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The meeting was called LO order at 3.20 p.m.

AGENDA LTEt43 48 TO 69 (continued)

S’I’ATEMEMTS  ON SPECIFIC DISAR&#EN’I’ A’XNDA ITEMS AND CON’l’INUR’l’lUN  OF THE GENEiWL
DEBATE, AS NECESSARY

Mr. OKUN (United States of America)  I Ae Ambnsecador  Frlederedorf  promised

l as t  week , I  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  summarize  b r i e f l y  fo r  t he  Commi t t ee ’ s  bene f i t  the

CiiScUsSiona  which took place las t  Fr iday and Saturday betwt?en YoreiYn

Minis ter  Shevardnadze and Secretary of  Sta te  Shultz.

From President Heagan’s  announcement of last Friday, members already know the

main developments in the talks in Washington: an agreement that General

Secretary Gorbachev will visit  Washington beginning 7 December and an Jgreement

t h a t  P r e s i d e n t  R e a g a n  w i l l  v i s i t  t h e  S o v i e t  U n i o n  i n  t h e  first halti o f  nex t  yea r .

T h e  j o i n t  s t a t e m e n t  a l s o  s e t s  o b j e c t i v e s  f o r  t h e  t w o  Jinits, to  d iscuss  and

make progress  on the  ful l  range of  i ssues  in  Uni ted Sta tea-Soviet  re la t ions ,  and to

s ign an intermediate-ranye  nuclear  forces  (INk’) t reaty  a t  the  Washington summit

meeting, and a strategic arms reduction treaty (START) at the Moc;cow  summit meeting.

A t  this p o i n t , we  do  no t  have  e i t he r  o f  t he se  t r e a t i e s ,  so a  ma:jor  L’ocus  i n

t.he talks in Washington was the  work  tha t  should  take  p lace  to  turn  these  trc<lties

Lnto r e a l i t y . As a  r e s u l t , Secre ta ry  Shultz  And F o r e i g n  M i n i s t e r  Sht+v,irdnadze

developed a  genera l  concept  Ear the  developmel\t  of  rei.ations in  t.hd comirlq months ,

starting r Lqht now and ‘leading  throucj, Preuiclent:  Reagan’  ti v i s i t  t o  t h e  r:oviet Union

nex t  yea r .

W e  hacl been t o l d  dl’Lf&r  t h e  I+lc>!;(~UW minist:ctri,rl  mcctin~~:;  ttldt  Gctnerrir1

:‘jecretary G,rbachev  wotl Id be s e n d i n g  Presid?*-L  Roayall in l e t t e r ,  and b’oreiyn

M i n i s t e r  Shcvarr1nadir.c i~rouqht.  i t .  with him. ,W I.‘res~ti;:nt dercr  ibed MK. GoKbdckV  Y

Letter  a s  s t a t e sman l ike  and p o s i t i v e ,  a n d s a i d  ttlat h e  wt?lcomt?d  i t . We arf2 at

p r e s e n t !;tuci\;ing  t h e  letter  c:,l~cL~I!.ly.
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.  Okun, U n i t e d  Statee)

With  respect  to  arms control ,  Secretary Shultz  and Foreign

M i n i s t e r  Shevardnadze  tliscusved  a t  l eny th  t he  nuc l ea r  and  space  t a lk s  ( N W ) . The

th rus t  o f  t he  d i s cus s ions  was  t o  r ev i ew  the  ma jo r  iseues,  c la r i fy  position!3,  r each

(3 mcutinq  of minds c,n how we will proceed, and se t  object ives  for  the  two summit

meetings.

We accomplished much oL this. T h e  n e x t  s t e p  i s  t o  tacklfb t h e  s u b s t a n t i v e

d i f f e r e n c e s . Given  t h e  t i m e  c o n s t r a i n t s  o n  t h e  meetinys, t h e r e  wa8 only PaSSin?

d i s c u s s i o n  o f  a r m s  c o n t r o l  m a t t e r s  o t h e r  t h a n  t h e  NW n e g o t i a t i o n s .

W i t h  r e s p e c t  to INV, tile  S o v i e t  s i d e  s e e m e d  r e l a t i ve ly  op t imi s t i c  t ha t  an

agreement cu\lLd  bu completed in the next two or three weeks. We would like nothing

bette f: , but  we made i t  c lear  tha t  th is  schedule  would  not  be  met  at  the  Current

pace of: work on ver i f icat ion issues . ks t h e  P r e s i d e n t  s a i d  i n  h i s  p r e s s

conference, ve r i f i c a t i on  i s  a ve ry  impor t an t  d rea  fu r  u s . Consequently, the

Secretary  ~.tid Foreiqn M i n i s t e r ::hevardnadze  had a  t h o r o u g h  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  s t a t e

of affairs in Geneva. W e  uryed the S o v i e t  s i d e  t o  y e t  i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  t h e i r  Geneva

dt!\eqation  s o  t h d t  dqroctUt?nt  co>~l.d  b e  redched on  the  n r any  c r i t i c a l  ve r i f i c a t i on

tJetail3 which remain.

W i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  s t r a t e g i c  o f f e n s i v e  arms, discussions focused on two main

1 !-i ! ; I1 e $3 : sublimits  on  ba l l i s t i c  m i s s i l e  wa rheads  and  ve r i f i c a t i on .

‘L’lic  IJn i ted !;tates s i d e  t o l d  t h e  S o v i e t  srde t h a t  t h i s  :AubA.imit  wds v e r y

important  fu r -  t he  Un i t ed  S t a t e s  a n d  s o u g h t  c l a r i f i c a t i on  o f  t he  subllmit pKoposals

m;ltitz  b y  ~ener,ll  S e c r e t a r y  tiorbdchev i n  Moscow. We no’-4  th,)t w e  c o u l d  n o t  ayree t o

t h e  s p e c i f i c  L.i.nlits t h e  &nerd1  S e c r e t a r y  trad suyyesteti  h u t  t h a t ,  It‘ t h e s e  numberl;

i nd ic,3 t.4 t hc t or 2,: :;tructurc! t.he Onion of S o v i e t  Soc~~,list  KC-![.~ubIics  d e s i r e d  iti

t h e  cc)nt.c:xt  o f  S’l’AH’I’ c u t s , they should be able  to  accommodate  tha t  s t ructure  withill

ttle 4,800 baL1  i s t  i c  m i s s i l e  w a r h e a d  sublilnit we 1kJd proposed  01; tj May 13tl’I.
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(Mr. Okun, llnited  States)

T h e  S o v i e t  a i d e  has euqqeeted  some  f l e x i b i l i t y  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  eublimita.  I n

Warh inq ton ,  we  sought  t o  c l a r i fy  whe the r  thie f l e x i b i l i t y  a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  4 , 6 0 0

eublimit. The diacuaeion  ended inccnclusively, but with a qeneral understanding

that  the  ioeue would  be taken up by exper ts .

We aleo streslsed  the importance of getting to work on START verification

i s sues . Foreign Miniatrr  Shevardnadae was responsive, and the two sides will

coneider  how beet to get going on this subject in Geneva.

The  Minister8  aleo spent  a  good deal  of  t ime on defence and space  issues ,  wi th

b o t h  sides deecribinq  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n s . N e i t h e r  s i d e  a l t e r e d  i t s  p o s i t i o n ,  b u t  t h e

sides had a conetructive  exchange about how to proceed.

Foreign Minieter  Shevardnadze s t ressed that  he  d id  not  want  to  debate  about

s t r a t eg i c  de f ence  i n i t i a t i ve  ( S D I )  or  an t i - ba l l i s t i c  m i s s i l e  (ABM)  t r ea ty

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . Rather ,  ho  indica ted  we should  tackle  the  ieeue in  te rms of

s t r a t e g i c  s t a b i l i t y . Secretary Shultz welcomed thie kind of conceptual approach.

We  have  long t hough t  t ha t  s t r a t eg i c  s t ab i l i t y  i s  a  ma jo r  ob j ec t i ve ,  and  i t  h a8  been

the drivinq consideration behind our START proposals and our SDI programme.

Sec re t a ry  Shu l t z  and  Foreiyn M i n i s t e r  Shevardnadzc  aleo discusoed  in  gene ra l

terms the issue of compliance with arms control agreements. Secretary Shul tz

agreed to a suggestion made by the Poreiyn Minister in Moscow that there be

discuss ions  a t  the  Deputy  Fore ign Minis ter  level .  on  now to  deal  mvre effect ively

w i t h  t h e s e  i s s u e s .

Regarding the forthcoming summit, President Heayan and General

Secretary Gorbachev will meet in Washinyton beginning on 7 December.

There  are  two pr imary object ives  for  the  summitr f iret, they  w i l l  s i gn  t he

INF treaty1 j u s t  a s  i m p o r t a n t , they will  consider how to move ahead on the rest of

I our agenda.
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(Mr. Okun,  United  States)

Foreign Minis ter  Shevardnadze and Secretary  Shul tz  agree@  that  the  ful l  range

of  iseues  betwevn  u s  w i l l  b e  d i s c u s s e d  - tha t  i s ,  a rms  r educ t i ons ,  human  r igh t s ,

r e g i o n a l  isdues, a n d  b i l a t e r a l  r e l a t i o n s .

They also agreed that our leaders will focvu on ways to achieve a START treaty

for  50  per  cent  reduct ions  in  offeneive  forces, to be signed at a Moscow summit

m e e t i n g  i n  t h e  f i r s t  h a l f  o f  198S. Secretary Ehul tz  and Foreign

Minis ter  Shevar?nadze  have both  sa id  tha t  START is  the  most  important  pr ior i ty .

The task now is to find a way forward.
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(Mr. Okun, Un i t ed  S t a t e s )

We expect  that  aa a  resul t .  of  the  d iscuss ions  the  Preoident  and the  Genera l

SeCretiry could issue inetructlana  to out delegations in Geneva on ways to move

ahead, both in START and in defence and space.

General  Secretary Qrbachev *s programme in  the  Uni ted  States  wil l  a l so  inc lude

t ime for  se t  ioue diacuasions  WI th  the  Pres ident  and senior  adminis t ra t ion

Officials, as  w e l l  as  an  opportun1t.y  fo r  h im  t a  mee t  o the r  Amer ican  p o l i t i c a l

leader 8. We will be working insensively on the details of hia programme in the

waeks bo come.

Mr . AL-KKTAL  ( I r aq )  ( i n t e rp re t a t i on  f rom Arab ic )  i I  wish to speak on

agenda i t e m  6 2 ,  s u b - i t e m  ( a ) , “Prohibi t ion  of  the  development ,  product ion ,

s tockpi l ing  and use of  radiological  weapons”.

The  use of  nuclear  energy is  a L-act  of  life today, b u t  i t s  p e a c e f u l  u s e  i s  b y

no means r isk-free as i t  could  involve wide-scale  t ragedy and even mass des t ruc t ion

if, deep1 te human in ten tions ,  nuc l ea r  power  was  IJsed fo r  hos t i l e  a c t i on  aga in s t

nationa.

Armed at tacks on nuclear  insta l la t ions have meny imp1  ica t ions ,  inc luding the

urdermining  o f  t he  i na l i enab l e  r i gh t  o f  S t a t e s  t o  m a k e  p e a c e f u l  u s e  of  atomic

POwer  v O f  t he  p r i nc ip l e s  o f  nuc l ea r  non -p ro l i f e r a t i on  and  o f  t he  safequards  sys t em

of  t he  In t e rna t iona l  A tomic  Ene rgy  Aqarcy ( IAEA) , which providea  e a r l y  warninq of

d i s a s t e r s  r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  r a d i o l o g i c a l  e f f e c t s . A mi l i t a ry  a t t ack  on  nucled:

facilities  r e l ea se s  r ad ioac t i ve  ma te r i a l  i n  t o  t he  env i ronmen t ,  causinq radioactive

contaminat ion ,  not  only  in  the  immediate  arca of the at tack but  in  adjacent

req ione. Even i f  carr ied  out  wi th  convent ional  weapcns,  such at tacks may have the

same cOnSequence  and impl icat ions  as  a t tacks  uainq radioLoqicaL  weapons.

Therefore , the  qUestia8  should  be  examined in  the  context  of  global  endeavours  to
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(Mr. A l - K e t a l ,  I r a q )

promote  the  concluding of  an in ternat ional  agreement  prohibi t ing radiological

weapons.

During the negotiations at the Geneva Conference on Disarmament, most

d e l e g a t i o n s  recognised  t h e  r a d i o l o g i c a l  d a n g e r s  i n h e r e n t  i n  s u c h  a t t a c k s  a n d  t h e

dec,tructive  e f f ec t s  on  t he  env i ronmen t  t h a t  c o u l d  r e s u l t .  M o r e o v e r ,  m a n y  Sta t e s

e x p r e s s e d  t h e i r  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  s u c h  m i l i t a r y  a t t a c k s  were ,  i n  t e rms  o f  t he

consequences  and  thr, damage  i n f l i c t ed , tantamount t .o radioloqical  war.

The repor t  prepared by the  Gr,>up of  Experts  appointed by the  Secretary-General

t0 s t u d y  t.he i m p l i c a t i o n a  o f  t h e  I s r a e l i  m i l i t a r y  a t t a c k  a g a i n s t ,  t h e  I r a q i  n u c l e a r

ins talla tiona devoted to peaceful purposes, issued in 1983, s >‘a t.ed  t

“ i n t e n t i o n a l  d e s t r u c t i o n ,  b y  e i t h e r  c o n v e n t i o n a l  o r  n u c l e a r  w e a p o n s ,  o f

nuclear  power  p lants  and some other  kinds  of  nuclear  ins ta l la t ions  might .  caus“

the  re lease  in to  the  environment  of  huge amunts  of  radioact ive mater ia l  and

may resul t  in  radioact.ive  contaminat ion of  larqe areas .

“An at tack dll nuclear  fac i l i t ies  could  have gr  tve  consequences not  only

for  the  Sta te  sub jetted to  such an at tack, b u t  a l s o  f o r  n e i g h b o u r i n g  .tates,

s ince  the  radioact ive  mater  ial re leased by an a t tack  might  t ravel  far  beyond

the  bo rde r s  o f  t he  S t a t e  a t t a cked . ”  ( A / 3 8 / 3 3 7 ,  paras. 1 1 9 ,  1 2 0 )

IrW iS t h e  anly  c o u n t r y  t o  h a v e  bad  a  peace fu l  nuc l ea r  r eac to r  att.acked b y

conven  ‘iional weapons. Hav ing  su f fe red  g rea t ly  f rom tha t  a t t a c k  and w i s h i n g  t o

fores ta l l  another  such,  and in  the  absence of  in ter  nat ional  ar ranqemen ts

prohib i t ing  such mili:ary act ions , I r aq  f i rmly  be l i eves  i n  t he  impor t an t  r o l e  o f

the sp=ialized  internat.ional  agencies  i n  u p h o l d i n q  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  t h e  p e a c e f u l

u s e s  of  nuc l ea r  e n e r g y  and n u c l e a r  non-proliferaticlcl  t ha t  f a l l  w i th in  t h e i r

r eepective  ter me of r efer ence . I raq  w i s h e s  t o  s t r e s s  i n  p a r  titular  t h e  m a j o r  r o l e
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(Mr. Al-Ke tal, Iraq)-

of both the IAEA and the  Conference  on DisermaFent  in  the  concluding  O f  an

in t e rna t i ona l  conven t i on  p roh ib i t i ng  mi l i t a ry  a t t a cks  on  nuc l ea r  f a c i l i t i e s .

T h o  p r e a m b l e  t o  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/42/L.17  r eca l l s  p r ev ious  r e s o l u t i o n s

adopted by the General Assembly and the General Conference of the Inter  .rational

Atomic Energy Agency on the prohibi  ticn of the development,  production, stockpiling

and use of  radiological  weapons, and urges Sta tea to reach an inter national

a q r e e m e n t  t h a t  p r o h i b i t s  a r m e d  a t t a c k s  aga ins t  n u c l e a r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  d e v o t e d  t o

peaceful purposes, In  the  preamble ,  a lso ,  grave concern is  expressed that  armed

a t t a c k s  a g a i n s t  n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t i e s , thauqh carr ied out  wi th  convent ional  Weapons c

could be  tantamount  to  the  use  of  radiological  weapons . It i s  a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e

I s rae l i  a t t ack  aga ins t  t h e  sa fegua rded  nuc lea r  facilities  in  I r aq  cons t i t u t e s  an

unprecedented danger to inter national peace and secur Fty.

T h e  k e y  po in t s  i n  t he  ope ra t i ve  pa r t  o f  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  a r e  a s  followa.

Paragraph  1  r ea f f i rms  tha t  a rme3  at.tacks  of  any  k ind  aga ins t  nuc lea r  f ac i l i t i e s  a r e

tantamount  to  the  use  of  radiological  weapons, owing to  the  dangerous  radioact ive

forces  that  such att.itcks cause to  be re leased. Paragraph 2 requests the Conference

cn Disarmament to reach an agreement prohibit.ing  armed attacks aqainst nuclear

faci 1 i ties, T h a t  i s  i n  orde r  t o  en su re  t he  i nv io l ab i l i t y  o f  peace fu l  nuc l ea r

i n s t a l l a t i ons  and  t o  ensu re  t he  s a f e  u s e  of  nuc lea r  power ,  Pa rag raph  3  r e q u e s t s

the fnternational  Atomic Energy Agency to provide the Conference on Disarmament

wi th  the  technica l  s tudies  which would  fac i l i ta te  the  conclusion of such an

agr eemen t.

Obv iously , t h e  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  i s  o f  a  gene ra l  nat.ure,  b u t .  i t  i s  i m p o r t a n t .

The world watched with concern the ramifications of the Chernobyl accident,  With

its SeriOUS consequences  f o r  h u m a n  l i f e  a n d  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  b o t h  i n s i d e  t h e  Soviet

Union and far  outs ide  i t . Indeed, i t  a f f ec t ed  s eve ra l  o the r  coun t r i e s  and
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(Mr. Al-Ke tal ,  I raq)

regions . We now clear ly  recognise  the  genuine radiological  effects  of  any nuclear

accident ,  whether  resul t ing f rom a  technical , ope ra t i ona l  f au l t  o r  f rom in t en t i ona l

sabotaqe  or  des t ruc t ion . Such harmful affects qo beyond national borders and could

be harmful  far  f rom the scene of  the  accident .

T h e r e f o r e ,  m y  d e l e g a t i o n  h o p e s  t h a t  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  t h a t  i t  h a s  s u b m i t t e d

wi l l  have  the  wides t  poss ib le  suppor t , both in the Committee and in the General

Assembly.
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Mr. MCDOWELL  (New Zealand) : I  w i sh  t o  i n t roduce  d r a f t  resolut.ion--.--

A/C.1/42/L.77  e n t i t l e d  “Urgti;lt  need  fo r  a  comprehens ive  nuc l ea r - t e s t -ban  t r ea ty” .

The draf t  is sponsored by New Zea land and Austral ia ,  as  wel l  as Austr ia ,  the

Bahamas, Brunei Darussalam, Barbados, Cameroon, Canada, Denmark, Fiji,  Finland,

Grc,ece, I ce l and , Ireland,  Jamaica,  Japan,  Liberia ,  Malaysia ,  Norway,  Papua New

Guinea, t h e  P h i l i p p i n e s , Samoa, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Sweden, Thtilland,

Vanuatu and Zaire.

The 28 sponsors  of  the  draf t  rebolution  share  the  convic t ion  - ds we nope  do

all the other members of the Committee - that a nuclear war cannot be won and ItluSt

never be fought. WC  be l ieve  tha t  theL,e  is  an urgc*nt need for  the  nuclear-arms race

to  oe “rough’c  to  an  end , that the number of nuclear weapons must be immediately

reduced and tha t ,  in  the  end,  they must  be  tlrmlnated. In  ou r  v i ew,  a  t r ea ty  to

ban the conduct of nuclear ’ ts by  a l l  S t a t e s  i n  a l l  env i ronmen t s  fo r  a l l  t ime  i s

a  Step that  has  to  be  taken i f  the  cont inued advance of  nlrclear-weapons  technology

is  to  be  s topped , i f  the  prolifctration of  nuclear  weapons  is  to  be  pre;*ented and it

these  weapons are  f inal ly  to  be eliminated.

For  that  reason, t h i s  g roup  o f  2t) c o u n t r i e s  h a s  s u b m i t t e d  a  d r a f t  r e s o i u t i o n

that  we t .lieve offers  the best  way torwar’l to  t:e ear ly  conclusion of  a

comprehensive  t e s t - b a n  t r e a t y . I n  i t s  preamlular  p a r t  i t  r e a f f i r m s  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  ot t he  Confe rence  on  D i sa rmamen t  i n  t h i s  r ega rd ;  ln i t s  operative

@art it  urges the Conference on Disarmament to act.

The Conference must, i n  t h e  worda oE t h e  d r a f t  resolution,  i n i t i a t e

substant ive  work on a l l  aspect s o f  a  t r e a t y  r i g h t  a t  t h e  s t a r t  o f  i t s  n e x t  s e s s i o n

in 1988. It must take immediate step:; f o r  t he  e s t ab l i shmen t  o f  an i n t e rna t i ona l

seismic-monitoriny network. T h a t  w i l l  h e l p  tc>  enhance  ou r  ab i l i t y  t o  ve r i fy

zompliance  w i t h  t h e  t r e a t y . The Conference must investigate  other  measLies that

wi l l  he lp  to  ensure  compl iance  wi th  the  t rea ty .
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The drafl: resolu t ion  al* 2 i d e n t i f i e s  s t e p s  t h a t  s h o u l d  b e  t a k e n  b y  t h e

nuclear--weapon States. They should ,  in  the  v iew of  the  sponsors ,  agree  to

appropr ia te , ver if iable, interim measures. These agreements should lead to the

renlization  of  a  comprehensive nuclear- tes t -ban t reaty .

We also urge China  and France to adhere to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon

Tests in the Atmosphere, in Oute: Space and Under Water.

The year that has nearly passed has been one of mixed proyress towards a

comprehensive tes t -ban t reaty . We have heard the announcement by the United  SCdtes

of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics that in only a few days’

t ime they wi l l  commence neyot ia t ions  on nuclear- tes t ing issues . Our  d ra f t

resolu t ion  welcomes  the jo in t  statement. We have seen other  in i t ia t ives  taken to

f u r t h e r  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o m m u n i t y ’ s  c o n f i d e n c e  ln i t s  aoility  to  ve r i fy  a

comprehensive test-ban treaty . Pa r t i cu l a r  men t ion  i s  made  i n  t he  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n

of t h e  proposa l s  by  t he  l e ade r s  o f  t he  s i r - na t i on  i n i t i a t i ve  t o  promote  a n  e n d  t o

nuc l ea r  t e s t i ng . But i t  r ema ins  h igh ly  r eg re t t ab l e  t ha t ,  wh i l e  du r ing  -367 the re

c-ontinued  t o  b e  c o n s t r u c t i v e  w o r k  a t  t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  t e c h n i c a l  l e v e l  i n  tienevd,

the  Conference on Disarmament  fa i led  tc es tabl ish  an a_ -hoc committee on its

p r i o r i t y  i t e m  - i t e m  I o f  i t s  agenda . This  tieems  to  the  sponsors  to  be

inconsistelrt  wi th  the  pronounced d::gree of  convergence that  emerged at  las t  year’s

session  o f  t h e  Ge,;,.t .r 1 Asr;embly . There  has been fur ther  and even c learer  evidence

o f  sucl. convergence dl*riny th is  year’s  debates  in  th is  Commit tee .

T h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  cornmunif,y  wan t s  p rog re s s  t owards  an  ea r ly  r ea l i za t i on  o f  t he

qoal  of  a  comprehensi.ve  tes t -ban t reaty  and f inds  i t  d i f f  icul’  to  comprehend why

this does not happen. Draft resolut ion A/C.  1/42/L.77  embodies  a  pract ical

programme by which real movement towards a comprehensive test-ban treaty can be

achieved . A clear  s t rong s ignal .  to  a l l  involved is  needed. On behalf  of the  28

sponsors , New Zeal.and is pleased t-o ccmmend  this text to the First Committee.
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Mr. BUTLER (Australia) I I  speak in  suppor t  of  the  s ta tement  Jus t  made by

the Ambassador of New Zealand introducing draft reaolution A/C.1/42/L.77  on the

“Urgent  need for  a  comprehensive nuclear- teat -ban t reaty” .  The case  for  such a

t reaty  is  c lear  a8 i t  has  been for  some t ime,  indeed for  too  long. In suppor t ing

the remarks made by the Ambassador of New Zealand I want briefly to add the

following points which are relevant to the uryent need for a comprehensive

nuc l ea r - t e s t -ban  t r ea ty  and  wh ich  a r e  add re s sed  i n  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on .

Firs t ,  the  nuclear-weapon Sta tes , especia l ly  those  which cont inue to  carry  out

the  bulk  of  nuclear- tes t  explos ions , have a  fundamental  responsibi l i ty  for  crction

towards  the  ear ly  conclusion of  a  ver i f iable ,  comprehensive,  nuclear- tes t -ban

treaty open  t o  and  capab l e  o f  a t t r a c t i ng  t he  adhe rence  o f  a l l  S t a t e s . T h u s  o u r

Zraft r e s o l u t i o n  a d v e r t s  t o  t h e i r  p a r t i c u l a r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  a n d  i n  a d d i t i o n

welcomes the decision taken in September by the United States and the Soviet Unron

to  the  ef fect  that  they wi l l  commence negot ia t ing th is  year  on nuclear- tes t ing

ik sues.

Secondly,  because of  the  nature  of  such a  t reaty  - tha t  i t  should  be

comprehensive  and global  in  i t s  ef fect  - i t  i s  e s s e n t i a l  t h a t  m u l t i l a t e r a l  a c t i o n

ala0 t ake  p l ace  w i th  I v i ew  t o  t he  conc lus ion  o f  a  t r ea ty  a t  an  ea r ly  da t e . The

Conference on Disarmament - the  s ingle  mul t i la tera l  d isarmament  negot ia t ing forum -

is the  p lace  a t  which such ac t ion  musk be  taken. Accordinqly  o u r  d r a f t  resolutlorr

urges  the  Conference on Disarmament  to  in i t ia te  substant ive  *ark on  all aspects  of

a  n u c l e a r - t e s t - b a n  t r e a t y  a t  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  i t s  LYBL)  sessiolr.

Thirdly ,  because  an effect ive t reaty would  need to  be  able  to  be  ver i f ied ,  our

d ra f t  r e so lu t i on  ca l l s  f o r  immed ia t e  s t ep s  t owards  t he  e s t ab l i shmen t  01 dn

internat ional  seismic  monitor ing network and for  deta i led  investicjation  of  o ther

measures tr, monitor and verify compliance with ii comprehensive test.-bari  treaty.
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Thoee t h r e e  e l e m e n t s  tire t h e  ccre o f  t h i s  draLt  reeolutlon. They hold the key

t o  p r a c t i c a l  progress  trPwardrJ  a  t r e a t y . They embrace all aspects of what lo

r e q u i r e d  t o  m a k e  FI compreherreive  t e e t - b a n  t r ea ty  a  r ea l i ty  - n o  m o r e  a n d  n o  l e e s .

1 d r a w  particu;ar a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  f a c t  that o u r  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i s  f r e e  o f

declaratory or condemnatory language. I n  thiJ  r e s p e c t  t h e  sponsors  o f  t h e  d r a f t

r e s o l u t i o n  h a v e  choeen spec i f i ca l ly  t o  s e t  a s i d e  issues  or  i d e a s  t h a t  m a y  b e

content ious and instead to  s t r ive  for  agreement . Equa l ly ,  ou t  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n

preserves  the  pol.itically  appropr ia te  anti procedural ly  car rect approach tawards  tne

relationship between the General Assembly and the Conference on Disarmament. We do

n o t  a t t e m p t  t o  dictute t o  t h e  ConL‘erence L mandnts for an ad hoc committee on a

test -ban t rea ty  or  to  ins t ruct  I t  on  how i t  should  conduct  i t s  work. I t  i s

s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  t h e  rniild  o f  t h e  AneembLy  o n  t h i s  v i t a l  i s s u e  o f  B n u c l e a r - t e s t  b a n

to be expressed and for that view tci be conveyed to the Conference on Disarmament -

a n d  t ha t  i s  a ch i eved  i n  o u r  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n . Similarly i t  e n v i s a g e s  a

conetructive  r e l a t i o n s h i p , ra ther  than an adversar ia l  one,  between what  ia taking

place  - what must t a k e  pl;rce - bilateraLLy  a n d  whdt:  m u s t  b e  achieved  mul t i l a t e r a l ly .
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For t h e  rearrone I  h a v e  o u t i i n e d , I  t h i n k  i t  i s  f a i r  t o  say t h a t  thio d r a f t

r e e o l u t i o n  i s  t h e  ore t h a t  ie focueed s h a r p l y  o n  t h e  objective o f  a  comprehenelve

t e a t - b a n  t r ea ty  ana o n  t h e  p r a c t i c a l  eteye r e q u i r e d  t o  m o v e  UB toward8  t ha t

o b j e c t i v e . T h e r e  c a n  b e  1,ctle  d o u b t  t h a t  if this d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i s  w i d e l y

suppor ted  throughout  the  Aeeembly i t  wi l l  then be permit ted  to  have  i t s  r)tautioal

e f f e c t . My delegat ion commends th is  draf t  resolut ion to  the  Piret Commit tee  crnd  to

such wide support.

Mr. PHAM NGAC (Viet  Nam) : My delegation wiehea to address today some

epecif  ic diearmament. iseues.

This  afternoon we have heard a statement by the United States delegation on

the  bi la tera l  negot ia t ions  between the  Uni ted  Sta tes  of  America  and the  IJSSR. The

in ternat ional  communi ty  indeed expects  a great  deal  f rom the th:rd su!amit meet ing

between General  Secretary Gorbachev and Presidont  Reagan,  and hopee that  the  f i rs t

agreement on the reduction of nuclear weapons will.  inaugurate the deeper and more

s u b s t a n t i a l  process  o f  removing  t h e  unlveraal  n u c l e a r  t h r e a t .

We are  grat i f ied,  and we are  looking forward to  that  meet ing in  the

expecta t ion  tha t  the  momentum towards  in ternat ional  co-opera t ion  in  strenythening

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  and  promoti,;y  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  p e a c e  a n d  s t a b i l i t y  w i l l  b e

f u r t h e r  e t i m u l a t e d . I t  ie o u r  h o p e  t h a t  i t  w i l l  b e c o m e  p o s s i b l e  t o  finalize  t h e

negotiated commitments, no t  on ly  a8  f a r  aR t he  i n t e rmed ia t e - r ange  nuc l ea r  Eorcetl

are  concerned but  aleo in  a  broader  f ie ld  of  d isarmament  and that  thei r

negotiationa  on  e f f ec t ive  measu res  fo r  putttrig  a  h a l t  t o  t h e  nuclear-armk3  rdce a n d

for nuclear disarmament, as  wel l  as  to  the  prevent ion of  an  arms race  in  outer

apace,  wi l l  have another  chance for  aucce8s.
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In view of our common concern at the fact that disarmament negotiation has

always been overtaken by the arms race ,  m y  de l ega t i on  s t rony ly  be l i eves  t ha t

p o l i t i c a l  w i l l  s h o u l d  b e  exe r t ed  c o n s t a n t l y  t o  br iny  c lo se r  t he  proceee  Of

pract ical  nuclear  d isarmament , namel.y,  t h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  of i n t e r m e d i a t e -  and

shorter-range miasil.es; key  provis ions  of  agreements  to  s t rengthen the  r&iime of

the  Treaty  on thrk Tritation  of Anti-Uallistic  Miesile  Systems!  the  reduct ion  by

h a l f  o f  t h e  str, : offensive arms of  the  Sovie t  Union and the  Uni ted  Sta tes)  and

the opening of  ta lks  on the  s tage-by-s tay@ cessat ion of: nuclear  tes ts .

An important step towards curbing the nuclear-arms race and preventing its

extens ion in to  outer  space  would  be  to  ban nuclear  tes ts . This issue has been on

the agenda of this international forum for more than 30 years and has now become a

p r i o r i t y . Since July 19H6,  Sovie t  and American exper ts  have beea holdiny

negotiations in Geneva with a view to reaching an agreement on the opening of

fu l l - s ca l e  t a lk s  on  a  compLete  b a n . W i t h  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  v e r i f i c a t i o n  o,t

n u c l e a r  t e s t s , t h e r e  i s  n o w  n o  e x c u s e  t o  a v o i d  t he  r a t i f i c a t i on  o f  t he  two  pa r t i a l

t e s t - b a n  ag reemen t s  o f  1974 a n d  1 9 7 6 ,  a s  t h e  first: s t ep  i n  t he se  nego t i a t i ons .  As

iIn immedia te  pract ica l  measure  in  connect ion with  these  ta lks ,  the  Sovie t  [Jnion has

s ta ted i t s  readineae  to  reach an in ter im agreement  wi th  the  American s ide  on

limitiny underground nuclear explosions to one kiioton  and the number of nuclear

t e s t s  t o  t h r e e  or four a  y e a r . Such moves are to be encouraged.

In  mu l t i l a t e r a l  cons ide r a t i on  a n d  nego t i a t i on  o f  t he  nuc l ea r  t a s t i ny  i s sue ,  a t

the  Conference  on Uisarmement  in  Geneva in par t icular ,  there  have been fur ther

movt;s  towards a  narrowing of  the  differences . I t  i s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  l e a d  t h e

Conf:er@nce  out  of  the  procedural  deadlock and begln so’  viny t.hr? substant ive

i s sues . The Uni ted  Nat ions  wi l l  not  a l low the  shelving of  what  i t  has  ident i f ied

as  a  mi les tone  in  the  def in i t ion  of d government’s  a t t i tude towards  disarmament .
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We welcome a l l  the  initiativer  and proponalr  for  accelerat ing the  proceee

leading to  the  comple te  ban of nuclear  teats. We view the agreement cn a

comprehensive  teat-ban  t reaty a s  an esgenticrl  e lement  in  reducing the  nuclear

t h r e a t .

O f  great i m p o r t a n c e  i n  h a l t i n g  t h e  arme r a c e  a n d  b r i n g i n g  a b o u t  diearmament  i s

the banning and elimination of chemical weapone. The United Nations hae adopted a

number  of  resolut ions  to  th io  ef fec t ,  and a  conPan8us  hae been reached on some  of

them. This meana that States Members of the United Nation8  supporting  those

resolution8 have undertaken a moral and political commitment to work for the

conclueion  of a  convent ion  on  this matter  a t  an aarly date .

At the Conference on Diearmament, the number  of untneolved queetione has been

reduced to a minimum and the differencea  on them have beeru  narrowed coneidecably.

There  i s  now a real  poss ibi l i ty  that  a  convent ion  on  banning  chemical  weapon@  wil l

be  concluded  a t  an ear ly date . I n  thib c o n t e x t ,  i t  ie p a r t i c u l a r l y  i m p o r t a n t  t o

prevent  any steps tha t  would  compl ica te  the  reaching  of agreement  on the

convention. My delegat ion aharee the  leyitimate concern  of  o ther  de legat ione  on

the development and production of binary weapons.

S t and ing  ae i t  doe8 fo r  a  constructive d i a l o g u e  b e t w e e n  a l l  t h e  p a r t i e s  t o  t h e

talka and for  the  ear ly  conclus ion of  an  in ternat ional  convent ion on the

prohibi t ion  and e l iminat ion  of  chemical  weaponat Viet N a m  r e i t e r a t e s  i t s  support

for  the  establiehment  of  chemical  weapon-free  zones in  Centra l  Europe  and in  the

Balkans. We welr:ome  the continuing confidence-builaing  measures undertaken by the

Sovie t  Union in  the  procees of drafting a  convent ion ,  euch a s  t h e  r e c e n t  v i s i t  t o

Shikhany where the technoloqy  of destror ‘9 chemical weapons was demonstrated and

other  re levant  informat ion was  also ptovL’3d. We hope that  the  carrying out  of

other  s imilar  arrangements  beinq planned in  Tooele ,  Utah ,  in  the  Uni ted  Sta tes  of

America ,  C’uneter  in  the Federal- Hepublic  of <;ermany, and Porton Down in  the
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United Kingdom wiL1 enhance an atmoephere of mutual confidence,  thus  providing a

good i m p e t u s  for t he  f ru i t fu l  conclueion  o f  t h e  c o n v e n t i o n .

The  convocatio,? a t  an  ear ly  date  of  the  in ternat ional  Conference on the  Indian

Octan remains one of the outstanding iseuee  cn which urgent measures at.?? required.

That  Conference  could  take  pract ica l  s teps  to  implement  the  Uni ted  Nat ions

Decluration  of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. ‘l’h r oug h 1: he commendable and

untiring efforts made by the Ad Hoc Committee and the co-operatiun of all  Member

S t a t e e ,  m a j o r  proyree,  h a s ,  i t  seems, been achieved in  oryanizatlanal  matters  as

well  as on eubstant ive  iseues. But, reyrettably  , the convening of the Conference

has been inordinate ly  delayed. We whole-heartedly  support the continued endeavours

to  ensure  tha t  the  Conference  on the  Indian  Ocean wil l  be held  a t  Colombo  at  tile

earliest p o s s i b l e  d a t e ,  b u t  n o t  l a t e r  t h a n  1990. In  t h i s  con t ex t ,  we  sha re  tulle

common view of the iaovement of Non-Aligned Countries in calling for:

“ful l  and act ive  par t ic ipat ion in  the  Conference by aLL the  permanent  members

of  the  Secur i ty  Counci l  and the  major  mar i t ime users ,  aa wel l  da cooperation

by those Statea  rrith t h e  l i t t o r a l  a n d  h i n t e r l a n d  Statea, w h i c h  w a s  e e e e n t i a l

for  the  success of  the  Conference.” (A/41/697,  pp. 93-94)

Nearly a  decade has  passed since  the  f i rs t  tipecial  sess ion devoted to

diearmament S i n c e  t h e n  the o b j e c t i v e s ,  p r i n c i p l e s  a n d  p r i o r i t i e s  l a i d  d o w n  i n  t h e

Final D o c u m e n t  h a v e  h e l p e d  t o  g u i d e  a l l  mu l t i l a t e r a l  a1:fort.s i n  t h e  f i e l d  of

disarmament. I t  i s  our  hope tha t  the  th i rd  speciad sess ion of  the  General  Assembly

on disarmament  wi l l  encouraye a dialoyue  on  met.hods ot achieving secur i ty  tor  a11

in  the  n&Litary  sphere .
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The  session wi l l  be cal led  upon to  determine  the  main  guideline8 for a

nuclear-weapon free  and secure  world  and to  specify  measures leading to  such a

wor Id. Thie w i l l  i n v o l v e  t h e  c r e a t i o n  o f  a  f avou rab l e  po l i t i c a l  a tmosphe re  o f

conf idence and unders tanding with  regard to  world  affa i rs .

Kotwithetanding  our  differences  on disarmament  isauea, this  year  the general

debate in our Committee has been conducted in  an a tmoephere  of  const ruct ive

dia logue. My  de l ega t i on  be l i eve s  t ha t  the e f fo r t  o f  merg ing  d ra f t  r e so lu t ions  and

adopting them by consensus will result  in the preparation of a good groundwork for

disarmament  negot ia t ions . We  a re  convinced  t h a t  rruch a  spirit w i l l  p r eva i l  n o t

only  in  the  work of  our  Commit tee  but  alcro in  &he disarmament  ta lks  held  wi thin  and

oute ide  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  Bystem.

Mr. KORSGAARD-PEDEHSEN  (Denmar  10 I M y  tltatement  t h i s  a f t e r n o o n  f a l l s  i n t o

two par ts . The f i rs t  par t  is a s ta tement  on i tem 69  of the agenda.

Speaking on behalf of the 12 member Statea of the European Community, I tlhould

l ike  to  address  the  subject  of  the  relutionehip  bet.ween diearmament  and

development. For the Twelve, disarmament lsnd  development both constitute

fundamental  object ives .  We should like r,o see m i l i t a r y  expenditure  *eatrained t o

t h e  level6 j u s t i f i e d  b y  secu r i t y  needs , af:ci greater  eftiorts to  meet  the  demands for

social and economic development. Wo shore the widespread concern over the

dispropor t ion  between arms expendi ture  and development  ef for ts . The cost involved

in  t he  h igh  l eve l s  o f  m i l i t a ry  expend i t u r e  *lL ove r  t h e  wor ld  i s  d i f f i cu l t  t o

reconci le  wi th  the  unacceptable  condi t ions  in  which a  s igni f icant  proportL.1  of  the

popula t ion  of  the  g lobe  now l ives ,  p a r t i cu l a r l y  i n  t he  deve lop ing  cOUntrie6.

Consideration of the relationship between disarmament and development has been

on the internat ional  agenda for  many years . The c o n v e n i n g  of t he  In t e rna t i ona l

Conference on the :;ubject  i n  Auyust-Septtmber  t h i s  y e a r  w a s ,  i n  o u r  v i e w ,  a
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siynif icant event. The Conference  qave the  in ternat ional  Community  an Opportunity

to address  a t  a  high pol i t ica l  level  the  complex re la t ionship  between disarmament ,

development and security and to move towards a more substantial and comprehensive

unders tandinq of  the  stlbject-matter.

The Twelve par t ic ipated act ively  and const ruct ively  in  tha t  process ,  and we

welcomed the  fac t  tha t  i t  proved poss ib le  to  s t r ike  a ba lance that  enabled the

Conference to adopt a Final Document by consensus, a document which, inter alia,

s t a t e s  t h a t

“Disarmament ar~ti  development are two of the most Jryent  challenges facinq

the world  today . They  constitilte  pr io r i t y  conce rns  o f  t he  i n t e rna t i ona l

community in which all  nations - developed and developing,  big and small,

nuclear  and non-nuclear  - have a common and equal stake. Disarmament

devel.opmt+rlt  a re  two pi l lars  on which endur ing in ternat ional  peace  and

can be bui3 t.” (A/CONF. 130/3’3, p. 2 )

and

secur 1ty

The Conference Keaf f itlned and expanded the international understanding of the

c ruc i a l  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  s e c u r i t y  i n  any  de t a i l ed  ana lys i s  o f  t he

Kelat.ionship  between disarmament and development, scbcurity  being unders tood as  rl

c o n c e p t  encompassilrq  s o c i a l , humanitarian, environmental,  developmental and

mi l i t a ry  a spec t s .

The reference  in  the  Final  Document  to  the  impor tance  to  fac i l i ta t ing  proqress

in both disarmament and development of qreater openness, transparency and

confidence arnonq  nat iorls i s, in our v i e w , ve ry  pe r t i nen t . Likewise, we welcome the

recoqnition  oE tile  need  for an  improved data  base  on mil i tary  expendi tures  and the

Call  to t h i s  PIII~ lor ttle b r o a d e s t  p o s s i b l e  number  of S t a t e s  t o  p r o v i d e  o b j e c t i v e

inforlnat ion on ttlei K ni l  i tary budyets us ing  the  standardized repor t ing systerll  o f

the IJnitetl Ndt iona. WIT h o p e  tu :;ee tt~e  i m p l i c i t  w i l  linyness  t h a t  Ldy  betbind tilt:
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acceptance of the relevant formulations in the action programme on these questions

e v i d e n c e d ,  i n t e r  elia, i n  w i d e r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  r e p o r t i n g  systelll  a n d  f i n d i n g

expression also in the work of the United Nations Disarmament Commission on the

ou t s t and ing  pa rag raphs  o f  t he  gu ide l i ne s  fo r  t he  r educ t ion  o f  mi l i t a ry  budge t s .  I n

the  f i e ld  o f  mi l i t a ry  spend ing , from the point of view of tha Twelve, it  could be

useful to utilize  the expertise of the United flations  Institute for Disarmament

Research (UNIDIR)  .

The  re la t ionship  between disarmament  and development  i s  o f t e n  seen,  f i rs t  and

foremost, i n  t h e  p e r s p e c t i v e  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  f i n a n c i a l  r e a l l o c a t i o n s .  T h i s ,  i n

ou r  v i ew ,  i s  a  s imp l i f i c a t i on . Whi le  we should  a l l  promote  the  t ransfer  of  any

resources released through arms-control and diaarmament measures for economic and

social development, e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  d e v e l o p i n g  c o u n t r i e s ,  i t  s h o u l d  b e  recognized

that  d isarmament  measures  wil l  not  automat ical ly  lead to  savings ,  par t icular ly  in

the  shor t  run .

The Twelve  bel ieve  tha t  the  rea l locat ion  most  l ikely  to  have an early impact

on development  i s  tha t  a t  the  nat ional l eve l  o f  r e sou rces  f rom t h e  mi l i t a ry  t o  t he

c iv i l i an  s ec to r  whe re  t h e  a s s e s s m e n t  of  t he  l oca l  o r  r eg iona l  s ecu r i t y  s i t ua t i on

permits a country to move towards disarmament. I t  is  a  huge chal lenge  to  the  wor ld

communi ty  to  create  condi t ions  enabl iny the  present  negat ive  re la t ionship  of  arm8

bui ld-up and unat ta ined  development  to  be turned in to  a  pos i t ive  in terac t ion  of

security, disarmament and development.

We are  encouraged that  i t  is s ta ted  so c lear ly  in  the  Final  Document  that

disarmament and development are two distinct processes and that each should be

pu r sued  v igo rous ly  r ega rd l e s s  o f  p rog re s s  i n  t he  o the r .  Thus,  l ack  o f  p rog re s s  i n

the  d i s a rmamen t  f i e ld  can  neve r  j u s t i f y  no t  l i v ing  up  t o  i n t e rna t i ona l l y  ag reed

commitments in the development field. One of the achievements of the Conference,
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therefore, was the focusirrg on the ~xmplexity of the relationship and the attempt

to give a more comprehensive description of its dimensions.

The Conference showed a remarkable will to compromise. The Final Document

thus constitutes a delicnte  balance of differing interests and viewpoints. When

receiving that document the General Assembly should bear this in mind. I t  i s

important to preserve what has been achieved.

The second part of my statement is on sub-items (d) and (e) of agenda item 66.

I speak on behalf of the 12 member States of the Europex Community concerning

the Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies and the United Nations Institute for

Disarmament Research.

The Twelve have a lonq and consistent record of supporting the concept and

objectives of the United Nations disarmament studies programmel  as we consider that

United Nations studies can make a valuable contribution to the discussion and

consideration of disarmament ISSUeS.

The 12 member States of the European Community have submitted their views and

proposals on how the work of the United Nations in the field of disarmament studies

can be further improved in response to General Assembly resolution 41/86. I should

like to refer to document A/42/363.
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In its resolution 40/15L  K, which was introduced by two members of the Twelve,

the  General  Assembly,  inter  alia, r e q u e s t e d  t h e  Secretary-tienerql  t o  i n v i t e  t h e

Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies to prepare a comprehensive report on those

ma t t e r s  f o r  submis s ion  t o  t he  tieneral Ascembly a t  i t s  f o r t y - s econd  s e s s ion . The

Twelve are pleased to note that the Aivisory  Board was able to agree upon a report

(A/42/300,  annex) , and welcome the ccmprehensive  and (Jetailed  conclusions and

recommendation proposed by the Board.

I n  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h e  r e p o r t , I t  i s  p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  t h e  establishl\lent  01

the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research makes Jvailable  new machinery

t h a t , in appropr late u irCctmstd,lces, provides  usefu l  opportunities  for  other  ways ot

carrying out  d isarmament  s tudies  and research. As the Advisory Board on

r)isar!ndment S t u d i e s crlso ac t s  rls t h e  B o a r d  o f  T r u s t e e s  o f  t h e  I n s t i t u t e ,  t h e  report

also addresses  the  co-ordinat ing ro le  tha t  the  Board  might  play to  f&iLitate  study

and  r e sea rch  ac t i v i t i e s . I n  t h i s connectIon, and as a LSO mentioned 11~  the

conclus ions  of  the  repor t , t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  c a r e f u l  s e l e c t i o n  o f  s u b j e c t s  Lot study

and the  mat ter  of  costs  are  of  specia l  importance, t ak iny  into a c c o u n t  t h e  lncrclilw

i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s  i n  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  r e s o l u t i o n s  calliny  for  studles.  T h e

recommendation made by the Board that Member SI ates are requested  to present

proposals  for  d isarmament  s tudies  or research to the Secretary-General by 1.

September annually is wfs Lcorned by tht> Twelve e On the  bas is  of  the  proposals

received, the Board should recommend whether d study should bo carried out by d

group  of  exper ts  appointed by the  Secretary-General  or  ds part of ttle  onqoincj war k

programme of  the  Inst i tu te  or  as dn a d d i t i o n a l  t a s k  o f  t h e  I n s t i t u t e  r e q u i r i n g  an

allOCation  of fulrcls  by the  (General Assembly.
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The Twelve have noted with satisfaction  that the Board has found that it  18

important to maintain the consensus r u l e  i n  t h e  d r a f t i n g  o f  s t u d i e s ,  b u t  t h a t  this

does not necessarily mean thirt there must be consensus on every eentence  of a

study . As also previouflly  HI:ated by the Twelve, there may be occasions on which it

i s  preferable f o r  dif feriny triews t o  r ece ive  equal  w e i g h t  a n d  a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  body

of  the  repor t  wi thout  the  nc:r$d to  resor t  to  the Iowest common denominator  of

agreement  a t  every point .

Before concluding, I  should  l i k e  t o  e x p r e s s he support of the Twelve for

draft rr.solution  R/C.1/42/1~.60,  submitted by some member States of the Twelve.

The  ‘l’wel.ve  welcome ML . Dhanapa l a  a s  t he  new Di rec to r  01: t he  In s t i t u t e .  I n

s e c t i o n  III o f  t he  r epo r t  01: t he  Sec re t a ry -Genera l regarding the Advisory Board on

Disarmament Studies of the IJnited Nations Institute  for Disarmament Hesearch

(A/42/611), i t  i s  s t a t ed  t ha t  t he  c i r cums t ances  o f  the fo rmer  D i rec to r  of  t h e

Ins t i t u t e ,  Mr .  Bo ta , have remained unchanyed  since the submission of the Board’s

previous  repor t . The Twelve would Like to recall  that r:e have taken and continue

t o  t a k e  a  r:trong interest  i n  t h e  c a s e  o t  M r . Bot.,r  and sufrpori: the  cont inu ing
I

e f fo r t s  o f  the SecretaryGeneral t o  b r i ng  t h i s  ma t t e r  t o  a  speedy  a n d  sa t i s f ac to ry

conclus ion .

Mr. tiA=iA HOULES  (Mexico)  ( in terpre ta t ion f  ram Spanish)  1 1 have t h e

honour  of  introduciny  two dra+t resolu t ions , both sponsored by the Mexican

cleleqntior~, tledlinq  wi th  1. he  i tem ent i t led “ C e s s a t i o n  01 a l l  n u c l e a r - t e s t

exj)los  ions”.

T h e  preamble  t o  t h e  f’rrst ot t h e s e  drdft KcLolutions  (A/C. 1/42/L.29)  ,  w h i c h  i s

sponsored by tile delc?qat ions it Finland, lndonesia,  I re land,  Kenya,  Mexico,

Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, VenezueLir  drl~l  Y u g o s l a v i a ,  summarizes,  111 a

manner  upon whictr  i t  WOUICI 1~ (IiiLicult  to  improve,  the  followiny  main
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coneidera t ione  to  be  borne  in  mind with  regard to  this  subject  i f  one wiohee  to

have an object ive  view of  i t .

The complete cessation of nuclear-weapon teste has been examined for mere than

30 years, and the General Assembly hae adopted rTIore  than 50 resolutions on the

s u b j e c t . T h i s  i s  a  b a s i c  o b j e c t i v e  o f  t h e  Unl LCCI Nat ions  in  the  sphere  of

disarmament, to  ths  a t ta inment  of  which the  Organization  hao repeat.edly  aaoigned

the  h ighes t  p r i o r i t y . On  e igh t  d i f f e r en t  occaeione, the Assembly has condemned

s u c h  t e s t s  i n  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  terms  a n d , s i n c e  1 9 7 4 ,  it has  !;tated i t s  c o n v i c t i o n

that  the  cont inuance of  such tes t ing would  in tens i fy  the  arms race ,  thus  increas ing

the danger of nuclear war.

I t  s h o u l d  b e  reCalled  tha t  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l ,  addrveeing  a  plenary meet ing

of  the  General  Aeeembly on  12  December  1984,  emphasized  that  no s ingle  mul t i la tera l

ag reemen t  cou ld  have  a  g r ea t e r  e f f ec t  on  l im i t i ng  tile  fu r the r  r e f inemen t  o f  nuclear

weapons  and  t ha t  a  comprehens ive  t e s t -ban  t r ea ty  wag t he  l i tmus  t e a t  o f  t he  r ea l

willingness to pursue nuclear disarmament.

T h e  p r e a m b l e  t o  t h i s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  a l s o  r e c a l l s  t h a t  t h e  t h r e e

nuclear-weapon Sta tes  which act  aa depos i ta r ies  o t  the  1963 Treaty - the  Uni ted

s t a t e s , the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union - undertook, in clKtFcle  I of that

‘rreaty, to  conclude another  t rea ty  resul t ing  in  \‘he  permanent  banning of  a l l

nuclear- tes t  explos ions ,  inc luding a l l  underground expl -lions,  and that  such an

unclertaking  was  re i tera ted  in  1968 in  the  preamble  to  the  Treaty  on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons ,  a r t i c l e  VS o f  w h i c h  f u r t h e r  e m b o d i e s  t h e i r

solemn  and Legally binding commitment to take eL’fective  measures relating to the

cessat ion of  the  nuclear-arms race a t  an ear ly  dat.e and to  nuclear  disaKmamentti

It alSo States t ha t  t he  s ame  t h r ee  nuc l ea r -weapon  S t a t e s ,  i n  t he  r epo r t  the!'

submitted to the Committee on Disarmalnent  on 12 Ju ly  1980 ,  a f t e r  fou r  yea r s  o f
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trilateral negotiatione,  s t a t e d ,  i n t e r  alia, t h a t  t h e y  wer:d “ m i n d f u l  o f  t h e  great

value  for  a l l  mankind that  the  prohibi t ion of  a l l  nuclear-weapon- toot  explorionr in

al l  environments  wi l l  have” as wel l  BB “coneclous  c~f the  impor tant  reepon*ibility

placed upon them to find tloldtione  to the remain.rq  problems”, adding furthermore

tha t  they were  “determined to  exer t  the i r  beet  effort8 and” demonetratet  the

“necessary will  and persietence  to  br iny the  negot ia t ions  to  an  ear ly  and

succes s fu l  concluf3ion”. (CD/l39/Appendix  II/Vol.  IP, d o c u m e n t  CD/130,  para. 25)
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It wa8 porhapr  for  that  reason  that  the  Third  Review Conference  of  the  Par t ies

to  tha  Treaty on the  Non-Prol i fera t ion of  Nuclear  Weapons,  in  i t s  Final  Declara t ion

adopted on 21 September 1985, called on the nuclear-weapon States parties to tne

Treaty  to  resume t r i la tera l  negot ia t ions  i n  1985 and urged a l l  nuclear-weapon

Sta tes  to  par t ic ipate  in  the  urgent  negot ia t ion  and conclus ion  i n  t h e  Conference  on

Diearmament o f  a  compreheneive  n u c l e a r - t e a t - b a n  t r e a t y  a s  a  m a t t e r  or t h e  higkst

p r i o r i t y .

The  f i na l  pa r t  o f  t he  p r eamble  t o  t he  d r a f t  rc-solution  t a k e e  n o t e  w i t h

sat isfact ion of  the  progreea made by the  Ad Hoc Group of  Scient i f ic  Expert3 in  the- -

Conference on Disarmament on the seismic verification of a comprehencive  test  ban

and  r eca l l s  t ha t  t he  l e ade re  o f  t he  s i x  coun t r i e s  aseociated  u n d e r  t h e

f ive-cont inent  peace and disarmament  in i t ia t ive  aff i rmed in  the  Mexico Declara t ion

adopted  on 7  August lYO6 that  they remained convinced that

“no issue  ie more  urgent  and crucia l  today than br inging to  an  end a l l  nuclear

teete”,

adding that

“both  the  qual i ta t ive  and quantitative  development  of  nuclear  weapon8

e x a c e r b a t e  t h e  arms r a c e , and both would be inhibited by the complete

abolition of nuclear weapons testirrcj”  .

The  ope ra t i ve  pa r t  o f  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  t ha t  1 a m  i n t r o d u c i n g  p r o p o s e s  t h a t

t h e  Aeeembly r e i t e r a t e

“once again i ts  grave concern that  nucl,ear-weapon teut ing  cont inues  unabated ,

against the wishee of the overwhelming majority of Member States”.

I t  a l s o  r ea f f i rm8  the  conv ic t t on

“ tha t  a  t r e a ty  t o  ach i eve  t he  p roh ib i t i on  o f  a l l  nuc l ea r - t e s t  explosions  b y

a l l  S t a t e s  f o r  a l l  t i m e  i s  a  m a t t e r  o f  t h e  h i g h e s t  p r i o r i t y ” ,
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and that  such d treaty

“wou ld  conetit.hte  a  c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  ut.rrrost import.dnce  t o  t h e  ceeeation ot

the nuclear- arms race”.

T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  e n d s  w i t h  t h e  u s u a l  r e q u e s t  f o r  t h e  i n c l u s i o n  ir. t h e

provis ional  agenda of  the  for ty- thi rd  sess ion of  the  Assembly of an  i tem on the

ques t ion . bfore t,hat laet parugraph there  are four  paragraphs which can be

cons ide r ed  t o  be  t he  ma in  pa r t  o f  t he  d r a f t  reeolution  s i n c e  t h e i r  p u r p o s e  i s  t h a t

the  Aeeembly should  tuke the  followiny  s teps .

Firet,  that i t  s h o u l d  u r y e  o n c e  m o r e  t h e  t h r e e  d e p o s i t a r y  I)Owere,  i n

par t icular  the  Sovie t  Union irnd the  Uni ted  Sta tes ,

“to abide  otrictly  by thei r  under takings  to  seek to  achieve the  ear ly

diucontinuance  of till tes t  explos ions  of  nuclear  weapons .  .  .  and t.o expedi te

negotiations to this end, keepiny the Conference on Disarmament regularly

informed of their nqot  iat ions”.

Second Ly , tha t  i t  should  appeal .  to  a.11 States members  of  the  Corrierer~e  OII

Discrrmament, i n  p a r t i c u l a r  t h e  t h r e e  d e p o s i t a r y  Powers, to

“promote the cotablishment  by the Conference art the beginning of i  ts lY8U

sess ion of  an crd hoc  commit tee  wi th  the  objec t ive  ot carrying;  out  the-___

multilateral  neyotlation  ok a t r e a t y  o n  t h e  c o m p l e t e  c e s s a t i o n  of nuc l ea r - t e s t

exploeionu”  .

Thirdly, that i t  should recommend to the Conterence  on Ulsarmament  that such

an dd hoc comm  ittec!-_---. ̂ _._

“shou1.d compr  isjc two working qroupu deal ing,  re:;pts.:tivt?ly,  wi th  the  tollowing

interrrldted  qucutions: con t en t s  and  s cope  o f  t he  t r e a ty ,  and complidnce  and

ver i fic:,3t  ion.
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Fourthly,  t h a t  it e h o u l d  c a l l  u p o n  t h e  S t a t e s  depoeitariee  o f  t h e  p a r t i a l

t o o t - b a n  Treaty a n d  t he  Non-Pro l i f e r a t i on  T rea ty ,  b y  v i r t ue  oE t h e i r  epecial

re5ponribilities  u n d e r  thoee t w o  T r e a t i e s  a n d  a8 a  p r o v i s i o n a l  wea8urtiI

“to b r i n g  t o  a  ha l t  w i t h o u t  de lay  a l l  nuc l ea r - t ea t  exploeione,  e i t he r  t h rouyh

a t r i l a t e r a l ly  ag reed  m o r a t o r i u m  or  t h rouyh  t h r ee  un i l a t e r a l  mora to r i a ,  wh ich

5hould i n c l u d e  a p p r o p r i a t e  means of  ve r i f i ca t i on” .

T h e  recond  o f  t he  two  d ra f t  reeolutione  (A/C.1/42/L.38)  ie s p o n s o r e d  b y  six

delegationer Indoneaia, Peru, Sri Lanka, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Mexico. 1te

preamble  i s  in tended to  h ighl ight  the  commitment  entered  in to  under  the  par t ia l

teat-ban  Treaty,  of 1963,  and under  the  Non-Prol i fera t ion Treaty ,  of  1968,  to  Meek

to  achieve  the  permanent  diocontinuance  of  al l  test  exploeions  of  nuclear  weapon8

by hold ing  urgent  negot ia t ion5 to  that  end . F u r t h e r m o r e ,  i t  n o t e 5  t h a t  a r t i c l e  I I

of the  1963 Treaty  opecifically  provides  for  a  procedure  for  the  considera t ion and

eventua l  adopt ion of  amendmP I t o  t he  T rea ty  by  a  con fe rence  o f  a l l  its p a r t i e s  t o

be immediately convened by the depouitaty  Governmenta if 50 requested by at leaet

o n e  t h i rd  o f  t h e  parties.

O n  t h e  basis of  wha t  I  h a v e  j u s t  o u t l i n e d  t h e  d r a f t  r e e o l u t i o n  p r o p o e e s  t h a t

the General Aeeembly  should recommend

“that  the  non-nuclear-weapon States  par t ies  to  the:  Treaty  Banning Nuclear

Weapon Teeta in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water formally submit

Ln  amendment proposal to the depo8itaKy  Governments with a view to convening a

conference a t  the  earlieet  poss ib le  date  to  consider  amendment6  to  the  Trea ty

that  would  conver t  i t  in to  a  comprehensive  nuclear - tea t -ban t reaty” .

We should  note  here  wi th  reference  to  this draft  resolut ion that  this is  no

irIQXoVieatiOn but  a  matter  which the  Assembly has been discuss ing :;ince i t s

fo r t i e t h  s e s s i o n ,  f o r  o n  12 D e c e m b e r  1965 i t  a d o p t e d  Kesolution  4u/8u  l3,  w h i c h

reCOll’lmendS  to t h e  States p a r t i e s  t o  t h e  partial t e s t - b a n  'PKeaty t h a t  they should
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“carry out  urgent  consul ta t ions  among themselves  as  to  tne  advieibility  and

most  appropr ia te  method of  taking advantage  of  the  pl:o*qi,alvne  of  ite

a r t i c l e  I I  f o r  c o n v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  p a r t i a l  nLslear-test-ban  T r e a t y  i n t o  a

comprehensive  nuclear- tes t -ban Treaty” .

A year Later , on  3  December  19M6,  in  reso lu t ion  41/46  8, the Assembly took  a

s tep  in  the  s a m e  direc t ion  and recommendeti

“ that  the  Sta tes  par t ies  to  the  Treaty  Banning Nuclear  Weapon Tests  in  the

Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water undertake practical stepa leading

to the convening of a conference to consider amendments to the Treaty that

would convert  i t  i n t o  a  c o m p r e h e n s i v e  nuc!sar-te,+t-ban  Trea ty” .

In  adopt ing the  draf t  resolut ion which I  am in t roducing the  Genera l  Assembly

would, the re fo re , be r@dching  t h e  c u l m i n a t i o n  or t h e  p r o c e s s  r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  t h e  t w o

e a r l i e r  r e s o l u t i o n s  t h a t  1  h a v e  q u o t e d .
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The C!HAlRMAN  (int~rprctation  from Prel1t:h)  : I now (:d 1 1 on the !;WKetdKy- - - -

of the Committee.

M r .  KHERADI  ( S e c r e t a r y  o f  the Committee)2 I  wish to  inform the

Committee that the following countries have become sponsors of the following draft

resolut ions8 A/C. 1/42/L.7 and L.26~ Bulgaria;  A/C. 1/42/Sd.28s Madagascar I

n/c. 1/42/L.291 Romania) A/C. 1/42/L.32/Rew.  1% Xndonesill,  A/C. 1/22/L.50,  L. 51

and L.518 Romanial A/‘C. l/42/L,59t MOnyOliat A/C. l./4L/L.68r Mongolia and the

Netherlands8 A/C.1/42/L.71: France  and the  Phi l ippines)  A/C. 1/4?/L.74: Greece and

Bolivia ;  A/C.l/42/L.778  Barbados and Thai land.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) x I  have just received a number

of  requests  f rom var ious members  wishing to  exercise  thei r  r iyht  of  reply  a t  the

e n d  of  t h i s  a f t e rnoon’ s  meet.ing. Before  ca l l ing  upon them,  1 should  l ike  to  remind

the Committee of the procedure approved .qt one cf our previous meetings.

I shall now cal l  on  those  members  who wish to  exercise  their  r ight  of  reply .

Mr.  SHEIEH  (Libyan Arab Jamahir iya)  ( interpretat ion from Arabic)  t It i s

t h e  cuetom o f  t he  r ep re sen t a t i ve  o f  t he  r ac i s t  Zionist  r&lime  walich  o c c u p i e s

Pales t ine  to  make his contribution  to  the  Commit tee’s  d iscuss ion of  Is rael ’s

nuc l ea r  a rmamen t s  i n  t he  fo rm o f  f a l s e  a l l ega t ions  clnd  d i s t o r t e d  ?act~ T h a t  i s

exactly  what that representative has done this morning when he made false

allegations againet my country in this Committee. I  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  c l a r i f y  t h e

f o l l o w i n g  p o i n t s ,  i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t .

The s ty le  of  the  Zionis t  representa t ive  i s  too  wel l  known to need

e l a b o r a t i o n . It i s , to  d is t rac t  the  a t tent ion  nt the  internation community  and

o b s c u r e  t h e  f a c t s  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  n u c l e a r  armaments  o f  h i ! ;  r ac i s t  r&gilee and t h e i r

ser ious  impact  on  in ternat ional  peace  and securi ty . The acquisit ion and production

of  nuclear  weapons by the  racis t  Zionis t  r&yime in  occupied  Pales t ine  and i t s

c o l l a b o r a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  t:dci:it  r&lime i n  S o u t h  nfr i ca  .&re f ac t s  whicir hdve b e e n
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establiehe,; and amply documented by various report5 and account5,  including those

Of the  Secretary-General  of  the  Uni ted Nat ions . The  r ep re sen t a t i ve  o f  t ha t  r&qime

has tried to play down the conclusions reached by those report8 and the many

Warnings  there in  concerning the  grave threats  posed by the  acquis i t ion of  nuclear

weapons by the Zionist r6gime. What  makes th is  r&gime’s  acquis i t ion  of  nUChar

weapon5 especia l ly  ominous  i s  i t s  consis tent  pol icy  of  agyression. I t s  r e c o r d  i s

fu l l  o f  ac t s  o f  agg res s ion . To mention only a few examples of that policy of force

and aggression, l e t  u s  d w e l l  a  l i t t l e  o n  t h e  u s u r p a t i o n  o f  P a l e s t i n e ,  t h e  u p r o o t i n g

of  i t s  people ,  the  expansionism and annexat ion of  Arab ter r i tor ies  and the  inhuman

pol ic ies  pursued agains t  the  Pales t in ian  people  and Arab neighbours . I n  a d d i t i o n ,

le t  us  not  forget  the  Is rael i  Zionis t  r&gime’s  adamant  re jec t ion of  the  numerous

resolut ions  adopted  by the  tnternational  communi ty  and i t s  refusal  to  accede to  the

non -p ro l i f e r a t i on  t r ea ty  and  p l ace  i t 5  nuc l ea r  a c t i v i t i e s  unde r  t he  s a f egua rds  o f

the International Atomic Energy Agency. Al l  these  acts bespeak the aggressive

na tu re  o f  t ha t  r ac i s t  r6gime  a n d  m a k e  i t  a b u n d a n t l y  c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  o f

nuclear weapons by such a r&gime pose5 a very grave threat, not only to Arab

n a t i o n s  b u t  a l s o  t o  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p e a c e  a n d  security. Let  us  be  in  no  doubt  ,f the

f a c t  t h a t  t h e  5.cquisition  b y  t h e  r a c i s t  rC?yimes in occupied Palestine and in South

Af r i ca  and  t he i r  co l l abo ra t i on  i n  t he  II ,lear f i e l d  p o s e  a  s e r i o u s  t h r e a t  t o  t h e

Arab nat ion and the  Afr ican nat ions . T h i s  m a k e s  i t  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  t h e

internat ional  communi ty  to  br ing pressure  to  bear  on those  two rac is t  Ki?gimes  and

force  them to  comply wi th  the  re levant  in ternat ional  resolut ions .

In conclusion, I  shou ld  l i ke  t o  s t r e s s  t ha t  my  coun t ry  ha s  cons i s t en t l y

suppor ted  the  es tabl ishment  of  a  nuclear-weapon-free  zone in  the  Middle  East  and is

a  s igna to ry  o f  t he  non-p ro l i f e r a t ion  t r ea ty .
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Mr. AL KETAL (Iraq) t I  sha l l  l i m i t  my rep ly  t o  a  f ew p o i n t s  r a i s e d  t h i s

morning by the repreeentative of Israel. Fi r s t ,  t he  r ep reaen t a t i ve  o f  I srae l  spoke

with great  affect ion for  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  Char ter  and of  the  obl igat ion of al l

States  to  respect  the  Char ter . I should l ike to remind members of the Committee of

the Israeli conduct with regard to the annexation of Jerusalem, the Syrian Golan

Heighta,  the occupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, the occupation Of

Lebanese  lands,  the  at tack  on the  I raqi  nuclear  reactor ,  the  attack on Tunis ia  and

numerous other  events  which tes t i fy  to  the  sheer  hyprocrisy  of  the  Israel i

representat ive  when he speaks  of  respect  for  the  Uni ted Nat ions  Char ter .

Secondly, I  w i sh  t o  s e t  t he  r eco rd  s t r a igh t  w i th  r e spec t  t o  a  f ew  th ings  s a id

by the Israel i  representa t ive  concerning the  Internat ional  Atomic Energy Agency

(IAEA) . He spoke of the commitment undertaken by Israel not to attack OK threaten

to attack nuclear faci l i t ies  devoted to  peaceful  purposes ,  and he  c i ted  resolu t ion

GC (XXIX)/BES/443  adopted by the Genetal  Conference of the International Atomic

Energy Agency at  i t s  twenty-ninth  sess ion. I have 3 few remarks to make concerning

that  p o i n t . Firs t ,  tha t  resolut ion was  adopted by 31 votes  out  of a to ta l  number

Of almost 100 members present at the General Conference. Secondly, we must also

point  o u t  that  I srae l  i t s e l f  a b s t a i n e d  i n  t h e  v o t e  o n  t h a t  r e s o l u t i o n ,  that i s  to

say,  Israel  absta ined on the  vote  on i t s  own words  c la iming that  i t  had under taken

n o t  t o  a t t a c k  n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t i e s . ThLKdly  , I must  also  poin t  out  tha t  another

r e s o l u t i o n  w h i c h  c a l l s  f o r  t h e  r e j e c t i o n  o f  t h i s  I s r a e l i  c l a i m  r e c e i v e d  4 1

aff irmat ive  votes  a t  the  same Genera l  Conference, but  i t  was  not  adopted as  the

result  of  a procedura l  mot ion ,  which was highly  quest ionable  f rom a lega l  poin t  of

view.
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Thue,  t he  I s r ae l i  con t en t i on  t ha t  I s r ae l  ha s  unde r t aken  no t  t o  a t t a ck  nuc l ea r

f ac i l i t i e s  ha s  no t  been  t aken  s e r ious ly  by  any i n t e rna t i ona l  body .

I come now to my fourth point ,  wh ich  r e l a t e s  t o  t he  l a e t  pa r ag raph  o f  t he

statement made this morning by the representative of Israel. He said that

“At  the  ( recent]  General  Conference of  the International Atomic Energy

Agency (IAEA) , 28 member States rose to the occasion on a similar draft

r e s o l u t i o n ” . (A/C. 1/42/PV.28, p. 14)

The representa t ive  of  Is rae l  meant  that  28 Sta tes  had opposed resolut ion

GC(XXXI)/RES/470 adopted in  connect ion wi th  an  agenda i tem ent i t led  “Israe l i

nuclear  c a p a b i l i t i e s  a n d  t h r e a t ” . He convenient ly  forgot  to  te l l  the  Commit tee

that 48 member States at the General Conference had voted in favour of that

r e s o l u t i o n .

Mr. NASHASHIBI (Jordan) t- - - The  I s r ae l i  r ep r e sen t a t i ve s  a t  t he  Un i t ed

Nat ions  have pers is tent ly  denied that  Is rael  possesses ,  produces  and s tockpi les

nuclear  weapons  and that  there  is  any col laborat ion between Israel  and South

A f r i c a  - despite the mounting evidence to the contrary, which has been widely

repo r t ed  by  I s r ae l i , South African and Western media. The General Assembly, in the

l ight  of  the  ser ious  informat ion conta ined in  those  repor ts ,  has  adopted mdny

KesOlUtionS o n  t h i s  s u b j e c t . T h e  l a t e s t  i s  r e s o l u t i o n  4L/3S C ,  o f

10 November 1986, in which the Assembly again strongly condemned the continuing dnd

increasing col laborat ion of  Israel  wi th  South Afr ica  and requested the  Specia l

Commit tee  agains t  Apar theid  to  keep the  mattec undec  constant  review and to  repor t

to the General Assembly and the Securit.y  Council as appropriate.

The Secretary-General’s  repor t  (A/36/431)  of  lt3 September  1981  conta ined  a

general  expos6 of  Israel’s  nuclear  mil i tary armament  protjramme - a  programme whicll

I s r ae l  b r and i shes  i n  t he  f ace  o f  t he  Arab  coun t r i e s  i n  an  a t t emp t  t o  terrorize  t.hclm

and force them to accept the fait .  accompli and abandon their Lcqitiadto t rql\t.:;.
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The informat ion in  tha t  repor t  w a s  suppor ted  and conf i rmed by a former Israel i

President, Mr. Avraham Sharir, in an interview with the Washington Post on

3 December 1984. In  t ha t  i n t e rv i ew ,  he  s t a t ed  t ha t  Israel was  capab le  o f

manufacturing nuclear weapons and could do so in a very reasonable pericd of time.

Furthermore,  in a book entit led “Two I !nutes Over Baghdad”, which was authored

b y  I s r ae l i s  and  r e l ea sed  b y  t h e  I s rae l i  m i l i t a r y  c e n s o r s  a n d  w a s  p u b l i s h e d  i n

June  1982 ,  I s r ae l ’ s  nuc l ea r  capab i l i t i e s  a r e  ve r i f i ed ,  a s  w e l l  a s  i t s  abilit),  t o

del iver  these  weapons  to  tarqets  in  col laborat ion wi th  the  South  Afr ican apar theid_

r6gime.

The most  ser ious  aspect  of  the  col laborat ion between Israel  ?nd South Africa

i s  i n  t h e  n u c l e a r  f i e l d ,  with i t s  m i l i t a r y  i m p l i c a t i o n s . I t  h a s  b?en  r e p o r t e d  thbt

S o u t h  African  sc i en t i s t s  have  f r equen t ly  w o r k e d  a t  I s r ae l i  nuc l ea r  f ac i l i t i e s  in

Dimona.

According to the London Observer, South Africa is  planning to  bui ld  a  runway

cos t ing  4  mi l l ion  pounds  on the  remote  Antarct ic  terr i tory of  Marion 1slat.d. The

Secret  a i rs t r ip  i s  considered to  be  a  mi l i tary  Jsset and could  be  used to  develop

the  s i t e  f o r  t e s t i ng  nuc l ea r  m i s s i l e s . S c i e n t i s t s  b a s e d  o n  t h e  i s l a n d  s t a t e d  t ha t

Sou th  Af r i can  and  I s r ae l i  mi l i t a ry  o f f i ce r s  h a d  v i s i t e d  t h e  i s l a n d  a n d  h a d  endmined

t h e  a i r s t r i p .

The Financial Times of London reported that Pretoria was planning to build dn

aire t r ip  on Marion Is land in  the  Antarc t ic . The ar t ic le  quoted Mr. Prank Harnaby,

a  B r i t i s h  n u c l e a r  e x p e r t , a s  h a v i n g  Stabed that t h e  a i r s t r i p  “is v e r y  l i k e l y  t o

have mil i tary  impl icat ions” .

The Specia l  Commit tee  agains t  Apar theid  reterred to  th is  seril.)us  matter  in  the

s t a t e m e n t  i t  i s s u e d  a t  t h e  conclclsivn  o f  t he  strateqy s e s s i o n  s n d  consultations

with  non-governmental  organizations  he ld  on 26 ,lnd ~7 vebruary  1987. Lt .  s ta ted that
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“The participants were alarmed at the increasing collaboration between

Israel and South Africa and, in particular, their joint collaboration in

military and nuclear matters.

The recent reports of the preparation of a major runway on Marion Island in

the South Atlantic by Israel and South Africa for military use and as part of South

Africa’s nuclear-weapons programme were matters of serious concern to the

international community. The Special Committee draws the attention of the

international community to the serious implications of this collaboration and these

developments”.

While South African nuclear development is regarded as being parallel to the

Israeli nuclear programme, they differ in terms of the availability of raw Uranium

in South Africa and the advancement of Israeli nuclear technology. Those two

factors have motivated them to co-operate closely. As a result, many Israeli

nuclear scientists travel frequently to South Africa. Furthermore, Israel has

supplied South Africa with the Jericho missile , which is able to carry a nuclear

warhead.

It was also stated that

“The real achievements of the joint Israeli-South African nuclear

programme are possibly beyond anybody’s dreams, or nightmares. The programme

has achieved major technological breakthroughs in response to the specific

challenges posed by the two countries’ special problems in using nuclear

weapons. Such co-operation between two countries in the development of

nuclear weapons demonstrates an extremely high level of trust and intimacy in

the relations between them. Most nuclear countries jealously guard the

secrets of their activities and their technology. For two countries to
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oAlaborata o n  ruch mattora ir pcooi!  o f  unurual  hurt. A  nuc lear  a l l iance  i s

the bright  of bilateral relations today. An allianoe cemented in plutonium ie

realod in blood and should be taken very rerioualyn.

Mr. FlUHE&  (Irrael) 8 I  do not wirh to engage in a verbal slugging match

with the throw reprorrntativer who have juet rpoken. I would merel:*  bring a few

f a c t o  t o  t h e  Committea’e a t t e n t i o n .

Firrt, it will have been noticed that in my preuontation this mornilry  I quoted

nothing but  authent ic  ~outc~m. l’he three praceding  rpeakere have haeed themselves

on quOtaticnr  from newlpaperf,  rumours, and 80 forth. T h a t  i s  n o t  t h e  k i n d  o f

thing which I or the Committee can taklJ into consideration.

Secondly,  the rpeakere have referred to  purpor ted nuclear  co-opera t ion  wi th

south Africa. This  morning I  spoke about  th is . I  eald that  there  i s  no  euch

co-operation with South Africa. I  appealed,  iu particular,  to our Lrienda in

A f r i c a  n o t  t o  a l low o u r  re la t ion8  w i t h  t h e m  to  b e  v i t i a t e d  b y  I.aleehoods  o f  th i s

k i n d . I ale0 mentioned Lhat the Secretary-General c,c’  the United Nations, who had

once been enjoined to look into this matter ,  had aleo etated that he could  f ind no

ovidonce  of  euch co-operation.

I  know tha t  the  representa t ives  who spoke before  me,  and others ,  wollld l ike  to

revert to this subject again and again, aa they have done in the  pas t ,  becsluee the

r&gimo  in South Africa ie obnoxious and they would l ike  to  paint  Is rael  as having a

similar image. But I repeat once again: t h e r e  ie n o  c o - o p e r a t i o n  i n  t h e  nuclear

f ie ld  between Ierael and South Africa;  there  never  has  been. I  w o u l d  suggest  t h a t

the members of the Committee disregard any further comments by the Arab Star.8 0)l.l

this  s u b j e c t .
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Another  polnt  I  wish to  make ie tha t , as  I  to ld  the  Commit tee  th is  morning,  i f

a n y b o d y  i n  t h e  M i d d l e  East poses a  t h r ea t ,  i t  ie t h e  kfabe. Tt.ey w o u l d  l i k e  t o  see

I s r a e l  i n  t h e i r  mictac i m a g e  - ati though Israel  threatened anyone. I challe.hyed

them this morning to show when and where Israel had threatened any Arab country. I

would  eay tha t  they have cer ta in ly  produced no  evidence  on  tha t ,  except  to  inv i te

the Ylrst  Committee to yo along with whatever chargee “hey wish to level against

Israel .  in  order  to  lend leg i t imacy to  the  threats  they themselves  iseue morning and

evening againet Ierael.

The representa t ive  of  Iraq matlr reference  to  two points ,  on  which I  wish  to

cc WlUd@. F i r s t ,  he  was  ve ry  unkrappy  a b o u t  t h e  r e s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) ,  exyrossing  i t s  s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  I s r a e l i

d e l e g a t i o n ’  8 d e c l a r a t i o n  o n  t h e  i n v i o l a b i l i t y  o f  n u c l e a r  i n s t a l l a t i o n 6  dcdicatecj  t o

peaceful  purpxes, and he told the Committee why it was adopted. I  t h i n k  t n a t  i s

ra ther  immater ia l . what  i s  mater ia l  and important  ie tha t  the  IAEA decided  to

d i v e s t  i t s e l f  of t h e  m a t t e r . I t  adopted  the  resolu t ion  and has not  rever ted  to  the

s u b j e c t  ?i;.~e.

Ao my  l a s t  po in t , I  w i sh  t o  t hank  t he  r ep re sen t a t i ve  o f  Lraq f o r  p o i n t i n g  o u t

that  on a  resolut ion s imi lar  to  draf t  resolut ion A/C.  1/42/L.15,  wi th  which we are

faced here , 1 mentioned at the end of my statement this morning that 28 States ro8e

to  the  occas ion and voted agains t  the  Arab draf t  resolut ion a t  the  fAEA and I

expressed my expecta t ion that  a  s imi lar  number  of de legat ions  could  be  found in  the

F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e  t o  r e g i s t e r  t h e i r  o b j e c t i o n  t o  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l./42/L.15.  He

was perfect1.y right when hu said that 28 objected  b u t  48 w e r e  i n  f a v o u r .

This  morr,iny I to ld  the  Commit tee  tha t  lsrael hardiy  had a  chance,  or  never

had a chance in this Committee, of commanding d ma-jor ity. J u s t  l o o k  a t  t h e  2 0

.!;pc>nso~’  h' 01 tlr,lf~t  t-o:;c,Iut ion A/C. l/42/1,.1 1) and al L ttleir  Committee ,3ssocidtes  who,
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a s  a  b l o c ,  v o t e  againet IeKael. I rha! 1 he happy to realsize that al l  those

c o u n t r i e s  t h a t  f e e l  t h e r e  i s  merit.  i n  I s r ae l ’ s  case and  that  I srae l  ie a  v i c t i m  o f

these massive voting blocs on any subject and on any ocaaeion  will indeed vote in

the  Fi rs t  Commit tee  in  accordance  wi th  the i r  coneciance.

STATEIWNT  BY THE CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN C interpretation from French) t Members  w i l l  r e c a l l  t h a t  i n  a

previous  s ta tement  I  not i f ied  the  Commit tee  tha t  I  in tended useful ly  to  have

r e c o u r s e  t o  t h e  c l u s t e r i n g  o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s - a procedure which has evolved in

recent  years  on the  in i t ia t ive  of  my predecessors .

I  shou ld  l i ke  a t  t h i s  s t age  t o  inrorm member s  that  the  o f f i cers  o f  t h e

Comniittea  have held  various consul ta t ions  and have under taken,  aa appropr ia te ,  to

i n c l u d e  a l l  d r a f t  r e so lu t i ons  on  diaatmament  agenda  iteme i n  v a r i o u s  c l u s t e r s ,  o n

t h e  baeis of  l og i c  and  p rac t i ca l i t y . The of ficere of the Committee are now giving

the  mat ter  c lose  scrut iny and they should  be able  to  arr ive  a t  a  f inal  decis ion on

a l l  t h e  c o n c r e t e  s u g g e s t i o n s  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d  a t  t h e i r  n e x t  m e e t i n g ,  t o  b e  h e l d

tomorrow morninq immediately following the meeting of the Committee.

I  be l i eve  tha t  a f t e r  t he  o f f i ce r s  o f  t he  &nunittee  h a v e  c o m p l e t e d  t h e i r  n e x t

Series of  consu l t a t i ons  I  ahall b e  i n  a  b e t t e r  p o s i t i o n  t o  o f f e r  c o n c r e t e

sugges t ions  on the  mat ter , and on 4 November to provide members with the proposed

l i s t  o f  c l u s t e r s . I  sha l l  t hen  a l so  g ive  member s  t he  app rop r i a t e  c l a r i f i c a t i ons

and di rect ives  re la t ing to  the  Commit tee’s  programme of  work  for  the  th i rd  s tage  of

i ts  work, t h a t  i s ,  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o n  dnd a c t i o n  u p o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  o n

disarmament agenda items.

The meeting rest a t  4 . 5 5  p.m,.


