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The  meeting  w a s  called to o.:der at 3.45 p.m.-w-

AGENDA ITEMS  48 TO 69 (continued)

CONSIDERATION  OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT  HESULUT’LONS O N  AGENDA  IT&Q3 46 to 69

The  CHAIRMAN (interpretation  from French)  I This afternoon the Committee

will take decirrions  on the draft resolutions  in cluetere 4 a n d  5 as they appear  in

the> war k programme presented  by the Chair. In cluster 4 it will consider draft

resolutions  A/C. 1/42/L.8, L.15, L.24, L.52, L.63 A and L.63 H. In cluster 5, it

will consider draft resolutions  A/C.1/42/L.21, L.25, L.27, L.49 and L.57. III

cluster 5, we will defer consideration  of draft  resolutions  A/C.1/42/L.2 a n d

n/C. l/42./1,.  10, which a r e  still being discussed.

Before proceeding  to take decisions  on theve draft resolutione,  I will call on

the rapreoentativee  of A u s t r a l i a ,  the United States of America, and the Islamic

Republic uf Iran, who wish to make  statements.

Mr. BUTLER (Auetralia)  I I t  is my honour  to introduce, under agenda

item CL, “Chemical  and Uacter ioloCica1  ( B i o l o g i c a l )  Weapons”,  the draft resolution

contclined in document A/C.  1/42/L.  67/Hev. 1, entitled “Meaauree to uphold the

authority  o f  the 1925 Protocol a n d  to support  the conclusion of a chemical weapons

convent  ion”.

The following  26 Member  States have joined Australia  in sponsoring  thle text;

Austria, Belgium, Canada, Colombia,  C o s t a  Rica, Denmark,  France,  the German

l)t’mdcratic  Republic, the Federa.L Republic  of tiermany, Greece,  Iceland,  Ltaly, Cote

d’Ivoire, Japan, Netherlands,  N e w  Zealand, Norway,  Philippines,  Spain,  Sweden,

‘rh;Ail:~nd, the Union  of Soviet Socialist  Hepublics, the United Kingdom  of Great

fir i.t:,lin and Northern  Ireland,  the United States of America, Uruguay  and Zaire.

YWJ will recall that on 27 October  1987, Australia  submitted draft resolution

A/c:. 1/42/L.67  on this subject,  in its own name. The  draft resolution reflected :ne

Al.I::,trdlian Governlnc:nt’s commitment  tcJ the 19x5 tieneva  Protocol for the Prohibition
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of the Use in Wnr of Aephyxiating, Poironoue o r  Other Gaaer and of Bacteriological

Method8  of Warfare? reflected  our concern  that all States observe the principles

and objectives  of that Protocol) our commitment to the early and eucceueful

conclueion  of a convention  for the prohibition  of the development,  production,

stockpi ling , tranefer and use of all chemical  weapons and on their deetructiont

our support for the inclusion of detailed provisions  in that convention for the

on-cite verification of compliance with it , and our belief in the i m p o r t a n c e  of the

role which the Secretary-General  performs  in @upport of the principles and

objective8 of the 1925  Geneva Protocol  and in carrying out investigations  into

reports that chemical  and bacteriological  (biological)  and toxin weapons may have

been used in violation  of the Protocol.

Our draft  resolution A/C.l/42/L.67 called for the unanimous  endorsement  by the

General Aslaembly  of this particular  and important responsibility  which haa been

entrueted to the Secretary-General.

The draft  Keeo~ution  built upon end called for the further elaboration of -

though in only modest  respects - tho existing modalities  available to the

Secretary-General  to carry out hie investigatione.
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In addition  to the Aurtralian  draft reeolucion contained in document

A/C.1/42/L.67, two other draft resolution8 relating to aspects of chemical-weapons

use have been submitted. These were draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.71, sponsored  b y

t h e  United States of A m e r i c a  and a large number  of other States,  a n d  draft

resollltion  A/C.l/42/L.34, aponeored  b y  Iran.

In the period since the eubmieeion  of those  draft resolutions  there have b e e n

intensive  and constructiw:  consultations  between  the principal  sponsors  of each and

with a wide Kange of other delequtiona a i m e d  at producing  a single  resolution o n

t h e  s u b j e c t  of chemical-weapons  use. I am very pleased to b e  able to report  to the

First C o m m i t t e e  t o d a y  t h a t  those efforts have been successful. The r e s u l t  i s

contained  in draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.67/Rev.l,  which I shall now formally

introduce.

In effect, this revised draft retains all the provisions  of the Australian

text in document A/C.1/42/L.67  to which I have already  referred. It now includes,

however, some additional  elements  which have been drawn from the other two draft

resolut ions on aspects  of chemical-weapons  use . The  revised.draft  r e s o l u t i o n

registers the collective views of all the sponsors.

Its preambular  para(;raphs record the significance of the 1925  Geneva Protocol

and other relevant  rules of customary  international  law; refer to the necessity  for

adherence  by all States to the biological-weapons  Convention)  express  concern over

reports that  chemical  weapons have been used and over indications  of their

emergence  in an increasing number  of national arsenals , as well as over the growing

risk that they m a y  b e  used agalnt note with satisfaction  that the Conference  on

D i s a r m a m e n t  is actively  engaged  in negotiating a comprehensive  chemical-weapona

COnVentiOn  which will include  detailed provisions fcr the on-site verification of

compliance;  express support  for the early and succc%sful  conclusion of that

convention;  note that prompt  and impartial investigation of reports of possible  use
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of chemical  and bacteriological  weapons would further enhance the authority of the

1925 Geneva  Protocols and express  appreciation  for the w o r k  of the

Secretary-General  a n d  n o t e  the procedures  availatle  to him in support of the

principles and objectives of the Geneva Protocol.

I turn now to the operative paragraphs  in which we renew the call on all.

StiiteS t o  o b s e r v e  StKiCtly  t h e  pKinCipleS  a n d  o b j e c t i v e s  o f  t h e  192~ Gene.:a

Protocol and condemn all act’ons that violate this obligation; urge all States to

b e  guided in their national  policies b y  the need to curb the spread of chemic811

weapons;  recoqnize  the need , upon the entry into force of the chemical-weapon’

convention, to review  the modalities available to the Secretary-Gel.eral  for the

investigation of reports of the una of chemical  weapons;  and request the

Secretary-General  to carry o u t  investigatione, in reflponse  to reports  that m&y b e

b r o u g h t  to his attention  b y  any Member State , concerning possible  u s e  of chemical

a n d  batter  iological (biological)  or toxin weapons  that may constitute  a violation

o f  t h e  1925  or o t h e r  r e l e v a n t  rules of the customary  international  law, in oKdeK to

asc@Ktain the facts of the matter, a n d  to report promptly  the KeSUltS ot a n y  s u c h

invest igat ion to  511.  Member  States .

The remaining operative  parayrdphs are intended to build upo:~ and strengthen

the pKocedllKeS w h i c h  are a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  Secretary-General  in carrying oLt

investigations of the p o s s i b l e  uSe of chemical  a n d  bacterioLqica1  weapons a n d  t o

e n c o u r a g e  Member States and relevant  international  organizations to co-operate

fully w i t h  him in this work.

The drat t c o n c l u d e s  by requesting the Secretary-Gent ‘al to submit d report to

the Ckneral  r~.;sembLy  at i t . S forty-third session  on th? implementation  of the

resolution.

A/C. 1/42/1~.6’1/Hev.  1. on the ro1.t: 01 ttie Secretary-tieneral  in investigating report:;
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of poeeiblo CISO of chemical  and bactoLiologiaa1  (biological)  OK toxin weapona  and

which reflect8 other arpects o f  thr subject  of chemical-weapon8  u8e to which the

international  community attacher importance  ha8 been the result  of wide

coneultatlons  with many delegationr.

hy d e l e g a t i o n  wishes to express it8 deep appreciation  to the sponsor8  of draft

resolutions  A/C. 1/42/L. 61 and A/C. 1/42/L.34 and to the numr)rou8 delegation8

representing all the politrcal  groupingr within  the United Nation8 for their

co-operation  and the constructive  approaah  which they brought  to attaining the

o b j e c t i v e  of a single resolution  on this s u b j e c t .

I have b e e n  sake8 to announce that K e n y a  and Portugal have joined t.he

26 sponsors  mentioned  a t  the beginning of my statement) therefore, we a r e  now 28.

We believe that thi8 c o - o p e r a t i v e  work ha8 conrtituted  a fine example of the

harmonization  of view8 which is called for in the Charter of the United Nations.

For  this reason it will succeed i~r rtrengthening international  cc-operation on a

s u b j e c t  of deep concern  to all of us.

Australia  and the other 27 sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.67/Rev.l

commend it to the Committee. W e  b e l i e v e  i t  reflect8 the interests o f  all

delegations. We believe it is widely oupported  and, therefore, a vote on it uhould

not b e  necessary. We appeal for it8 adoption  b y  consensus  when the First Committee

acts on it later this w e e k .

Mr. FKLEDEFSDORF  (United Stste8 of America) I In the opening statement  of

the United States delegation  in thic Committee on 16 O c t o b e r ,  Ambassador O k u n

referred to our concern  for the urgent queetiorrti  of the u s e  and spread of chemical

weapons. Later, in the United States otatenent  on 2 2  October,  the Honourable

David E m e r y  again addreseed these qudations. Today, I want to expand briefly on
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their remarks and to comment  on the chemical-weapon8  draft resolution  that the

United  States haa submitted  in document A/C.1/42/L.71, entitled “ C h e m i c a l  and

bacteriological  (biolcgical)  weapons*.

For the past three yeare the General  A8uembly  ha8 voted by large margin8 to

condemn any and all u8e of chemical  weapon8  and any other 6Luch  action8 in

contraventiun of existing relevant international  accords and customary

international  law. The resolution o n  this i s s u e  last year was adopted  without any

opposing votes. Despite  s u c h  s e r i o u s  expressions  of concern  by this body, however,

instances of the u s e  of chemical  weaporra continue. MY delegation be.:ieves that the

United N a t i o n s  should not relent  - that it cannot  afford to relent - in its efforts

to halt  the illegal use of such abhorrent weapons.

Equally  important, my delegation believe6 that the United Nation8  should also

reiterate its appeal  for the halting  of the disquieting spread of these horrible

weapons. Over the past 2S years there has been a 400 per cent increase  in States

possessing  a chemical-weapon8  capability. The r i eks posed to the world by such

PKOlifcK~tion cannot  be  ignored, nor can they gr, unchecked.
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MY delegation is convinced  that three event8 - the actual  use of chemical

weapona,  and the actual  proliferation  of such weapons  - are of such serioue import

that they merit  condemnation  in a chemical-weaporle  resolution  devoted  excJ.ueively

to that end. For this reason my delegation was inclined  to t a k e  A/C.1/22/L.71  to a

vote. But we are mindful  of, and indeed  we have etrongly supported,  efforts to

coneolidate resolutions in this Committee in order to enable  the Committee to

concentrate  better It8 effort8 and manage ite time. We have also been persuaded by

a88urance8  of other delegations, including  interested socialist and neutral and

non-aligned  Statee, that the message of A/C.1/42/L.71  will not be lost in a

consolidated draft.

It is for this reason that my delegatio.  worked  with other delegations to

reduce  the number of resolutions on chemical  weapons. We believe that the revised

draft  resolution  just introduced  by the repreeentative  of Australia under t.he

syn~bcl  A/C.1/42/L.67/Rev.  1 reflect8  fully  the key points initially  sought  by the

United State8 in its draft resolution. In summary, it condemns  the use of chemical

weapons  and seeks  to discourage  those who have done so from doing so again; it

encourages nations  to take appropriate  action to restrict  the export of chemicals

with potential  for use in chemical weapons; and it serves to broaden the role of,

and Support for, the Secretary-General  in his investigation  of the suspected use of

chemical  weapons.

For these reasons, the United S t a t e s  has decided  to withdraw its own draft

resolution A/C. 1/42/L.71 from consideration. At the same time we strongly  urge all

State8 to give the greatsot support  possible  to the draft resolution  in document

A/C.l/42/L.67/Rev.l,  which in o u r  opinion represents an important step in

protecting mankind  from the horrors of chemical  and biological  warfare.

Mr. MASHHADI-GHAHVEHCHI  (Islamic  Republic  of Iran) : Following  intensive

consultations with other delegations  - i n  particular with Sweden,  whose

representative  is Chairman  o f  the Ad Hoc Committee onChemical  Weapons,  and with
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Australia  - the Islamic Republic  of Iran, in a spirit of co-operation and

compromise,  did its b e a t  t o  arrive at an a g r e e d  text on the u s e  of chemical

weapons. The  reasons  behind draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.34,  which the Is1amJ.c

Republic of Iran proposed,  were,  first, the importance  of reaffirming  the validity

o f  the Geneva  Protocol of 1925 and the need for its strict observance  by all M e m b e r

Statesi secondly,  the need fOK the elaboration of ia>ternational  instruments, with

emphasis  on in particular  the role of the SeCretaKy-General  in carrying out

investigations of reported  violations of the Protocol;  thirdly,  the need for

decisive action b y  + he international  community to prevent the use of chemical

weapons1  and fourthly,  the need to condemn the r e p e a t e d  violations of t h e  Geneva

Protocol.

During our consultations, e fforts were maue to merge these ideas with t h o s e  of

others in a single draft  resolution. W e  are happy to see now that a single  draft

resolution has been produced, taking into account our considerations  as well. This

compromise has been made to facilitate adoption  of a single  draft resolution b y

consensus, although our concerns are not m e t  completely. Accordingly,  we should

like t0 express our SUppOKt  for the draft resolution  i n t r o d u c e d  b y  the

representative  of hustralia  and we should  like to see its adoption  by consensus.

In conclusion,  while  withdrawing  our draft resolution  A/C.1/42/L.34,  I should

like to express  our thanks  to the delegations of Sweden  and Australia  for their

untiring  efforts in arriving at such a text.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation  from French)  : We shall  now proceed  to

entertain explanations  of vote or of the position  of delegations  before we ptcxeed

t o  t a k e  decisions  on the draft resolutions  in cluster 4.

Mr. FREIER  (Israel) : Tie First Committee  will presently b e  voting on

draft resolutFon  A/C. 1/42/L.15,  entitled “Israeli  nuclear  a r m a m e n t ” .  M o s t

delegations will by noI.1 have made up their minds on how to vote, and any remarks
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addrebzzcd :U tile Committee  at this stage are unlikely to alter the balancl. of vota8

appreciably,  if at all.

It would  be a  waste o f  the Committee’s time were I to address  my remarks  to

the oponeors and supporters of the draft resolution. They would readily have you

u n l e a s h  the panoply of condemnation and punishment  against Ierael without  even

bothering  to reason their case. Arguing one’s draft ierolution ia the convention

of this Committee,  and the sponsors  of the draft resolution have paid their tribute

to that convention. They have introduced the draft  resolution with dietorted facts

and imputationa o f  designs  in crder to lend an appearance  o f  respectability  to

their unconditional  hatred.

It Is not to them but rather to those delegations which  conalder  ahetaininq

that I wish ta explain  whkt message they r*duld  be conveying to IarireL. It is a

message of acuuiescenc~ ’ all the draft resolution stands for. It ie a message of

neutrality  between the threats - in word, deed and capacity - which the sponsora

brandish againat Israel and the absence of any threat from any req@nalble auatter

in Israel. Tt ie a message o f  neutrality  between Ierael’a invitation  to the States

of the region to negotiate a nuclear-weapon-free  zone and  bolster such a zone by

mutual af rangamenta, a8 sanctioned  by the Unibed Natione, and the Arab refutral to

accept either - negotiation and mutual arrRnqements  - and thereby to retain the

option  of waqinq wars against Israel,  also in the future.

It is a message  of neutrality  between demande  made  on Israel,  which no other

State would be expected to accept,  and Israel’s exercise of its sovereign  rights,

which are not cueetioned with respect  to any other State.

ft is important for the First Committee to understand wall the meseaqe

conveyed by i tR votes. Tacael ia invited to have faith in intarnational

sponsorship  for negotiations o f  a  Middle  East settlement. Membera of the Committee

will realize that abstention convey6 the meesagee I have just touched upon.

Abstention  ie not a propitious auqury for the international  promotion  of peace in
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t h e  Middle  EaRt. It ratr tends by default  to exacerbate  t h e  eituation. I t  tends

to enczouraqe  Arab inttaneiqence  a n d  diminish Iarael’m  confidence  in the eauity  of

the international  community. ‘le this the  meeeaqe which this CommSttee  wiahea  to

convey?

Lastly, a:’ I  h a v e  said o n  previous occasiona, Ierael invites the Committee  t)

reqister ite objections  on the? draft reaol ,tion ae a  w h o l e . The vote on the draft

resolutl:on  as a whole i s  t h e  only m e s s a g e  conveyed by this Committer:  to the outside.



R40/8 A/C. 1/42/W. 37
16

Mr, TEJA (India)  8 I wish to expree~~ my country’s  viewe o n  agenda i t e m  5 2

and draft  resolution A/C-l/42/L. 24, on which we are about to vote.

This y e a r ,  o n c e  a g a i n , the Conuni  ttee ir about to take a decision on the

propoeal  for a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in South A s i a . This resolution hae become

an annual  ritual.  My delegation will v o t e  a g a i n s t  the draft reeolution  rinco it.

does n o t  t a k e  i n t o  accoun: the provisions contained  in the Firm1 Documeil  t  o f  t h e

firat wecial  sassion of the 3meral  Assembly  devoted to disarmament..  IQ

delegation has supported certain propoeale  for nuclear-weapon-free  zone6  fn

rpecific region6 because  they en joyed ff,e support of all t,he State8 of three

reg ionr. However,  we have a t  the s a m e  t i m e  e x p r e s s e d  our reservat.ione  ahout  t h e

e f f i c a c y  and relevance of such potential meaaure8, par titularly in t h e  liqht  o f  the

n e w  universally  authenticated  finding o f  the nuclear  winter atudief3.

I would  therefore f u r t h e r  s t a t e  o u r  position of principle  baaed on the Final

Document , w h i c h  stipulates that nuclear-weapon-Pree  zonen can be eetablished

OXClUsively  o n  t h e  baeia o f  a r r a n g e m e n t s  freely a r r i v e d  a t  among  the Sta tee of the

region  a n d  taking i n t o  a c c o u n t  the characteristic8 OP the region-

In 80 far as South A s i a  is concerned, it la evident  that no condeneum exists

o n  t h e  establiahn:ent of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone i n  t h a t  region. There fore, the

reintroduction  of this propoaal c a n  o n l y  b e  described a8 a  ritual in a completely

unrealistic framework. In views of the c h a r a c t e r  ie tics of t h e  region,  it ahould be

k e p t  i n  mind that, adjacent  to the proposed zone, nuclear  weapons ex is t  and

continue  to proliferate.

I n  s u c h  a n  environment,  m y  deleqation remaine  unconvinced  of the relevance  or

the efficacy of the proposal. con t a  ined in the draft r e s o l u t i o n  under

consideration. I t  is our hope t h a t  all deleqatfoqs  which have subscribed  co the

Final Document  of the f icst special  session of the General  Asser,tily  devot.ed to

disarmalllent  will, while v o t i n q  o n  this proposal,  t.ear i n  mind their s o l e m n
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commitmr4nt  to the promsition  that a nuclear-weapon-free  zone can he eetahliahed

Only b y  consensuti  and taking into account  objectively  the chaKaCteKiatica  of the

region. That in manifestly  n o t  t h e  cam i n  the proposal.  under conaidera  tiOfl#  MY

deleqation ib t’rcvrefore  o n c e  a g a i n  compelled  t o  v o t e  a g a i n s t  t.he draft reeolution.

Mr. ROD~~.IGlJO~  (Sri Lanka)  8 The d e l e g a t i o n  of Sri Lanka would like to

ercplain  it3 vote in favour o f  t.he draft reeolution  contained  irk d o c u m e n t

A/C.l/42/L.  24. O u r  trad’  tional support  for a  nuclear-weapon-free  zone in South

Asia has been on the baais  of the desirability  o f  encouraginq  and supporting  the

eatabliahment  of nuclear-weapon-free  zcmeB i n  ditferent parts of the world with the

u l t i m a t e  aim of o b t a i n i n g  a war Id en. irely t r e e  of nuclear weapons.

Paracrraphs  60  to 63  of the Final Document  o f  t -he  first special  session Of  the

General Aasembly  devoted t o  4iearmament.  have dealt with t h e  s u b j e c t  and s o  h a s  t h e

Declaratian  of the t!eadB of State or Government  o f  the Non-Aligned  Countriea  at

Harare,  b o t h  conacier;  tioue pronouncementB.

We realize that an effective zone c a n  b e  established  by consultation  and on

the baei3 of arrangements freely arrived at. among the States concerned  in  the

r e g i o n , The special  characterietice  irrtrinsic to e a c h  optcific region or zone

must, o f  course, be taken  in to account. The es tab1 ishment  of a nuclear-WeapOn-free

z o n e  i n  S o u t h  Asia can reach fruition t h r o u q h  t h e  effor ta primarily  of the States

in t h e  prOpOSed z o n e  a n d  we hcpe  for a  confluence  of views o n  t h e  cc;nCePt..

We have n o t e d  the many  c o m m e n t s  ;nade  in respect of this initiative and on

epecific proposals  which are referred to in the preamble  to draft resolution

A/C. L/42/1,. 24, Sri L a n k a  h a s  already  expreseed  its views in con3iderable  det.ail to

the Secretary-General  , as h a v e  somp other S o u t h  Asian States,  as reflected  in the

la3t paragraph  of’ the preambl.3 to the draft Kc3olution  under di3cu33ion.  We hope

t h e s e  will contrilxlte siqnificant1.y  to t h e  development of thi:; initiative.
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Mr . IUBQYE (Bhutan) t The problem o f  a nuclear-weapon-free zone in  South

Aaia ha8 b e e n  under  oonmideration  b y  the aeneral  Aamembly for meveral  year a now.

My delegs tion has in  the part weloomed  the repor tr of  the gover nment,al  exper t

group q oomprehenmive mtudy on the quention  o f  a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in all

i te ampeot.6. Theme and other reportr  h a v e  oonfirmed o u r  balief t h a t  thie ie (I

complex  matter  md one that dcrervea careful conridoration. MY delegation  haa

OXplained ltm ptwition on the eubject. in thie Committee at previous mesmionm  of the

Con or al Amrembly  . We have alwayrr  l upported  the draft  resolutionm  in thim Committee

on the l mtablirt%nt  of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone, part,icularly  when all the

member8  directly concerned have , after prior conmul  tation, ag reed  to it.. We

believe that much  a  zone rhould  b e  eatablimhcd with c l e a r  undermtanding, tak i.nq

i n t o  a c c o u n t  all the relevant. factors that, reflect  a  coneeneua  o n  t h e  part of the

St8 tee dir l ctly concer nod. Indeed, it s h o u l d  alro b e  the result of a free

agreement among  the memberm concerned without external influence. Unfor  tuna telY e

there h a v e  t h u r  f a r  b e e n  n o  prior coaeult,at.ione arong  Member Statea of t h e  !3outh

Aeian region, of w h i c h  m y  c o u n t r y  ia a member.

We all appreciate  that t h e  eatabliahment  o f  a  nuclear-weapon-free  z o n e  in

important  to  all the  Member  States  but  security conditione  muet  exist which  differ

from region  to region. We recognize the complexity  of this matter and t h e  need for

adequa to pr ior consul ta tion and agreement among the members d icectly  concerned I

W i t h o u t  w h i c h  it will n o t  b e  realietic and practical to eetablish  a

nuclear-weapon-free  zone.

In View o f  this, m y  delegation  will vote against the draft’  resolution.

The CMIRMAN  (interpretation from French)8  The C o m m i t t e e  will now VOt@

on the draft reeolutione amtained  i n  cluster 4 .



A/C. l/42/PV.  37
19- 20

(The Chairman)

Under agenda i tern 51, “Eat.abliahment o f  a nuclear-weapon-free  zone i n  ‘Ibe

region  of the Middle East”, the repreaent,ative of qypt introduced  draf Lution

A/C.1/42/L.6,  at the  21et meet inq of the First Commit - tee . Egypt  ir t h e  aolu

sponsor  of this draft 1: esolution and i t  w a s  hie hope  that t h e  C o m m i t t e e  would adopt

it without  a vote. May I take it that the Committee  adopts this draft reoolution?

Draft ution A/C, 1/42/L.  0 wa8 adopted.

The CHAIRMAN  (interpret.ation from French) t This br inqa ua to agenda i t e m

68, “Israel,i  nuclear armament”. The Committee  will now vote  on  draft rasolUtlQn

A/C.l/42/L.15  on this item, which was introduced by the repreaent,ative of Iraq at

the 26th meeting of the First Committee,  on 30 October 1967. The sponsors  of this

draft r e s o l u t i o n  aret Algeria,  B a h r a i n ,  Democratic Y e m e n ,  D j i b o u t i ,  Iraq, Jordan,

Kuwait, Leb an on, Libyan Arab Jamahirlya,  Mauritania, Morocco, Oman,  Qatar, Saudi

A r a b i a ,  Somalia,  Sudan,  Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, Unit.ed  Arab Emirates and

Yemen.
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(The Chairman)

A meparate, recorded  vote hae been requetited  on the seventh paragraph ot t h e

preamble.

A recorded  vote was taken.

In favour:

Againrtr

Abrtainirqt

Alban:a,  Algeria, Angola,  Bahrain,  Bangladesh,  Benin,  Bhutan,
Botswana, Brunei Darusaalam, Bulgaria, Burkina F a s o ,  Byelorumaian
Soviet S.cialiat Republic,  China, Congo, Costa  R i c a ,  Cuba,
Cyprus,  Czechoslovakia,  Democratic Kampuchea,  Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti,  Egypt, Ethiopia,  Gabon, German  Democratic Republic,
Ghana,  Guyana, Hungary,  I n d i a ,  Indonesia,  Iran (Islamic Republic
of) I Iraq, Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait, L a o  People’s Democratic
Republic,  Lebanon, Lesotho,  Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahir iya,
Madagascar , Malayeia, Maldives,  Mali,  Mexico,  Mongolia,  Morocco,
Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,  Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,  Rwanda,  Senegal, Solomon
Imlanda,  Somalia, Sr i Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Togo, Trinidad  and Tobago, Tunisia,  Turkey,  Uganda,
Ukrainian  Soviet Socialist  Rapilblic,  Union  o f  Soviet Socialist
Republics,  United Arab Emirates,  Unitad  Republic  of Tanzania,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Y u g o s l a v i a ,  Zambia,  Zimbabwe

Belgium,  Central African Republic, D o m i n i c a n  Republic, E’rance,
Germany,  Federal Republic  of, Israel, Luxembourg,  Netherlands,
Portugal,  United States of America

Argentina,  AuetLalia, Austria, Bahamas, Barbados,  Bolivia,
Brazil,  Cameroon, Canada, Chile, Colombia, C6te d,Ivoire,
Denmark,  F,cuador,  Finland,  Greece, Guatemala,  Iceland, Ireland,
Italy,  Japan, Malawi, Malta, New Zealand, Norway,  Panama,  Papua
New Guinea, Spain,  Sweden, United Kingdom  of Gre{it  Britain and
Northern  Ireland, Uruguay,  Venezuela,  Zaire

The seventh paragraph of the preamble was adopted by 80 votes to 10, with--

3 3 abmtent  ione.
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The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  f rom French) I A separate, recorded  vote has

b e e n  requested  o n  t h e  tenth paragraph of the preamble.

A recorded  vote waa taken.

In favourt

Ayainetr

Abstaining8--.

Albania,  Algeria, Angola,  Bahrain, Bangladesh,  Benin, Bhut.an,
Botswana, Brunei Dnrus8alam,  Bulgaria,  B u r k i n a  F a s o ,  Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist  Republic, Central African Republic, China,
Congo,  Cuba, Cyprub, Czechoslovakia,  Democratic  Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen,  D j i b o u t i ,  Egypt, Ethiopia,  Gabon,  German
Democratic Republic,  Ghana,  Guyana, Hungary,  India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic  of), Iraq, Jordan,  Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,  Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya,  Malaysia,  Maldives,  M a l i ,  Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique,  Nicaragua,  Niger, Nigeria, Oman,  Pakistan,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,  Rwencla,  Saudi Arabia,
Senegal , Somalia, S t  i Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,  Syrian  Arab
Republic, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian  Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,  United A r a b  E m i r a t e s ,  United
Republic  of Tanzania, Riot N a m ,  Y e m e n ,  Yugoslavia,  Zambia,
‘I imbabwe

Australia,  Aust r i a ,  Bahamas,  Belgium,  C a n a d a ,  D e n m a r k ,  Dominican
Republic  , Finland,  France,  Germany,  Federal  Republic  of, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel,  Italy,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  N e t h e r l a n d s ,  N e w
Zealand, N o r w a y ,  Fortugal,  SwedeI., United Kingdom  of Great
Britain and Northern Xreland,  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  of America

Argentina, Darbados, Bolivia, Brazil,  C a m e r o o n ,  Chile, Colombia,
COSta Rica, C6te d,Ivoirc,  Ecuador,  tireece, titiatemala,  Japan,
Malawi, Malta, Mexico, Nepal, Panama,  Peru, Spain, Togo,  Turkey,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire

The tenth paragi?& of the preamble  was adopted bfl3 v o t e s  t o  2 3 ,  w i t h- -  -

25 abstent ions .
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The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French) t A neparate, recorded  vote has

been requested  on operative paragraph 2.

A rcrcorded  vote wa8 taken.

In favour:

Againet  a

Abataininqr

Albania,  Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh,  Benin,
Botswana, Bruns i D6rue6alamr Bulgar ia, Burkina Faso, Byelorueeian
Soviet Socialist RepdbLic,  Central African Republic, China,
Congo,  Cubs,  Cyprus,  Czeohoelovakia,  Democr6tic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,  Egypt, Ethiopia,  G a b o n ,  German
Democratic Republic,  Ghana,  Guyana, HunLary,  India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic  of), Iraq, Jordan,  Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
Peopl8’s  Democratic Republic,  LBbsnon,  Libycn Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar,  M a l a y s i a ,  Maldiven,  Mali,  Mongolia,  Morocco,
Mozambique  ,, Nicaragua,  Niger,  Niger ia, Oman,  Pakistan,
Ph ilippinee, Poland, batar, Romania,  Rwanda,  Saudi Arabia,
Senegal,  Somalia, Sri Lailka, Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
R e p u b l i c ,  T r i n i d a d  and Tobago, Tunisia, T u r k e y ,  Uganda,  Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist A8public, Union  of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United  Arab Emirate&, united R8public  of Tanzania, Venezuela,
Viet Nam,  Yemen,  YtrJoulavia,r  Zambia, Zimbabwe

Auetria, Belgium,  Canada, Denmark,  Dominican  Republic, Finland,
F r a n c e ,  Germany,  Federal  Republic  of, Iceland, 18raelr Italy,
Luxembourg,  Nstherland8,  New Zealand,  Norway,  Portugal,  Spain,
Sweden,  United  Kingdom  o f  Great Britain and Northern  Ireland,
United  State8 of America

Australia,  Bahamae,  Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil,  Chile,  Colombia,
Coata Rica, C&t8 d’Ivoire,  Ecuador,  Greece,  Guatemala,  Ireland,
Japan, Leeotha, Liberia, Malawi,  Malta,  Mexico, Nepal,  Panama,
Papua New Guinea,  Peru, Solomon  Islands,  Togo, Uruguay, Zaire

Operative  paragraph 2 was adopted I,y 76 votes to-20, with 27 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMA!  (interpretation  from French)  : A separate, recorded  vote ha8

been requested  on operative paragraph 4.

A recorded  vote was taken.

In favour;-- Albania,  Algeria,  Angola, Argentina,  Bahrain, Bangladesh,  Benin,
Bhutan,  Botswana, Brunei Darussalam,  Bulgaria,  Burkina FU8o,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Kepublic, Central  African Republic,
China, Congo,  Cuba,  Cyprus,  Czechoslovakia,  Democratic Yemen.
Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic  Republic, Ghana,
Guyana, Hungary, India,  Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic  of),
Iraq, Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic  Republic,
Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Madagascar,  Malaysia,  Maldives,
Mali, Mongolia,  Morocco,  Mozambique,  Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Poland,  Qatar, Rwanda,  Saudi Arabia,  Senegal,
Somalia,  Sri Lanka, Sudan,  Swaziland, Syrian  Arab Republic,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist  Republics,  United Arab
Emirates, United Republic  of Tanzania, Venezuela,  Viet Nam,
Y e m e n ,  Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Australia,  ?.ustria,  Bahamas, Belqium,  Canada, Denmark,  Dominican
Republic,  Finland,  France,  Germany,  Federal  Republic  of, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel,  Italy, Japan,  Liberia, Luxembourg,  Netherlands,
New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,  Spain,  Sweden,  United Kingdom  of
Great Britain and Northern  Ireland,  tinited States of America

Abstaining: Barbados,  Bolivia, Brazil,  Cameroon,  Chile, Colombia,  Costa  Rica,
C6te d ’ Ivoire, Ecuador,  Greece, Guatemala, Jamaica,  Lesotho,
Malawi, Malta, Mexico, Nepal, I’anama,  Papua  New Guidlea,  Peru,
Solomon Islands,  Turkey,  Uruguay, Zaire

Operative  paragraph 4 was adopted by 72 vet es to 25, with 24 abstentions.-
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The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French): A separate recorded vote has

been reuueeted on operatitte  paragraph 5.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Albania,  Algeria,  Angola, Argentina,  Bahrain, Bangladesh,  Benin,
Bhutan, Botawana,  Brunei Darussalam,  Bulgaria, Burkina  Fasol
Byeloruasian  Soviet Socialist  Republic, Cameroon,  Central African
Republic, China,  Conqo, Costa Rica, C u b a ,  Cyprus,  Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Y e m e n ,  Djibouti, Egypt,
Ethiopia,  German DemocLdtic Republic, Ghana,  Guyana, Hungary,
Indonesia,  Iran (Islamic Republic  of), Iraa, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libyan A r a b
Jamahiriya,  Madagascar,  Malaysia,  Maldives,  M a l i ,  Mexico,
Monqolia, Morocco,  Mozambioue,  Nicaragua,  Niger, Nigeria,  Oman,
Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda,  Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Somalia,  Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,  Syrian  Arah
Republic, Tunisia, lJqanda,  Ukrvinian Soviet Socialist  Republic,
IJnion of Soviet Socialist  Republics,  United  Arab Emirates,  United
Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam,  Yemen,  Yugoslavia,  Zambia,
z imbahwe

Aqainstr Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark,  Dominican Republic,
Finland,  France,  Germany,  Federal  Republic  of, Iceland, Ireland,
Israel,  Italy,  Japan,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Netherlands,  New
Zealand, Norway,  Portugal,  Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern  Ireland,  United  States of America

Abstaining: Bahamas,  Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil,  Chile, Colombia, C&e
d’ Ivoire, Ecuador,  Greece,  Guatemala, Jamaica,  Lesotho,  Malawi,
Malta, Nepal,  Panama,  Peru, Philippines,  Singapore, SOlOmOn
Islands, Togo, Turkey, Ucuquay,  Venezuela, Zaire

Operative  paragraph 5 was adopted by 74 votes to 24, with 25 abstentions.
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The  CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French)  : We will now vote on draft

resolution A/C. 1/42/L.  15

A recorded  vote has

A recorded  vote waa

a' a whole.

been requested.

taken.

In favour:

Against:

Abstaininq:

Albania, Algeria, Angola, Arqentina,  Hahrain, Hanqladeah,  Benin,
Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil,  Hrunei Darussalam,  Bulgaria, B u r k i n a
Faso, Hyelorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic,  Central African
Republic,  China,  Congo,  Cuba,  Cyprus,  Czechoslovakia,  Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,  Egypt,  Ethiopia,  Gabon,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana,  Guinea,  Guinea-Bissau,  Guyana,
Honduras, Hungary,  India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraq, Jordan, Kenya,  Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic  Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahir  iya, Madayascar,  Malrlysia,
Maldives,  Mali,  Mexico, Mongolia,  Morocco,  Mozambique,  Nicaragua,
Niger,  Nigeria, 0. sn, Pakistan,  Peru, Philippines,  Poland, Qatar,
Romania,  Rwanda,  Saudi Arabia, Senegal,  Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan,  Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,  Thailand,  Togo, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,  Uganda,  Ukrainian  Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,  United Arab
Emirates,  United Republic  of Tanzania,  Venezuela,  Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia,  Zimbabwe

Israel, Portugal, United  States of America

Australia,  Austria,  Bahamas,  Barbados, Belgium,  Bolivia,
Cameroon,  Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, C6te d’Ivoirer
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,  Fiji, Finland,  France,
Germany, Federal Republic  of, Greece,  Guatemala,  Iceland,
Ireland, Italy,  Jamaica,  Japan,  Liberia,  Luxembourg,  Malawi,
Malta,  Nepal, Netherlands,  N e w  Zealand,  Norwav,  Panama,  Papua N e w
Guinea , Elmoa, Singapore, Solomon  Islands,  Spain,  Sweden,  United
Kingdom  of Great Britain and Northern  Ireland, Uruguay,  Zaire

Draft resolution A/C.1/42/~.15, as a whole, was adopted by 86 votes to 3, with

44 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation  from French): We shall  now proceed to

agenda item 52, entitled "Establishment  of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in South

Asia”. Draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.24, sponsored  by Banqladesh  and Pakistan,  was

introduced  by the representative  of Pakistan on 6 Novemtxr  ,187.

A recorded  vote has been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favourt

Against:

Abstaining:

Albania,  AuBtralia, Bahamab,  Bahrain,  Bangladesh,  Barbados,
Belgium, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Datussalam, Cameroon,  Canclda,
Central African Republic, China,  Colombia,  Costa Rica, Gate
d’Ivoire, Democratic Kampuchea, Djibouti,  Dominican Republic,
Ecuador,  Egypt, Fiji, Finland,  France,  Gabon,  Germany,  Federal
R e p u b l i c  of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Iran (Islamic Republic  of), lraq, Ireland, Israel,  Italy,
Jamaica, Japan,  Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho,  Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya,  L u x e m b o u r g ,  M,-lawi, Malaysia,  Mall,  Malta,
Mexico, Morocco,  Mozambique,  Nepal,  Netherlands,  New Zealand,
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,  Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Yxtugal,  Qatar, Romania,  Rwanda, Samoa,  Saudi
Arabia,  Senegal, Singapore,  S o l o m o n  Islands,  Somalia,  Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,  Thailand  ‘I’oyc,  Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia.  Turkey,  Uganda,  United  Arab L.tirates,  United Kingdom  of
Great Britain and Northern  Ireland, United  Republic  of Tanzania,
United  States of America ,  Uruguay,  Venezuela ,  Yemen,  Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

B h u t a n ,  India, Mauritius

Algeria,  Angola, Ar.,entina,  Austria, Benin,  Brazil, Bulgariac
Burkina  Faso, Burma, Ryelorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic,
C h i l e ,  C o n g o ,  C u b a ,  Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,  Democratic Yemen,
Denmark,  Ethiopia,  G e r m a n  Democratic Republic, Hungary,  Iceland,
Indonesia, Lao People’s  Democratic Republic, Madagascar,
Mongolia, N i c a r a g u a ,  Norway,  Poland,  Sweden,  Ukr.sinian  Soviet
Socialist  Republic, Union  of Soviet Socialist Republics,  Viet
Nam, Yugoslavia

Draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.24  was adopted by 95 votes to 3, with 33

abstentions.

The CHAIHMAJ  ( interpretat  ion t rom French)  : We shall  now proceed to

agenda item 48, entitled “Implementation  of General Assembly resolution 41/45

concerning  the signature  and ratification  of Additional  Protocol I of the Treaty

for the Prohibition of Nuclear  Weapons in Latin America (Treaty ot Tlatelolco)“.

Draft resolution A/C. 1/42/L.52  on this s u b j e c t  was jntroduced  by the representative

of Mexico at tire Jlst meeting of the Committee, o n  3 November  1987.The following

countries have becomt. sponsors  oE this dratt resolution: Bahamas,  Ho1 ivia, Costa

Rica, Dominican &public, Ecuador,  til Salvador,  G u a t e m a l a ,  Haiti, Mexico,

N i c a r a g u a ,  Panama, P a r a g u a y ,  Suciname,  Trinidad and ‘I’obayo, Uruguay  a n d  V e n e z u e l a .
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A recorded  vote has been requested.

A recorded  vote wa$) taken.

In favour8 Albanlta, Alqeria, Angola,  Australia, Austria,  Bnhamas,  Bahrain,
Bangladesh,  Barbados,  Belgium,  Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bctewana,
Brazil,  Brunei  Darussalam,  Bulgaria,  Burkina Faso, Burma,
Byelortrssian  Soviet Socialist Republic,  Cameroon,  Canada, Chile,
C h i n a ,  Colombia,  Congo,  Wets Rica, C y p r u s ,  Czechoelovakia,
Democratic  Kampuchea,  Democratic  Yemen,  Denmark,  Dominican
Hapublic,  Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,  Fiji, Finland,  Gabon, German
Democratic  Republic,  Germany,  Federal Republic of, Ghana,  Greece,
Guatemala,  G u i n e a ,  Guinea-Bissau,  Honduras,  Hungary,  Iceland,
Indid, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic  Republic of) , Iraq, Ireland,
Isrti(!l,  Italy,  Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,  K e n y a ,  KS-w&it,  L a o
People’s Democratic  Republ!  . Lebanon,  Lesotho, Liberia,  Libvrln
Arab Jamahiriya,  Luxembourg,  Madagascar,  Malawi,  Malaysia,
Maldives,  Mali,  Malta, Mexico,  Mongolia, Morocco,  Mozambique,
Nepal, Netherlends,  New Zealand,  Nicaragua,  N iger ,  Nigeria,
Norway,  Oman,  Pakistan,  Pfndma,  Papua N e w  tiuinea, Peru v
Philippines,  Poland, Portugal,  Qatar, Romania,  Hwanda,  Samoa,
S a u d i  Arabia, Senegal,  SingPpoce, Solomon  Islands, Somalia,
Spain,  Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden,  Syrian  A r a b  Republic,
Thailand,  Togo, Trinidad  and Tobago,  Tunisia, Turkey, Ugandar
Ukrainian  Soviet  Socialist Republic,  Union  of Soviet  Socialist
Republics,  Uniteti Arab Emirates, United  Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Irllland, United Republic  of Tanzania,  Urritcd  States
of America, Uruguay,  Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,  Yugo~~l.nVia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

As inst :-- None

Ahstaininq: Argentina,  Central  African Hqublic, C6te d’Ivoire,  Cuba,  France,
Guyana

Draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.52  was adoed b y  b y  127 vote6 t o  none, with 6-.

abstentions.

The  CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French) : Let us now proceed to agenda--

item 58, entitled “Implementation  of t h e  Declaration on the Den*l<*learization  Of

Af Kica”  . Parts I\ a n t i  U o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/42/L.6J  have been introduced  by

the representative of Miidayascar on behalf  of  the members.

Hefore proceeding  to a decision o n  thl., draft resolution,  1 call on the

Secretary  of the Committee.

Mr. KHEHADI  (Secretary  of t tht? Committ.ee)  : on hehalt  ot t h e_-_-_-

Secretary-tieneral, I  am p l e a s e d  t o  make  t h e  tollowing sta tement  wi th  rlzgard  to
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(@it. Kheradl)

By oprtative paragraph 9 of Part A of draft reeolution A/C.1/42/L.6? t-he

Secrotaty-General  would b e  requested  to p-&,vide all neceoeary aosirtance  that the

Organisation  of African Unity (OAU)  may seek regarding  the modalitie,r  and elementa

for the preparation and implementation of the relevant tionvent:Dn or treaty on the

donuclearization  of Africa.

On the baais  of consultations  with the sponeor  and with othar ceptesentativea

of  tha Group  o f  A f r i c a n  States, it  irr the understanding o f  the Secretariat  that  any

much rrquert for arrirtance  that m&y b e  forthcoming  will not h a v e  financial

implications  in 1988.
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The  CHAIRMAN (interpretation  from French, 8 The  Committee will now

proceed to vote on part A of draft resolution  A/C.1/42/11.6J,  entitled

“Implementation  of the Declaration  on the Denuclearization of Africa”.

A recorded vote haa baen requerrted.

A rrcorded  vote was t a k e n .

In favour: A l b a n i a ,  Algeria, A n g o l a ,  Argentina, Auetralia,  Auetria,  Bahamas,
Bahrain,  Bangladesh,  Barbados, Belgium,  Benin,  Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana,  Brazil,  Brunei Daruaealam,  Bulgaria,  B u r k i n a  F a r o ,
Burma, Byelorusaian  Soviet Socialiet  Republic,  Canada, Central
African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Co8ta Rioa, C6to
dllvoire, Cuba,  Cypruo,  Czechorlovakia,  Democratic  Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark,  Djibouti,  Dominican  Hepublic,  Ecuador,
Egypt, Ethiopia,  Fiji, Finland,  Gabon, German Democratic
Rapubl  ic, Germany, Federal  Republic of, Ghana, Greece,  Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bieeau,  Guyana, Honduras, Hungary,  Iceland,  India,
Indonesia,  Iran (Islamic Republic  of), Iraq, Ireland, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan,  Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, L a o  Peoplo’a Demooratic
Republic,  Lebanon, Lerrotho,  Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Luxembourg,  Madagaocar,  M a l a w i ,  Malaysia,  Maldiver, Mali,  Malta,
Mexico, Mongolia,  Morocco,  Mozambique,  N e p a l ,  Netherlandr,  New
Zealand, Nicaragua,  Niger,  Nigeria, Norway, Oman,  Pakirtan,
Panama,  Papua N e w  G u i n e a ,  Peru, Pt~ilippinee, Poland, Portugal,
Q a t a r ,  Romania,  Rwanda,  Samoa,  Saudi Arabia,  Senegal,  Singapore,
Solomon Ielande, Somalia,  Spain,  Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian  Arab Republic,  Thailand,  Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,  Ukrainian Soviet Bocialirt
Hepubl  ic , Union  o f  Soviet Socialiet Republics,  United  Arab
Emirates,  United  Republic  o f  T a n z a n i a ,  Uruguay,  Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoelsvia, Zaire,  Zambia, Zimbabwe

Abotaininyr IQancx, Israel, Unit,ed  Kingdom  of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Draft reaolution  A/C.l/42/L.63  (A) was udopted by 129 votes to none, with

4 abetentione.
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Thq CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French)  I The  Committee  will now

proceed to v o t e  on pfirt S of draft reoolution A/C.1/42/L.63, qntitled “Nuclear
1.

capability of South Africa”.

A recorded  vote has been requested.

A recorded  vote wata taken.

In favouct Albania,  AlgeKiti, Angola, A r g e n t i n a ,  Austria, Bahamas,  Bahrain,
Bangladeeh,  Barbadoe, B e n i n ,  B h u t a n ,  Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darueealam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist  Republic, Cameroon,  Central African Republic,
China,  Congo , Coata Rica, Cete d’Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoelovak is, D e m o c r a t i c  Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmklrk,
Djibouti,  Dominican Republic, Ecuador,  Egypt,  Ethiopia,  Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,  Ghana, Greece,
Guinea, Guinea-Diseau,  G u y a n a ,  Hungary, I c e l a n d ,  India,
Indoneeia,  Iran (Islamic Republic  of), Iraq, Ireland,  Jamaica,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao Pe9ple’e  Democratic Republic, L e b a n o n ,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan A r a b  Jamahitiya,  MadagafWaK,  Malayeia,
Maldives,  Mali, Maita, Mexico, Mongolia,  M o r o c c o ,  Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaragua,  N i g e r ,  Nigeria, Norway,  Oman, Pakistan,  Panama,
Papua New G u i n e a ,  Peru, Philippinee,  Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda,  Saudi  Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Solomon  Islands,
Somalia,  Sri L a n k a ,  S u d a n ,  Swaziland,  Sweden,  Syris.1  Arab
Hepubl ic , Thailand,  Togo, Trinidad a n d  Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda,  Ukrainian  Soviet Socialist  Republic, Union of Soviet
Yocialie  t Republ  its, U.lited Arab Emirates,  United  Republic  Of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,  Viet Nam, Yemen, Yuyoslavia, ‘Lairs,
Zambia,  Zimbabwe

Againrtl Fr ante,  Israel, United Kinydum  of tiLeat Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Abetaininqz- - .Auetralia, Belgium, Canada, C h i l e ,  C o l o m b i a ,  tiermany, Federal
Republic  of, Guatemnla,  Italy, Japan,  L u x e m b o u r g ,  N e t h e r l a n d s ,
New Zea land,  Portucjal, Spain

Drhft reeolution A/C.1/42/L.63 B was adopted b y  113 vote5 to 4, with------ ---

14  abstent ions .
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The  CHAIRMAN (intrrprotation  from Fconch) I I shall  now call on thorn

l poakorr  who wish to explain their vote.

Mr. ZIPPOKI_ (Israel) 8 With regard to the draft rerolution A/C.l/42/L.8,

Ierael ia once again  plearod  to be able to join the conreneus on the draft

rerolution adopted under agenda item 51. Thie ie, ae in the pant, rubjrct  to the

porition of the Government of Israel communicated  by the Permanent Reprerentative

of Ieraol to the Secretary-General  on 13 June  1985  and publirhed in

document A/40/383 and inoorporated  by the Secretary-General  into his report

A/40/442, ar well aa in the letter of the Permanent Rrprerentative  of Imra,rl dated

6 May 1986, published in the 1986 report of the Secretary-General  on thir item,

A/41/465  and Add.  1.

I feel it ir important to etremm once again the position coneimtently  taken by

my Government, that the l etabliuhement  of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in the Middle

Eamt can take place only t h r o u g h  direct and free negotiation6  among the sovereign

Stateo of the region. That position i s  in a c c o r d a n c e  with the p r a c t i c e 8  followed

i n  other parto of the world - Latin America  and the South Pacific. It i0 also in

conformity  with the recommendation8  of the Independent Commission  on Diearmament

and S e c u r i t y  Ieeues - also 1 ‘lawn  (LB the Palme Condasion - which ie to b e  found in

document A/CN.10/38  of 8 April 1983.

With regard to part I3 of draft, r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/42/L.63,  mv delegation,

unfortunatuly,  ~~7s  unable  to vote for the proposed draft resolution  because of the

unfair  naming  of Israel in paragraph6 of the preamble.

We have on many occaeiona, both in this OrganizatLon and in other forumr, made

known  oi\r  abhorrence a n d  t o t a l  condemnation of apartheid and South Africa’s rbgime

of racial discrimination. Ywice  this year the Ierael! siovernment  hae adopted a

series of decisinns,  the purpoee  of which w a s  drastically  to curtail its relations

with South Africa. A s  far aa tbr, alleged nuclear  collaboration  is concerned,  m y
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Government has often categorically rejected that allegation. Thie la borne o u t  by

the statrment of the Secretary-General, which I mentioned earlier in tt,e debate, in

hie report  of 1981:

“With regard to the question of a poselble  nuclear collaboration  between

Israel and South Africa . . . until specific examples  of actual nuclear

exchangee or transactions  could be cited as clear evidence of such

co-operation, the whole question remained in a s t a t e  of uncertainty.”

(A/36/431,  para. 13)

Subsequent  reports - A/40/520 of 9 Auguet 1985 and A/42/5$1 o f  16 O c t o b e r  1987

do not revert to the subject. That is very logicalr s i n c e  there has been no

nuclea: collaboration  between  the States, there were no specific examples t o  find

and nothing t o  report.

Mr. MOHAMMED  (Iraq)  (interpretation from Arabic)  : I wish to explain  my

delegation’e  vote regardin 0 the consensus  on draft  reeolution A/C. 1/42/L-8,

presented  by the delegation  of Egypt. Iraq is convinced  that the first essential

step towards the creation of a nuclear-weapons-free  zone in the Middle East is for

all the States oE the region,  especially  Israel, whom reporta confirm ae a

possessor of significant  nuclear  facilities and the actual capability  to produce

and possess nuclear  weapons, to declare  their renunciation of the possession of

nuclear w e a p o n s  and their acceptance  of accession  to the non-proliferation  Treaty,

or agreement to place all of their nuclear  facilities under international  safeguards

Our support  for the creation of a nuclear-weapons-free  zone jn the Middle Ecret

has led us to join the consensus.

M i s s  SOLESBY (United  Kingdom)  : I should like to explain why the United

Kingdom w a s  unable  to support draft resolution  ~/C.1/42/L.63 A on Lhe
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implementation of the Deolaration  on the Denualearization of Africa and

A/C.1/42/L.63  B on the nuclear capability  of South Africa,  *hi& have just been

adopted.

The United Kingdom  fully oupports the Government8 of the independent  Statea of

l outhern Africa in their efforts to guarantee and safeguard  their territorial

integrity and national sovereignty. we believe that South Africa should  accede to

the non-proliferation Treaty at the earliest opportunity,  rince it ir in t h e

interart of all, eepecially  that of the population of South Africa a n d  it8

neighbours,  t h a t  there should  b e  n o  nuclear  weapcnr in the region.
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We note the South African Government’r  recent statement on its decision to

open dircu8rion8 with a view to eigning a non-proliferation  treaty and ite

reference to a subsequent  safeguardr  agreement with IAEA. We hope  that it will now

take step8 to implement  that.

As we have stated on many occa8ions, the United Kingdom does not collaborate

in any way with South Africa in the devalopment  of Ita civil nuclear  power

programme. We, together with the other member States of the European  Community

have prohibited  a l l  new co l labora t ion  with South Africa in the nuclear  sector.

There is absolutely  no question of our providlng the South Afrioan  Government with

arrrirtance in the development  of a nu=lear-weapon capabil.ity. Nevertheless, all

State8 have the right to apply  and develop  programmes for the peaceful uses of

nuclear  energy , a right that is internat ionally  recognized  and set out in a number

of international  instruments.

WO aleo note that these resolutions  contain  judgements which either are

insufficiently  eubstantiated or are more properly  matters for the Security Council.

Mr. TA!fLHAmAT (Venezuela) (interpretation  from Spanish) 8 I should like

briefly  to explain the vote of my delegation on draft resolution  A/C. 1/42/L.15, on

t h e  eubject of Israel’s  nuclear  capability. Venezuela  abstained 01 the seventh

paragraph of the preambular. This position is consistent with the position  of my

country at the thirty-first  session of the General  Conference  of IAEA in connection

with resolution  GC(XXXI)/RES/470  of the General  Conference, which is referred to in

that paragraph. We abstained on that raso\ution,  a n d  we have abstained  on this.

Secondly,  Venezuela  abstained on the tenth preambular paragraph,  which refers

to “the declared Israeli  policy of attacking  and destroyiny  nuclear  facilities

devoted to peaceful  purposes” as part of the nuclear  armament  policy of that

country. In our opinion, there is an omission  here,  as no reason is yiven for

thiu. Tf T~ra)~l  had a  d-1 iher;)?? n n l  iprr .~f -?tt-?,cklpy  nuc?zae  fasilj.tics  anvrnC-,*  tQUI.“.b”L ----1
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peaceful  purposes,  we should b e  the first to denounce  it, b u t  S think a  etand b y

t h e  General  Assembly such a8 the one taken here should be fully substantiated.

We alao abetained on operative paragraph 5. Last year we abstained  on a

paragraph with exactly the same wording, in what became General  A88embly  re8OlUtiOn

41/93. Our vote on thie paragraph  ie coneietent with the position that my country

took at the General  Conference  of IAEA. We feel that in view of the treatment

given to this queetion the subject  ha8 been adequately  considered.

With the reservation6  w e  have j u s t  s t a t e d , we v o t e d  in favour of the d r a f t

reeolution as a whole, because it is coneietent with earlier General Assembly

resolutions  o n  the same s u b j e c t , of which my delegation  voted in favour.

Mr. MLLC&JA  (Albania) t The Albanian delegation  voted in favour  of draft

resolutions  A/C.1/42/L.24, A/C.l/42/~.52  and A/C.l./42/L.63. At the same time we

joined in the consensus  on draft resolution  A/C.l/42/L.S.  Our votes in favour of

these draft resolutions  are in line with the principles and consistent stand  of the

People’s  Socialist Republic  of Albania  against the frenzied nuclear  arms race and

its extension to various regions of the world I threatening peace and s e c u r i t y .

We have always  been against the escalation  of that race and the deployment of

nuclear arms far and wide over our planet. Sharing this common  concern, + e

Albanian  delegation  is of the opinion  that it is for the people8 and GOVernIWnt8  Of

the countries concerned  to decide  up the creation of such nuclear-free  zones.

fioweve  r I the Albanian  delegation  hao reservations  conceining  the uffectiveness  of

such zones, because of the huge existiny nuclear  arsenals  possessed by the two

super-Powers, the United  States of America and the Soviet Union. We hold  that the

non-possession of such weapons b y  a  c o u n t r y , a region  or a continent  does not

reduce the threat posed b y  the potential of 50,000 nuclear  warheads  of the

super-Powers. Their use would b e  no less catastrophic  for those that do n o t

possess such weapons.
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W e  hold  that peace and genuine  security can be achieved by ending the arm8

race once and for all, diemantling  a n d  removing  United States a n d  Soviet mieeile

ba8e8 from foreign countries , and halting  all other projects that i n c r e a s e  t h e

dacger  of atomic war or other wars.

Mr. ANDERSEN  (Iceland); I have taken the floor to explain  t h e  v o t e 8  of

Denmark,  Finland,  Norway, Sweden  and my own country, Icelend, on parts A and B of

reeolution A/C.l/42/L.63, entitled “Implementation  elf the Declaration on the

Denuclear ization of Af r icaL”.

Our countries’  strong condemnation of apartheid in all its form8  and

manifestatione  has been voiced  on many occasions. This condemnation  is based on

the traditional  Nordic concepi8 of justice, freedom and democracy  and on our belief

in the equality  and dignity  of every human  being.  Apartheid  is a fundamental

violation of these values. The position  of the Nordic  Governments  has recently

again been demonetrated  in the economic  and other measures against  South Africa

taken by all Nordic Governments  further to restrict c-operation  with South Africa

in order  to increase international  pressure on the South African Government.

The Nordic countries also share the concern expressed  in these resolutions

that South Africa might acquire  nuclear  weapons. Such a development  would be a

major set-back for the international  efforts with a view to non-proliferation  and

woult? add to the already  grave threat to international  peace and security  caueed  by

the policy of apartheid.

For these reasons, o u r  delegations have voted in favour of the two draft

resolutions. HOIJBVZ  r , in dcing so o u r  delegations had reservations  b e c a u s e  of some

of the formulations u s e d  in b o t h  t h o s e  draft resolutions. First, because  or the

strict adherence of t h e  Nordic count.ries  to t\le provision:; (~1’ the Zharter, we IsaSt

in general  r e s e r v e  our position  with regard to formlilatlons  whrch  tail to take Lntc)

account  the proper division of competence b e t w e e n  the Security Council  and the
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General  Assembly.  Secondly, the Nordic countries deplore  the inappropriate and

selective mentioning  of individual  countries or groups o f  countries. This makes it

more difficult to reach an international  consensus  in dealing  with the question of

South Africa. Thirdly, the General  Assembly, being composed of delegations

representing Member  States , should address  itself to Governments  rather than to

private  citizens  and enterprises.

These are the .;onsideKations  on which most of our reservations  are based. A 8

KegaKd8  specific paragraphs, I should like to add that we have reservations

concerning  operative paragraph 7 of part A, “Implementation  of the Declaration”.
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M K .  NUf?EZ  MOSQUERA  ( C u b a )  (interpretation  from Syanish)  : My delegation

wishes to explain its abstentron  i n  the vote on draft  Keeolution A/C.1/42/L.52,

“Implementation  o f  General  Assembly  resolution  41/45 concerning  the signature and

Katifica:jon  of Additional  PKOtoWl  I of the Treaty for tho Prohibition  of Nuciear

Weapons in Latin America (Treaty  of Tlatelolco)“.

Cltba  welcc,mes the efforts of the  Government  of Mexico that led tc. the

establishment  of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in Latin America, which is covered by

the Treaty of Tlatelolco. We also welcome  the efforts t o  e n s u r e  that that zone is

KespeC*ed  b y  everyone. Cuba is not opposed to the non-proliferation  of nuclear

weapons. Furthermore,  wt’ support the establishment  of nuclear-weapon-free  z o n e s  on

the basis  of agreements  which are freely entered into by the States or the various

regions  and which ensure that these zones are really free of nuclear  weapons.

In the case of the Treaty of Tlatelolco,  however, there (3re v e r y  precise

CiKCUmSthnCeS  that continue to make it impossible for C u b a  t o  adhere to that

inst rument . C u b a  c  .nnot give up its right to defend  its sovereiynty, independence

and territorial  integrity by using whatever  weapons it deems appropriate,  when the

only nuclear Power  in o u r  hemisphere  m a i n t a i n 5  o n  Cuban  terKi%oKy a  m i l i t a r y  t a e e

that has been imposed a g a i n s t  the will of the people and the Government of Cuba  and

when, moreover, it maintain5  its attitude of hostility and military,  political an4

economic aggression  agairist Cuba.

Mr. YAMADA (Japan)  : I should 1 ike to explain my vote on some draft

resolutions  under ClUsteK  4 .

Japan voted in favour of the draft resolution (A/C.1/42/L.24)  on the

establishment  of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone In South A s i a ,  a s  well as the draft

resolution (A/C.1/42/L.63  A j  on the implementation of the Declaration on the

Denuclear  izat ion of AEc ica.

It has been the view of my Government that the establishment  of

nuclear-weapon-free  zones in South Asia and in Africa, or in any other r e g i o n  fc;i.
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that matter, would be conduciv)e to the objective of the non-proliferation  of

nuclear  weapons  and to the pecrce and oecurity of the region in question. My

delegation,  however, would  reiterate its view that the establishment  of ruch a  z o n e

requires the fulfilment  or a number  of conditions. Some of the imprtalht

conditjons  ar=: that it ehoul.d be agreed upon on the initiative of ths countries

in tht reglun and by dll the colrrrtriee  concerned, including the nuclear-waapoa

States, as the case may bet and that it should  strengthen the peace and 55CUKity

not only of the region but of the world. My delegatic. also consider5 it highly

desirable  that all the countries in the region concerneL should adhere to the

'l'Cf?dty  on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear  Weapons.

Japan abstained 01. the draft reeolution (A/C. 1/42/L.15)  on lsraeli nuclear

armament, because  it conta’ns  several paragraph5 on which WI? have te5ervatione  OK

on which we cannot  n u k e  a judgement  owing to the lack of objec!.iva  Anformation.

We have listened  carefully  to the accusatione ds well a 8  thu defence on the

quest ion of Israeli nuclear armament. Japan, ad an ardent  supporter  of the

Non-Proliferation  Treaty r&gime, is disturbed  oJec the persietent new5 of the

Israeli  nuclear armament. Japan  earnestly hopes that the Government of Israel

Ilntiettakes the leyal commitment of not acquiriny nuclear  weapons by acceding  to the

Non-Proliferation  Treaty, and thus removes  the appreheneion  of the international

commun  i t y .

MR. YHIEDEHSUUW  (United  Statas of Rmerica): The*  U!,ited States

cicllt?c]ation  was pl.eased to have joined in the consensus  adoption of draft  resolution

A/l’. l/4L/L,.H, concerninq  the establishment  ot a zone f’ree UC nuclear weapons in the

Middle  IGIst.
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Draft  rorolution  A/C.l/l?/L.8  oontaine  a prormbular paragraph  that omphariaea

the need for sppropriato moaaurol  on thr quartion 02 the prohibition of military

attacP8 on nualrar  faailitirr. Hegnrding the goneral  quootion  oC the prohibit ion

Of Filitary attaok,I on nualear facilitle8, whiah arirer in a number of draft

rorolutionr  aadrerrmd  by the Committoo,  inaluding thir one, I rhould  like to take

thim ocorlrion to noto that the nualear  faailitier o f !  nationr at paaae aro protoatod

by the provirionm of the United  Nationr  Charter  oonaarning  the umm of form! and

that when nation8 are rngagd in active hoatilitier, long-r  tandinq  laws and cud tome

o f  w a r  p r o h i b i t  attack8 aqainrt faailitior whioh aro not legitimate  militaw

objoctivor, au ~011 au attaakr whioh would aau@o dirproportionate  civilian

aarusltiar. In our view, 6itatau rh uld comply with existing international

obligation@. WI continua  to bsliovo that the yumrtion  o f  a d d i t i o n a l  ,aqal

protoation againrt  a t t a a k r  o n  nuclaar faailitior ohould  be considarod  mparately

from the quomtion  of a ban on radioloyical  weapons.

The UniteU Stator is a strong, long-time  rrlpportor  of the Treaty of

Tlatelolco,  and wa have voted in favour  of draft  remolution  A/C.1/42/L.52, which

the delegation  of Moxiao put forward on the rubject. I ehould  Like to of for,

however, an obrervation on the draft reaolution  and on the Treaty of Tlatelolco.

The  draft rerolution that har just been adoptru mingler out the one country

eligible to join Tlatololco’r Additional  Protocol I  t h a t  has, not yet dohe 80. At

the eamo  time, thore a r e  Statue in the region that a r e  eligible  to j o i n  t h e

Tlatelolco  Treaty fo: which the Treaty ie not in f o r c e . Moreover, some of theec

State8 rare developing  ee~~eitive  nuclear technologies outside of internar-jonal

eafeguarde.

The d r a f t  reaolution  that hae been adopted utatee that it io not t’crir tt<.b. the

peoples  of certain territoriee in the nuclear-free zone are deprived  of the
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bonefitti  of drnuclearizstion  availabld  to thrm under Protouol 1. Ia it any 1088

fair to the reqio!lal  Stat.8 that haviq  hrouyht the Tlatololcc, Treaty intc koro* n o t

to havm legally  b i n d i n g ,  aoncrotb and irer if iablo aeeuranaee  t h a t  t h e i r  noiqhkmrr’

llucleai  aativitierr ar’o dedicated Jxclu8ively  to peacaful purpoera? Wo do not think

l o.

Wo would urge there  Stator  t h a t  h a v e  n o t  yet b r o u g h t  the Treaty a n d  P r o t o c o l  1

i n - u  Corce t o  du uo. For on11 when the Trrsty of Tlatololco  and ite Protocolv  are

in force for all eligible Btstor can it m a k e  itu full c o n t r i b u t i o n  to regional  and

homirpheric  eecurity.

Mr. MOLANDM  (Ywuden)  I I ehould like to explain the Ywodioh delegation’*

vote on draft rerolutian A/C.1/42/L.24, conaerninq the establishment  of a

nuclear-wea[mn-free  zone in  South Amin.

Au ir well k n o w n ,  Sweden has on rovoral occarionu oxpremed ite poeitiva

atttt.ude  with reyard to the eutebllshment of nuclear-wrapon-1’reo  zonap. Suah zc)neu

cou Id havs t:trr~t~~~at~(~a-~,uIl(~Lt~y  ettacta an wrli UN a  pomitivr  influence  o n  t h e
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‘Ph@ l utrblishment of a nuclctir-weapon-Cror  Bono  rrqulrar  eho non-poaeosrion  of

nuclear woaponr  b y  Pond1 Ytetro a n d  t h e  abuanoo a n d  non-drployment  of nuclear

woaponr  in  ruoh Staten. Another l srontial  l lemont ir the r3ommitmont by the

nuclear-wrapon  Stateo not to UIO or throaton  to uuo nuclear  weapons against  target8

within the zone. Ae to colraroto  ptoporalr for ruch zono1,  o n e  bsric prerquieite

mumt , however, b e  acceptance and co-operation with regard to i;or.c i n i t i a t i v e  b y  all

S t a t e s  i n  the r e g i o n .

In line  with this principle, Sweden haa hrd to  absta in  on draft resolution

A/C.1/42/L.24  rogardinq  the ostabliehment of a  nuclear-weapon-free  z o n e  i n  S o u t h

Asia, aa i t  wau apparent  that n o t  all Statea concerned  werti prmpareci to eupport

t h a t  draft  roeolution.

M r .  WAYAHABI  (Indonseia)  z The  I n d o n e s i a n  delegation wishes t o  explain

briefly its vote on draft  resolution A/C.1/42/L.24  concerning the establishment  of

a nuclear-weapon-free  z o n e  i n  S o u t h  Ae.ta w h i c h  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  h a s  j u s t  adopted.  My

delegation’o position  regarding  t h e  oatablishment  of nuclear-weapon-free  z o n e s  ie

we1 1 known. We fully rrubecrlbe t.o parayraibh 33 o f  the Final  D o c u m e n t  of the first

special  session of the General Assembly  d e v o t e d  to disarmament,  which states that

the establishment  of nuclaaK-weapon-free  zones const i tu tes  an  important disarmament

measure.

However, in order to ensure  that s u c h  z o n e s  a r e  g e n u i n e l y  free from nuclear

weapons  and are respected  by the concerned  zonal Sta tes  and nuclear -weapon Sta tes

alike, parayraph 3 3  r i g h t l y  s t i p u l a t e s  that their e s t a b l i s h m e n t  should b e  based on

agreements  or arrangements  freely arrived crt among  the Stateo of: the zone concerned

and full compliance  with t h o s e  agreements  or arrangements. Since countries in the

region  o f  S o u t h  Asia clre  still in the process  of achieviny agreement  o n  t h i s  i s s u e ,

m y  deleyation  believed that it should  abstain on the draft resolution.
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Mt. de LA BAUME  ( F r a n c e )  (interpretation  from French! t My delegation  in

its turn would like to explain its vote on some of the draft resolutions  that have

juQt been adopted. Firet of all, m y  delegation  had t o  a b s t a i n  on draft resolution

A/C.1/42/L.52  on tha implementation  of General Assembly  resolution  41/45,

concerning  the siynnture and ratification  OC Additional  ProLrxol 1 ot the Treaty 01

Tlatelolco. France cannot  agree to be specifically  referred to when other

countries situated within the area of application  of the Treaty have n o t  s i g n e d  or

as yet ratif led the Treaty. or have not as yet made use of the clause which makes

it possible  for the Treaty to ccme i n t o  effect immediately  with respect to them

before all the countries which are to ratify the Treaty or its Protocols  b e c o m e

parties  to those  instruments. The French Government will tnerefoin.  in d u e  course,

t a k e  t h e  necessary  d e c i s i o n  regarding the rat.ification of Additional  r’rotocol  1 in

the light of the state of the ratification  of the Treaty itself.

M y  delegation  al30 wishes  to explain  its vote o n  draft resolutions

A/C.  L/42/L.63  A  and A / C .  1/42/L.63  U, which deal with the implementation  of the

Declaration  on the DenUCleaKiZatiOn  o k  Africa. It was with great regret that t.lrcx

F r e n c h  delegation  found itself compelled  to abstain on dratt resolution

A/C. 1/42/L.63 A and to vote against draft resolution  A/i. 1/42/L.63  U. The French

Government  fully agrees  with the fundamental  purposes ot’ those  draft resolutionsr

the delluclearization  of Africa and preventing S o u t h  Africa from acquiring a nuclear

military  capability. It share:3  the concern s of Alrican States about  the  use  of

force and the deetabiLi7ation  attempts by South Africa against  countries in the

region. France supports the principle  that all States Yhould  refrain from any

act.ion t.hat would further the proliferation oi n u c l e a r  arms. Lastly, we belleve

that South Africa shouLd place all its nuclear  facilities under International

Atc,mic Eneryy  A g e n c y  (IAKA) safeyuards. ‘Iherelvre, the French delegation  is f:ullY
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in accord with the l poneore of draft resolution A/C. 1/42/L.63  A and draft

rr@olution  A/C.l/42/L.63  9. But a t  the same time, we attach great importance to the

neceraary dirtinctiou between  the peaceful use o f  nuclear  power and its 088 for

military purporee, and we do not believe that this distinction  haa been made

rufficiently  c l ea r  i n  draft resolution  A/C.1/42/L.63  A .  Furthermore,  we feel that

the views exprerred regarding  the poeseeoion  and development  of military capability

by South Africa  go beyond  what we would have considered  useful.

concerning draft  resolution A/C.lj42/L.63  8, we find that that ilidiepenuable

distinction between civilian and military uses of nuclear  power is not mentioned in

it a t  all, and in view of the importance we attach to that distinctian,  we were

forced to vote againet  the draft  resolution this year , aa we have done in previous

yoara with similar  draft resolutions.

Mr. van SCHAIK (Netherlands)  t My delegation  wiehea  to explain its v o t e

on draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.52  concerning  the Treaty o f  Tlatelolco. The  Kingdom

of the Netherlands a t t a c h e s  great importance to efforts to prevent  the

proliferation of nuclear  arme, o n  the basis of nuclear-weapon-irua  ztrne!?  in certain

regionu  o f  the worlcl. The countries of Latin A m e r i c a  deserve our praise for having

succeeded  i n  agreeing o n  a Treaty to which 23 sovereign States are already

parties. A s  haa been recalled in the draft  resolution,  three States with

territories inside Latin Americ,\ - among which is the Kingdom  of the Netherlands -

have become parties to Additional  Protocol  I. In this way the Netherlands Antilles

and Aruba are  also entitled to receive the benefits  deriving from the Treaty.

In the draft resolution mention is made of the fact that a fourth c o u n t r y

should  also t a k e  the opportunity to seek accession  to the Protocol. Permit  me to

add that m y  Government is also disappointed at the fact that the Treaty has not

entered  into force for two COUntrieS on the Latin American continent, in particular
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because  those countriee  posseer developed  nuclear  technologier. Aa long a u  the

zone of application  of the Treaty does not cover the entire area, its effectivaneee

runs the risk of being undermined.

Permit me in thie context to quote from the report  of the General  Secretary  of

the Agency  for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (OPANAL),

Dr.  Antonlo  Stempel Parie, to the tenth session of OPANAL,  which wan held at

:lontevideo  from 27 to 30 April 1987:
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“It ir not  necessary  to  reetate tho reasons  by which it is indispensable

that the zone is integrated a s  soOn aa poseible, nor to add on the negative

offecte on the efficiency of the Treaty produced  by the fact that t h i s

inatrUment is not Yet in force for a reduced  number  of States.  Again, it is

convenient to point out that a joint effort by a l l  Governments  of Member

State8 ia required  to achieve the final step of this process,  particularly now

t h a t  nuclear  weapons proliferation repreeente  a growing  danger and that some

COUntrie6 in the region have attained spectacular  accomplis,+ments  in the field

of nuclear technology.  ’

MY Government hopes that soon all States concerned  will b e c o m e  parties to the

Treaty cr as the c a s e  may be to the Additional  Protocol I.

Hr. MASHHADI-GHAHVEHCHI  (Xslamic Republic  o f  I ran)  I Dratt resolution

A/C.1/42/L.8,  on the eetablishment of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in the region of

the Middle East, w a s  introduced  by Iran in 1974,  and we are glad to see that it has

ga ined  the euppo:ct  of the international  community.

The Islamic Republic  of Iran believes that because  of the importance and

renritivity of our region, the poesession of such weapons poses  a grave threat to

the peoplea: of the region  as w e l l  ae a m e n a c e  t o  international  peace and security.

The international  community must exert preesure  on Israel to make it abide ‘Jy the

s a f e g u a r d s  set by the International  Atomic  Energy  Agency  and in the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation  of Nuclear  Weapons.

BY the same token,  m y  country supports  the establishment  of

nuclear-weapon-free  zones in all parts of the world. A s  one of the sponsors ot the

resolution on the establishment  of a nuclear-free  zone in South-East  Asia in 1974,

we believe that establishment  of such regions  will contribute to the easing  Of

tOnSiOn and preVePt further proliferation of suclear  weawns throughout  the world.
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Mr. HOWE  (Australia) :-- I wish to enplain the Australian vote on two draft

resol~~tions  in cluster 4.

First, with regard  to draft  resolution A/0.1/42/L.15,  orI Israeli nuclear

armament, AUStKalia abstained on the draf’. renolution as a whole because of several

Paragraphs which caused us concern.

In particular  operative paragraph 5, in requesting the International  Atomic

Energy Agency  (IAEA) to suspend scientific  collaboration with Israel, and Operative

paragraph 4, in tailing  upon all States and orqanizations  that have not yet done  SO

to discontinue  co-operation with and giving assistance t o  Israel in the nuclear

field, could have implications for Israel’s  rights  and privileges of membership  in

IAEA. This is contrary  to Austra~ia’s  belief in the universality  of membership  Of

international  organizations. Accordingly,  we voted against  these two operative

paragraphs.

MOK eovef , the tenth paragraph of the preamble  implies that it is Israel’s

policy  to attack a n d  destroy nuclear  facilities developed for peaceful  purposes  and

that th1.s foKms part of a n  Israeli  n u c l e a r  acmnments  policy. We have no ev’ ience

of such an Israel policy  at the present  time. Accordingly, we also cloted  ayainut

thti paragraph.

While  Australia abstained on the draft resolution as a whole,  I wislr

nevert.helens  to state for the record  that we are concerned  at the failure Of

Israel, and il small n u m b e r  of other countries, to become a party to the TrL.xty on

the Non-PKc,liferation  of Nuclear  Weapons  OK at least to accept full-Scope

safeguards  on their nuclear facilities.

In relation  to the two parts of draft resolution A/C.L./42/L.63  o n

“Implementation  of the Declaration on the DenucleaKiz,~tion  of Africa”,  Australia

abstained on part D. Our decision to abstain on this draft resolution Was

determined  by several aspectn  of the draft with whic.h we could not agree. Foremost

among  them was a reference, in the thirteenth  parayrclph of the preamble,  to
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“ c e r t a i n  W e s t e r n  s ta tes  and Israel’“. This singling  out of States by name should

not in our view be an acceptable  practice  in a  draft resolution  such a s  this and it

is, we considsr,  unhelpful.

In the ninth paragraph of the preamble, the sponsors  of this draft resolution

made reference to “South Africa’s nuclear  weapon capability”. We have heard many

such unsubstantiated assertions in the past. My delegation does not therefore

regard  this reference as being at all helpful in the Committee’s  consideration  of

this important matter.

For these reasons, we abstained,  as I said, on this draft resolution.

Mr. BRACEGIRDLE  (New Zealand) : New Zealand  has been pleased to vote in

favo.lr of draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.24, on the establishment  of a

nuclear-weapon-free  zone in South Asia .

AS a party to the Treaty declaring the South Pacific  a nuclear-weapon-free

zone - the second nuclear-weapon-free  zone covering  an inhabited a r e a  of the

globe’s  surface  - o u r  belief i n  the utility of such zones in suitable a r e a s  i s

strong. A s  o u r  positive vote will have made clear, New Zealand  supports the

proposal  that thfa States of South Asia should  m a k e  all possible  efforts  to

establish  such a zone.

New Zealand  welcomes  the declarations  by South Asian States,  referred to in

the fourth paragraph of the preamble, reaffirming  their undcctaking  to devote their

LIuc18ar programmes  exclusively  to the economic  a n d social  advancement of their

peoples. In that regard, New Zealand’s  support  for this draft KeSOhtiOn  is

without prejudice  to its view that proven mechanisms  exist to e n s u r e  confidence in,

and fscllitate  development  of, peaceful nuclear  programmes. As a firm supporter  of

the Treaty on the non-proliferation  of nuclear  weapons and a system of safeguards

aqreemarrts  with the international  Atomic Energy Agency, New Tealand commends  these

measures to all States.



A/C.l/42/PV.37
59-60

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation  from French)  : The Committee  can now trike

dacisions  on the draft rescJ.utions  in cluster 5, omitting A/C.1/42/L.2 a n d

A/C.1/42/L.10, on which consultations  are still.  in progress. Therefore,  we shall

t a k e  decisions  o n  the other drafts, A/C.1/42/L.21, ~.25, L.27, L 49 and L 57. . .

I now call on the representative  of tihana  fcjr an explanation of vote Lefore

the voting.

Mr. DUMEVL  (tihana) : I wished tu comment  on draft resolutions

A/C.  1/42/L.2 and A/C.  1/42/L.  10. Now, since the consultations  on thetle draft

*esolutions are continuing,. I wish to defer my delegatioll’s  explanation to dn

appropriate  time.
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The  C!iAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French)  t The  Committee will now- - -

WWeWf  t o  t a k e  a  decision,  first, on draft roeolution A/C.1/42/L.21, submitted

under figends i t e m  62  (d)  ent i t l ed  “General  and complete di?armamont”  and subtitled

“Nuclear d iearmamen’:“, The d r a f t  res,lution  was introduced  b y  the representative

of China at the 33rJ meeting of the First Committee, on 4 November 1987. It has

only o n e  sponsor. China.

May I al.80 draw the Committee’s  attention  to the fact that the sponsor  of the

d r a f t  reeoLution has expressed  the hope  that this resolution  will b e  adopted b y  the

Committee  without a vote.

If I hear no objection, I will take it that it is so agreed.

The  draft resolution was adopted.

The CHAIRMA  (interpretation  from French) t Thk! Committee  will now--

consider agenda item 66 (j), which is entitled: “Review of the implementation and

kecommendatfons and decisions  adopted by the General  Assembly  a t  its tenth special

session: cessation  of the nuclear-arms  race and nuclear  disarmatnont”. The,

Committee  has before it draft resolution A/C,1/42/L.25, which was introduced  by t h e

representativa of Argentina  at the 30th meeting of the First Committee, on

3 November 1987. It i: sponsored  b y  the hollowing  r:ountries: Argentina,

Bangladesh,  Cameroon, German Democratic Republic, India,  Indonesia,  Mexico?

Romania,  Swede;:, dn &Lea Republic  of Tanzania  and Venezuela.

A  serprded vote has b e e n  requested.
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In favours Albaniar  Alqer i s , Angola, Argentina,  Aurtris,  Bahamarr,  Bahrain,
Bangladesh,  Barbador, Benin,  Bhutan, Bolivia, Botmwana,  Brazil,
Brunei Daruaaalav,  Bulgaria, Burkina Faao, Burma,  Byeloruesian
Soviet Socialiot Republic, Cameroon, tint ral AL c ican Rupu’)lic I
Chile, China,  C o l o m b i a ,  Congo, Coot& rica, C&to d’Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoolovakia,  Damoccatic  Kampuchea, Democratic Yemenr
DjiLouti,  Dominican Republic, Ecuador,  Egypt, Ethiopia,  Fiji,
Finland, Gabon,  German Democratic Republic,  Ghana ,  Guatemala,
Guinea,  Guinea-Bissau,  Guyana,  Hungary,  India,  Indonesia,  Iran
(Islamic  Republic  of) , Iraq, Ireland,  Jamaica,  Jordan,  Kenya?
Kuwait, Lao Peopla’8  Democratic Republic, Lorotho,  Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiripa,  Madagaocar, Malawi, Malaysia,  Maldives?
Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia,  Morocco,  hozambique,  Nepal,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, 3man9 Pakirtan, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines,  Poland, Q a t a r ,  Romania,  R w a n d a ,  S a u d i  A r a b i a ,
Senegal,  Singapore, Solomon I s l a n d s ,  Pomalia,  Br i Lanka, Sudan;
Swaziland,  Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,  Togo, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Ugar,da, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union  o f  Soviet Socialiet Republice,  United Arab Emirates,  United
Republic of Tanzania,  Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Y u g o s l a v i a ,  Zuire,  Zambia,  Zimbabwe

Against  z Australia,  Belgium, Canada, France,  Germany,  Federal  RepJblic  of,
I.taly, Luxembourg,  Netherlands,  Norway Portugal,  T u r k e y ,  United
‘,(ingdom  of Great  Br i ta in  and Northern  ireland,  United State3 of
America

Abstaininqr Denmark, Greece, Iceland,  IsraeL, Japan,  New Zealana, Spain

Draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.25  was adopted by 110 votes to 13, w i t h  2
abstentions  - l

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretat  ion from French)  t The Committee wil l  now- - -

consider  draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.2 I, which was introduced  b y  t h e  representative

of India at the 32nd meeting .f the Committee, on 4 Novembc:  1987. It is submitted

under agenda item 63 (d) , entitled “Review  a n d  implementation  of the tincluding

Document of the Twelfth Special Session of the tieneral  Assembly” and subtitled

“Freeze o n  n u c l e a r  wea_pono”. It ir sponsored by  lndia and Romania.

A recor  led vote has been requested.

R S uhseqient lY, the deleya:  1on of Panama  advised t h e  Secretariat  t h a t  it

h a d  Antended  ‘.,o vote in ;nvou r .
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I n  f a v o u r : Albania,  Algeria, A n g o l a ,  A r g e n t i n a ,  Aurtria, Bahamaa, Bahrain,
Bangladerh,  Barbador, Benin,  Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei DatuBbalam, Bulgaria,  Burkina Faso, Burma, Byeloruesian
Soviet Socialist Republic,  Cunoroon, Central African Republic,
Chile, Colombia, Congo, Coata Rica, C&e d’Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyyrue,
Czechorlovakia,  Democratic Yemen,  Donmark,  Djibouti,  Dominican
Republic, Ecuador,  Egypt, Ethiopia,  Fiji, Finland,  Gabon,  German
Democratic Republic, G h a n a ,  Orewe, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau,  Guyana, Hungary,  Iceland, India,  Indonesia,  Iran
(Islamic Republic  of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica,  Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, L a o  People’s Democratic Republic,  Lesotho,  Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mal*iVea,
MalA, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia,  Momambique,  Nepal, New Zealand,
N i c a r a g u a ,  N i g e r ,  Nigeria, Norway, Oman,  Pakistan,  Panama,  Papua
Yew Guinea, Peru, Philippinac,  Poland, Q a t a r ,  Romania,  Rwanda,
Saud ‘. Arabia, Senegal,  Singapore,  Solomon  Is1 ands, Somalia q
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,  Sweden, Syrian drab Republic,
Thailand,  Togo,  Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Ugunda,  Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet SC ialist Republice,
United  Arab Emiratea, United  Hopublic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,  Zambia,  Zimbabwe

Againrt t Belgium,  Canada, France, Germany,  Federal Republic  of, Israel,
Italy,  Luxembourg,  Netherlands,  Portugal, Turkey, ilnited  K i n g d o m
of Great Britain and Northern  Ireland, United States of America

Abataininqr Auetralia, China, Japan, Spain

D r a f t  resolution  A/C. 1/42/L.27  was adopted b y  113 vc;tee to 12, with 4.-
abrtentionr.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation  from French)2  The Committee  will n o w  t a k e

action on draft resolution  A/C.  1/42/L.49, submitted  under agenda item 62 (f)

entitled “General  and complete  disarmament” and subtitled  “Prohibition of t h e

production  of f iesionable material  for weapona  purposee”. The  draft resolution was

introduced  b y  the representative  of Cana ‘1 at the 33rd  meeting  of t h e  Committee, on

4 November 1987. It is sponsored  b y  t h e  following  countries: Algeria,  Austria,

the Bahamas,  Bangladesh,  Botswam, Cameroon,  Canada,  Denmark,  Finian& Greece,

Indonesia,  Ireland,  Japal;,.  Norway,  New Zealand,  Netherlands,  Philippir,es,  Romania,

Somoa,  Sweden and Uruguay.

A recorded  vote haa been requested.
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A Kecordod vote was  taken.

In favoufr Albania,  Algeria,  Angola, Auetralia, Auotria, Bahamar,  B a h r a i n ,
Bangladorh, B&rbrdor, 8algium,  Benin,  Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
aKUnOi Darur8alam,  Bulgaria,  Burkina  Faso, Burma, Byeloruoeian
Soviet Sociallot  Republic, Cameroon,  Canada, Central African
Republic, Chila, Colombia, Congo, Coata Rica, C&ta d’Ivoire,
Cuba,  Cyprus, Czechorlovakia,  Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic,  Ecuador,  Egypt, Ethiopia,  Fiji,
Finland,  Gabon, Gorman  Democratic Republic,  Garmanyr Federal
Republic of, Ghana,  Greece,  Guatemala,  Guinea ,  Guinea-Bieuau,
G u y a n a ,  Honduras, Hungary,  Iceland,  Indonesia,  Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy,  Jamaica,  Japan,
Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait,  Lao People’s  Democratic RepUhliCr  Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Luxembourg, Madagascar,  Malawi,
MalayaPia,  Maldivem, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, MoKoccor
Mozambique,  Nepal, Netherlande, N e w  Zealand,  Nicaragua,  Niger,
Niger ia, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama I Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal,  Qatar, Romanir, Rk,mda,  Samoa,
Saudi  Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Solomon  Islando, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden,  Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo,  Trinidad a n d  Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,  Uganda,
Ukrainian  Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republice, United  Arab -irates, United  Republic  of Tanzania,
UKugUay,  Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yuyoelavia,  Zaire,  Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against t Fr ante

Abstaining; Aryentina,  Brazil, China, India, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern  Ireland,  United  States of America

Draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.49  was adopted by 125 votes to 1, with 6
abetentione.

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French) z The last draft  reeolution in

cluster  5 on which the Committee  is to t a k e  action is A/C.1/42/L.57, eubmitted

under item 63 (g), entitled “Review and implementation  of the Concluding  Document

of the Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly: implementation of General

Assembly resolution 41/61 on a nuclear arms freeze” s The d r a f t  resolution was

introduced by the representative of Mexico at the 36th meetillg of the Committee, on

9 November 1987. It is sponsored  by the following counttlesr Indoneaia, Mexico,

Pakistan, P’tfru, Romania  and Sweden.

A recorded  vote hds been requested.
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A rraotdad  vote har bran raque8ted.

In frvourt Algarir, Angola, Argentina, Aurtralia, Austria,  Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladarh, Bar badoa  , Benin,  Bhutan,  Bolivia,  Botlwanad Brazil,
Brunoi D&ru8fialam,  Bulgaria, Burkina Faao, Burma, Bloloruseian
Soviet Socialirt  Republic!, Camrroon, Central African Republic,
Chila, Colombia, Congo, Corta Riar, C&e d*Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprue,
Csechorlovakia,  Demouratic :fomon,  Donmark,  Djibouti ,  Dominican
Rrpubl ic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gerbban
Dlnumratio Republia,  Ghana, Greeoa, Guatemala,  Guinea,
Guinea-Biraau,  Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(IalamFo Republic of) , fraq, Iroland,  Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya#
Kuwait, Lao Pooplo~s Domocrrtic Republic, Lseotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Junahiriya,  Madagaroar,  Malawi, Malayais,  Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua,  Niger, Nigrr ir, II orway,  Oman, Pakiatanr
Panmm, Papua Naw Guinea, Peru,  Philippines, &land,  Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, 8onega1,  Singapore, Solomon
Ialandr, Bomalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
Ropublio,  Thailand , Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviot Socialirt Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republica,  United Arab Emirator, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanrzuela , Viot Nam, Yomon,  Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
2 imbabwe

Againutr Belgium, Canada, France, Germany,  Fedora1 Republic  of, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg,  Nothorlrndr, Portugal, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northorn  Iroland, United State8 of
America

Abotainirqs China, Spain

Draft reeolution A/C.l/IZ/L.57 was adopted by 114 votes to 13, with

2 abstentions*

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation f tom French) r Wm have therefore concluded

conoideration of vote8 in cluotera 4 and 5 scheduled  for thin afternoon.

I ehall now call on those representatives who wish to explain their vot.es.

Mr. YAMADA (Japan) 8 I should like to explain my vote on draft resolution

A/C.1/42/L.27  for a freeze on nuclear weapowi and draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.S7  on

the implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/60 I on a nuclear-arms

freeze. Japan abstained on draft reeolution A/C.l/42/L.27  and voted oyainst draft

*Subsequently the delegation of Sweden adv?oed the Secre”.arir?t  that it had

intended to vote in favour.
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(Mr. Yamada,  Japan)

resolution A/C. 1/42/L.57. Wo have done 80 because wm have rerioua rororvatiom

about the practicability or meaningfulneae  of rhese nuclear-arm3  fKoa%s proposals .

I must,  however, amphaaiae  bore the coneistent  effort6 of Japan in purruit of

nuclear disarmament with a view to the ultimate el iminat ion of al l  nuclear weapon8

from the face of the Earth. Japan has been engagod in such effortr at the United

Nations, the Conference  on Diearmament a n d  a t  various other international  foruma,

and takes an active interebt  ir, such issues  a u  t h e  n u c l e a r - t e a t  b a n .

We welcome  t h e  proepect of a  t rea ty , to be corlcluded lrhortly betwean  the

IJnited  States and t!le Soviet Union, on the elimination of the intermediate-range

and shorter-range miaailes and continue to urge the two Governments  to make

progreso  soon in other areau, including a 50 per cent reduction in rtrateyic

nuclear-offensive  arms. I n  t h e  proceee of the realization of nuclear  disarmament,

we cannot - and should n o t  - overlook the si tuat ion where the baiance  of  mil i tary

capability play8 a role in maintaining  an equilibrium at a higher  level.

Nuclwr  freeze, unleee imml liately followed  b y  f i r m  and d e d i c a t e d

reconutructive  arrangements  for a  balanced reduction in nuclear  arm, c a n  lead to

the prctiervation  of a real or perceived nuclear  euperiority of one side over the

1 tt her. S u c h  a n  outcone  could b r i n g  a b o u t  a deetabilization  of the baeic eubJect  of

internat ional. security.

It. murl: aleo !M pointed o u t  that verificat.ion, the vital importance of which

i:j IIO~ widely  recognizad, le extremely difficult  to apply to nuclear  freeze. Theee

nr'e the basic  reason8 why w' could not support  the two draft reeclutione.

MK.  de L a  BAllME (France)  (interpretation  from French)  z I should like to---

t!x.~llain why my deleqation  voted a g a i n s t  the two draft resolution@  A/C.l,/42/~,.27  and

A/C. l/42/1,.57  on a nuclear-acme  freez’8. Our objections  are Well known. They

(:on(:fJrn  t:h(3 very concept ot‘ a frCfezes on which our position hae often been k>ut



JSwmh A/C. l/‘42/PV. 37
68

(Mr. de la Baume, France)-7

Firet,  we believe that a freeze, by definition, would make permanent  existing

s i t u a t i o n 8  and ,  therefore, any  imbalance  at the present time would b e  perpetuated,

as would risks for the State6 concerned, A freeze would also give any State that

had significantly  increaeed  ita w e a p o n s  a  lasting advantage over those countries

that had not made such a n  effort.

Furthermore, it would be  t’ery difficult to verify a freeze a n d  t h e

r.3qotiatione  to establish  ons would  b e  just as long and complex as negotiations  on

the reduction  of weapons. Moreover, a freeze, since it might benefit  one Power,

could hinder negotiations  and therefore undermine tte willingness  of a country to

engage therein.

These are the reasons  why my delegation  voted against  draft resolutions

A/C. 1/42/L.27  and A/C. 1/42/L. 57.

Mr. BRACFGIRDLE  ( N e w  Zealand)r New Zealand  has been unable  to support.-

draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.25 on the ceseation of the nuclear-arms  race and

nuclear disarmament. We have particular  difficulty with two of the preambular

paragrapho in the draft resolution  which arc  critical of the doctrine  of nuclear

deterrence. We recognize  that those  two pa;aqrnphs  comprise  ,,-otations  f ram other

documents  and a r e  not aeeertione contained  i n  t h e  draft resolution  directly.

Nevertheless, the language in those paragrcrphs ie strong.

In New Zealand’s  view, the problem  underlying  the nuclear-arms  race is noL

deterrence, as such. Deterrence  has underpinned the security pol(.cfes of a number

of States and alliances  since the Second World  War and New Zealand respects and

recognizee  t h e  reasons  that have l e d  t o  that nituation. Rather, the prl.>blem  Beems

to 113 to lie in the quantit.y of nuclear  weaponry t h a t  hae built  up over the years.

There is clearly too much nuc lear  weaponry a n d  i t  need8  t o  b e  r e d u c e d  through

mutual,  balanced and verifiable ayreemente  w h i c h  ensure that security is preserved

at each step of the way.
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(Mr. Braceyirdle,  New ZealanJ)- - - .

New ZeaXand has b e e n  very pleaeed, accordingly,  tc o b s e r v e  and give

encouragement  to  the progress that has I.?% made by the two major nuclear-weapon

States in their negotiations to r e d u c e  their e?cwkpiles  of nuclear  weap-me.  W e

hope  t h a t  t h e s e  negotiations  will succeed in reachiny their first yoal noxt month

when a treaty on i ltermediate  and short range nuclear  weapons is expec ‘trl to be

signed  leading  to further substantial,  reductions  in t h e  l e v e l  o f  nriclaar weaponry

in due course. N e w  Zca’land  would hope  that this Commdttee  would focus its

attention  on that particu;ar  problem , the level of nuclear  weaponry. Ne, ) Zealand

has, therefore, been obliged to abstain on that draft r e s o l u t i o n .
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The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French); I should now like to announce

the programme for tomorrow.

A8 regards the group of  draft  resolutions  in cluster 6, the sponsors  have

aeked for a little more time becauea they wish to conduct negotiations  on this

s u b j e c t  u n t i l  Friday,  13 November, 80 the Committee  will not be in a position  to

consider cluster 6 tomorrow.

As regard6 clustor  8, since a revised draft resolution has just been

inLroducsd by the repr 3enta',ive of Australia, and since a document spelling  out

the financial  implications  of chat draft resolution is t o  be prepared, the

Committee  will not b e  in a  pceition tc consider cluster 8.

What  I suggest is that we turn to cluster 7, tha'i ie, draft resolutions

A/C.1/4L/L.7, L.26 a n d  L.28. Then I suggest we turn to cluatlr 9, rthich include3

draft reeolutions A/C.1/42/L.23, L.30, L.46, L.50, L,58/Hev.l,  L.62, L.65 and

Corr.1,  and L.72. We shall  a l s o  b e  cunsl%riny  cluster 10, which includes draft

resolutions  A/C.1/42/~.12, L.18, L.35 a n d  L.73. There is a revlsctd  version of

draft resolution  A/C. 1/42/L.  12, which will be circulated tomorrow  morning.

We shall also be taking ur) cluster 11, which contains draft resolutions

A/C. 1/42/L.22, L.42, L.48, L.54 and L.66.

Tf we have enough  time, we shali  also take up cluster 12, which includes draft

resolutions  A/C.1/42/L.40  and L.54.

LETTER FROM  THE CHAIRMAN  OF THE FIRST  COMMITTEE  TO THI:: PKESIDRNT OF THE C;ENEiUiL,
ASSEMBLY

The  CHAIPMAtj ( interprV.-LaLion  from Frecch) : You will recall that on

19 October 1987, a document entitJ.ed “Lettdr d a t e d  12 October  1987  from the

Chairman of the Fifth Commit tee  addressed  to thu Chtiirman  of the First Commit tee”
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was circulated to the Pieet Committoe under the symbol P ,:.1/42/6. It concerna  the

request to Main Committees, includiny the First Committee,  to communicate  to the

Fifth Committee  their v:ews on the document entitled “Some perspectives  OF the work

of the United Nations in t h e  1990s”, included  in the note b y  the Secretary-General

on the preparation of the next medium-term  plan, document A/42/512, together with a

summary of the prei.imLnary  views expcaesed  by members of the Committee for

Programme  and Co-ordination, in keeping with paragraphs  86-99 of document A/42/16

(Part II). This io part of the process of ensuring  the full participation of

Member States in the preparation of the introduction  to the next medium-term  plan,

a8 lnandated  by the General Assembly  in resolution  41/213.

This matter was subsequantly  brought  to the s,ttention of the open-ended Group

of the Friends  of the Chairman and, following discussions  in that Group,  the

Committee~e Bureau aleo addressed th3 ieeue-

At a meeting this morning of the informal open-ended GK ,>up of the Friends  of

the Chairman, the Group  endorsed  the recommendation  of the Committee’s  Bureau with

KesPeCt to the text of a  letter to b e  transmitted  on t h e  8ubjac.t b y  t h e  Chairman of

the FiKet Committee  to the Chairman  of the Fifth timmittee.

At this s tage ,  I  should  like to call u p o n  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  of the Committee  to

r e a d  i n t o  t h e  record of the Committee the text of the letter Lo which I h a v e  just

referred.

Mr. KHERADJ (Secretary of the Committee)r The  aubetantive  part. of the

text of the letter to which the Chairman has juet  referred wouLd read as  fol lows:

“I have the honour  to refer to your Letter, dated 12 October 1987,

requesting the First Committee  to c o m m u n i c a t e  tc, th- Fiftn Committee  its view&

on the paper ent it Led ‘!;olne  peKSp@Ct  ives on tht? w.>rk  of t,he  United Nations in

the 19YOa’  , included in the note by the Secretary-General  on t h e  pKepaKa¶t.ic)ll
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of the next medium C.erm plan (A/42/512),  together with a summary  of the

preliminary views expressed  bj members of the Comntittee on Programme  and

Co-ordination  (A/42/16, (Part II) , paras. 86-99) , as vart of the process of

ensuring  the full participation of Member  States in the preparation of the

introduction  to the next medium-term plan, as mandated by the Assembly  in

resolution 41/213.

“I wish to inform you that the content of the communication  received from

you was brought to the attentio-i of the First Committee  (A/C.1/42/6).

“In view of the importance and qensitll,ity  of the subject-matter

involved,  and due to the forthcoming  third special session of the General

Ass8embly  devoted to disarmament, which is expected to set up further

guidelines  in the ficJld of disarmament,  the Committee  is not, at t.his stage,

in a position  to express  definitive  views. Further, the members of the

Committee  would like to have more  t i m e  at their disposal  in order to gi:e

greater consideration to thib issue and to consult  their respective  capitals.

It has been agreed that the r-lxnmittee  will. b e  in a better position  to assess

the situation  more  fully at the forty-third session of the General Assembly

next year. ”

The letter is signed b y  the Chairman of tne First Committee  and i-s addressed

to the Chairman  of the Fifth Committee.

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from F r e n c h )  : May I t a k e  it that t h e  First

Committee authorizes its Chairman  to transmit to the Chairman of the Fifth

Committee the text w h i c h  h a s  - j u s t  been red i n t o  t h e  C o m m i t t e e ’ : ;  recor:ls?

It was so decided.
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Tke CHAIRMAN  (interpretation  from French) : I shall now call on those

delegations which wish to speak in exercise of their right of reply,  in k e e p i n g

with the generally  accepted  procedure already agreed upon.

Mr. de La BADME (France) (interpretation from French) r My delegation

cannot lecrve unanswered the statement made before the Committee on 6 November by

the representative of Samoa  on behalf of the countries of t:le South Pacific  Forum,

Members of the united Nations.

Everyone  has known for some years now that French nuclear  tests a;e conducted

under conditions of total security and safety and that their effects are harmless

both to the population ano to the environment. The conclusions of experts, both

national and international, who have studied those effects, particularly the

mission sent 0~~ in 1903 by Dr. Atkinson, the Director of the National Laboratory

of Irradiation of Christchurch in New Zealttd, are perfect ly  clear on that  point .

I should l ike to record, furthermore, that those tests are carried out on MUKUKO~

Atoll, which is ati integral part of the territory of the French Republic. That

being so, the questioning of our nuclear tests by countries situated some thousands

OF kilometres distant from where they are carried out has absolutely no scientific

justificaiion  and is manifestly inspired by purely political concerns,

Finally, my country does not intend to give up its legitimate right to CaKKy

Out, on French territory and within the framework of its soversignty,  acti0r.s  whicll

are necessary for its security, and which are in no way prejudicial to peace in the

region,  to  the security  of  the States  s i tuated therein,  to  the heal th  of  the

populations which live there, or to the elrvironment.

M s .  WillALA (Samoa)  : The stateacnt  we have just heard from the

representative of France, on its nuclear-weapon-testing programme in the Pacific,

did nothing to alter the facts. There a;e no words that he can say that will alter
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the  facts. There are no words tha t  wi.lf guarantor  the rafoty  of  our  region and

make it immune from these tectr. We who l ive in  the  South Pacific reject  and

0ppoRe Francs’s testing of ita nuclear weapons in our region. It should atop those

tests now.

The meeting rose at 6.10 p.m.


