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The meeting was called to ordrr at 11.15e .mr
AGENDA ITMMS 51 TO 69, 139, 141 AND i45 (gontinued)

CONS IDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: As members O f the Committee are aware, intensive
consultations have been taking place on draft rorolutionr in eluster ® and will
continue over the next few hours.

At this meeting and at the mooting thss afternoon, therefore, | shall takr up
draft resolutions in the following orders in cluster 6, draft rorolutionr
A/C.1/43/L, 8, A/C.1/43/L. 6 and A/C.1/43/L, 403 in cluster 7, draft rorolutionr
A/C.1/43/L.13, A/C.1/43/L, 23 and A/C.1/43/L.%1y and in cluster 10, draft
resolutions A/C. 1/43/L.10/Rev.l and A/C.1/43/L. 15. | shall then rever t to
cluster 2 and take up draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.48, and after that | rhal go to
cluster 11 and take up draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.19/Rev.2 and A/C. 1/43/L. 49.

I call on Mr. Sohrab Kheradi, Secretary Of thr Committee for a statement.

Mr, KHERADI (SBecretary of the Committee) s | should like to inform

members that thr following countries had become sponsors of the following draft

resolutions:
A/C.1/43/L.12: Peru
A/C.1/43/L. 45: Colombia
A/C.1/43/L.67: Portugal
A/C.1/43/L.52/Rev.1s Portugal

A/C. 1/43/L. 4V: Honduras
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The CHAIRMAN: | now call On delegations that wish to make statements
concerning draft resolutions in cluster 6.

Mr., OBEIDAT (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic) s PMrst, I would like
to point out that | am speaking On behalf of thr member ocountries of the Arab
Group, because the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan is currently chair ing that Group,
which consists Of Algeria, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Iraq, Kuwait,
labanon, Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Maur itania, Morooco, Gman, Qatar, S8audi Arabia,
Somalia, 8udan, S8yr ia, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates and Jordan. | shall aonfina
my statement to drift resolution A/C.1/43/L.11/Rev.l, entitled "Establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free SONS in the region Of the Middle East”, which was introduced by
Bgypt on 9 November 1983 under agenda item 54

Thr Middle East region has played an important role in eivilisation. Esah and
every inch of { ts land iS a testimony to that eivil ization) it wWas the seed-bed of
the three great religions and must therefore be preserved from the threat of
nuclear weapons, Not only for reasons of self-defence but also because of its vital
role in eivilization, which isS an international responsibility.

On that basis, thr Arab Group has always supported the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middlr East. It has also supporbd the General
Assembly and Sewur ity Counoll resolution8 conocerning that matter, as well as the
recommendations Of international organisations in that respect. Its position is not
confined solely to matters oconcerned with the Middle East, but is one based on
principles rooted in itsS civilization. We are in favour of establishing
nuolear-wsapon-f ree zones in al par ta of the wor 14 SO as to achieve the Ultimate
goal of eliminating nualear weapons and the dangers emanating tlierefrom.

The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free sone iN the Middle East requires,

f iest, that al thn par ties concerned accede tO the Treaty on the Nan-Proli feration

of Nuolear Weapons (NPT).
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(Mr. Obeidat, Jordan)

Secondly, all parties concerned should place their nuclear facilities unde-
the international safeguards of thr International Atomio Energy Agency (IAEA),

Thirdly, all parties should commit themselveas not to attaok, either by nuclear
or oonvrntional weapons, nuclaar facilities devoted tO peaceful purposes.

Fourthly, all parties should commit themselves not to stockpile any nuolrar
material Or nuclear weapons for non-peaceful purposes on behalf of other states, on
® ithor a permanent or a short-trrm basiS. Such stockpiling must not take place
either ON sovereign territory or territory under the parties’ jurisdiction.

Fifthly, all States should abjure clandestine or overt bilateral treaties that
provide for the stockpiling or importing of nuclear weapons from outside the
region.

When we oonsidrr objeotivrly the ciroumstanoes of the region, we may observe
that Israel, minor 1952, has adopted pollcies that have enabled it to produce and
stockpile nuoloar weapons, it has collaborated with the racist régime of South
Africa, and it has practised nuclear piracy that has since been dieolooed. Israel
stands in the way of the implementation of the draft resolution with regard to the
establishment of a nuolear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Eaat) it has consistently
ignored the will of the international community; it has alwaye rejected accession
to the non-proliferation Treaty under the pretext of certain flimsy arguments) it
has ignored Security Council resolution 487 (1981), which calls on Israel to place
its nuclear facilities under IAEA safeguardsj it has also ignored the IAEA régime.
Iarael refuses t0 abandon nuclear weapons, despite repeated calls by the General
Assembly, the Security Council and IAEA. The statements it made last week with
regard to draft resolutions A/c.1/43/L.6 and A/C.1/43/L.11/Rev.1 make it clear that
Arab Egypt has had some influence with 1srael. However, Egypt’'s efforts were in

vain.
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(Mr. Obeida t . Ju.dan)

Thr countries of thr Arab Group reaffirm my earlier statement with regard to
the @ rtablirhmrnt of a nuclear-weapon-from eonr in the Middle East and we take !nto
account the explanation given when the draft resolution was introduced last week.
Therefore, the Arab Group Will votr in favour of the draft resolution an a
contribution on its part to thé promotion Of thé objectives of thé first special
seasion af the General Aasembly devoted tO disarmament, which adopted a resolution
with regard to a nuclear-weapon-frrr tone as & atop towardo eliminating nuclear
weapons.

The CHAIRMAN: D066 any other delegation wish to speak on thr draft

rerolutionr in cluster 63 If not, I now call upon those delegations wishing to

speak in explanation of vote or position before thr voting.
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Mr, SHARMA (India) ¢ This yrar once again this Committee has heen
presented Wwith a draft resolution -~ A/C.1/43/L.%5 = on the ® rtablirhmont of a
nuclear-weapon-free gone in South Asia. 8uch drmft resolntions arm brooming a
ritual, and our position on thorn ha8 been explained in thr part. However, W|
should he happy to place our views on cecord once ® g6in.

It ha8 been thcé consistent position of India thrt nuoloar dAisarmament is 8
global, and not a regiornal, issue, and that this focus shculd not. be allowed tO be
diluted by measures which do not ® 22AFYHYH  thr problem at thm cors, hut which may
give the impression of progress when in faot there has been non8 in addressing the
arntrrlity of the subject.

India belaeves that lasting world poaao urn be built only on the basis of
general disarmament and a just international order. Wo remain aonvinord that the
advent of nuoloar weapons ham made 6 qualitative difference tO the
international-security environment., Therefore, the highest priority has to be
aooordrd to the elimination of 811 nuoloar wmaponr, a priority that warn recoraized
universally and that wai reflected in the Programme Of 4otion ® dopt6d at the vary
first special session of the General Assembly devoted tO di(armamrnt.

Thm objective of grnrral and complete dirarmamrnt undmr ®  ffootivo
international oontrol is our comnon goal. That applier mart foraofully in the
nuclear area. The ® rtahlirhmrnt of nuclear-weapon-free sones, in our visw, fall8
® hort Of that objective, The objective of a world fr66 of ruclear weapons cannot
be mot by nuclear "zoning measures”, Nucloar-weapon-free zones Will not be immune
t0 the nuclear holocaust caused by weapons from region6 which havr such weapons.
The Only answer is the elimination Of ruoh weapons, and not regional fencing

® gainrt a devastation that will descend equally on all.
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(Mr._Sharma, India)

We have had tvo recent prestigious studies on the environmental consequences
of nuclear war, on6 oonduotrd by thé United Nations and thr other by the Scientif ic¢
Committee ON Problems of the Environment., | am ® uro that members of this Committee
are familiar with those two ® tudi.6 and ¢ Oz aware of their conclusions. A major
nuolerr war would lead to large-+0al6 climatic perturbations. ThG system that
currently ® @OOCT4O 1lifeon Earth would be extremely vulnerablo. Thor6 would be
devartating societal disruptions. There Would be unprecedsnted conseaquences for
hoth non-aombatant and oombatant countries alike.

Apart from thr point of prinoiplr, there is the quesation o f the practicality
of thesa measures, 'The prerenoe of nuclear weapon8 on the ground and in the waters
bordering South Asia raises fundamental probiems Of defining the viability of any
such gone, The problems here reinforoe the perception that any attempted
geographic-~1 delimitation in this field is fraught with difficulties, imponderah. as
and contradictions. It is ® elf-evident that this draft resolution, unlike other
proposals 0f 5 s imilarnature, door not rnjoy the aonrent of all Membey States of
the region. Further, a preaondition for any such initiative is the presence of a
climate in whioh deolarationm that national nualear programme8 ® ervo only peaceful
purposes are credible and In whioh thoSe does not exiat convincing evidence to the
contrary,

It is therefore pertinent to note thst in respect of the proposal for the
establishment Of a nuclear-wsapon-free zone in South Asia even the basic criteria
are Not met.

The Indian delegation recognirzes that nuclear-weapon-free zones have boon
established in other part8 of tha world and, as they represented a consensual and
closely co-ordinated ® pproaoh, it ham even ®  upportod them, |t is clear that those

effort8 enjoy the consent and will of all counttier of the region8 concerned. We



EM8/10 A/C.1/43/PV,.37
13

(Mr._Sharma, India)
® [IOOO¢ that the United Nations oan play arole by endorsing an ® graemont freely and
voluntarily arrived at betwean the States concerned.

Am the present proposal aould not have been introduced in this forum with a
view to® ohlwing regional consensus, the oOnly conoclusion that can be drawn is that
the intent behind the draft resolution is not serious. We helieve that ® uuh draft
resolutions, introduced as a ritual and lacking in substantive intent, run oounter
to the provisions of the Final Doaumant of thr first ® pooial session Of the General
Assembly devoted tO disarmament. [t is ® omrwhat ironical that in the reventh
paragraph of thr preamble tO thr draft resolution, the General Assembly would bear
in mind "the provisions of paragraphs 60 to 63 of the Final Document”, whereas
paragraph 60 Of the Final Dooument clearl_  states that the ® mitablimhment Of
nuclear-vweapon-free zones ® hould be on the basis of ® rrangémont8 freely arrived at
among the States of the region. Paragraph 61 of the Final Dooumrnt states that the
special characteristios of ® aoh sone should be taken into ® ooount.

| trust this statement will make clear why my delegation opposes draft
resolution A/C,1/43/L.S.

Mr. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka): My delegation would like tO make a few remark8
in respect of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5, Oon the ® 8tabliShment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zony in South Asia, on whioh Sri Lanka will cat a positive
vote.

8ri Lanka has ® Upport6d the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free oone in
South Asia because of our belief that the eatablishment Of nuolear-weapon-free
zones in dif ferent par ts Of the world nhould be ® naouragod in the context of the
ultimate aim of @ S8tabliBhing a WOrld entirely free of nuclear weapons. Initiatives
at the regicral |evel should not be neglected pending thr attainment of reaahing

that overall goal,
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(Mr. Rodr_igo, sri Lanka)

Paragrapha 60 to 63 of the Final Doaumont of the firrt special sesaion of the
General Assembly devoted tO Aisarmament and the Deolaration adopted by the
non-aligned contries at their summit meeting ai Harare deal with that concept.

We ¢ 0z fully aware thal a viable rono can be established only through careful
aonsultationr and on the basis CIX* @ rrangémvnt8 freely negotiated and roaahed among
the Staten of the region concerned. The particular oharaaterirticr intrinsie to
each specific region or zone must, of course, be taken into account. The
® gtablishmént of a nuclear-weavon~free pone in South Asia can reach fruition
through the efforts primarily of the State8 of the proposed zone, and we hop6
sincerely that the necessary understandings can he reaohed.

Our detailed position ONn the nuclear-weapon-free zone iN South Asia ham been
indicated in our response tO the Secretary-Ganeral's reguest for views,

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take ration on Araft resolutions iNn cluster 6.

We turn firrt to draft remolution A/C.1/43/L.5. That draft resolution warn
introduard by the representative of Pakistan at the 28th meeting of the First
Committar, held on 7 November, and is eponsored by thr delegations Of Bangladesh
and Pakirtan.

A recorded vote ham been requested.
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A recorded vote warn taken..

In zavours

Against |

Albania, Australia, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bol ivia, Botswana , Brunei barussalam, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Canadu, Central African Republic, chad,
chile, China, Colombia, Comta Rica, c8te A'Ivoire, Democratic
Xampuchea, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Bgyet, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, Qermany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hondurss, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraq, Ireland, tsrael, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lesotho, Liberia, Lihyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxrmbourg,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco,
Mosambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua Now Guinea, Peru, philippines, Portugal.,
Qatar, Romania, Rwan"a, Samoa, S8audi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Thailand, Toeo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, United Arab Emir_tes, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Zaire, Lambia

Bhutan, India

Abstaining: Afshan!s' - 1, Algeria, Augola, Argentina, Austria, Brazil,

Bulgar :a, Burma, Byelorurmian Soviet Socialist Republic, Congo,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Ethiopia, France, German pemocratiec Republic, Hungary, lceland,
Indonesia, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Madagascar,
Mongolia, Nicaragua, Norway, Poland, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet socialist Republics, Viet
Nam, Yugoslavia

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5 warn adopted by 99 voter to 2, with 32

abstentions.

The cHAIrRMANs The Committee will now take a decision oOn draft

resolution A/C.1/43/L.6, which warn introduced by the representative of Jordan at

the 29th meeting of the First Committee On 7 November and is sponsored hy the

following: Algeria, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait,

Lebanon, Lihyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania, M0Orocco, oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,

Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, United Arab Emirate8 and Yemen.

Separate reoorded votes have been requested on the sixth and ninth preambular

paragraph8 of the draft resolution and on operative paragraph8 2, 5 and 65 a

recorded vote has also heen requested on the draft resolution as a whole.
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(The Chairman)

The Committee wil. therefore vOte first on the sixth prrambular paragraph of
draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L,6.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladeah,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faao, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, China,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, bemooratic Kampuchea,
Democrati. Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hunga y, India,
Indonesia, |ran (Islamic Republic of), Iraa, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, La0 People's Democratic Ropuhlic, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldivee, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaraqua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, suriname, Syr lan Arab Republic,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkry, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republie, Union of Soviet socialist Republica, united
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia

Against: Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, Norway, Portugal,, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United State8 of America

Abstainings Argontina, Australia, Bahamas, Barbadou, Brazil, Cameroon,
Central Af r ican Republic, Chile, Colombia, costa Rica, c8te
d'Tvoire, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Finland, Greece,
Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Japan, Lesotho, Liberia, Malta,
Mex tco, Nepal, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Swaziland,
Togo, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire

The sixth preamhular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6 waa adopted by
77 vote8 to 19, with 32 abstentions.*

The tnATRMAN: The Committee will next vote on the ninth preambular

paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6. A recorded vote has been reauested.

*Subsequently the delegation of Bolivia informed the Secretariat that it had
intended to abs ta in.
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A _recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Daruasalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, China,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democrat ic Republ 16, Ghana, Guyana,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, [ran (Islamic Republic of), lrag,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, La0 People's Democratic Republic, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldivea, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozamhbique, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab
Republic, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zambia

Againsts Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, benmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, laeland, Ireland, Tsrael, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa,

Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United states of America

Abstaining: Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon, Central
African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, C8te d'Ivoire,
Dominican Republio, Ecuador, Fiji, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras,
Japan, Lesotho, Liberia, Malta, Mexico, Nepal, Panama, Papua wew
Guinea, Peru, Spain, Suriname, Swaziland, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire

The ninth preambular _paragraph of draft resolution A/C 1/43/L.6 was adopted by
69 vote8 t0 21, with 35 ahrtentionr.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee +11} now take a decision on operative

paragraph 2 of draft rerolution A/c.1/43/L.6. A recorded vote ha8 been requested.
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A reoordrd vote was taken.

In favour 3 Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botawana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byeloruasian Soviet Socialist Republlo,
Chiva; Congo, Cuba, Cyprur, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Lenocratic Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German
vamouratic Republic, Ghana, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
ivan {Islamic Republic of), rraa, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Acab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakiatan, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic, 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, Yugorlsvia, zambia

Against: Aaustria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Iceland, rsrael, Italy, Luxembonrg, _
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United State8 of
Americe

Abstaining: Australia, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brasil, Central African
Repuhlic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, C8te 4&'Ivoire, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Fiji, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, |reland,

Japan, Malta, Mexico, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Samoa,
Swaziland, Togo, Uruguay, Zaire

to 19, with 28 abstentions,

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on operative paragraph 5 of

draft resvlution A/C.1/43/1..6. A recorded vote ha8 been requested.
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A roaorded vote was taken.

In favour 1  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
China, Congo, Cuba, Cyprur, Csechoslovakia, Demcoratio Yemen,
Djibouti, Bgypt, Ethiopia, German Democratiec Republio, Ghana,
Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraa, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Demooratio Republic,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Mosambique, Niaaragua, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Somaia, 8ri Lanka 8udan, Suriname, Swasiland,
Syrian Arab Republic!, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Repuhlio, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Ropublio of Tansania, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, benmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Fedoral Republio of, Honduras, 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, Cameroon, Central African
Republioc, Chile, Colombia, Corta Rica, C8te d'Ivoire, Dominican
Republic, Eauador, Fiji, Greeae, Guatemala, Jamaica, Lesotho,
Malta, Mexioo, Nepal, panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, samoa,

Singapore, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Zaire, Zambia

Operative_paragraph 8 of drat t resolution A/C. 1/43/L.6 was adopted by 71 vote8
t0 34, with 31 abstentions.*

*Subseauently the delegation of Liberia informed the Secretariat that it had
intended to abstain.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on operative paragraph 6 of

draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 6.
A reocorded vote haS been requested.
A recorded v was taken.

In_favour s  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, China, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Byypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republiec,
Ghana, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, L O People's Democratic Republic,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Morooco, Mosambique, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pak is tan, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Ssnegal, Sierra lLeone, Somalia, Sii Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialiet Rapublics, Unikd
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Republic 0 f Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Franoce,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Honduras, Iceland, Irelard, Israel,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New 7.aland,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United States of America

Abstainings Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brasil, Contral Atrioan Republic,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, CBte Ad'lIvoire, Dominican Republic,
Bcuador, Fiji, Greeoce, Guatemala, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Malta,
Mexioco, Nepal, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Samoa, Swaziland, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Zaire, Zambia

Operative paragraph 6 of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 6 was adopted by 72 voter
to 23, with 32 abstention+ *

® Subroguently the delegation of the United Kingdom advised the Secretariat
that X4 hrdintendedto** (1495 against.
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The CHAIRMAN: Thr Committee will now vote on draft resolution

A/C. 1/43/L, 6 as a whole.

A recorded voted ha8 boon requested.

A_recorded vote was_taken.

In favour s

Aainstg

Abstaining ¢

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Braszil, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgar ia, Burkina Faro, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialis t
Republic, Cameroon, Central African Republic, chad, China, Congo,
Cuba, Cypr us, Czechoslovak ia, Damocr ® {0 Kampuchea, Democr, ® tio
Yemen, Dj ibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German Democra {lQ
Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Irxan
(Islamic Republic of ) , Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait , Lao People ‘S
Democratic Republic, Libyan Acab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexieo, Mongolia, Moroceo,
Mosambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Gman, Pakistan, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qutar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Sooialirt Republic,
Union Of Boviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zamb la

Israel, United States of Amer ica

Australia. Austria, Bahamas, Barbados, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cite d'Ivoire, Denmark, Dominican
Republic, Bcuador = Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal
Republic Of, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, “alta,
Nepal, Nether [and8, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Portugal, Samoa, Singapore, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uruguay,
Zaire

Draft resolution A/C,1/43/L.6, as a whole, waa adopted by 07 vokr to 2 with

45 abstentions.
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Thr Committee will now take up draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.40. The draft

resolution was introduad by the representative of Mexico at tha 28th meeting of

the First Canmit tee, On 7 November 1986, and haS8 been sponsored by the following

countries: Bahama@, Barbados, Jolivia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala, Honduras,

Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Surinam, Trinidad and Tobago, Uruguay, and

Venezuela.

A recorded vcte ha8 born requested.

A recorded vok war taken.

In favour |

Against |
Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Daruaaalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republio,
Cameroon, Canada, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congc, Costa
Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratio
Yemen, Denmar k, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador  BEgypt
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Honduras, Hungary, Ineland, India, Indonesia, Iran ( I lamic
Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho,
Liber ia, Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Luxembourg, Madagascar
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nether lands, Now Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Phi! ippines, Poland, Por toga 1, Qata £, Roman la, Rwanda,
Samoa, Saudi Arabia, sierra leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Spa in, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uanda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab BEmirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania,
United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, zaire, Zambia

None

Argontina, Central African Republic, C3te d'Ivoire, Cuba, France,
Senegal

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 40 war adopted by 128 voke t none, with

6 abs ten tions.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call UPON those representatives WhO wish to

explain their vote on the draft resolution juet adopted.
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Mr. WAYARABI (Indonesia) s The Indonesian delegation vishes to explain
its vote on the draf t resolution containad in dooumrnt A/C.1/43/L. 8%, concerning the
® rtabliahuwt of thr nuclear=weapon-f reo xone in South Asia.

Our position regarding the ® atabli8hm8nt of nuclear-weapon-free sones is well
known., We are working ® otively to promote the ® rtablirhnwnt of South East Asia as
anuclear-weapon-freesone in ® [0 95MI5 with the Fina Document of the T irst
special session Oof the General Assembly devoted 1O disarmament. As can be seen
from paragraphs 33 and 60 of that dooumrnt, thr General Assembly declared that thr
establishment Of nuclear-weapon-free sones on the basis of ® trangrmrntr freely
® (riv8d at among the States of thr region concerned, constituted an important
disarmament measure. [N paragraph 61, the General Assembly furthar stated t-hat thr
process of ® atablirhing nuclear-weapon-free zones in different part8 of the world
should be ® noouragad and the States participating in ® uOh zones should undectake to
aanply fully with al thr cbjectives, purposes and principles of the ® groomonta or
® rrang8mont8 ®  at8bliahing the nuclear~weapon-fr ee zones.

Noting the report of the Secretary-General contained in document A/43/303,
whioh reflected the faot that the countries in South Aria were still in the process
of @ ahiwing ® yroomont on thr issue, my delegation considered that, pending the
oconclusion of such an agreement, it rhould abstain on the draft resolution.

Ms. COURTNEY (Australia) s My delegation would like to make the fecllowing
explant-ions of vote On draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L. 8 and A/C. 1/43/L. 6.

Australia voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5, which deals with
the question of a nuclear-weapon-free zone¢ iN South Asia. That vote reflects the
deep concern Whioh Australia ha8 about the mounting proliferation pressuctes in that
and a number of other regions in the world. Rue tralia is vehemently opposed to

vertical and horizontal proliferation wherever and whenever it ocours. Such
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proliferation has sericus consequences both in thr regional context and for
inte:national stability. For that reason, Australia supports the ® trongthoning Of
thr non-proli fera tion régime, inoluding @  trongthoning through the ®  4tabli8hmont of
nuclear-weapon-f ree sones. We therefore @ XIOOOTS thrwishthat4llcountriesof the
South Asia region would implement this draft rorolution.

Australia abstained on rorolution A/C.1/43/L. 6, ® ntitldd "Israeli nuclear
armament® for the following reasons. Opera tive paragraph 6, in reques ting the
Inkrnational Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) to sucpend scientific collaboration with
Israel, and operative paragraph 5, in calling upon all States and organizations
that have not yet donr so, to discontinue co-operating with rnd giving @ 8818t4nc4
to, Israel in the nuvlear field, oould have implications for 1Israel's right8 and
pr ivileges of member ship in [AEA.

Aurtralia believes in the universality of membership of inkrnational
organizations, inoluding, in particular, IAEA. Nor do we accept the Lthes is in the
last three preambular paragraphs a8 having sufficient ® vicbntiary basis. That
being raid, let me stress that Australia continue8 to be concerned about the
failure Of Israel and a number of other countr ies to join thr Treaty on the
Non-Rolifrration of Nuclear Weapons and it continue8 to urge that they do ®o at
thr ® arliert possible date.,

Mr. FRIEDERSDCRF (Unitod States of Amer ica)t A8 in previous years, the
United States delegation ha8 joined in suppor ting the traditional text concerning
thr establishment of a nuclear-weapon-f ree zone iN South Asia, as contained in
draft resolu tion A/C. 1/43/L. 5. | should like to recall our basiec approach to the
® atdbliahmont of such zones. The initiative should come from States iNn the region
concerned) all States Who80 participation is deemed important should participatey

there should be adequate verification provisions) the zones should NOt upset
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® xiating ® oourity ®  rrangmmtr tO the detriment of regional and international
security) it should @ ffrotivrly prohibit nualrar ®  xploaivr development Or
possession for any purpose) it should not restrain the exercise of right@, ruah a8
freedom of navigation, and ¢ ® houldnot ® ffoot the rights of States to make

® rrangrmrntr for such matters as port calls and transit privileges.

My delegation la able to support the initiative to ® rtiblirh a
nuclear-weapon-free sone in South Asia because the proposal appear8 to be in
harmony with those criteria. At the same time, it is clear that there are oOthrr
e 0oOws 1N Whiah thr conditions necessary for a nuclear-weapon-free zone WOUld not be
satisfied, ® UOh as e roaa within thr region covered by the North Atlantio Treaty
Organiszation., Accordingly, My Jelegation wishes to note that the re ference in the
thi-d preambular pargaraph to tha ® atablirhmnt of nuoclear-weapon-free zones in
other regions of thr world does not constitute for us an ® ndoraom8nt of such sones
ONn a univer sal basis.

My delegation ha3 joined in support of draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L. 40 as an
indication of the strony and abiding of the United States. for the Treaty of
Tlateloloo, At thr ¢ un8 time, we wish to reoord onoce agan our disappointment that
the draft resolution focuses on Protocol | of the Treaty and not on the issue of
universal ® dhrrrncm to thr Treaty by all el igible Stake. In doing so, the draft
resolution singles out ON8 State for ocriticism rather than ocalling, as it should,
on those Other ® |igiblo Stake to become parties. Such a discriminatory draft

resolution that ® ttacks oOnly part of the problem 10888 much or its potential force

and is less likely to ® ohiovo its intended result.
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As we have pointed out in the past, only when thr Treaty of Tlatelolco,
together with it8 Protocols, is fully in force for all eligible States will it be
rblr to make its full contribution t0 regional and international security. We
therefore urge ita sponsors to consider ® [t8ring their ® pproaoh should they decide
to introduce a draft resolution concerning this Treaty in the future.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) : The drirgation of
France abstained in thr votr on draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L, 40.

We aannot agree to being ® ingl8d out in this manner in thr draft resolution
inasmuch as othor countries looatrd in the area of ® pplioation of thr Treaty of
Tlatololoo have not AICJ4¢ @  ign@d that Treaty, or havr not yet ratified it, or have
not made use Of the clause that provides for 1its immediate entry into foroce in
ctespect of themselves before al thr countries ratifying tho Treaty Or the
Protoaol8 havr become parties to these instruments.

Thr French Gover nment, at an ® ppr opr 1ate time, Will make a decision regarding
ratification of AMditional Protoaol |, bearing in mind the status of the

ratification of the Treaty itself.

Mr. MEERBURG (Ne thrr lands)| The Kingdom of thr Nether |and8 attaches

groat importance tO the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which exemplifies how, in certain
regions of the world, the proliferation of nuolrar weapon8 oan be prevented by the
area tion of nuclear-weapon-free zones. My delega tion commends the Treaty. We
believe that the 23 sovereign States in Latin America that have acceded to it
deserve our praise.

A8 is recalled in draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L. 40, thr Kingdom of the
Netherlands is one of the three States with territories in latin America that have
signed and ratified the Additional Protocol | of the Treaty, thus bringing it into

force for the Netherlands Antilles and Aruba. Draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 40 urger
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a fourth eligible state to ra ti fy Additional Protocol |, whioh would rerult In the

Treaty '8 entry into force for the Territories of that State in the zone of
application of the Treaty .

While we would, of course, welcome such a development, we also note with
regret that not all eligible sovereign States in latin America have acceded to the
Treaty of Tlatelolco. For that reason my Government would strongly welcome all
apprnprjat~ action8 by all State8 to which the Treaty is relevant that would
facilit-.te its full entry into force at the earliest possible date. we do not
Understand why an appeal to this effect could not have been included in the draft
resolution, and we sincerely hope that next year a more balanced draft resolution
Will be presented to us.

Mr. NYBERG (Finland) I | wieh to explain the vote of Finland in favour of
draft resolu tion A/C, 1/43/L. 5, en t!. tled "Es tahl ishment oOf a nuclear-weapon-free
zone N South Asia®,

It is the policy of Finland to support endeavours to establish
nuclearweapon-free zones. Initiatives to this end should arise from the States
within a region, and the process ehould enjoy the support of all States ooncer ned.

Mr. GIEROW (Sweden) s+ On behalf of the Swediah delegation 1 ehould like
to explain Sweden's vote on draft reeolution A/C.1/43/L. 5.

On several occasions Sweden has expressed i ts posi tive attitude with regard to
the eetabliehment of nuclear-weapon-f roe zones. Such a development could result in
increased confidence and have a positive influence on the political climate and the
security situation in the region.

The establishment Of a nuclear-weapon-free ZONe requires the non-possession Of
nuclear weapons by States in the zone, as well a8 the absence of nuclear weapon@

from, and their non-deployment in, thoee States, Another esseatial element is the
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commitment by the nuclear-weapon States not to use or threaten to use nuclear

weapons against targets within the zone.
As tO concrete proposals for such zones, one basic prerequisite must, however,
be acceptance of and co-operation with the initiative by all States in the region.
In line with these principles, Sweden hus had to abstain in the vote on draft
resolution a/c.1/43/L.5 rrgarding the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone
in South Aria, as States concerned voted against the draft resolution.

Mr. cAPPAGLI (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) : Thr delegation
of Argentina voted in favour of the draft rrrolution contained in document
AIC.1/4 3/L. 6 - "Israell nuclear armament” - as a whole but abstained in the case Of
some Oof the paragraphs that were voted on separately. \We are opposed, however, to
the request that hae been put tO States {0 subject their nualear facilities to
supervision by the Inter national Atomic Energy Agency.

Mr. NUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish) s AS a non-party
to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, cuba would like to explain its abstention in the vote
on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 40, The reasons for our not being a party to that
Treaty were en&reed by the Genera Assembly in the final document approved by
consensus at the first special session devoted to diearmament. Paragraph 63 (a) of
that document says that the following is one of the measures that are especially
der ir able |

“Adoption by the States conceined Of all relevant measures to ensure the

full applicatin of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America {Treaty Of Tlateloloo) , takingintoaccounttheviews® XIOON N )@ atthe

tenth special session on the adherence to it". (A/8-10/4, p. 8)

The opinion that was put forward by Cuba at that time - an opinion endor rod by the
General Assembly - is known to everyone, so | will not repeat it. However, we do

not renounce our righ t to have the weapons that we need, inasmuch as part of our
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territory continues to be ocoupied by a foreign military force. That coudition has
boon imposed on us. This ocoupation is an rat of hostility, an aot Of aggressiza,
and many other aotr of aggression 7 id hostility havr been perpetrated in recent
years.

Mr. MASHHADI (Islamic Republic of lean) 1+ The Islamic Republic of Iran

voted in favour of draft rorolution A/c. 1/43/L. S, entitle® "Nuclear-weapon-free
gone in South As ia". As we have repeatedly and unambiguourly explained, it is a
fundammtal part of our policy that the elimination of weapons of mass destruction,
inoluding nuclear weapons, murt be given top priority in disarmament measures. In
this respect the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free aone in South Asia, of which my
oountry is considered to be a part, is particularly important. The Islamic

Republic of Iran fully supports this draft resolution, having co~sponsored .
similar draft rorolution in the 1970s.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take up the draft resolutions in

oluster 7.
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Ms. NIELSEN (Donmark) t The ef fort to achieve a comprehensive
nuclear-tort han has been an issue that Denmark har highlighted for years in its
atatements. In our view, the conalurion of a comprehensive nuolrar-tort-ban treaty
is one of the priority i-sues of our deliberations in thr First Committee. ¢m e 00
a nuclear-tort ban not as an end in itself but as a meana in the nuclear
digarmament process,

A comprehensive tort ban will not lead directly to reduction8 in nuolear
weapons. It would, however, he A significant contribution to lowering the rcisk of
further vertical and horizontal proliferation of nualear weapons. |t would impede
development of now generation8 of nuclear weapons and assist in proventing the
emergence of NOW NuUOlrar-weapon Stater.

In our view, it iS important that the very positive dovelopmentr we have seen
in the area of quantitative reduotion of nualear arsenals rhould not be offset by
gualitative improvements in nuclear arms. The conclusion of a comprehensive test
ban would also nerve t0 enhance the nuclear-proliferation treaty régime and the
attraction of that treaty for NON-nuclear-weapon Stater.

For those reasons, Denmark finds it important conrintently to urge and support
efforts Aimed at the conclusion of a comprehensive nuriear-test-ban treaty banning
all nuclear tests in all environments by all State8 and for all time.

The goal af a comprehensive test ban enjoy8 widespread supp>rt. Differences
of opinion, however, still exist on how beet And mort realistically to reach it.
Denmrrk has for many years been a co-sponror Of the Australia-New Zealand draft
resolution, this year introduced as document A/C.1/43/L.51. We fully subscribe to
the approach outlined in thrt draft resolution. Over the years, it has, in a
realistic way, taken account of current realities while outlining the most feasible

way Of Achieving a comprehensive toot-ban treaty.
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This year, operative paragraph 2 of thr draft resolution urges the Conference
Oon Disarmament to intensify it8 consideration of item 1 of its agenda, rntitird
*Nuclear~-test ban" and to initiate ® uhmtantivoworkonall ® OQOOM OO ofa
nuolrar-tort-ban treaty at the beginning of it8 1980 @ emmion. The Conferenor on
Disarmament is the appropriate forum for multilateral negotiations on the tort-ban
issue. We ® upport and olorely follow the work of thr Conference on Disarmament in
that £ ield. The efforts of the Conference on Disarmament In negotiating an
® ffrotivr and verifiable comprehensive nuolear-tort brn azre oomplemrntary to any
bilateral nogotiationr on that issue.

We welcome the bilateral step-by~step negotiations between the United State8
and thr. Soviet Union on nuolrar terting, which we hope Wwill lead am a first result
to the ratification of the two bilateral threshold treaties. By increasing mutual
trurt and confidence and by expanding the area of agreed vecification procedures,
those negotiation8 and the connected joint-verifiagtion ®  xparimentm have a
® ignifioanoo that goer beyond the aotual negotiations.

It i8 the hop8 of the Danish delegation that draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.51,
before us again this year, will attract widespreada ® upport.

The CHATRMAN: | shall now call upon those delegations wishing 1o ® peak
in explanation of vote before the voting.

Mr. S8HARMA (India) 5 | havr taken the floor to speak on the draft
resolutions on a comprehensive nuclear-teat-ban treaty and my ® tatement refers to
all draft resolutions on that subject.

The question of a ban on the testing of nuclear weapon8 has been a priority
issue on the multilateral disarmament ® (Qenda for almost 35 years. The objective
was oclearly reiterated in thr third preambular paragraph of the 1963 Treaty Banning

Nuclear Weapon Tests iN the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water, am follows:
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"Seeking to achieve the discontinuance of all test ® xplomionm of nuolear
weapon8 for all time,.."

My delegation regrets that, despite the international community's repeated
calls negotiations on the issue have not commenced in the Conferenoe on Disarmament
in Geneva. In our view, the Conferenoe on Disarmament remains the moat appropriate
forum to commence negotiation8 on this ® ubject of vital concern, given the presence
of all five nuolear-weapon Staten around the conference table.

My delegation will vote in favour of the draft rerolutionr contsined in
documents A/C.1/43/L.13 and A/C.1/43/L.23., However, my delegation note8 that the
scope Of the treaty, as envisaged in draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L.13, is At variance
with the generally accepted scope for much a treaty. In our view, the scope, for
the purpose of our work is Olearly determined by the preambulrr declaration of the
1963 partial tort-ban Treaty. Our vote in favour of the draft rerolution is
therefore Without prejudice to our position On the scope of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty to he negotiated in the Conference on Dimarmament And as visualized
in the preamble of the partial tort-ban treaty.

My delegation will not he Able to support the draft rerolution contained in
document A/C.1/43/L.51. We believe that the "onference On Disarmament is a
negotiating body and thrt a mandate calling for anything leas than negotiating
would reduce its role and downgrade the importance attached to thin issue by the
world community.

We Are aware of bilateral taks between the United State8 And the the USSR on
nuclear tenting. However, A= stated by the leaders of Argentina, Greece, Mexico,
Tanzania, Sweden and India associated with the Six-Nation Initiative in the
Stockholm Declaration, any agreement that leaver room for continued tenting would

not be Acceptable,
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My delegation would also 1ike to urge that, pending the conclusion of ® uoh 8
treaty, al nuclear-weapon States suspend testing so e 8 to facilitate a
comprehensive teat-ban treaty.

Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom) | | should likr tO comment on the draft
resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L.23.

A8 1 explained iNn my @ trtomrnt iN the general debate, the United Kingdom'8
security Will depend for the foreseeable future on deterrence based in part on thr
possession o i nuclear weapons. That will mean a oontinuing requirement to oonduat
undrrground nuclear tests to ® n8uro that our nuclear weapons remain ® ffootivr and
up-to-date.

A comprehensive test ban remains a |long-trrm goal. Progress will be made only
by a step-by-step rpproaoh, taking rooount of technical advances on verification,
progress @ [Sowhoroinarmscontrol ® dthe ® (ttitudr of otherStates, We dO not
believe that it would be appropriate to use the amendment procedures included in
thr 1963 partial test-bun Treaty tO change totally the nature of that Treaty, oven
if all states parties were in favour of the objcotive Of thr immediate creation Of

a comprehensive tort-ban treaty.



EMS/16 A/C.1/43/PV.37
41

(Misa Solesby, Uni ted Kingdom)

I murt mrkr clear thrt the Unitrd Kingdom would not be ® Dblr to support the
outoomr desired by those who have proposed thr idea of holding such a conference.
We are ourselves opposed to thr idea of convenling thr conference.

Of ocourse, despite the United Kingdom's poasition un thr substance of the
lssue, we Will continua to fulfil in an objrotivr manner our dutiea a8 a depositary
Power .

Mt. DOLEJS (Czechoslovakia)s Thr Caechoslovak delegation is of the
opinion that all e venuos rhould be considered and tried t0 make early and tangible
progress towards aohirving a comprehensive prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.
That is the reason my delegation supports all three draft resolutions relating to
this matters draft resolutions A/C.1/43/..13, L.23 and L.S51.

The Conference ONn Dirarmamrnt continues tO be an indispensable forum for
nrgotiating a comprehensive nuclear-tort-ban treaty., We recognize the dif ficulties
encountered there, the nature of which leaves NO doubt as tO the complexity of the
i ssues involved., Yet we are of the opinion that the present Aifferences in
position rhould no longer prevent thr Conference on Dirarmamrnt from starting
suhstantive work, With a view to making a contribution to the advanoemrnt of that
work at the Conference On Disarmament, Czechoslovakia this year put forward a
proposal, in working paper C€p/8e63,

“to initiate, as a first step towards achieving a nuclear-toot-ban treaty,

subsatantive work on specific and interrelated test-ban issues, including

structure and scope, as well aa verification and compliance”,
That compromirr proposal on the negotiating mandate reflects realistically the
present stage Of discussions in thr Conference on Dismarmament, and we believe it
would provide a good basis for further mraningful work. [t is our view that such

en approach can be put to use in the efforts to realize the objective8 set forth in
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thr three draft resolutions before us, and with that understanding we shall vote N
favour of them,

Mr. SOUZA E SILYA (Brasil)s My delegation would 1ike to speak in
rxplrnation of vote concerning draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L.13, On the cessation of
all nuclear-test explosions, sponsored by Ecuador, Indonenia, Ireland, Mexioco,
Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venasuela ® nr! Yugoslavia.

The Brasilian dolegation, following some now developments in the treatment of
this subject in the Conference on Disarmament, will vote in favour of that draft
resolution this year. That vote, howaver, does NOot moan that BraS8ll renounces the
draft mandate for an ad hoc committee ON 8 nuclear-test ban presented by the Group
of 21 in document CD/520/Rev.2. A8 indicated in footnote 1 tO document CD/829, the
Adraft mrndair presented therein is an important show of flexibility by thr Group of
21 whioh could load to thr superseding of dooumrnt CD/520/Rev.2 only if duly
reciprocated by other parties involved.

Secondly, we should like to stress that our support Of draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.13 door not imply any change in our long-held pon’itlonl of principle
regarding thr specific end necessary scope of a nuoloar-tart-ban treaty and
regarding what is author ized in articie 18 Of the Trealy of Tlateloico.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now trke action on draft resoiutions in cluster 7.

We turn tirst to draft rrrolution a/c.1/43/L.13. That dragt rrrolution wan
introduoud by the representative Of Mexico at the 28th meating of the First
Committee, held on 7 November, and iS sponsored by Ecuador, frdonesia, Ireland,
Mexico, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia,

A rroordrd vote ha8 been requeated.
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A recorded vote waa taken,

In favours

Againmt:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbadoa, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Rotswana, Beaail, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faao, Burma, Burundi, Byrloruaaian 8oviet Socialist Republio,
Cameroon, Central African Ropublio, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprua, Csechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Bgypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Pinland, Gabon, German Democratic
Rapublio, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinsa, Quyana, Hondutaa,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (lalamio Ropublio of), Iraq,
Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, La0 People's Democratic
Republioc, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozamhique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Ropublio,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
soviet Sooialirt Rapuhlio, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Ropublio of Tansania, Uruguay,
Venesuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoalavia, 2aire, Zambia

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States o f America

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, China, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland,

Israel, |taly, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, spain,
Tur key

Draft_rraolution A/C.1/43/L.13 waa adopted by 118 voter to 3, with 13

abstentions.

The_ CHAIRMAN; We turn nrxt to draft roaolution A/C.1/43/L.23. Thia

draft resolution waa introduced by the representative Of Mexico at the 29ti meeting

of the First Committee, hold on 7 November. It is sponsored by the delegation8 of

Ecuador, Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Romania, S8ri Lanka, Venesuela rnd Yugoslavia.

A recorded vote has boon requested.
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VOtr was taken.

Int fevour

Againat:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Acgentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbadoa, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brasil, Rrunei Daruaaalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faao, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Sovirt Soaialiat Ropublio, Cameroon,
Central African Ropublio, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Cungo, Costa
Rica, C8te d4'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprua, Carohoalovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djihouti, Dominioan Ropublio, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Gabon, German Democratic Ropuhlio, Qhana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Quyana, Honduraa, Hungary, India, Indonesaia, Iran
(Islamic Ropuhlio of), Irag, Jamaioa, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
Pecple's Democratic Republio, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldivra, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morcocco, Mosambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakiatan, Panama, Papua Now Quinra, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon lalanda, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaailand, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Toba?o, Tuniaia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Ropublio, Union of Sovirt Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emiratra, United Ropuhlio of Tanaania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoadavia, zaire, Zambia

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northrrn Ireland,
United Btates of America

Abstainings Australia, Auatr ia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Germany,

Federal Rapuhlin of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, |taly,
Japan, Luxembourg = Netherlands, Now Zealand , Norway — Portugal,
Spain, Sweden, Turkey

Draft roaolution A/C.1/43/L.23 was adoptrd by 108 votes: to 3, with 21

abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn next to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 51, This

draft rraolution was introduced by the representative of Auatralia at the 30th

meeting of the Pirst Committee, hold on 8 November, and is ® ponaorad by tho

delegations of Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Batbador, Brunei Darussalam, Cameroon,

Canada, Colomhir, Costa Rica, Drnmark, Eouadot, Fiji, Finland, Greece, Iceland,

Irrland, Jamaioa,

Japan, Liberia, Now Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Papua New Guinea,

thr Philippines, Samoa, Singapore, Solomon lalanda, sweden, Thailand, vanuatu and

Zaire.

A recorded vote ham been requested.
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A_tecorded vote was taken.

In favours Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina PFaso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Contral African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, C8te 4'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Lsechoslovakia,
Demooratic Yemen, Denmar k, Dj ibouti  Dominican Republic, Eouador ,
Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic
Republic, Germany, Federal Republic o f , Ghana, Greeoce, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Hondur as, Hungary, Iceland, Indones ia, Iran
(lalamio Republic of), Irqg, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, L3O People 's Democratic Republio, Liber ia,
Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Luxembourg, Madagaaoar , Malaya ia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongclia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Notharlanda, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Niger ia, Nor my, Oman, Pak istan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Phil ippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands.
Somalia, Spain, 8ri Lanka, 8udan, Suriname, S8waziland, Sweden,
Syr lan Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republio,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republiocs, United Arab BEmirates, United
Republic of Tanaan ia, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia

Adainst: France, United States of Amer ica

Abstaining: Argentina, Bragil, China, India, laraal, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Draft resolu tion A/C.1/43/L. 51 was _® &ptad by 127 votes to 2, with
6 _abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call upon representatives who wiah to make

statements in explanation of vote after thr voting.

Mr., FRIEDERSDORF (United States of Amer ica) :+ The Unikd States

delegation would 1ike to explain its vote on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13,
entitled "Cessation Of all nuclear-test ® xplorionr”. Thr United States was unable
to support this draft rrrolution because it la in fundamental conflict wi th United
States pulioy regarding nuclear-testing limitationa, which we have ® takd here on
® ovoral occasions and with which delegations in the First Committee are qui te

familiar.
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(Mr. Friedersdorf, United States)
We were also compelled to VOLI' against draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 51,

entitled "Urgent need fOr a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty”, because it is
in some respects o |w in oonfliot with United States policy. We regret this very
much, because thr ® ponaora have worked closely and constructively with our
delegation in trying to resolve those differences.

Progress has been made in the |aat year on reduction of nuclear arms as 1
rrault of the constructive negotiations being conducted between the United States
and the Soviet Union. We havr had the signing Of thr Treaty between thr Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and tha United States of America on thr Elimination Of
Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty - and we have
mada progress towards 2 @ trategic-arms agreement. We have campleted a joint
e tifioation exper iment and hlka continue towards ratification of the threshe'd
tort-ban Treaty and the peaceful nuolaar ®  xplooiona Truty. \Wa app-eciate the
rycognition of that progress offered in the fourtn and fifth paragraphs of the
preamble to draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 51.

As we have stated N the past, the United States does mot beliave that a
confersnce to amend the partial teat-ban Treaty la an appropriate or practical
approach to the aub ject of a complete tegt ban. We have expressad our Vim again
in our vote on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.23. However, we wish Lo statr clearly
that the United States will carry out its responsibilities as a depositary State in
regard to officia requests for ® uoh a conference.

Mr., BUTLER (Australia) : Australia abstained in thr voting on draft
resolutior. A/C.1/43/L. 23, but that should not in any way be construed as indicating
that Australia doer not oontinue tO believe strongly that there is an urgent need
for a comprehensive test-ban treaty, am was refloated in our sponsorship of draft

resolution A/C.1/43/L. 51, which ha8 just becn adopted.
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(Me., Butler, Australia)

At this stage the Australian Government ham not yet taken a position on the
proposal to convene a conference to amend the 1963 partial tort-ban Treaty. Having
made that oclear, we consider that the Conference On Disarmament in Geneva is the
body boat quipped, in terms of authority, expertise and continuity, to address a
comprehensive nuolsar-tort-ban treaty. Auatral ia doubts that the proposed
amendment conference Would possess those attributer to aanything like tiio same
degree a8 the Conference On Disarmament.

Dame Ann HERWUS (New Zealand): New Zezland ham @  upportod thr adoption of

draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 13, entitled "Cessation Of all nuclear-teat
explosions". \\e were pleased {0 be able to vote iN favour of that text once
again. we note that a number of textual changes have been made znd, in our view,
there have resulted in a considerable improvement in the draft resolution,

There are a number Of themes that are aanmon to both that text and to the
draft resolution on a comprehensive teat-ban treaty co-sponsored by New Zealand,
which ham alro just been adopted by the Committee. Both call for the Conference on
Disarmament to resume its reaponribility to negotiate a comprehensive tort-ban
treaty, Both recognize the need for adequate verification and the usefulness of
the work of the Ad HOC Group dealing with seismic events.

We do continue to huve certain reservations about the draft rerolution
conta ined in document A/C. 1/43/L, 13, however . In the first place, we regret tre
continuing, albeit now muted, emphsais ON the responsibilities of the three States
which act as depositaries 0Of the partial tout-ban Treaty. All five nuclear Statra,
as well a8 other states, must be fully involved in the negotiation of such a
treaty. 8Sesondly, we regret that the draft resolution fails tO emphasize in an

unambiguous manner that a nuclear-teat-ban treaty should apply to the test

explosions oOf all nuclear explosive devices.
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(Dame_Ann Herous, New Zealand)

I should alro 1 ike to take this opportunity to make some comments on draft

rrrolution A/C. 1/43/L. 23, "Cessation of all nuclear-test ® xplorionrn. New Zealand
abstained in the voting on that draft resolution. Now Zealand prefers to put its
trust in the ability of the Conference ON Disarmament (O make progress towards the
negotiation of ¢ comprehensive .ost-ban treaty. New Zealand will support the
e vMnNw that appears most likely tO yield practical and useful results On this
most-important issue.

Mr. HOULLEZ (Belgium) (interpretation from French) s | should like to

explain my delegation's votr on thr draft rrrolutionr in cluster 7 and specitfically

Oon draft resolutions A/C,1/43/L, 81 and L. 23. With regard to draft

resoluction A/C.1/43/L.51, my drlrgation is pleased that we were able to approve

it. Am | pointed out in my statement on 21 October, my delegation welcomes the new
approach of the United States of America anA thr Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on the question of nuamar tests and, in particular, the recent

developments in verification arrangements aimed at facilitating the ratification of

the 1974 threshold teat-ban Treaty and the 1976 peaceful nuclear explosions
Treaty. We see here a reaffirmation of t“e policy we have championed for years
aimed at the gradual and verifiable implemantation of the final objective, namely,
the total cessa tion of all types of nuclear tooting.

Lastly, we would repeat the appeal to all the members of the Conference on
Dirarmamrnt t0 consider, au SOON au it resumes its activi ties in 1989, the proposal
suomitted Dy the representative Of Czechoslovakia with regard to the mandate for an

ad hog committee to deal with the ques tion of the cessation Of nuclear t.» ts to

alow for intensified consideration of the primary question before the Confu.ance,

namely, the consideration Of a comprehens ive ban on nuclear-weapons testing .
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Turning to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L, 23, my delegation ® bntained in thr
voting because we believe, am do many othrr delegations, that the Conference on

Disarmament represents the brat framework for dealing, on the multilateral ievel,

with questions of the cessation of nuclear-test ® Xxploaionr, not isolated from other

aspec ts of dimarmament.
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Mr. NUMATA (Japan) s With respect (O Japan's abstention on Graft
resolutions A/C.1/43/L.13 and A/C.1/43/1.23 | wirh to state the following pesition
of Japan on nuclear-testing issues.

Japan has consistently attachrd importance to the early realisation of a
comprehensive nuclear-tort ban am a step of high priority in the promotion of
nuclear disarmament and ha8 bean working consistently toward8 that goal, Since thr
® groomont in September last year to start full-scale stage-by-stage negotiation8 on
nuclear testing the United States and the Soviet Union have been conducting
intensive negotiations towards the early ratification of the threshold test-ban
Treaty of 1974 and the peaceful nuclear ®  xplo8iona Treaty of 1976. They have also
carried out the joint verification ® xporimmt @ ucco88fully.

Japan welcomes these developments and strongly hoper that the ratification of
the two Treaties will become a redlity without delay #o that the two countries may
be abir to proceed promptly t0 the second phase, namely, negotiating further
intermediate |imitationa on nuclaar testing.

Like many other delegations my delegation bel ieves it is of vital impor tance
that substantive work be undertaken as soon as possible in the Conference on
Disarmament on item 1 of itS agenda, a nuclear-teat ban, at its 1989 session. In
order for this to cane about all those concerned need tO demonstrate a |ittle more
flexibility on the basis of an objective assessment of the reality, which includes
important progrraa in United States-Soviet negotiations. In our view, draft
resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 23 does not reflect such an approach.

With respect to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13 my delegation understands the
frustration felt by many at the lack of progress on a comprehensive teat ban in
that multilateral forum for many years. However, Japan is firmiy convinced that

the Conference on Disarmament provides the beet avenue for reaching our ehared goal

OFf a comprehensive nuclear-teat ban and cannot but have serious reservations over a



PKB/tC A/C.1/43/PV,37
52
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course Of ® ation which might impair or ® idr-track thr werk of the Conference on
Disarmament on the ® ubjeot,

Those are the reasons why we ® batainod on draft reaolutiona A/C.1/43/L.13 and
A/C.1/43/L.23.

Mr. PETERS (Federal Republ i0 of Germany)t My delegation would like to
explain its vote on thr draft resolutions on nuclear tenting contained in
cluster 7, on whiah the Committrr ham just taken action. We voted in favour of
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.81 to underline our commitment t0 the realization of a
comprehensive nuclear-teat ban, which we would like to see matrrialine at thr
earliest possible date. The head of the Federal Government, Chancellor Kohl, has
reaffirmed thir urgent wish on various occaaiona. The way towards the
aforementioned oObjective thri seems to he thr moat promising to us is a
step-by-step ® pproaoh combining hilateral and multilsteral ® ffortm. We therefore
weloome the joint ® tatoment of 17 September 1987 in whioh the Urited States and the
Soviet Union announced their agrerment to begin full.-ecalo, stage-by-stoge
negotiation8 on nuclear-torting limitationa.

We attach great importance to the joint verification ® xperimont ®  ucaeaafully
concluded in the months of Auguat and September 1988. We hope that the process
thua under way Will croon lead to the ratification of the thraahold teat-ban Treaty
of 1974 and the prrceful nuclear explosions Treaty of 1.976. We are confident that
this first rtep will consequently lead to further steps in the direction of
achieving the final. objective of those nagotiationa. One ® hould not, however,
mistake a oOeanation of testlng or intermediate measures in the dirwction of a
comprehensive teat ban am being a substitute X*(00 @ uhatantial reductions of existing
nuclear arsenals.

For my Govrrnmont, teliable verification or any cessation of testing,

including a limited or an intermediate one, is a conditio ® N0 qua non for much &
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(Mr., Peters, Federal
Republic of Germany)

meanute. We are convinced that the technical problems related to much verification
can pe solved, the necessary technoloyies being currently developed.

An important rlement in this process will be a global seismiec monitor in9
system. |n 1985 we proposed its ® gtabliahment in the Conference on Disarmament in
Geneva. In March 1986 we demonatrated in Geneva the capabili tier of the Seismic
Data Centre ® stablished at Qraefenberg near the City of Niremberg to delegationa
SSm @ eimic experts of thr Conference on Disarmament. We have, furtharmore, this
year furniahed information obtained from that Centre on the teat ® xploeionr
conducted under the joint verification expariment agreement. One Of the key
features OF this system is its free accessibility from everywhere in the world via
dedicated public network data links enabling any e oientific entity elaewhere on the
globe O retrieve ® torod ® eiamic data of the Qraefenberg @ tation for a period of
15 days backward from the date of rqueat. In this context we interpret operative
Paragraph 3 of draft reaolution A/C.1/43/L. 51 am an invitation aready fulfilled by
the above-mentioned government-financed data centre. We will continue to
contribute to the speedy development and installation of a global seismic
verification network, It isin the context of the ® atabliahment of much a system
that my Qvernment will be able actively t0 communicate seismic data reciated tO
poaaible nuclear ®  xpltmiona to the Secretary-General via diplomatic channels.

We do not support, hawever, hastening into full-f lodged multilateral
negotiationa on a comprehensive teat ban or projects aimed at widening the scope of
the partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 to become a aomprehenaive teat-ban treaty
without the necearary groundwork having been laid in the field of verification.

We, therefore, did not vok for those draft reaolutiona which favoured those
approaches. \What we advocate are legally binding, reliably verif iable undertak ings

of interested parties) a step-by-step approach, ultimately leading to a complete
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cessation of all nuclear tes ting is, am far am we understand the Zormulationa

contained in cperative paragraph 2 (C) of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L, 51, within

the range of ® olutiona envisaged in that draft reseiution, on which we voted

favourably,

Mr. MEERBURG (Netherlands)s My delegation voted ir fuvour of draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L.51 on the urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear teat-ban
treaty. However, We have some observations to make. The promising developments
that have taken place on the issue of nuclear testing in truant years prove that
this matter cannot be viewed in iaolation from the broader nuclear issues. The
joint communiqué of the United States and the Soviet Union of 17 September 1987
® tarkd the process of tull-scale stage-by-stage negotiations am a means of
achieving the ultimate goal of the complete ceaaation of nuclear touting am part of
& wesoeotive disarmament process. There are prospects that, am a first step, thr
United States and the Soviet Union will goon reach agreement on a get of effective

verification measures, Whioh would make it possible t0 ratify the threshold

teat-ban Treatiea of 1974 and 1976.
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These developments have confirmed our belief that at this juncture thr nuclear
tes ting issue is best served by a stage-by-stage @ pproaoh linking reductions in
nuclear weapons t0 reduc tions in the number and resul to Of tests. Now that the
direct® [IOOSSON ofsubstantiallyreducingnuclearweaponsisbeginningtoboar
fruit, we might ark ourselves whether the indirect strategy of suffocation of the
nuolur e rmr race has not los t much Of its relevance . In our view, the
stage-by-stage @ pproaoh, which has my Government 's full support , has been
insufficiently reflected in draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L. 31, whion therefore became
less balanced and realistic than we would have wished. As a result, the
Netherlands was Not in a position to sponsor this year's draft rrrolution.

However, we voted in favour because of the importance that my Goverrment attaches
to the issue as ruah.

My delegation would ® [r0o like tO explain its position on draft rorolution
A/C.1/43/L.13. In that draft, the more balanced and realistic approach, along the
liner | have Jjust mentioned, im rvrn less iN evidence. Moreover, the appeal to
member States of the Conference on Disarmament to promote, in 1989, the
® rtablirhmnt of an ad hoc committee with a nogotiatinq’ mandate for a treaty On the
complete cessation of nuclear test explosions as outlined in operative paragraph 5
of the draft resolution, uannot, for the reasons | have just mentioned, be
suppor ted by my Government .

We abstained on draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L. 23 because we foOl that convening
a npecial conference With thr am C0x* @ mondin9 the 1imited t eat-ban Treaty of 1963
to bring about a comprehens ive tom t ban, is not an adequate way of darling with the
issue. Moreover, draft rorolution A/C,1/43/L, 23 doom not in any my do justice to
recent important and promising developments leading to a step-by-step approach in

which the teat-ban issua becomes part of a broader effective disarmament process.
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As | raid in my statement on 31 October 1987, the time is not yet ripe for a
comprehensive test ban. There is N0 ® |tarnativato our ® ffortr in the Conferenue
On Disarmament t0 try and achieve progress on a number of practical ® rpotr of

nuoloar tes ting. In our view, thr Conference On Disarmament rhould take up its
work ON ® Uuoh concrete matters as the verification provisions for the multilateral
test ban Treaty taking into ® o0oount the commitments undertaken by the nuclear

Powers in thr limited tow-ban Treaty of 1963 and the non-proliferation Treaty Of
1966.

Mr. CAPPAGLI (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) 3+ Thr Argentine

delegation voted in favour of draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L.13 On the cessation of
all nuclear-test explosions in view of the clarity of the mandate given to the
Conference ON Disarmament tO initiate negotiations to that ® nd.

My delegation also voted in favour of draft rrrolution A/C. 1/43/L. 23, whose
objective is to amend the Treaty of 1963 whioh prohibits nuclear-weapon tests in
the atmosphere, outer space and under water.

Howevar, | should like tO record our well-known position with regard to the
Treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, to which Argentina is not a

party. | should also 1 ike to repeat that between the two paths proposed , we prefer

the muitilateral environment offered by the Conference ON Disarmament for the
preparation of a treaty on thr cessation of nuclear-weapon tests because the f ive
nuclear-weapon rpower 8 are represented there.

The positions taken in thr Conference on Dirarmamrnt fully justity that
alternative.

In spite of the improvements made in draft. resolution A/C.1/43/L. 51, we
abstained in the vote On it because it still does not refer explicitly to

negotiations in the Conference On Disarmament aimed at ending nuclear-weapon tests.
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Ms. SECRET (France) (interpretation from French): | should like to
explain the negative vote of the French delegation on draft resolutions
A/C. 1/43/L. 13, B/C.1/43/L. 23 and A/C. 1/43/L. 51 relating to the question of nuclear
tests. In our view those texts do not deal appropriately with the question of
nuclear tests. The prohibition of nuclear tests should be placed within the

framework of an effective process of nuclear disarmament. The Final Document of

the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament (1978)

notes this in paragraph 51. This can only happen when progress towards disarmament

has made it possible, without calling into question the foundations of
international security. It therefore cannot be a pre-condition for the substantial

reduction of cheir nuclear arsenals by the most heavily armed nuclear Powers.

France is conducting nuclear tests to maintain its deterrent force at the minimum

level of credibility necessary for its security.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish) : Venezuela

supports the cessation of all nuclear tests by all States in all environments and
for all time. That position is reflected by the participation of Venezuela in the
Treaty on the partial prohibition of nuclear tests as well as in the proposal
which, together with 5 other member States of the United Nations, it has Put
rorward with a view to amending that Treaty.

Without any doubt the best way to secure the cessation of the nuclear-arms
race, is by means of working together for a comprehensive Treaty on the cessation
of tests, whose application would involve all States, those which have the capacity
to carry out tests, those which have achieved a degree of technological development
which places them on the threshold of achieving such capacity and all the others,

whatever the degree or level of their use of nuclear energy.
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We consider that thecessationof nuoleartorte is the most ® ffootivg @ J)R>
whioh oan be takenimmediately to contributetorenderingobsolete ® [XIX[J¢OMY, puclear
weapons, t0 ourb the increasing sophistication of ruoh weapons, to reduce thr risk
of hor izsontalproliferation, tO preven t thr development of new arms brood on now
technologies which mightbeurrdindefensive ® ¢JSC#ISVoH[] systemsand to prevent the
replacement of arms whioh are bring or Will be ® |iminatod as a result of agreements
concluded, or to be concluded, between the United States and the Soviet Union.

Venezuela vokd in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 81 in spite of thr
fact that we are not entirely ® atiafiod with 1ts ® pproaoh to the work whioh should
be donr by thr Conference on Disarmament in connection with the prohibition Of
nuolrar tes ts.

In our view, the only ® otivity whioh rhould be carried out by the Conference
should be tO initiate, a8 moon e (@ possible, substantive negotiations to work out a
comprehensive treaty banning nuolrar tests.

Operative paragraph 2 of the resolution limits itself to requesting the
Conference on Disarmament to intensify its examination of that item, although in
recent years it ham not received proper consideration by thr Conference. |t
requests substantive work to be undertaken when, in our view, what the Conference

should be doing is initiate negotiations as e¢ 0.0n as possible.
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Mr. MASHHADI (Islamic Republic Of Iran) I The Islamic Republic of Iran
voted in favour of drrft resolntion A/C.1/43/L.13. |n explanation of our vote |
should like to ray again that we beli: “e that thr cessation of all nualoar-tort
® xplwionm is a first step towardr disarmament measures. INn addition to their
® dvarrr ® ffoutr on the or ~cess of disarmament negotiations and, consaquently, On
thr internatiunal atmosphere, these tests, @ ooording to documented evidence and
substantiated reports, have a deleterious ® ffaat an the ® vironmrntal balance.

Such ® xplorionr must be stopped complately.

Mr. FISCHER (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spanish) s Uruguay voted in
favour Of the draft resolution contained in doaumant 3/C.1/43/L. 23, as it had done
OoNn similar texts in previous years.

We have continued to support che principle of the prohibition of al nuclear
tntr through a miltilateral juridical instrument. As a matter Of principle,
Uruguay did not oppose recourse tO a procedure for which the Treaty of 1963 on this
subject makes specific provision. However, our delegation would 1 ike to make clear
its view that in order to ensure a viable, realistic and ® ffoctive solution we must
prevent this guestion from becoming a matter of diplomatic confrontation, and it is
essential {0 gain the support Of States with the greatest influence and
decision-making capacity in nuolear matters by means Of neg.tiations af the level
of the Conference on Disarmament.

It 1 OUr hope that the message contained in the draft resolution that hsa
been adopted Will be added to draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.13 and /cC.:“43/L.5] and
will serve as a stimulus to the remotivation of there negotiations in the

Conference »n Disarmament.
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Thr CHAIRMAN: We have ncw concluded action On cluster 7,

At our meeting this afternoon we will take up the following resolutionsi in

cluster 2, A/C.1/43/L.45; in ocluster 6, A/C.1,°43/L.11/Rev.l) in cluster 10,

Thr meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.




