budgets to share information concerning naval forces could be
further explored by the participating States.

23. During the course of discussion, many delegations suggested the @la&oration of
a reliable system Bf verification and openness in the naval sphere for agreements
on confidence-building at sea and on the limitation and reduction of naval
armaments, Some delsgetions  suggested that appropriate measures for the
verification could include the use of national technical means, measures based on
co-operation, on-site inspections and an international verification mechanism under
United Nations auspice8 e Other delegations highlighted the difficulty of
establishing an effective verifi ation rigime for surface and sub-surface navel
vessels,

24. In order to put tha naval issues on a practical track, some delegations
suggested that it would be useful to prepare an updated United Nations stu~Jy on
naval problems. Other delegations considered it not justified at present.

25. An exchange of views took place on a number of poscible objectives an9
possible measures, Among the objectives and mesautes mentioned by many
participants were;

(a) Strengthening peace, security and Btability Bt a Iawer level of forces,
taking into account the need for States to PI ltect their security;

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

(c) Particular attention to arrnclmenta possessing the most pronounced
offensive capability1

(d) Reversal of the geographical spreed of nuclear weapons and
nuclear-powered vessels on the soas and oceansl
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(e) Peace-time sscutity in relation to activities by military forces of many
States operating at sea to avoid incidents and confrontation;

(E) Security for non-military activities at sea* such as shipping, f&ding,
off-shore activities;

(9) Seabaatd security, i.e,, security of coastal States against threats and
military power projection;

(h) Won-aggressioa and non-interference in internal affairs of other
countries by all States, in particular major naval Powers;

(I) War-the security at sea of vessels belonging to States neutral to a
conf lfct:

(j) Effective and relevant confidence- and security-building as well as naval
disarisament measures.

Varying views were expressed oa these matters,

26. It was suggested that consultations between interested States QII matters
related to naval armaments and disarmament could be a means of paving the way to
international negotiations in the field of confidence-building at xa and naval
dfsarmarnent.




