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The meeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m.

AGENDA ITmS 51 'I0 69, 139, 141 AND 145 (continued)

CONSIDERATION OF AND ACT ION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMRNT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the Secretary of the Committee for an

announcement.

The SECRETARY: I should like to inform the members of the Committee that

the following countries have become co-sponsors of the following draft resolutions:

A/C.1/43/L.12:  Djibouti

A/C.l/43/L.33:  Philippines

A/C.l/43/L.43:  Djibouti

A/C.l/43/L.48:  Philippines

A/C. 1/43/L.53: Peru

A&l/43/L. 59: Liberia

A/C.1/43/L.64: Djibouti and Philippines

A/C. l/43/L.65 and L.66: Djibouti

A/C. 1/43/L.69: Ukrainian SSR, Philippines and Liberia

Mr. HYLTBNIUS (Sweden): I have the honour to introduce draft reSOlUti0t-I

A/C.l/43/L.44, concerning the 1980 Convention on Prohihitions or Restrictions on

the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Bxcessively

Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects together with three Protocols, on

non-detectable fragments, on land mines, booby traps and other devices, and On

incendiary weapons.
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The adoption of that Convention on 10 Deoember  1980 was the rerulf of eevertrl.

yeare o f  p repa ra t i on . The  faot tha t  the  Convent ion  entered  in to  foroe  on

2 Deoember 1983 - t h a t  ia, l e e s  t h a n  t h r e e  yeare a f t e r  i t s  a d o p t i o n  - ir a very

enoouraqinq  indiont ion  of the  in ternat ional  oommunity’e  deeire  proqreseively  to

develop interns tional humani tar Ian law in that field and to q ive it ef feot I The

draft resolution cefleots the eatiefaotion  felt at this positive development and

alao notes the  poss ib i l i ty  la id  down in  ar t io le  8  of  the  Convent ion  for reviewing

the scope and operation of the Convention and ita Protooolcr  and for the erttinq of

fu r t he r  i n t e rna t i ona l  s t anda rd8  relatinq  t o  o t h e r  o a t e q o r i e r  o f  o o n v e n t i o n a l

weepone  not covered 60 far ,

The Convention and the three Protooole annexed to it  have been aoceded  to by

28  S t a t e s  pa r t i e s . In the draft reeolu tion Stn tea that have not yet become part ier

to the Convention and the Protooole annexed thereto are urqed to exert their beat

endeavollra  t o  d o  BO as  ear ly  ae possible, eo tha t  t h e  instrument8  may ultimatelY

obta in un iver sal i ty of adher  enoe .

The aponeore of the draft resolution are Australia, Austr is,  Belqium,

Byelorusaian SSR, Cuba, Denmark, Finland, Franoe, German Democratio  Republio,

Greece, Ireland, Italy, Netherlande, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, USSR, Viet Nam,

Yugoslavia and my own delegation, Sweden. O n  be’,lalf o f  t h o e e  eponaors,  I  should

l ike to expteas the  hope  tha t  the  draf t  reeolu t ion  conta ined in  document

A/C. 1/43/L. 44 will be adopted by coneeneus.

Speakinq on behalf of my own delegation, I  should l i k e  t o  make  sane fu r the r

remarks. In our view, some ca teqoc iee of weapons, euch se  i ncend ia ry  weaponup

should be made the objects of fur thee, epeoif ic ree tr ictions. As haa been

suqqes ted in the United Nations etudy on the naval arms racer a cateqory  such a8

sea mines could  be  made the  object of  res t r ic t ions  in  a  new proiocol,  poss ibly  -

--..- --- - .- ---- .-.. ..-
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but not necessarily - within the framework of the present Convention. As a matter

of fact, the Swedish Government has prepared a first draft of a protocol on the use

of naval mines, in line with the 1907 Hague Convention on Sea Mines and the 1981

Protocol  on Land Mines. My delegation is prepared to hand over that draft to any

delegation interested in the matter.

In addition, as pointed out by Sweden at the 25th International Red Cross

Conference in 1986 and in the First Committee last year, developments in laser

technology should be followed closely. There se@ms  to be a risk of the development

of lasers for anti-personnel purposes on the conventional battlefield. It is thus

technologically possible to develop and manufacture specific anti-personnel laser

weapons, the main effect of which would be to blind the adversary’s soldiers

permanently.

In this Committee, Sweden has twice distributed an informal paper on the laser

issue. The conclusion has been that the matter merits international attention and

that an international instrument prohibiting systematic and deliberate use of laser

weapons against individuals should be considered.

It is therefore gratifying to note that, as fat as we have understood it, the

International Committee of the Red Cross is planning a meetinq of experts on the

1aSer  issue in the summer of 1989. We hope that that meeting will contribute to a

further development of international humanitarian law in that field.

Mr. RODRICT)  (Sri Lanka) : I have the honour of introducing draft

resolution A/C.l/43/L. 12, entitled “Prevention of an arms race in Outer SPaCe”. 1

am doing so on behalf of the following countries: Argentina, Bangladesh, Brazil,

Cameroon, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Ghana, India, lndonetsia,  Iran, Jordan,

Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, Sudan, Sweden, Uruguay,

Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zimbabwe and my own country, Sri Lanka.
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The concept of outer space ww rarely evokes automa t ic connota t ione of the

f a n t a e t i o , the  abstract  or  the  romant ic . D e s p i t e  i t s  remqininq  myster ies ,  outer

space has ,  in  a  real  sense, become an environment of increas inq practical,  even

mundane,  re levance to  the da Aly l ives  of  a l l  human beings. All humanity,

t h e r e f o r e ,  h a s  a  s t a k e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  o f  t h i s  l a s t  f r o n t i e r .  T h a t  f u t u r e  h a s  y e t  t o

be determined. The choice  can  s t i l l  be  exera ised  between pursuinq  i t s  potent ia l

for  peaceful  development  on the  one  hand, and,  on the  o ther ,  cour t ing conf l ic ts  of

I nature and scale tha t  cannot  be proper ly  assessed at  this  re la t ively ear ly  staqe

of man’s  foray into space.

The draft  resolution in document A/C. 1/43/L.12  represents an effort on the

par t  of i t s  sponsors  to  promote  in ter  na  t ional  Jo-opera t ion for  the  achievement  of

the twin goals of preventing an arm8 race in outer space and ensuring that the vast

potent ia l  of  tha t  domain is peaceful ly  developed to  the  benef i t  of al l  mank inn. I t

s e e k s  t o  b u i l d  o n  t h e  r e a d i n e s s  o f  a l l  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  object ive8  we a l l

share . T h e  f i r s t ,  s e c o n d , thi rd ,  four th  and twelf th  preambular  paragraphs,  which

echo  s imi l a r  pa raq raphs  of l a s t  yea r ’ s  r e so lu t i on  42/33,  s e rve  t o  emphasize  t h o s e

un iver ea 1 hopes.

As in l a s t  yea r ’ s  r e so lu t i on , t h e  d r a f t  b e f o r e  y o u  KeWllS, i n  i t s  f i f t h ,

s ixth  and seventh pteambular  paragraphs ,  the  ohlign  tions unC.tdtaker  under  the

Treaty  on Pr inciples  Governinq the  Act iv i t ies  of  Sta tes  in  the  Explora t ion and Use

of  Outer  Space,  includinq  the  Moor and Other  Celes t ia l  Bodies ,  and the  re levant

pa rag raphs  adop ted  a t  t he  f i r s t  spec i a l  seasion  d e v o t e d  t o  disarmament. The eiqhth

and twelf th  preambular  paragraphs recal l  the  continuinq  par t  played by the Mneral

Assembly’s  own resolut ions  on the  prevent ion of  an  arms race  in  outer  space  and the

relevant  Paragraphs  of  the  Pol i t ica l  Declarat ion adopted Sy the  Eighth  Conference

of  Heads  of  Sta te  or  Government  of  Non-Aligned Countr ies ,  held  a t  Hacare that

r e l a t e  t o  t h e  subjec t .
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The existing legal re’gime  applicable to outer space is one which, in its

totality, has undeniably served important functions. It has thus far ccntributed

to preventing an arms race in outer space, and it is a widely held conviction that

the riqime should be consolidated and reinforced and that existing agreements, both

bilateral and multilateral, require strict and faithful compliance. Paragraph 13

is relevant: in that regard. However significant the role played by the legal

r&ime,  the pace of technological, strategic and other developments ar is inq from

tha early days of man’s advent into space has now tended to contribute to a growing

recognition that the rggime  by itself does not guarantee the prevention of an arms

race in outer space, nor does it quara.&ee against the use of outer space for

offensive measures affecting Earth, The draft before you, while certainly

ackowl~ging  the important functions served by the r&qime, reflects the position

that further measures are indeed urgently called for, Attention is drawn to the

fifteenth and sixteenth preambrlar paragraphs, as well as to operative

paragraphs 3, 4 and 5.

That outer space has thus far been immune from the armed conflicts that have

plagued planet Earth can hardly be consoling. Man’s presence in space is of but a

moment’s duration in relation to the period of his occupation of this planet. We

are still at the beginning of what we call the space age. To presume that we have

secured its future on the premise that outer space has survived mankind’s

frequently sullying hand for a few decades is to subscribe to a dangerously

beguiling sense of complacency.

Mercifully, the options are still open. We have not yet foreclosed on our

future in space. There is much to be done, however, before it is too late to

ensure that outer space indeed remains free of conflict and safe from weapons in

the midst of the bewilder inq technological developments that are proceeding l
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Toohnology  ir only aa good or am bad aa the  UIIO to  whioh i t  ia put,  and f imely

a0 tion to pr r-•mpt itr abuIe(I, in an atoa a8 yet rrlativoly  maice,  is important.

Paragraph8 10 and 11 reek to ar tioula to rome of our f relinqs  on this matter I

A oonrr  of urgenoy  oan rrrve aa a valuable egur to enoourage praotioal

meaaurea,  with appropriate and effeutive provisions for verifioation,  both at the

b i l a t e r a l  a n d  t h r  m u l t i l a t e r a l  love1 - meatsures  that paragraphs 5 and 6 euqgert

should  bo t a k e n .
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The draft - and this is an important new element - acknowledges, in preambular

paragraph 20, the complementary nature of bilateral and multilateral negotiations.

Fur thermore, it specifically recoqnizes, in preambular paragraphs 17 and 18, that

the vital negotiations between the United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics could make a valuable contribution to multilateral objectives, expressing

the hope, in the next preambular paragraph, that concrete results will emerge from

these bilateral negotiations.

At the multilateral level, as indicated in operative paragraphs 7 and 8, the

Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral negotiatinq forum, has the

Primary role in the negotiations for: the prevention of an arms race in outer

space l This is not to deny in any way the special responsibility of those with

major space capabilities nor to circumscribe or hinder their efforts towards

commonly-held goals. Operative paragraph 12, for example, urqes the United Statts

and the Soviet Union to pursue intensively their bilateral negotiations in a

constructive spirit aimed at reaching early agreement for preventing an arms  race

in outer space.

This year, in the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, the Ad Hoc Committee

concerned examined and identified issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race

in outer space and dealt with existing agreements , as weil as existing proposals

and future initiatives, on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, as

reflected in preambulac paragraph 14. This exercise has contributed to a deeper

understanding of a number of problems and to a clearer perception of various

positions. Operative  paragraphs 9 and 11 request the Conference on Disarmament to

intensify its consideration of the question in all its aspects.

Operative paragraph 10 is a vital paragraph which would have the Conference on

Disarmament, at the beginning of its 1989 session, re-establish an Ad Hoc Committee
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with an adegua te mandate to under take negotiations for the conclusion of an

agreement or agreements to prevent an arms race in outer space in all its aspects.

Operative paragraphs 14, 15, 16 and 17 are self-explanatory and do not require

special comment.

The draft in document A/C,l/43/L.l2  builds upon the near-consensus of General

Assembly resolution 12/43  of Past year but takes into account and seeks to reflect

new developments, including the ongoing discussions between the United States and

the Soviet Union and the work in the Ad Hoc Commit tee on the Prevention of an Arms

Race in Outer Space. The predominant mood in the deaf t is one of hope despite a

note of concern.

We have c,srefully  considered draft resolutions under agenda item 59, kindly

made ava ilable to us by the delegations of China, Italy and the Soviet Union and

submitted to the Committee as documents A/C.lJ43/L.  36, L. 27 and L.59 respectively.

As in past years, the non-aligned and neutral co-sponsors of our draft resolution

hope to continue negotiations with those wh? have initiated other drafts, in an

effort to reach understanding on a single text that would reflect to the maximum

extent possible our individual perceptions as well as, more importantly, our shared

goals and objectives. The co-sponsors of the joint draft resolution

(A/C.l/43/L.  12) remain open to any suggestions that may be made with a view to

enhancing its general acceptability.

Mr. BELLINA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): It is a great honour

for my delegation, on behalf of the co-sponsorsa to introduce two draft

resolutions. The first, contained in document A/C.1/43/L.71,  relates to agenda

item 65 (i): “Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the melf  th

Special Session of the General Assembly: United Nations Regional Centre for Peace,

Disarmament and Development in Latin America” 1 It is co-sponsored by Atgentina,
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Bol ivia ,  Brasil, Colombia ,  Costa Rioa, Dominioan Republ ic ,  El  Salvador ,  Guatemala ,

Honduras, Mexioo, Nepal, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Toqo, Uruquay and Venezuela.

The eeoond deaf  t  reaolut ion  tha t  my delegat ion  i s  in t roduoinq i s  conta ined in

dooument A/C.1/43/L.70  and relates to agenda item 64 (d): “General and Complete

Disarmament) Conventional Disarmament”. Entitled “Conventional Diaarmament On a

reqional  soale”, i t  ie oo-eponeored  by Bangladesh,  Bol ivia ,  Cameroon,  Colombia ,

Corta Rioa, Dominioan Republio,  Eouador, El Salvador, Guatemala, HonduraBr

Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Romania, Sri Lsnka and Uruqtlay.

Ae regard6 the  draf t  resolut ion  on the United  Natlona Regional  Centre  for

Peace, Disarmament and Developnene  in Latin America (A/C. 1/43/L.71)  my deleqation

18 pleased to announoe that in May th ie year a mes t inq was held to prepare for the

Conferenoe of  Experta on the Strengthfining  of Pol i t ica l  Co-opera t ion  in  Lat in

her ioan and the Caribbean which ~a to be held from 6 to 9 December in Lima, with

t h e  participrtion  of  35  o u t s t a n d i n q  pereone o f  expe r i ence  i n  d i s a rmamen t .  Th i s  La

in complianae  with the mandate qiven to the regional centre in General Assembly

rbeolution  42/39  K. The draft  resolution in dooument A/C.1/43/L.71  also recommends

that the centre hold two meetinqe in 1989 in order to ensure effective and

permanent follow-up of the important woe k being done by the regional centre in the

context of the World Diearmament Campaign.

On this occasion  my deleqation would like to expr ~3s once aqa in its aympa thy

with and decided euppor  t for the United Na tione  Req iona 1 Centre for Peace and

Disarmament in Af r ica and the recently inauqurated United Na tiona Req ional r-?n tre

for Peace and Disarmament in A8 ia. I t  i s  n o  c o i n c i d e n c e  t h a t  t h e  p e o p l e s  o f  t h e s e

three  C:BQioW,  facinq  urgent  development  needs ,  have  decided to  crea te  these

r eg iona l  c en t r e s . Thie  is t e s  timorry t o  t h e  d e s i r e  o f  all o f  u s  t o  support  t h e
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oauae of  peace. The importance that we the co-sponsor a  attach to these req ional

centre8  is WiaenCe of our desire to give concrete expression to the diearmament

oampa iq n .

We Want to educate world public opinion reqardinq matters of disarmament and

the dtasemina  tion of documentation, and we wish to make more widsly  known the

desire cf Gbverments  to implement the noble pr inciples of peace and disarmament

throuqhou t the wor Id. We feel bound to acknowledqe and euprbort this moat important

wor k. I t  i s  par t icular ly  important  in  Lat in  America ,  where  there  has  been a desi re

to  promote  pol i t ica l  and reqional  co-opera t ion,  as  wel l  as  conf idence ,

understandlnq and eolidar ity. In thiu  way we wish to strsnqthen peace, reqional

secur i ty and development .

We a re  aware  t ha t ,  q iven  t he  f i nanc i a l  d i f f i cu l t i e s  o f  t he  Un i t ed  Na t ions ,  t he

voluntary contributions that Member Sta tea are willinq to make to the ReqiOnal

Centre  wi l l  be absolutely  necessary. Acoordinqly, my deleqation appeals to Member

Sta tea, par titularly  our brother Sta tea in Le tin America and the Caribbean, to

c o n t i n u e  t o  mak& t h e i r  v a l u a b l e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  t h a t  f u n d . We s h o u l d  a l s o  like t o

thank those deleqattons that  have a l ready made contr ibut ions  a t  the  Sixth  Uni ted

Nations Pledqinq Conference for the War Id Di:iarmament  Campaiqn.

D r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/43/L.71  i s  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  b r o a d  cOnSUltatiOnS. In  t he

ope ra t i ve  pa r t  i t  r e a f f i rms  t he  manda t e  o f  t he  Req iona l  Cen t r e ,  wh ich  ia s e t  f o r th

i n  Genes-i  Assembly r e s o l u t i o n  41/60  J ,  a n d  i s  c o n s o n a n t  with  the  qeneral

objectives of the World Disarmament Campaiqn. At  the  same t ime i t  takes  note  wi th

sat isfact ion of  the  forthcominq  Conference  of  Exper ts  on  the  St renqtheninq of

Political Co-operation in Latin America and the Cal ibbean in the fields of peace,

disarmament, development and security. As has already been sta ted, this conference

wil l  be held  f rom 6 to  9  December a t  the  headquar ters  of  the  centre . At the same
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timr,  the draft resolut ion  appeals  to member  countr ies  and to  in ternat ional

oeganisatione,  both govermental  and non-governmental, to make voluntary

oont r ibut ione  to  the  Regional  Centre, and operat ive  paragraph 6  oal ls  on the

Seorrtary-Qeneral  to tranemit thie appeal to all Member States.

Final ly ,  Peru want8 to  make very c lear  what  the  Regional  Centre!  8 f ie ld  of

aot ion  should  be. We think that  it should  be cal led  the  “Uni ted  Nation8 Regional

Centre for Peaoe, Diaarmnment and Development in Latin  America and the Caribbean’,

Here I would like to etreee  not only the valuable contr  ibutione made to the

Regional Centre by our brother8  from the Caribbean but aleo the dedication and

effor te of many of their representatives in euppor t of peace, diearmament and

development.
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Ae r ega rds  t he  s econd  d r a f t  r e eo lu t i on , whioh wo are in troduc inq on this

OOOaaiOn,  and which has to do with oonventional diearmament on a regional ecale, it

brings up to date General Assembly resolutions 40/94 A, 41/59  M and 42/38  N. Those

reeolutiane were adopted with no oppoeinq  vote by the Oeneral Assembly.

Th la- draft has also been the aubjeot of the neoessary informal ooneul ta tionA.

The preambular  par t  expresses  aupport  for  regional ,  subregional  and uni la tera l

efforts to reduoe armament8 and military expenditures. I t  i s  t h o u q h t  t h a t  meaaurea

at  any level ,  which are  in  ooncord wi th  the  purposes  and pr  inoiples  of  the  Uni ted

Na tione Charter and whioh are the result of wha Lever speo ial circumstances maY

exie t  in  each region, deserve the eupport of the internotional community, became

those ef for ta are aimed at s trerrq then inq mutual oonf idenoe and increae inq the

aecur ity of the ooun tr lea involved.

At the same t ime, the preamble of the draft we are submittinq  to the Committee

for consideration reaff Irma the complementary nature of reqional and subreqional

effor ta in euppor t of peace and disarmament, a8 opposed  to qlobal  effor ts . At the

same t ime,  the  preambular part  take8 in to  account the Final  Dccument of  1976. That

dooumen t says, in ter  a l la ,  tha t  nothinq should  s tand !.n the way of the  fu l l

implementation of conventional disarmament measures. Those measures should be

Oar tied out together with measures for nuclear disarmament, which is the top

priority in the area of general and complete disarmament.

The final paragraph of the preamble stresses the efforts that have been made

by ou r  Orqan i za t i on  to  se t t l e  va r i ous  r eg iona l  con f l i c t s  i n  a  peace fu l  and  lastinq

manner, I t  n o t  o n l y  c o n s t i t u t e s  a  reaffirnation  o f  t h e  i n h e r e n t  v a l i d i t y  o f  t h e

pr inc ip les  set  for th  in  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  Char ter , but also br inqs out unden iablv

the importance  of  the silent but f rui t fu l  work that  has  been done by the  world

Organ iza tion, to which we q ive our permanent support.
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T h a t  ie p r e o i e e l y  t h e  spirit o f  the  ope ra t i ve  par t  of  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  now

before you. I t  etrreaee  eat ie taot ion  with the  oonvent ional  diavrmament  measures

that  have been adopted jo int ly  or  uni la tera l ly  by oountr lea in  order  to  a l locate

whatever resouroee are needed to their development and the aocial and eoonomic

we1 l-be inq of the ir peoplee. This r e f l ec t s  no t  on ly  a mani f e s t  r e j e c t i on  o f  t hose

countries  that continue to be involved in a eter ilo, mad arm8 raoe, but aleo an

expreeeion  of qcod will  to br inq about reqional aqreemente on the limitation of

armlr expenditurea.

Operative paragraph 2 is aimed at eupportinq  the efforts that have been made

by countries involved in the peaceful settlement of reqional confliots. I t  a l s o

ray8 that those ef for te should be supper  ted by conorete  conventional disarmament

measures in the in teree ts of strengthen inq peace and promo tinq development as a

matter of urgency.

There la no need for us to oomment on operative paraqraphe 3 and 4, because

our Organ Isa tion and our Seore tary-General deeerve full support in the del ica ta and

patient task that we have asslqned to them.

Operative paragraph 6 oon taine an appeal to all coun tr lee outside a q iven

reqion  - espeoially the ma jar producers and suppliers of weapons - to be guided by

the  wi l l  of  those  countr ies  which,  l ike  mine , want to br inq about in a sovereign

manner  f ree  of  any outs ide interference, r eq ional aqr eemen ts quar antee inq peace and

taecur itY, and promoting their development and the well-beinq  of their peoples.

The Commit tee  has  before  i t  two draf t  reeolut ions  which are  the  resul t  of

broad consul ta t ions  amonq the  vat  ious deleqa  t ions  present  here .  Both  draf t

resolutions, as contained in documents A/C. 1/43/L.70  and A/C. 1/43/L. 71, are, In OM

o p i n i o n ,  u n c o n t r o v e r s i a l . We therefore hope the t they will be adopted by a broad

consensus,
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Mr, MUHAMMAD  ( I raq )  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f rom Arab ia )  I I wiah to refer to

agenda item 69 entitled Irraeli nuolear armament.

The Ieraeli entity’8  poeeeeeion  of nuolear weapons toqether  with their

de1 ivery vehiolee ie now one of the frightenin faote whioh the Middle Eaet ha8 to

faoe. The  Yravity of the  s i tua t ion  ie being exoerbatad by the agqreeeive and

expaneionie  t  pol ioy  pursued by the Israel i  rdqime,  whioh i s  baaed on flagrant

oontempt  of  the  wi l l  of the  in ternat ional  communi ty . Ite polioy  ie e m b o d i e d  i n  t h e

oooups tion of Arab terr i tor ice, the annexation of some  of thoee  terr i tar lee and the

o o n t i n u a t i o n  o f  t h e  moat  hideoue  t e r ro r  iet p r ao t i oee  aga in s t  t he  Palestlnien  p e o p l e

in  the  oooupied  te r r i tor  ice. I t  denies  the  Pales  t in  ian people  ite inal ienable

right to r id I teelf of the hegemony of Zion iat oooupa tion, to aohieve

sel f -determinat ion  and to  ee tabl ieh  an  independent  etate on its own lanc3.

Al l  t he  State8  o f  t h e  r e g i o n  h a v e  a d h e r e d  t o  t h e  n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n  r/qime by

aooedinq t o  t he  Non-P ro l i f e r a t i on  Treatv and  by plaoinq  a l l  t h e i r  nuolear

inetallatione under the eafequarde system  of the International Atomio Energy Aqenoy

(IAEA). Those which have not aooeded to i t  do not poe8ees  any nuolear  ener9Y

programmee. T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  n u o l e a r  i n e t a l l a t l o n e  of  Israel  are t h e  only

e i q n i f i o a n t  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  that  have  still n o t  b e e n  p l a c e d  u n d e r  t h e  eafequarde

r6gime  and under inter national oontrol. T h i s  hae m e d e  i t  easy f o r  Israel t o  use

ite i n e t a l l a t i o n e , in co-operation with South Afr ioa and oer tain Sta tea well known

f o r  eupportinq  t h a t  r a c i s t  e n t i t y , to manufacture and produce nuclear weapone.

T h e  Ieroeli  nuc l ea r  a r s ena l  poees a  g rave  t h r ea t  t o  t he  NohProliferation

Treaty  regime in  the  region, encouraqinq the accelera t ion and escala t ion of  the

arms race and deetabil iz inq the area, bee ides be ing a r ea 1 threat to peace and

eecur  it.y . Israel a n d  t h e  oirclen  t h a t  c o l l u d e  with  i t  b ea r  the  fu l l ,  g rave

reeponeibility  fo r  t h e  eerioue  r eg iona l  implicatione  of  Ieraal’s  nuc l ea r  a rmamen t .
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Tha faot that the Irraeli entity ie oontinuing to defy the will  of the

international  oommunity  ie due firrt of all to inability of the international

organisatione  to  take  the  neaeerary meaaurea t o  detrr i t  a n d  p r e v e n t  i t  from

oont inuing  to threaten  peaor and soour i ty.

The draft rerolution oonoerning Irraeli nuolear armament now before the

Committee doee not really provide for the integrated meawrea required, but it

reprrrentr  the minimum to whioh we murt lend our full eupport. Ierarl hae

dier~ardad al l  the previous reeolu t ione  whioh oalled  upon it to  r rnounoe  the

poaaerrion  o f  n u o l e a r  weapon8 a n d  plaoe  a l l  its naolear  inetallatione  u n d e r

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  o o n t r o l . It has rejeoted  the implanentation  of all those

rarolutione,  i n o l u d i n g  8eourity C o u n o i l  r e s o l u t i o n  4 8 7  (1981),  t h e  r e s o l u t i o n s  o f

the Wmral Aarembly  and those of the IAEA, the laet of whioh wa8 QC/487,  whioh was

adopted last September.

With reepeot to the Feeue  before UB# it ie amal ing to see that oer ta in Sta tee

have turned a blind eye to the real and extremely grave danger8  posed by I:rael’B

nuolear armament and aggreeeive polioy,
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Certain State6 defend the goeition of the Terarli rdgime and provide politio&l

oover for i t  in  in ternat ional  forums In  an a t tempt  to  impede the adopt ion  of

reeolutions  oommeneurate with the gravity of the eiturrtion. There  ie no  be t te r  way

to expreee our rejeotion  and oondemnation of this approaoh  than by voting in favour

of draft reeolution A/C.l/43/L.6.

The repreoentative  of the Zionlet  entity ha8 always followed the oouree,

oharaoter la tio of that rbgime,  of not dealing direotly with the ieeue in quee tion

b u t  d i e t r a o t i n g  attent?on  b y  f o o u e i n g  o n  extraneoue  issues. The, h e  @peaka

some times of the e toakpil  ing of oonventional weapons by the Arab Sta tee,

dieregarding  the poeeeeeion  by hirp entity of aonventional  weapons, equal in number

to  t h e  t o t a l  poeeeeeed  b y  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  o o u n t r i e a  of  t h e  resion. He d ie rega rds ,

when i t  eultr him,  Ierael i  nuolear  armaments  and its aaoeler  -tion  of  the  arm8 raoe

in  the  region. At other times he interfere6  in the intern&l  affairs of oertrin

States  and  a l l ege8  t ha t  this 18 a  log ioa l  reason for  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o m m u n i t y  t o

o o n d o n e  t h e  aqgreeeive,  t e r ro r  let Ieraeli  p o l i o y .  T h e n  agein, t h e  same

repreeentative  r e i t e r a t e s  t he  amb iguous  Btatement we  60 ofterr hea r  t ha t  t ha t  en t i t y

will  not be the f iret to introduoe nuclear weapons into the Middle East, while at

t h e  same  t i m e  i t  doee not  deny  t he  poeeeeeion  of  n u o l e a r  weapon&!. Did not  Vanunu’a

dieoloeures  re la te  to  the  development  and produo t ion  of  nuclear weapons?  If 18rael

poeseeeee  n u c l e a r  weapons, 18 80 olbarly stated by Vanunu, what ie the meaning of

the  s ta tement  tha t  tha t  ent i ty  wi l l  not  be  the  f iret to  in t roduce  nuclear  weapon8

in to  the  Middle  East? The  ques t ion  arieee whether  this means that  such weapons  are

etockpiled  ou t s i de  t he  r eg ion ,  i n  Sou th  Af r i ca .

Mr. FAN GuoxianA (China) (interpretation from Chinese) : I  am speaking

today to  in t roduce  the  two draf t  retaolutione  eponeored by the  Chinese  delegat ion:

d r a f t  r e eo lu t i on  A/C.l/43/L,l4,  on  nuc l ea r  d i ea rmamen t ,  and  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

A/C. 1/43/L. 15, on conventional disarmament.
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At t he  fo r ty - eeoond  eeeeion,  l a s t  yea r , the Qeneral Aeeembly adoptled  by

ooneeneue  the  draf t  reeolu t ione  apmeored by the  Chinese  delegat ion  on nuolear  and

oonven tional d iearmament , The faot that those two draf te were adopted by oonaeneue

showed that  they refleoted the  oommon aepiratione of  al l  oountriee  to  nuolear  and

oonventional  disarmament and pointed out in an effeotive way the outstanding

problMW in regard to the aohievemant of nuolear and conventional diearmament, We

are now eubmi t ting this year’ B draft reeolu tions on the baa la of last year @ 8 texts,

taking into ooneideration the development  of the diearmament prooeee in the paet

year I as w e l l  ae t h e  viewe  o f  a l l  o the r  parties.

In the per lob einoe the First  Committee oonoluded its work last year there has

been enoouraging progress in the field of nuolear disarmament. The United Sta tea

and the Soviet Union have oonoluded, r atif led and begun to implanen  t the Treaty on

the El im ina tion of In termed la to-Range and Thor ter-Range Miae ilee. The

international aommunity univereally weloomee thin  progreee  by the two oountr lee in

the  f ie ld  of  nuolear  d iearmament  and hoper  that  they wi l l  be  able  to  observe

etr iotly and implement fully that Treaty.

Draft  reeolu t ion  A/(2,1/43/L.  14 aff i rms that  progress and goee  on  to  poin t  out

that the Soviet Union and the United Statee, whioh are in  poseeeeion  of the  largeat

nuolear ar eenale, s h o u l d  f u r t h e r  f u l f i l  t h e i r  apecial ree~naibility  f o r  n u o l e a r

diearmament, take the lead in ha1 t ing the nuolear arms reoe and enter in to

negot ia t ion8 in  earnes t  in  order  to  reaoh an early agreement on a  radical  reduct ion

o f  t h e i r  n u c l e a r  a r s e n a l s . A t  t he  same t i m e , all ooun tr lee are eer iouely  concerned

about  t h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  arm6 r ace  be tween  the super-Powers. A reference to th ie haa

b e e n  a d d e d  t o  t h e  p r e a m b u l a r  part o f  d r a f t  r e eo lu t i on  A/C.l/43/L.14,  namely, an

e x p r e e e i o n  o f  t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  the q u a l i t a t i v e  a e p e o t  of  t h e  arms raoe  neede to  b e

addreaeed illong  wi th  i te  quant i ta t ive  aspect .



NW1 1 A/C. 1/43/PV.  30
23-25

(Mr. Fan Guoxiang, China)

The importance and necessity of oonven tional diearmament are the eubjeot Of

the  conoern and a t tent ion of  an  inoreaeinq number of  delegat ions . As we all know,

conventional disarmament is a complex problem which has many aepeote. As in the

past two year 8, the Chinese deleqation has taken full  note of the oonoer n of all

par  t ies  on  th is  ques t ion . Dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.l/43/L.15  n o t  o n l y  p o i n t s  out  tha t

nuclear  d isarmament  has  the  highest  pr ior i ty  but also etreesee  the  dangers  to  world

peace and secur i ty  caueed by ware and oonf l ic te  fouqht  with convent ional  weapona.

I t  points  out that  the  mil i tary  force8 of al l  count r ies  should  not  be used o ther

than for the purpose of self -defence and encourages all Sta tee to take appropriate

steps to promote progress in conventional diearmament. At the  same t ime,  i t  urges

the  coun t r i e s  w i th  t he  l a rqee t  m i l i t a ry  a r s ena l s  wh ioh  bea r s  a  spec i a l

responsibi l i ty ,  and the  member  States of  the  two major  mil i tary  a l l iances  to

conduct  ser ious  naqot ia t ions . I t  r e f e r s  t o  a l l  r eg ions  o f  the  wor ld  but  etresees

the import.nnce  o f  Eu rope ,  becauee E u r o p e  i s  t h e  r e g i o n  tha t  has  t he  l a rges t

ooncsntra tton of arms and forces and also because a new momentum may be generated

in  the  near fu ture  in  the  f ie ld  of  convent ional  diearmament as a resul t  of  the

efforts of +.he European countr  lee. As compared wi th  resolu t ion  42/38  G, adopted by

consensus  a t  the  for ty-second sess ion of  the  General  Assembly,  there  are  no

substant ive  ChnnqQs  in  draf t  resolut ion A/C. 1/43/L.  1s.

Nuclear disarmament and conventional disarmament remain important priority

problems llrt the  present  timrp. The Chinese  de leqat ion  i s  submit t inq  these  two draft

r E!90111  t ion!; in t.he h o p e  t h a t ,  a8 w i t h  s i m i l a r  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  t h e y

will be :idoptt?d  by consennus  by the First Committee and aiso by the General

Assc?mhly  .
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I wish today

to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.34,  sponsored by Bangladesh, India,

Pakistan, Sweden and Mexico, which relates to the study on the climatic and other

global effects of nuclear war. That study (A/43/351) was prepared by a Group of

Consultant Experts chosen by the Secretary-General, in conformity with the request

contained in resolutions 40/152 G of 16 December 1985 and 41/86 H of

4 December 1986.

Members will recall that in those resolutions the General Assembly noted the

conclusions of studies published on this subject and recognized the necessity Of

systematic research. It therefore requested the Secretary-General, with the

assistance of a group of consultant experts, to carry out a study on the climatic

and potential physical effects of nuclear war, which would examine, inter alia, its

socio-economic consequences.

In response to that request, the Secretary-General transmitted to the General

Assembly in document A/43/351 the "Study on the climatic and other global effects

of nuclear war". I shall highlight some of its conclusions, which stress the

validity of the joint declaration of 21 November 1985 by the leaders of the United

state.5 Of America and of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics  that “a nuclear

war cannot be won and must never be fought":

"The scientific evidence is now conclusive that a major nuclear war would

entail the high risk of a global environmental disruption. . .."

n
l . .

I

. . . The direct effects of a major nuclear exchange could kill hundreds

of millions: the indirect effects could kill billions". (A/43/351, paras.  22

and 24)
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BY  adoptinq draft resolution A/C.l/43/L,34,  the General Aesembly would express

in  i t s  presmbular  part  i ts  grave aonaetrn  a t  the  oonolue ions  of the study. I n  t h e

operative part i t  would expreee i ta appreoia  t ion to the Saoretary-General and thq

Group of Coneultant Experts whioh aeeiated him in the preparation of the study and

would oommend the 8 tudy and i te oonolueione  to the attention of a 11 Member States

and invite them to oommunioate to the Seoretary-General  their views on the study

before 1 September 1989. Final ly ,  aa i s  t radi t ional  in  suoh oases,  the  Assembly

would rwuest the Seoretary-General  to make the neoessary arranqements  for the

reproduotion  of the report aa a United Nations publioation and to qive i t  the

widest  possible dis t r ibut ion ,

Mr.  BAYART  (Mongol ia)  ( in terpre ta t ion f rom Frenoh)  t I wish to introduoe

draft  resolution  A/C,1/43/L.48  under  agenda i tem 67 (m), ent i t led  “Disarmament

Week”. The draf t  resolut ion  is sponsored  by Anqola ,  Bulgar ia ,  the  Byelorussian

Soviet Sociallet  Republio, Czeohoslovak is, the German Demoora tio Republic, Japan I

the La0 People’8 Democratic Republic, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, the

Philippinea,.  Samoa, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Viet Nam and Mongolia.

A week devoted to foster inq the objet tives of disarmament was proclaimed 10

years aqo by the General Aeeembly at i ta f ir at special aess ion devoted t0

diearmament .  Since  then, the Week has rema ined as important a8 ever. The Sta tes

Members of the United Nations continue to view the Week as an excellent OppOrtUnitV

t0 reaff i rm thei r  commitment  to  s t renqtheninq in ternat ional  peace  and secur i ty  and

diearmament, and to aler tinq war Id public opinion about this cause 1 that has been

shown by the report of the Secretary-Genxal  (A/43/508 and Add.1) on Disarmament

Week,  and by the  e ta temente  made a t  the  Firs t  Commit tee’s  recent  Bolemn  meetinq  in

observance of Disarmament Week by a Vice-President of the General Assembly, the

Secretary-General and repreaen ta t ivee of the var ious reqional qroupn.
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Espec i a l l y  i n  ite operat ive  par t , the dca f t 1: eaolu t ion resembles resolu  t ion8

of  p r ev ious  yea r s ,  pa r t i cu l a r ly  t ha t  adop ted  a t  t he  fo r tv - eeoond  se s s ion . The

draft  resol\.tion  invi tes  Member States and in ternat ional  and nat ional

non-governmental orqaniaations to continue to observe and take an active part in

Diearamment Week and to inform ths, Secretary-General of the activities undertaken

to promote disarmament.

In  i t s  f!inal  pa rag raph  tne  d ra f t  resolu?ion reques t s  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  to

su!imit  :o the General Assembly at i te forty-fourth session a report on the

implementa t ion of  i t s  provis ions .

The sponsor a hope the draft resolution can be adopted unanimously, and in a

spirit  of oompromise and co-operfition, and tak inq into account the positions of a

number of deleqa tiona, we have,  as  we did  l rs t  year ,  made aer ious  effor ts  to

formulate  a  new text ,  wi th  the  dele t ion or substantive modif icat ion of  several

passaqes  in the tesolut ion adopted by a major i ty of members af the General Assembly

at  the  for ty-second session (resolut ion 42/86 D) . Compar  fnq tha t resolu t ion w I th

dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.l/43/L.  48 ,  i t  i s  e a sy  t o  s ee  t he  d i f f e r ences  and  t he

s u b s t a n t i a l  chanqes  made  s ince  l a s t  yeac’a text .
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In I ts preamble the deaf t  resolu t.ion refers to new impor  ant development@J  in

the areas of arms l imitation and disarmament efforts and stresses the vital

importance of el im inra t inq the three t of a nuclear and oonven tional war I endinq  the

nuclear and conventional arms race and bringing about disarmament. It emphas itea

the need for and importance of wor Id public opinion in support of ha1 t inq and

reve r s ing  t he  q loba l  a rms  r ace  i n  a l l  Lts a speot s .

The sponsors  of  the draf t  resolut ion have made  a l l  these  changes  in  the  hope

that  it would enable  those  who las t  year  had cer ta in  diff ioul t ies  in  eupportinq  the

draft ceRolution  on Disarmament Week to re-examine their positions and vote in

favour  of  the  draf t  resolut ion I  am now in t roduoinq .  We of course hope that  a l l

t he  o the r  S t a t e s  w i l l ,  a s  i n  t he  pa s t ,  qive i t  t h e i r  v a l u a b l e  baokinq l

A8 wi l l  be  s een  f rom the  l i s t  o f  i n i t i a l  sponso r s  o f  t he  d r a f t  resolutib-,

this year’s reflects the addition of Japan. New Zealand, Samoa, Papua New Guinea

and the  Phi l ippines . I take this opportunity to express my profound qratitude to

the new sponsors and thank them for their very enoouraq inq CO-OpeCatiOn. I  should

1 Ike to say that I was very pleased to work with the representative of New Zealand,

in this case my colleaque  Mr, Fyfe, on draf t ing the  text  of the  draft  resolu t ion ,

an? 1 therefore  wish to  thank most  s incere ly  the  deleqa  tion  of  New Zealand for  its

co-opera t ion.

Lastly,  once  aqain I  w i sh  t o  exp re s s  t he  hope  t ha t  t he  d r a f t  reeolution  I  have

just in traduced w il!. meet with the unanimous support of the members Of Out

Commi ttas and he adonted wl thout A vote.

I t  w i l l  be  r eca l l ed  tha t  l a s t  yea r  t he  Gene ra l

Assembly ador>ted wlthout a vote  resolu t ion  42/39 D for  the  es tabl ishment  of  the

United Natic’lns  Reqional Centre Ear Peace and Disarmament In Asia, with its

headquarter a In Ka thmandu,  Nepal. My deleqation wishes to express its deep

appreciation for the honour accorded Nepa 1 by its beinq deaiqnated  to serve as the
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venue of the Centre. This was oonf iemeb by the Headquarter r agreement and

memorandum of under etandinq 8 iqnec? between Hi8 Majee ty'e Qover  nmetlt  of Nepa 1 and

the Department of Diearmament Affaire in June this year.

At this point I do not dish  to take muoh of the Committee’s time by reoallinq

other details exoept to refer to the Seoretary-General’e report co the ourrent

oeseion  of the General Assembly about the measures  he haa taken to make full

util isation of the ewistinq United Nations 1nfraet;uoture  in Kathmandu with a view

to the full  employment of available reeouroea.

The inauguration of the Centre is planned for early next year) and that event

will coinoide  with the meetinq of repreeentativee of about 15 oountr lee to draw up

thr plane and programmes for the Centre.

Dra f t  r e eo lu t i on  A,/C,1/43/L.68,  whioh, i n  ooneultat:on  wi th  o the r  As i an

S ta tee, I have the honour to in troduoe now, seeks to reaff irm the deoia ion of the

General Assembly at  i t s  for ty-second sess ion. It a 180 commends the

Seoce ta ry -Genera l  for  h i s  effc- te so  f a r  i n  implementinq  t h e  d e c i s i o n  a n d  requeclts

h i m  t o  OontiiIue l e n d i n g  a l l  p o s s i b l e  aeeietanoe t o  t h e  C e n t r e ,  N e e d l e s s  t o  say ,

the Centre has great  potent ia l  in  enh,,lloinq  publ ic  awareness  in  Asia ,  the  larqest

oontinent both in terms of size and population, on complex matters related to acme

oontrol and disarmament, Likewise  i t  oan play a very useful  role  in  CO-OCdtnatinq

the et forte of the Asian coun tr lee in the field of disarmament, thereby

oontc ibuting to an atmosphere of mutual trust and co-operation.

The  draft resolu t ion  a lso  recoqnizes  C!I~ f inanoia l  diff ioulties  facing the

Uni ted  National  hence  the  Centre  a t  present  wi l l  be to ta l ly  dependent  upon

voluntary oontr ibutions. His Majesty’s Government of Nepal ia committed to

render inq all  porsible assie tancs to the Centre,

Draft  resolu t ion  A/C.l/43/L.68  also  appeals  to  a l l  Member  Sta tes  of  the  Uni ted

Na tionr and interas ted orqan iaa tione  to make voluntary oontr ibu tions to enable
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the Centre to function effectively under its mandate. I avail myself of this

opportunity to express our deep appreciation to those Member States that have

already pledged contributions to the Centre.

MY delegation is confident that draft resolution A/C.l/43/&68 will receive

the unanimous support of the Committee.

MS. VAJPAYEE (India) : I have asked to speak to introduce three draft

resolutions. The first of these is contained in document A/C.V43/L.56, entitled

“Freeze on nuclear weapons”, sponsored by Romania and India.

Statements made in the Committee have again demonstrated that the nuclear-arms

race is a source of grave concern to humanity. While we have applauded the Treaty

between the United States of America and %?;rlp Znion  of Soviet Socialist Republics On

the Elimination of Their Intermediate-,?znqe and Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF

Treaty - as a first step on L!!e to.5d to n-sclear  disarzaaaent, we are convinced that

if the arms race is to be arrezL&d aad reversed t!~e  quest for mre and neuer

weapons has first to be stopped. ?he pxxhc:ion  not cmly of nuclear weapons but

also of fissionable material for weamns  pJrl;Loses  must be capped.

Our draft resolution, uhich  we have placed before the General Assembly  every

year since the second special session of L?e General Assembly devoted to

disarmament in 1982, seeks a simultaneous and ecrac! 4 te stoppage of the production

Of nuclear weapons and a cut-off in the production of fissionable material for

weapons purposes. This is a practical and readily enforceable measure.

It has been amply demonstrated that verification no lonqer poses

insurmountable problems in the field of nuclear disarmament. The successf u 1lY

neqotia  ted INF Treaty is proof of this. Given political will, the proposal

contained in this draft resolution can be qiven effect.
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With a out-off in produotion of f ieeionable mater ial for weapona  purpo8e81 all

nuolear faoilitire will beaome  peaarful  and oan be made eubjeot to

non-dieor iminatory  in ternat ional  safeguarde  on a universal  baeie. Suoh a

development  would be a positive etep towards the developnent of a new treaty to

replaoe the dieoriminatory Trerty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuolrar  Weapona,  I

treaty that would give legal wffeot to the binding oommitment  of nuolear-weapon

Sta tee to eliminate all nuolear weapons and of all non-nuolear-weapon S ta tee not t0

or088 the nuolear weapons threshold, Suoh a development would also demonstrate the

oomplementary and mutually eupportive relationehip  between bilateral and

multilateral effor ta in the field of disarmament.
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On behalf Of the delegations of Alger ta, Argentina, Bangladerh, Bhutan,

Eouador, EqYPt, Ethiopia, Indoneeia,  Madagasoar, Romania, Viet Nam, Yuqoolavia  and

India, 1 should now like to inttoduoe  draft rerolutron A/C.l/43&55,  entitled

“Convention on the prohibition of the uee of nuolear weapon@“.

For the pa8t eeveral yaare the Qeneral Aeeembly hats been adopt inq reeOlUtiOn@

oallin9  for a Prohibition of the use of nuolear weapons. bat year it adopted, by

an overwhelming majority, r e e o l u t i o n  42/39  C  o n  thie e u b j e o t .  S i q n i f i o a n t l y ,  t w o

nuoi ar-weapon  Statee have aleo l upPorted this draft reeolution. It was alro f iret

eubmltted by India at the eeoond  epeoial eeeaion of the General Aseembly devoted to

disarmament, in 1982, and inoludee aa an annex a draft c!onvention  on thie eubjeot.

The Conferenoe on Diearmament, the sole  multilateral negotiating body, har

repeatedly been requeeted  by the General Aeeembly to undertake :reqotiatione  with

th ie  objeot ive  in  v iew. Aooordinqly  we have aleo eubmitted our draft oonvention  to

the Conferenoe on Diearmament for ita ooneideration. It is therefore a matter of

ooneiderable regret that,  despite the lapoe  of 80 many yeare, the Conferenoe On

DFaarmament  haa not been able to raqieter any proqreee  on thie important draft

r e s o l u t i o n . At the same time no reasona have been advanoed a8 to why euoh a

convention ehould not be negotiated. To relate the urqenoy of preventinq nuolear

war to that  of prevent ing a l l  ware in  loneral  ie to  deny the  epeoial threat  that

nuclear weapons pose to the survival of mankind. We are eubmittinq our draft

reaalu tion once age in to under 1 ine the impor tanoe of prohibit inq the use of nuolear

weapons, In the hope that this body will be able to br inq the weiqht of ite moral

authority to bear on the Conference on Diearmament to persuade it to commence

negotiations on thie Item.

The  pr inc ip le  underlyinq  the  draft  convent ion  which  ie attached to  draft

resolution A/C.1/43/L.S5 is  baaed on the hiqheet quidinq pr inciplee  behind

in ternat ional  law,  a8 i t  has been recoqnized by the  General  Aeeembly th t the  UBC
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or threat of one of nuclear  weapon8  would be a violation of the Charter of the

United Nation8 and oontrary to the laws of humanity. This  pr  ino ip le  was aaoepted

more than two deoadee  ago in resolution 1653 (XVI) of 1961. Despite the inoreaeinq

oonoern  voioed  by people8 all over the world, nuolear ar eenale  have oontinued  to

qrow. The INF Treaty hae been weloomed, ae a l l  r e d u o t i o n e  i n  n u o l e a r  a r e e n a l e

enhanoe aeour  i ty,  and to ta l  e l iminat ion  would  lead  to  to ta l  aeour i ty aqainflt  the

poeeibility of a nuolear holooauet. But  i t  ie still t r u e  t h a t  t h e  n u m b e r  o f

weapons to be et1 iminated  under that Treaty ie leee than the number of weaponrr ded

dur ing the lae t f ivr year e. The paoe of nego tie tione must  be a tepped  uP and

prohibtion of the uee of euoh weapon8  aooepted by all nuoleur-weapon  Sta tee,

Humanity rhould not play this game of brinkmanship  with ite own survival.

The wor Id weloonled the eta tement  eiqned by the United Sta tee of Amer ioa and

the Soviet Union which deolared  that a nuolear war oannot be won and muet never be

fought, Our approaoh in  this draft  resolu t ion  ie to  t ransform tha t  undere tandinq

into a legally binding oommitment. A oonvention on the non-use of nualear  WeaWn~

ha@ been euqqeeted, with a view to tranalatinq thie universal concern ilrto  oonorete

a0 tion by r emov ing  t he  l ega l  laouna v i e - i - v i e  t h e  p o e e i b i l i t y  o f  t h e  use of  nuolmr

weapons. Suoh  a prohibit ion in leqal term8 would be a aruoial step forward,

l e ad ing  to a  qua l i t a t i ve  ohanqe i n  s ecu r i t y  doctrinee  and p o l i c i e s ,  w h i c h  w o u l d

make  i t  poeaible  fo r  ue  t o  oommence  mean ing fu l ,  mu l t i l a t e r a l  nego t i a t i ons  a imed a t

elimina  tinq  all nuolear weapons f tom the faoe of the Earth.

Lastly,  on  beha l f  o f  the  deleqations  o f  t he  Byelorueeiisn  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t

Republio,  Hungary, Poland, Sri Lanka, Venezuela and Ind is, I should 1 ike to

inttOdUOe d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/43/L.54,  e n t i t l e d  “ S c i e n t i f i c  a n d  technoloqical

developments and their impaot  on international eecur ity”.
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At the f ir@t Jpec ial session  of the General Aesembly devoted to d iearmament

the  thrQ8t  weed to  in ternat ional  peaoe and eecur i ty  by the eeoalatinq arms ram

wae reooqniaed by the world oommunity  , It was agreed that, along with quan tit8 tive

measuree, qual i ta t ive  measures  in  the  f ie ld  of  d iearmament  a lso  needed to be

negot ia ted i f  the  arms race was to be hal ted . A decade hae passed since the

adopt ion of the Final Document of that speoial sees ion. Dur inq that per iod moe t

bi la tera l  and mul t i la tera l  d isarmament  efforts  have focused primari ly  on the

quantitative expansion of areenale~  the issue of the qualitative arms race has not

reoeived t h e  a t t e n t i o n  i t  d e s e r v e s ,

Meanwhi le  there has  been a  e iqnif icant  increase  in global  mi l i tary  spending on

research and development. Inoreae inq amoun te of resources, both human and

mater ial, are devoted to developing new weapons systems. Such developments cause

uncer ta in ty and ineecur i ty , which  in  turn  cont r ibute  to  ths eeoala t ion of tension,

thereby creatinq a neqative impact on disarmament efforts,

Today the world stande on the threshold of a new arms race. DevelOpmentS  in

mak inq qr aduated use of nuclear explonive  power, miniatur ization and larqe-scale

computinq  c a p a b i l i t i e s  u e i n q  m i c r o e l e c t r o n i c s , the pose ibili  t ice of ta Llor inq

ma te r i a l s  t o  su i t  ve ry  spec i f i c  r equ i r emen t s , fue l  and  l a ser  t e chno logy  - a l l  of

these will have a oumula t ive impact on the weapons development programme,

complete ly  t raneformlnq the  secur i ty  environment  for  the  worse . Some of those

developments will propel us increee  inqly into an au toma  ted environment, in which

decis ion-makinq wi l l  become increaeinqly  dependent  upon ar t i f ic ia l  intelliqence.

With weapons becoming more lethal,  more accurate and faster, the r iek of war as a

result of accident or miejudqement will  become qreater.

New technoloq ice will inevitably epawn new weapons systems, as has been the

case  throuqhout  h is tory;  but  these  wi l l  be  more  subt le , d e a d l i e r  a n d  d i f f i c u l t  t o

curb . The application of technoloq iee in the chemical and nuclear f ielde in the
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weapons area and their impaot on the qlobal eeour ity environment should  be a

warning to  ue. Teohnolcgy always hae a double faoe. We have tc ensure that

mank ind 8668  only i ta beniqn  aepeo t . As we eeid in  our statement ear l ier ,  the

g e n i e  still i n  t h e  b o t t l e  s h o u l d  e t a y  i n  t h e  b o t t l e  l e a t  i t  t a k e  u s  a l l  h o e t a q e

throuqh our own folly.

P r e v e n t i o n  ie b e t t e r  t h a n  oure. This  is as t rue  in  the  d isarmament  ephere as

elsewhere. The development and deployment of euA eye terns will exeraiee  a neqa t iv6

impact on exietinq and future neqotiations. Teohnioal  problems rela tinq to

verifioation  will only beoome  more oomplex, makinq  a r r i v a l  a t  t r e a t i e s ,  rdqimea and

aonventione  i n o r e a s i n q l y  problemrtic.

At the same time we need to address our eelvee to problems of hunger, paver ty ,

d ieease  and the env ironment , whioh are of global dimeneione. Th ie requ tree

in ternat ional  roientifio and teohnioal  co-opera t ion  on an unpreoedented eoale .  A

number of new developments in frontier areas of eleotronice, satellite teohnoloqy,

oommunicatione systems and so on could have immenee potential in ver ifioation

t e o h n o l o q i e e  a n d  i n  a l l e v i a t i n g  n o n - m i l i t a r y  t h r e a t s  t o  e e o u r i t y  i f  t hey  oould  b e

ueed for the benefit of mankind.

Scientifio  and technological developnente  muet continue, but they must be

cr  ten ted  decieively  in  favour of  peaceful  uses. we must q ive ec ience and

technology a human face. Soiel~oa  and teohnolcqy cannot be allcwed  to become

ma6 tere of war 1 they mu8 t be used to serve humanity. Fo r  t h i s ,  as  a  f i r s t  step ,  we

need tc assess we rectly the import for inter natioFa1  uecur  i tv of cur rent and

p o t e n t i a l  d e v e l o p m e n t s  i n  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  techno1oqioa.l  r e sea r ch .  We  need  to

understand the issues in depth and in lonq-term per epective  and evaluate

imp1  ica tions in objet  t iv66 terms. Only then shall we be able to devise etra tW iea

tc d e a l  e f f e c t i v e l y  w i t h  t h i s  c r i t i c a l  i s s u e .
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Our draft reeolrr  tion A/C. l/43/L. 54 ir a modest proporal to help UI k9 in our

work on thi8 new eubjeot and to develop a shared peroeption of problems before We

oan make oonoer  ted efforts to resolve them.
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Ms. TK)RR (Trinidad and Tobago) t On behalf of the sponeor  8 - Antiqua

and Barbuda, the Bahamar, Barbados, Qranada, Quyana, Baint Luoir, Saint Vincent eni

the Grendadines,  Trinidad and Tobago and Vanuatu - I have the honour to tntroduoe

draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.35  on the “Liability for the illegal tranef er and/or

use of prohibited weapons and weapon8 Or euhetanoedl  whioh oauae unneoeeeary human

euffer ing”.

Hietory  reoorde that  f rom t ime immemOria1  oonfliote  and war61 have

unfortunately been the eoourqe of mankind, Three  have  oont inued unabated  unt i l  the

pr eeent  time, inor erring in eoope, feroaity, and deatruotivenese with eaoh

oen tury , The interna  ttonal  oommunity  ie now oonoerned not only with the qrowinq

Lrsrnal  of nuolear  waapone  but aleo with  oonvent ional  weapons  of  inoreasinq

eoph ie tioa tion and dee truo t ive oapaoi tv .

To some extent  the  e laborat ion of  var ious  oonventione  has oa teqor iaed the

poeoeeeion  or use of these weapons a8 being  prohib i ted  or  euoh ae to  oauae

unneoeeeary human suffer ing , But thie in itself ia not enough, for in addition

there ie aleo the problem of euoh weapons beinq illeqally tranaf erred ac:oEm

national border 8. In the view of the sponsors an in teqral  aepemt of the

d iearmament prooeee  muet be the need to cone ider appropr ia te 8 tepe and meaauree  to

prevent  the  i l leqal  t ransfer  and/or we of  suoh prohibi ted  weapon8 or  weapon8 of

maea deetruotion or eubetanoea whioh oauae unneoeeeary human suffering.

Aa a firet atep, the sponsors  are of the view that the Seoretacy-General

s h o u l d  p r e e e n t  a r e p o r t  for  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  Aesembly.  In

prOparinG  the  repor t  the Secretary-General  should  fooue on the  feas ibi l i ty  of

ascr ibing l iabi l i ty  for  the  i l legal  transfer  and/or use of prohibited weapons and

weapons or substances  which oauae unneceeeary  human suffer inq, and the poeeihilitv

of eatabl ieh inq procedures for invee tiqa t inq those deemed 1 iable and fcr eneur  inq

compliance and due process.
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In the process, the Srore tary=General  msy obta in the v iewa of Member S ta tOa@

relevant United Nations organs, regional  in tergovernmental  orq&niaations,

epooialiaed  agenoiee  and non-governmental organiaa tione  in oonaulta tiva ata tue with

the Eoonomio  and Sooial Council.

It ie aleo neoereary for the SeoretAry-Qeneral  to eneuro  that adequate

faOilitiea  and resource8  be devoted to the trek to ensure I timely and meaninqful

repot t.

Ae I  i n d i c a t e d ,  t h e  eponeore ooneidered  t h e  draf t  r e e o l u t i o n  t o  b e  a n  e l e m e n t

in the furtheranoe of the diearmament prooea8. In  order  for what  ie oontempl.8tefl

in  this draft  reso lu t ion  to  have eune impaot  and aleo to  provide  for  a eystem with

a degree of oredibi l i ty  and effeotiveneee, there may be need at come  8 taqe to

provide for appropr late eanotione  to prevent the illeqal  transfer and/or use of the

weapona  referred to in this draft  reeolu t ion . The Score  tary-General ehould take

thie  faotor  into aooount in  the preparat ion of hie repor t .  The  sponeore  are

request ing that  the  Secretary-General  submit  hie  repor t  for the  considera t ion  of

the General  Aeeembly at  ita forty-fourth eeeeion.

Mr. BUTLER (Auetralia)  : Speak inq for the delega tions of Au8 tral ia and

New Zealand I have the honour to introduce in the Fir et Committee the Araf t

resolution in document A/C. l/43/L.51,  entit led “Urqent need for a oomprehena iv@

nuclear  test-ban t reaty”. I t  ie e p o n e o r e d  b y  t h e  followinq  S ta te s : Australia,

Aue tr ta, the Bahamaa,  Bachadoe, Brunei Dar UBsahm, CamerOOnr  Canada, Colombia,

Costa RICA, Denmark,  Fij i ,  Finland,  Greece,  Iceland,  Sreland,  Jamaica,  Japan,

Liber is, New Zealand, Niger ia, Norway, Papua New Guinea, the Philippines, SamOal

Singapore, Solomon felande, Sweden, Vanuatu and Za ire.
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May I call particular attention to Canada18 eponeorrhip of thie draft

reeolution, aokncwledginq  aa I do the preeenoe in the Committee today of

rrprerentativer of Canadian non-governmental organisa  tione.

Ae in the paot, the draft reeolution was drafted by Auetralia and New Zealand

and then brought to its final form following a prooeee of consultation  with a emall

number of other delegatione,

Last year, following a rimilae  prooeee of drafting and ooneultatiorr,  our draft

rreolution on the urgent need for a canprehensive  nuolear-teat-ban treaty was

adopted by the General Aerembly by a record number of poe itive vote@, 143. On ly

two States voted againrt  it1 and there were only 8 abstentions.

The draft rerolutlon  introduced today la baaed on the resolution adopted by

the forty-eeoond eeeeion  of the General Aerembly. It has been amended in part to

take account of event8 whioh have taken plaoe during the paat year, ino~.udinp  the

ongoing negotiations between the United States of Amerioa and the Union of Soviet

Sooialiet Republic8 in accoudanoe with their joint statement of 17 September 1987.

It 18 the firm aonvic tion of the eponeore of the draft reeolu tion tht t there

is an Urgent requirement for a oompteheneive nuclear-teat-ban treaty, able to be

ver if ted and open to adherence by all Sta tea and which would br inq about an end to

all nuclear teeting by all States in all environments for all time.

We hold th ie view, a8 ie rtxpreeaed in the third preambular pcragraph  of the

draft reeolution, becaues we know that such a treaty would make a major

oon  tr ibution to ef for te to reduce and ultimately eljmina  te nuclear acme and be

direc ted  t o  t h e  p r e v e n t i o n  o f  any  fu r the r  p ro l i f e r a t i on  of  nuc l ea r  weapons.
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The object ive  of  a  comprehensive  nuolear- tea t -ban t reaty wil l  be aohieved anlv

if the world communitv agrees to take a praotical  approach and take oertain

concrete a tepa un ila ter ally b i l a t e r a l l y  a n d  multilaterallv  - i n  pattioular, in t h e

Conference on Disarmament, Those steps ace preoisely  desoribed in operative

paragraphs 2 and 3  of  the  draf t  resolut ion.

we are aware of other approaches to the objective of br inqinq  about an end to

n u c l e a r - t e a t  explosionr. But the approaoh taken in our draft reaolutlm ia the

only truly oomprehenaive one, It is also an approach which eschews mere

declara t ion or  any a t tempt  to  appor t ion blame for fa i lure  in  the paet  to move

speed i l y  toward8  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  o f  a n  end  t o  a l l  n u c l e a r  t e s t i n g .

For those reasons we hope and be1 ieve that our draft resolution will  aca in

receive the widest possible support in the General Aaeembly. Se commend it to all

Member States.

Dame Ann HF,RCXJS  (New Zealand) I The representa t ive  of Auetralia,

Ambassador Richard Butler,  harl just introduced, on behalf of 28 sponsors, draft

resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 51, “Urqent Need  for a Campreheneivs  Nuolaat-Test-Ban

Trea ty” . I am speak inq now, as a co-sponsor of that draft resolution, in order to

emphasize  New Zealand’s conviction that work on a comprehensive nuclear-teat-ban

treaCy must be commenced immed ta tely.

For many yeare the Genera: Aesembly  has adopted resolutions which have Lirqed

the  negot ia t ion of  a  comprehensive  tes t -ban treaty. Last year 14 3 Stir tea Me:nbcr 8

voted in  favour  of  the  predecessor  to  the  draf t  resolut ion now before us. The

‘%neral  Assembly  ripoke  wrth a  StrOnq  VOtcfl.

But, as yet, naqotl?tions  have not commenced. The Conference on Diaarmament

has  s t i l l  not  aqrsed  on a  mandate  for a workinq  croup  o n  t h i s  m a t t e r .

That must chanqc. The Conference on Disarmament must begin  to meet its full

rt?l->nnsllrilttIcr,, It lnwit  w ,I’k t o  t>t tnq nrlcle.tir  t e s t  ins t o  a n  f-nlj. Tt~t*  et-r\ t :‘ri \
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p r i n o i p l e  under ly ing  t h e  draf t  reeolution  ie t ha t  a nuo l sa r - t e s t -ban  t r ea ty  18 t h e

single  step that  would,  more  than any other , slow the remor seleee advanoe of

nuolrar-weapons development, and reduoe the prospeot of yet more ooun tr lee

aoquir inq nuolear weapons.

For nuolear  tes t ing Ls a tr igqer for the refinement of nuolear weaponry and

for experimentation in new nuolear teohnoloq ices. So ‘here ahaul<! be no further

delay in  the  development of a ver i f iable  oompreheneive nuolaar- tes t -ban t reaty

oapable of at t raot inq the  univereal adhsrenoe of  a l l  Sta tes .

The United States an4 the Soviet Union have oontinued  their welcome

negot ia t ion6 on  nuolear-arme  reduot ions ,  and on nuclear- tea t inq  ieeuee. Because

New Zealand believe8  that  any diecueeion between thoee  two Sta tee ,  par t toular ly  in

rreprot  o f  teohniodrl  m a t t e r s  e u o h  as  ve r i f i ca t i on ,  Is o f  va lue ,  we  have ,  i n  t h e

draft  resolut ion,  weloomed the i r  ongoing oontacte.

But New Zealand remains concerned at the agenda and scope of those

negotia tione. They do not ,  in  our  view, ooneti tute the  aor t  of  diecueaione

neoeeeary to enable rapid proqreee  toward8 a oompreheneive nuclear-teat-ban

t r e a t y . Indeed, aaoordinq  to the preee,+t  framework for thoaia talka, a complete

CeBsa tion of nuolear tee tinq would come only as the laet etep - not 4 f iret fJteP,

not  an  urgent  step, not  an  earlv step,  but the very last s tep .

&at concerns the New Zealand Government ie that the qoal of reducinq and

eliminating nuclear weapons - a goal  of  the  qreateet  importance - wi l l  only  be

d e l a y e d  i f  it is Been  a s  a  necessary pre-conditton t o ,  r a t h e r  than t h e  r e s u l t  of, d

compr  ehens ive tes t-ban tr ea ty . SO  long as testinq continuea,  we f~- the  renulttnq

pressures wi l l  impede  the  arma reduct ion  process . we a r e  a l s o  concerntrl  at t h e

potential application of nuclear technoloqy to apace-based defeneive  or dEenaive

8 tra teq ies,



(Dame Ann Hera~n, New Zaaland)

So in  the  draf t  reeolut ion we utrees the  importenoe  of  the .  early canolueion of

a oomprehene ive tee t-ban treaty - whiah should, moreover, have the involvement  of

all the nuclear-weapon Sta tee. We urqcr  the Conferenoe on Dbsarmament  to retune  and

in tensi fy  eubetant ive  work on al l  aspects  of a nuolear-teat-ban  treaty right  away,

at the baqinninq of the 1989 aeseion.

New Zealand urqee all members of the Committee to ooneider this recommendation

for a course of action - a means to put the deadlock bahind us and enahle

aubsthntive  work to beqin.

We commend the draft reeolution  to the Committee.

Yr. MARTYNOV (Byeloruesian  Soviet Sooialirt  Republio)  (L;~terpretation

from Russian) 8 The deleqatian of the Byeloruenian  Soviet Sooialiat  Republio wishes

to make a few observat ions  about  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/13/L.54,  subt i t led

“Scient i f ic  and technoloqica l  developments  and the i r  impact on in ternat ional

aecuri’  yn, intl,,duced  today by the  representat ive  of  India .

The rapid technoloqical proqrese that we have witnessed in recent yeare hae

now become even qreater. While such proqrees opens up excellent prospects for

mankind, it alao causes concern, becauee o f  t h e  m i l i t a r y  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  f r u i t s

of the  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  t e c h n o l o q i c a l  r e v o l u t i o n . The full  dimensions of the problem

Are seen when we consider the problem of the qualitative improvement of weapons,

which is often very rapid, and its consequences for qeneral security. Ser ioun

concern is also caused by chanqas in the characteristics of weapons which place

them a t  a  new qua l i t a t i ve  l eve l .  Tha t  p rob l em i s  un ive r s a l ,  applyinq  t o  all

ca teqor ies of weapons.

Tn parttcular, the development of third qenaration nuclear weapon8 desiqned

with a who1.e  spectrum of dsa th-deal inq characteristic3 i nc r ea se s  the  poss ib i l i t y  o f

their use, which is nl.so increased hy the soph intioation  of means of de1 ivery and
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trrge t hg . It ie ea6y to pradiot thr further oon@equenoer  of the perfeo t inq of

ruoh weapons,  par tioular ly a lowrr ing of the thrrahold  for the u80 of nuulear

woapona,  cosultirrg  in an inorearrd threat of g!,obal  nuolear war. The improvement

In th mean8 of dalivery  of nuolaar  waeponr, l rgeoially when they are given

inorearrd aoouraoy,  maker them lerr a weapon of drtetrrnoe  and more a mean8 of

dolivoring a nuolcrr firrt rtrife.



(Mr. Maccynov, ayesorueelan aanl

The development of improved means of delivery alao leads to qreat verification

Aiffioultiea, Q faotor  whiah oomplioatee t h e  aohievrment  o f  a n y  suoueas  i n

negotiations for the -ceduotion  of nuolear weapons, T h e  q u a l i t a t i v e  improvements  in

mil i tary  teohnoloqy threaten not only an aocyeleration  of  the  arms ram in  its

exietinq  fo rms , but i te expanelon in to new arean. I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  t h e  mtential

extension of the arms race into outer space will definitely have an lmpaet on the

e t r a t e q i c  s i t u a t i o n , The use of oomplex  oomputer eystema as elements of weapons

W3tema in outer Wace may make us hostage to electronios. Further mean inqf ul

effort@ are needed to prevent the development of neu weapons of mass dee truction,

The inoreasinq  poseibility  of the use of new soientifio  prinoiples  for such ends aa

a result of technoloqioal proqrese  makes this problem inareas  inqly  aou te wt th every

passing year. Moreover, the need for a solution grows steadily as the elimination

of other means of mass destruction proqresses. The Byelor us8 ian SSR intende  to

unite i ts longstanding efforts to eliminate such means of mass destruction with

thoee of  o thur  Sta tea  to  e l iminate  thie threat .

Conventional weapons, which  are f requent ly  oalled olaeaical ,  are also  qoinq

throuqh the same qualitative chanqes and those ahanqes make those weapon6 no lass

f u t u r i s t i c  t h a n  t h e  o t h e r  k i n d , And, with the appear ante of so-called sm8r t

Weapone,  the futuristic charaatec af these weapons hau already become a

contemporary real i ty ,

To cum up, therefore, we find a sinqle common feature. T h e  q u a l i t a t i v e

chanqee takinq place in the field of military technology are leadinq to an

increased eros ion of s t ra tegic  s tabi l i ty . When one compares this trend with the

two other t rends  which are  lust aa clear ly  def ined in  the  quant i ta t ive  areat

namely, the  bui ld-up  of armaments  and thei r  qeoqraphicnl  prol i fera t ion,  then one

.__. .-- .._. _-__... . . .-.
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obta inr a pioture to whioh the in terna tional oommunity must find an adequate

reaponse. I t  ie inoreaainqly  vim1 t o  re f ra in  f rom the  use fo r  mil i t a ry  purpoeee

of any diroovrr ice in the eoientifio  and teohnioal spheres.

We wish to reiterate our support for the well-known proposals ooncerninq the

inadmireibility  of the use of eaientifio  and teohnioal proqreee for the production

of new generation8 of wea-pne of ma88 deatruotion, either nuclear or non-nuolear,

or of nrw typea and systems of conventional weapons, eepeoially tholre with high

levolr of dea tr uo tive oapabil ity , The teohnologiee whose appl ioation to the

mil i t a ry  ephere muet  be  bar red  a s  qu iak ly  aa p o s s i b l e  a r e  t h e  lacer, qenetic and

l leotromagnetio teohnoloqies, Agreement.8 to prohibit  the development of such  types

of weapon6 wil l  natural ly  require  far- reaohinq verifioation  procedurea.

T h e  t i m e  h a s  oome t o  aoneider  measuree  to p r even t  t he  p ro l i f e r a t i on  o f

m il I tary m ier ile teohnology ,

I t  is aleo neoseea ry  t o  study t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  of  t h e  use  of  ba t t l e f i e ld

anti-personnel laser weapons whioh cause blindness. Such a prohibition aould take

the form of an independent agreement or of a protocol to the Convention on inhumane

weapone.

From our point of view, the time has come to aonduot a eyetematic  appraisal of

soientifio  and technoloqical  achievements with a view to making early

reoommendatione for the prevention of the we of new technologies in armamenta, and

for the transfer of appropr is te functions to the On1 ted Na tions. A proposal on

th is  eubjeot  was made by many deleqatione at  the th i rd  specia l  eeseion  of the

General Assembly devoted to d iearmament . In this aonnection  we deem i t  impor tant

to atr es8 that the measures to prevent the use of new technologies for arms

development would not only not hinder but, on the contrary , would promote
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eoientif io and trohnologioal ptogreer  and would promote the rrtablimhment  of a

f a v o u r a b l e  olimate  f o r  OWIneee a n d  for peaoeful  international  rX)-operation to

advanoo teohnologioal development,

Draft re8olution  A/C.l/43/L.S4  outliner an approaoh to the study of this

problem for the  purporrr of determining possible  rpherrr for eubaaquent  agreed

aotionr by the inter national community. An important poaitif e phenanenon in the

draft ie the built-in preventive rpproaoh whioh maker it poaeible to find solutions

to problema  before they get out OC oontrol.

On the  baeia of the foreqoinq  viewa, the deleqa tion of the Byeloruesian SSR

haa beoane a eponaor of the draft rerolu  tion and oalla on other deleqa tione to q iv0

it favourable ooneideration.

Me, DEACDN (Canada) 8 Canada remains oommitted to a nagotiatad and

ver if iable oompr ehene ive tee t San Treaty . In our view, that oan only be aohieved

khcough a step-by-step approaah  whioh builds  on past aohievemente and reoogniaer

ourrent  realities. Canada therefore  weloomed the atart in November 1987  of the

negottatione b@twnen  the United Stake and the Soviet Union on Meting

limita  tionrr. wo f u l l y  eupport  t h e i r  i n i t i a l  fooue o n  verifioationr whiah w e  hope

will  lead to the ratifioation,  at an early date, of the threshold test ban and

peroeful  nuolear ewplosione  Treatier  a% an important step to the attainmnt of

further limitattone o n  t h e  eize  and  numbera of  teeta. M e a n w h i l e ,  Canada  w i l l  work

diliqently  i n  s u p p o r t  of realietio  endeavourll  a t  t h e  multihteral level, both

within the Conferenc@  on Diearmament  and in the First  Committee, to encourage and

auppor t th ia proceee.

With thie in mind, Canada ie again pleased to oo-uponsor  the draft rceolution

entitled “Urgent need tot a oanptehenaive  nuolear-teat-ban  Treaty”  eponeored by
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Aurtcalia  and New Zealand (A/C.l/43/L,Sl). In our view, it remains one of the moat

important rroolutiunr before the Committao.

Ao One of a rmall group of oountr ire involved in ite formulation, Canada

oonriderr that the resolution must moot thror baeio or iter la: fir&, it ehou ld

aooura to ly  refleat  ourrent realities, bo th  bilatoral and  multilnteral~  seoondly,  i t

rhould  take full aoaount of rroent and prospeotive developments relating to nuolear

terting  a n d ,  f i n a l l y ,  i t  must  establish  a  rralietio p a t h  progreseinq  towarde  the

oo~rrhonrive teat ban objeotive. That wab Canadala approaoh to the development of

thm draft reeolu tion. We believe that L.51 fully meets thoao oritiera.

We are very pleased at the degree of support whioh the draft reeolution  hae

rooeived  in al l  quartera. While the present draft har born altered in 8eVeral

rerpeota to retleot eignifioant develogmontm  in United Statea-Soviet arme control

and d iaarmament neqo t la tionr over the part year, ita l reential thrurt and mearage

r ema in unohanged. The sponeor  I enpr l aa the oonv lotion that a Treaty to aohieve the

prohibition of all nuolear teat enploaionr  by all States, in all environmenta, for

all time romaine a matter of fundamental importaaoe and urge that epeoitio

immodia  to and oonore to ta tepa be taken in support of the t objeo t ive.

We are of the view that the partioular rtrenqth of the draft resolution  and a

Pr inOipa1 oawe of the 8 toady increaee  in euppor t for it in reoen t year a ret tes to

ita Ofteativenear in defining oommon ground among a broad range of viwa and

apprOaohe8  whioh  various coun  tr ice bring to bear on th ie ieeue. The draft

rerolution in dOCUment  A/C.1/43/L.51  ir a ptoduot of negotiation and Oompromiee.

In our view it refloats  what ie achievable in terma of ptec tioal etepe towarda  the

larger objeotive. Canada COnBideKa  that the draft reeolution etr ikee an

appropr la to balenoe. We urge delega tione to eignal their continuing eupport by

again voting in favour of the draft resolution.
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Mr l ARWOuss  (Syr is) (interpretation from Arabio) : Draft  resolution

A/C. 1/43/L.6  expresses very olearly the grave threat posed to the Middlm East  W

Israel i  nuclear  armament . That threat has been stressed in aeveral reporto and

studies, the latest of whioh was the annual report of the Institute of Strate9iO

Studies in London, which said that both Israel and South Aft lo& now poraesa  nuolear

capability, that Iarael has at least 100 warheada, that there is a potential fat

neutron bombs in the Israeli arsenal, that Israel’s delivery vehiolea  inoludo

missiles with a range of 400 to 600 kilometres and that it has already undertaken a

teat of one of its missiles with a ranqe  of 600 to 800 kilanetres.

That information was also reported by Davar, an Israeli jOUrna1, On

19 OCtCbtX 1 9 8 8 . The day before yesterday - The Washinqton Post published a report

from Tel Aviv, entitled “Why  nobody will win the next war in the Mideast”,  On

whether Israel intends to use i ts secret nuolear capability in the forthoominq war

in the Middle East,

When we direct the wotld~s attention to the qravity and danger of Israeli

nuclear armament we are pointing to the threat i t  poses to international  peace and

secu r i t y . Draft r e s o l u t i o n  L.6 r e f l e c t s  t he  fact  tha t  I s rae l  has  not oomplied  wi th

rehvant Uni ted  Nat ions  resolut ions , in particular resolution 4Y26 and &ouritY

Counci l  reso lu t ion  487 (1981), in whioh the General Assembly and the Seourity

Council call  upon Israel to submit all  its nuclear facilities to fnternationsl

Atomic Enerqy Aqancy ( IAEA) inspection and safeguards, In spite of those appeals

Israel is persisting in its proqcamme for the development, production 8nd

manufacture  of  nuclear  weapons to  bols ter  i ts  expansionist ,  sqqressive polioies

with the aim of retaining its qrip on the occupied Arab territories, which can only

lead to a new kind of arms race,
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The draft resolution alro refleota  resolution QC(XXXI1) /REs/487,  of

23 September 1988, of the Gsneral  Conferenoe  of the IAEA I whioh oondemned Tstael’s

oontinurd refusal to renounoe the possession of nuolear weapons and submit all its

nuc1eaL’  faoilitier to IAEA safeguards.

Isrsel, by not aoooding  to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuolssr

Weapons, by not submitting its installations to inspeotion  by the IAEA, by not

rOnOUnOing  the possession of nuclear weapons and deatrovinq those that it

possesses, only proves that it persiets  in defying the will of the international

community. This can lead only to the international community@a demandinq that

Israel  oease oo-oporating  with the raoist  r6qime in Sooth AfKiOa and begin  to

oo-operate  with the spsoialised aqenoiea.

We hope  that  the in ternat ional  communi ty  as represented  in  th is  Ccmmittee  wi l l

be able to adopt the draft resolution and achieve progress towards the

implementation of Ckneral Assembly resolutions aiming at the establiehment  of

nuclear-weapon-free aones, inter alla, in the Middle East.

Mr. YAMADA  (Japan): I wish to say a few words reqardinq my delegstian~s

sponsoKehip  of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.48,  concerninq Disarmament Week, which

WaS introduced today by Ambassador Bayar t of Mongolia.

Japan has oonaistently attsohed qreat  importance to the purpose to be SeKved

by Disarmament Week, and ever a inoe the inauquta  tion of DiaaKmamen  t Week has taken

an a0 tive part $n the observance of that important ocoasion  each year l Japan had

the PK hilOg of being a sponsor of the drsf t  resolution on the subject every veat

up to the  th i r ty-seventh  sess ion of  the  GenetKal  Assembly. For the past few years*

tc the regret of my delegation, the language in the dr at t c esolution has been a

source of differences among delegations which has prevented Japan from becoming a

cc-sponscK and made tt necessary for the draft resolution to be voted upon.
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This year my deleqs  tion is happy to riots that those dif f Lou1  ties have been

removed prior to the submission of the draft resolution, thanks to the intensive

consultations and flexible and co-opera t ivo s t ti tude of those oonoerned.

Japan has thus beoome onoe again a co-sponsor of the draft resolution, in the

earnest hope that it will win the support of all delegationa, and wishes to endorse

the appeal  made by Ambassador Bayar t of Mongol la to msmber s of the Canmittee to

j o i n  i n  t h e  construotive  SSSKoh f o r  a  oonsensusr

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m.


