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The meeting was called to order at 4.40 p.m.

AGENDA’ITMC,  51 YIO 69, 139, 141 AND 14,5  (continued)

OONSIDE3RATION  OF AND ACTION  ON DRAFT RESOUTIONS  ON I‘TSARM&lENT  ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN; Before I call for the introduction of draft resolutions I

shall call on Mr. Sohrab Kheradi, Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI  (Secretary of the Committee) I I  should like to inform the

member6 of the Committee that the foLJwing  countries have become ~ao-8poneOrs  of

the following draft resolutions : draft  resolution A/C.l/43/L.  65,  Indiat and

A/C. 1/43/L 22/Rev.l, the United Kingdan.
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The  CHMM~ANI I  naw oall on  &legat ions  wirhing t o  m a k e  rtatemrntrr.

Mr. BAaEN  ADEITO  NZFNGEYA  (Zaire) (interpretation from French) I

Members may recall that, on behalf of the Group of African Staterr,  I introduoed

draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.72  on the dunping  of nuclear and indurtrial wastes in

Africa. Fbllo#ing the decision  adopted by the Headr of State and Qvernment at the

last summit meeting of the Organisation of African ulity (OAU)  in Mdir Ababa, the

Group of African States in New York was mandated to place before the forty-third

session of the General Assembly an f.tem entitled “Dunping  of nuclear and induatr  ial

waster in Africa”, which was added to the agenda aa item 64(k).

The Group of African State6 introduced that draft resolution taking into

account the dangerous practices engaged in recently in Africa. Cot ta in

tranenational corporations have, in fact, recently been dunping waster in some

African oountriss,  greatly harming its environment  and ecology as well as

jeopardizing the health of Africans themselves.

Therefore, in keeping with the mandate juet mentioned, draft resolution

A/C. 1/43/L. 72 was in traduced, condenning  any practice of dunping nuclear and

industrial waste8 in Africa, requiring that an end be put to that dangerous,

immoral and illegal practice and reguesting  all Member States to ensure effective

control  of  the transportation of  industrial  and other wastes. Members have alao

seen the cmtents  of operative paragraphs 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of draft resolution

A/C. 1/43/L. 72.

It subsequently turned out that certain  &legations had introduced a seoond

draft  resolution on the came  subject - the dunping  of  radioact ive  waates - which

presents  cer ta in  s imi lar i t i e s . That led the Group of Af r ican States to make a

concerted effort to combine draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.72  and A/C.1/43/L.62  in

order to introduce a single draft resolution on the subject on behalf of the Group

of African States in the First Committee.
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Our l ffortr have been arownad with a certain 8ucceam,  given that draft

rerolution  A&1/43/L.  62 war improved and the main points are taken into aocount in

the operat ivr part of A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev.  2. It  ir in tiat context that the Group of

African Stakr intended to introduos the new version of draft rerolution

A/C.1/43/L.72,  whi& ie now A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.lr which I have jurt submitted on

behalf Of the Group of African States to the Secretariat for distribution ~XB all

member8  of the Firrt Ccmmittee. We tb do in th3 hope that a decision will be taken

on that draft reeolution.

Thus, the draft which will be distributed  is ti be seen as an improvement on

draft  resolution A/C.1/43/L.72,  for it takes into account suggest ion6 that  may be

found in draft  resolution A/C.l/43/L/62/Rev.  2.  We have therefore aeked the

rponrors of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.62  to look at A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.l  and to

judge to what extent their concerns , oonstructive  ideas and proposals have in fact

been taken into account.

It ie in that context that consultatione have been conducted with you, Sir, by

the Group of African States , so that in waiting for the neis document , which

incorporates  the essential  ideas of  the two draft  resolutions,  to  be distributed to

all members of the Cosrnittee, members will have the chance to stu@ in depth and be

enlightened by draft resolution A/C,1/43/L.72htev.lr  which takee into account draft

resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2.

The Group of African States has asked me to request the Conrnittee  not to reach

a decision before the document has been distributed, so that membere of the

Committee  have the chance to examine it closely  and determine the extent to which

the combined resolutions ref lect  the general  feel ings.

We have reached a stage in our work where it is time to reach decigione,  to

take action, to put practical recommendations to the General Assembly, and that is
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why I do not wirh to go into detail. I  hope that  a l l  dolegationr wi l l  have a

chance to rtudy the operative part of draft rrrolction  A/C.l/43/L.72~ev.l  and to

realizo the efforts that  went into draft ing a ringle draft  rerrolution  on the

dumping of indue tr ial waatea, which ha8 been  anti tied “Dumping of r adioaotive

wae ter n. It  no longer applier just to African countriar but to al l  metier8 of  the

Organization  who are themrelvesr  aleo affected by those practices which we believe

to be dangoroue both to the environment and to the health of human beings.

Mr. HYLTENIUS (Sweden) : I am very pleased to Introduce draft resolution

A/C.1/43/L.75,  ent i t l ed  “Study on  the  ro le  o f  the  Uni ted  Nation8 in  the  f i e ld  o f

verif icat ion”. I do IBO on behalf of Argentina, &lUbtralia, Auetria, Bahamas,

Rolgiun,  Botewana, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Corta Rica, Denmark, Finland,

France, the Federal &public  of Germany, Greece, Iceland, India, Italy, Japan,

bbXiC0,  the Netharlandr,  New Zealand, Nor-y, Portugal, Romania, Sama,  Singapore,

Spain, Thailand, the United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Zaire and Sweden.

This new text fe the rerult of long and delicab negotiations  between Canada,

France and the Netherlands on the one hand and Sweden on the other, representing

the countries  of  the Six Nation Init iat ive,  namely,  Argmtina,  Greeter  India,

Mexico, Tanzania and Swedetn.
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The new &aft rrrolution strerrer that the iraue of verification of and

conpliana  with armo limitation and dirarmamrnt  agreementa ir a matter of concern

to  a l l  nat ionr . I t  reoallr thot  the  Ulited Mtionr ir a l ready  p lay ing  a  useful

ro le  in  the  f i e ld  o f  verification. Furthermore,  it recognizee that  the United

Nationa, in accordanoe with itr role and reepaneibilitiee  under the QIarter, can

make a rignifiaant  contribution in the f ield of verif icat ion,  particularly of

nultilatersl agreementr. The draft rerolution requeetr the Secretary-General to

undertake, with the arrietance of a group of qualified governmental axper ta, an

in-depth l tuw of the role of the United Nations  in the field of verification which

would,  inter alia, provide rpecific recommendations  for future action by the United

Nations in this context .

Draft rerrolution A&.1/43/L.  75 is being submitted after extensive

oonaultationr. It goer without raying that none of the negotiating parties can be

f u l l y  aatirfied w i t h  t h e  f i n a l  result. The text doer, hawever , contain a number of

important elemen ta whi c 3 we believe cunmand broad eupport in this Committee. It i s

our hope that thir draft rerolution will in fact be adopted without a vote.
,

Considerable  efforte have been mado to draft a text which would be acceptable

to everyone eeriourly  intereetee in promoting the cau8e of adequate verification in

the field of disarmament and armu limitation. It ie no coincidence that many

oountrier from all group6 have shown real interest, and have made conetructive

contributiona in this field, and that the Disarmament Waniesion  has done rmch

conWuctive  work on these ieeuee in the pact two years. Indeed,  vet i f icat ion is

not the unique domain of any one delegation or group of delegations. The general

principlea  of verifiaation  drawn up by the Diearmamsnt Connniesion  have been

mndorwd in paragraph 3 of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.75. I t  ie o f  g r e a t

importance that the Secretary-W~eral la t;o be aaeieted  by a group of governmental
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export8 which, we hope, will be inrpired  by the rpirit of ~0naona~8 that ha8

aharactirised  the mrk on thir aubjeot  in the United Nationr.

Speaking now on behalf of the countrier of the Six-Nmtion  Init~iative,  I should

like firrt of all to exprerr  our appreciation to the delegationr of Canada, Frame

and the tbtherlande for the rpirit of comprunire and good will they have 8hown  in

the nrgotia tionr.

The oountr lo8 of  the Six-Nation Init iat ive would aertainly  havd l iked to eee a

more arnbitiour approach :efleated  in the draft rorolution. At the aame time, we

were  anxious  to  a t t rac t  as  WI&  lrupport aa poerible fo r  the  i&a  of an increa8ed

ro le  for  the  [krited Nntione  in  the  f i e ld  o f  ver i f i ca t ion . We think that goal is

beet promted through a eillgls draft rerolution  enjoying the broadaet porrible

support in the General  A38smbly. The Six will continue to work for thetir idea8 in

thie area  in  a  conetructive  spirit.

Let me repeat that the aponsoro of draft resolution A&.1/41/L.  75 hope that

the text will en joy the support of the whole Canmittca end can be adopted by

conaenmua.

Reform  concluding I wish to announce on hehalf of the countrier of the

Six-Nmtion Initiative that draft resolution A/C.l/43/L 2 will not be put to +he

vote.

Mr. MORRISON (Canada) I My delegation, speaking aleo on behalf of France

and the Nbther landr, La happy to express support for draft resolution

A/Cy.l/43/L. 75, entitled “Study on the role of the United Nation8 in the field of

verificationm  and submitted under agenda item 139, entitled “Verification in all

its a8pect8  “.

On behalf of Canada, France and the Nether lands, I would like to exprere our

appreciation to the delegation of Sweden, reprerenting the Six-Nation Init iat ive I

for the epirit of  compromiee and good wil l  ehavn in the negotiat ions.
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Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.75  repte8ont8  the aulmination of a long period  c.1

intensive oonrultation  and negotiat ions aprnning many months.  It  rrflectr a

ooapromire and a doliork balanco  among dif f l ring approaohoa. Although it doer not

oontain al l  that we would have wished,  wo uonrider that i t  roprerantr a  realirtior

roammrble and m ture ypproaoh. It  in a  draft  resolution which, we believr~ wil l

l dvana rignifiaantly the ao~~3ideration  of verification in all its aspeats.

It is appropr iato to rear11  8omo of the baokground behind of forte over the

paat few yrarr within the United Nations in the field of verification. The first

General krombly resolution devoted  to this  SUbjWt war resolution 40/152  0, which

was initiated by Canada in 1985 and adopt..d by consensus. -0 SllbSw\uent

resolution8 have been aQpted, also by uonsenaua. Moreover, the Disarmament

CoaaPiSsiOn,  in 1997 and 1988, eStabliShed working groupe on verification whoem  work

has boon oharaoteriaod  by aonaeMU8~

It f8 noteworthy that  in 1985,  when tha f irst  rerolution was adopted,  there

was aon8iderably  le88 reoognition than there is today within the Ulited NatiOna  of

just how indirpensible  adequata and effective verificationw  is to the process of

reaching  and implementing meaningful arnm control and disarmament agrcementr.

IndOed, one Of the important Buoce88e8  Of efforts Within the United Nations has

been to inorea8e awareness within the international cammunity  of the significance

o f  verifio8tion.

One of the ma-An reasons why oonaenaua has been maintained throughout the

ulited ation process is that  we have been real ist ic  about our goals.  There ha8

b-n a alear rmgnition that  in or&r to advance this ireu8 wd must do 60 in a

atap-by-atap  farhion. It 18 in thi8 way that a practical and valuable role for the

Wited NItions oan be defined, a role that can both generate and maintrrin

widuprud pol i t ioal  support  from the entire international  community.

‘(1
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The draft  resolution whiah ha8 been introduoed today repreoentr a further

mOWU8nt  in this step-by-rizep proooaa~  an approaoh whioh is firmly founded on

widespread support. It turns as i ta foundation the past aon8en8u8  that ha8

developed on this issue. Moreover, i t  prop38ea a  further  conrtruotive  s tep  in  th i s

proae88~ a Study by a Wited NetiON group Of eXp@rtS. Buoh a study will allow

the Seoretary+eneral, with the arairtance  of a group of  qualif ied governnwntal

experts ,  to bring to bear teahnioal  rkillr in ordrr to assist  in the 6f inition of

an appropr late and useful role for the United N8 tiona in the field of ver ifiaation,

in the first plaae of mrl.tilatrraP agreements and, f urthormore, of regional and

b i l a t e r a l  agraementa  i f  t h e  p a r t i e s  tiereta 80 d e s i r e . In our view, their work,

l ike that  already cmducted by the United mtions, should  be aharacterieed  by

recrlirm  and by consensus. Any reoommendationr  put forward will be relevant, have

an impaot  and lead to praatiaal  results  only i f  they ref loat  the common  views of

the mombarr of the group.

We are convinoed that the United Nations urn make a rignifioant  uontribution

t o  verifiuation. We do not see Such a role a3 intmrf@t  ing in any my With the

proviSiCXh8  of exi8ting agreements.  On the cxmtrary, t h e  U n i t e d  t&tionr  r o l e ,  a s

the Ulder-Secretary-General for Diearmament  Affair8 ha8 Mid on more than one

OcQaSiOn,  mu8t b e  t o  f a c i l i t a t e ,  n o t  t o  i n t e r f e r e  with, t h e  prmaa. We oan dr l w

upon the lessona provided by exirting  agreemente, notably thorJo  between the Wited

stat08 Of America and the Union of Soviet QOOiali~t Rapublica,  to help u8 determine

what aOMtitUtO8 an appropriate role for the Ulited Nntiona.

w@ urge that draft re8olution A&1/43/L.  75 be adosted by oonaenauo, and to

faoi,litate  rucrh a result  we are pleased to ray that  we wil l  not ark that  draft

r@SOlUtion  A/C. 1/43/L. 1 be put to thfi vats.
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The CI~AIRMANI  The Committee wil l  naJ turn to cluster 13. Tho

raprhmntativo  of Austria ha8 arrked to make a statement.

Mr. INZKO (Austria) I  My delegation will vota in favour of draft

rooolution8  A/C.1/43/L.50  and L.66 submitted this year with regard t:o the report of

th0 hfermca on Dirarmanmnt  because Auetr is  attaches  great  Lnportance  to the role

tne Ccnference plays in international disarmament affairs.

The agenda of  the ConferenCa ha8 on i t  issues of the highest  priority,  sue)1 as

the ultiIatecal ban on Chemical weApona, the comprehensive nuclear-teat-ban tr@acy

and the comprehensive program of dis&;:mament. While favour ably aasesaing the

rubtan tial progress made in some of the es tab1 isbed ad hoc committees of the

~fOt@nCOr  it is also our opinim  that Inore  effort shouid be devoted to solving

outatmding i8eue8 on  a  t echnica l  a8 *Jeil as o n  a  p o l i t i c a l  l e v e l .

My Country  attacnes  the highest  priority to the conclusion of  an effect ive,

verifiable  and global ban on all chemical weapons. It  ie in that context that we

aall won all  participantr in the negotiatione  to  pursue their work with regard to

the pouible negative consequences if the work on the chemical-weapons convention,

i s  not finalized  at  the earl iest  possible  moment.  It  is  that  convict ion that  leads

us to continue to support al l  efforts  in this  respect . Amongst those efforts, we

oonaider  the active and constructive sharing of  al l  particip..nte  in the

nogotiation8 to  be ea8ential.

Hauever,  note should also be taken,  in texts  of  draft  resolutions,  of  posit ive

rO8Ul t8 SChibved. In that connection we should like tc mention the result obtained

within the M Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, which

will allow us to finish our work on that issue in the form of a report to the

&bOral kaanbly  at  i t s  cession next  year .

hong the i88uer on the agenda of the Conference on Diearmament we see the

establishment of an ad hoc committee on a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty as
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being of outstanding importance. In our opinion, it 18 not l noUgh t0 Oall Upon the

Conferenue on Dirarmanmnt  to ertablirh an ad boo aommittee on all agenda items. We

must requeet all States members of the Conference to do their utmost to reach

oompromire  in order to facilitate the eatabliahmant  of such  a body.

While it seems  that the limitation of member8hip of the Conference on

Disarmanmnt  has served its purpose  for some time naw, it is the vaw of the

Au8 tr ian delegation that an enlargement of member rhip to include the moat

interested, as well as for the most active, participating non-member States should

be a logical next step. Further ,  all interested nnnInenrb@r States ahould be

provided with better access to participcrtion in the wrk of the Conference. Any

further delay in taking such decisione  cannot but be regarded as discrimination

against  sane of  the States  most interested in disarmanmnt affairs .

The CHAIRMAN~ I hall now call upon those delegation8 wishing to make

Ltatements in explanation of vote before the voting on the follawing draft

r e s o l u t i o n s  i n  c l u s t e r  1 3 1  A/C.l/43/L. 2 4 ,  L. 4 6 ,  L.50,  L.54/hev.l,  L-65 a n d  L.66.

Mr. DPMBSKI (German Democratic I&public) I During the general debate my

delegation explained its basic posi tian concerning the work of the Genwa

Conference on Disarmament. I should like to make a few more remark8  in connection

with the voting on draft  resolutions A/C.1/43/L.50  and A/C.1/43/L.66,  “Report of

the Conference ,:11 Disarmament”.

Both the discussions at  the third special  session of the General  Zbssmbly

devoted to disarmament and thoee  here in the First Committee confirm that the

Conference on Disarmarmnt is being accorded a specif ic role in the further pursuit

of  the di8armameP.t  process . Against the backgrorrnd  of the generally acclaimed

positive result8 in Soviet-American negotiation8 ,  mult i lateral  negotiat ions have

gained in urgency. Complementary negotiatiorm at the bilateral and multilateral
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lovclr o~nduoe to the l dvanaomont of the proarea of arm limitation and di8armamont

at  a  fa8tor r a t e . My dolegation therefore sharer thr view - whioh  has alra been

l xpreued in the draft rerolutiona under oonrideration - that the Confermae mU#t

inten8ify  its work. In our view,  in addit ion to an early oonolu8ion  of

negotiations on a oonvention banning chemical  weapons, priority should be given to

ovorooming  l t8gnation in the oonrideration of nuclear iaawo. There should  be no

dolay in moving an ta praatiaal  work, At the Same time, efforts rhould be

inbnmifid t0 open further negotiations at tne Conferarme  ahed at rraohing

agreement on l ffeative measures of armr limitation and disarmament. I  re fe r

l 8pouially to a prohibition of nuclear-weapon tert8.

In order to tackle the ta&r that  l ie  ahead of  it, the Conference should, at

the l arlieat pOSSibl@ date, agroa to and implment measures designed to enhanoe the

effeotivona88  of its work. My delegation cOmmend8 the efforts undertaken twarda

that and within the framwork of the Conference , notably thO80 of the Group of

Seven, with Ambassador Fan, the repre8entative  of the ~~10~8 Rpublic  of China,

at  i t s  he lm.

The Warsaw Treatll  States put forward aomprehenrive proporals in a document

cntitlad “lbwarda  increaring the l ffeativene8a of the Conference on Di8armUIIOnt in

Genevaa, which has b8en  submitted to tie Conference. The German Democratic

F&public  believes that it would be of particular value to take mea6ure~  in the

follawing direotiona: f i r s t ,  t o  recogniee t h e  r i g h t  o f  a l l  S t a t e s  to particimte

in are my or another in the negotiation8, whiah would, above all, serve to enhance

the univer8ality of agreementrfi  reOondly,  to  inoreare the intensity of work and to

make more time available  to the Conferenarj  thirdly, to 8implify  proccldurea with

regard  to the l rtablirhmrnt of rubaidiary  bOdiO8  of the Conferma  under individual

agenda items by agreeing on a uniform neaotiating  mandate for them) fourthlYr  to
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involvo morr l xpwta in the work of the Conformoo~ fifthly, to oonvona acntlngu at

the foroignasin9rbd law1 011 rpocrial  ooaarionr.

In tha visw of my dologrtion tha imprwrd  politiaal aondi tiona today pravida  l

fl ourablo  l nvircwrmnt for bringing the potantial  of the Confermcw mro fully to

bru on thr futurr , i n  k-ping w i t h  itr role aa t h r  ringlo nultiihtrral nogotirtinq

forum on global l rmr-lhitation and dharmamwnt  hruor. With that undormtanding

the Guman  bnmoratio lLpubli0 w i l l  vote i n  f a v o u r  o f  d r a f t  rorolutionr

A/C. 1/43/L. SO and A/C. 1/43/L.  66.

Mr g KOTWSKI  (Yugorlavia)  a I rhou1.d  like to l xprorr my dolrgationgr

pooition conorrning  draft rorolution  A/C.l/43/L.50  on thr report of th Conforonoo

on Maarmamrnt. At thr lart  two rwrionr of thr Chnoral krombly w dahgation

rxplainrd itr v o k  o n  rimilar d r a f t  rrrolutionr rohkd  t o  the report o f  the

Conforoncm on Mlarmamnt. On thoar oooarionr wo pointed out that YhJgomlavia

l ttaohod tha groatert importanor  to tha work of the Conf rrmoo on Dirarmunont  and

that the Canfrrmoo,  am the ringle multilateral  negotiating  body  a~ dirarraamnt,

had no doubt an oxooptionally  important role to play in negotiationr on quertionr

o f  dirarmanrnt, partioularly thooe  t o  which the Unitad Nation6 h a r  arrigned the

groatrrt priority and urgonuy  and whiah have been under ooneideration  for a numbor

o f  yaarr.
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We oontinuo  to brlirve that the Final Document  of the firat rpecial 8esaiOn Of

the Olnoral hrrmbly d e v o t e d  t o  dirarmamc!nt  icl q u i t e  expliait  in thin reapeat. we

oonmidor  that the Conference  on Dirarmament mhould not be a bod& in which only

OeKhin rrlrokd quextionr o f  diaarmamrnt a r e  conriderrd b u t  rather that the

Conferenoa should negotiate on all quertionr on ita agenda. We therefore think

t h a t  i t  ia necsrrary t o  g i v e  a n  additjonal, rtrong  impetus to multilateral

n e g o t i a t i o n r  o n  a l l  ieru011  t h a t  conoern t h e  recurity o f  countrier,  particularly i n

oiroumrtanoer  in which progrers ia evident in aome important field8 of disarmament

and in which the need for the complemontarity  of bilateral, regional and

multilateral negotia tione ha6 been broadly accepted.

It is to be regretted that this year again such an approach to the Conference

on Dirarmamnt  and to itrr role in the negotiation6  ie not evident in draft

rerolu tion A/C. 1/43/L.  SO.

My delegat ion also regrets  that this  year’s afforto to producre a  eingle

rolution  fciled to  achieve reeultr. Unfortunately , dlraf  t resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 50

do00  not e l iminate our reservat ions regarding it8 e88encB’,’  that ie, the

relationship between the Gl)r,aral Aaeembly and the Conference on Disarmament as a

negotiating body on diearmament ieeuee. We coneider that the General Assembly hae

the right tar and should, etrcee the priority issues of disarmament ancl  should

request the Conference on Disarmament to negotiate on them.

Once again, therefore, we cannot agree with the concept and approach contained

in the draft  rerolution and,  particularly,  with the eaaence of  operat ivs

paragraph 4. What we would like ta see is a clear message to the Conference on

Diearmament  to addreee  itself to negotiating the key ieeuee of disarmament. We

conaider  that the General Aeeembly hae the right and the reeponaibility  not only to

take nOtS of the report of the Conference on Disarmament, but also to aeaees  the

work of the Conference and to give clear poli tics1 signals with regard to itie
t
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future negotiationr. Thirr  ix necerrary preoirely  bOoaIM of the importanoe we

attach to  the Conferrnce on Dimarmament  and the role it should play in multi lateral

nrgotia  tionx on diearmament.

Pbr thoue rearons my delegat ion 1e1 unable to ruppor:  the draft  rerolution

contained in A/C.1/43/L.50  and will abrtain in the vote.

Mr. BENY&lMA (Algeria)  ( interpretation from Franoh) My delegat ion

would like to explain it8 vote before the voting on draft reaolution A/Ca1/43/L950*

In our View  a draft rrrolution on the report of the Conference on Diearmamrnt

m u r t  ratirfy ct leaat two need8, namely, it muet ree7all  the role of the Conference

on Diearmament  an the unique multilateral framework for negotiating disarmament

ireuee end exprem an araesrment  of the work aocanpl ixhed by the Conf erenoer tak inq

CLaCfOunt, i f  relevant,  of  the progremr  made during the past year while cal l ing for a

redoubling of of forte in negotiations in the context of the ad hoc committee8 on- -

priori ty questlone.

Draft reeolution A/C, 1/43/L. 66, of which n(y delegation ie a aponsorr does

xatiefy thoxe two minimum requiremente while draft reeolution A/C.1/43/Lo50  does

not. On the contrary, i t  raises eerioue difficultiee w h i c h  rr(y d e l e g a t i o n  wiehee

to emphae ize. Fit-et, we must remember that a draft resolution on the iaaue cannot

be entirely procedural . )  i t  muat  also ref lect  an aeeeeement  m the  subs tance  of the

Committee~e  work. The temptation to reduce it to promdural  aswcte  reveals an

attempt to evade the General  Aaeembly~e r ight  aa a  universal  body  to  deal  with the

work of the Conference, whi& ia a body with limited memberehip.

On the other hand, a reading of operative paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of draft

resolution A/C.l/43/L.  50 highlights the scrupulous care that was taken to avoid the

word “nego  tia tione ‘. That la an aspect of great concern to my delegation, which ie

dedicated to  rtrengthenirrg multilateralian.
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In fast, denying the Confrrmom  on Dimarmamont itm l uontial nogotiuting

fun&ion not only callm into qwmtion  thr Final Doaumnt  of  19781  it doprivrm  ths

intornrtional  oommunity  of any forum in uhioh to nogotimtr  dimarmament  l grrrmontm.

From that point of viaw,  no l ubmtitution of wordm , i n  partioular thora o f  oporativo

paragraphm  2, 3 and 4, OM rephoe thr funotionm univrrmally  and unanimoumly  given

t o  i t  i n  a  dooumrnt adoptrd  b y  mnmonaum.

Thomr  arm, brirfly, thr thoughtm thr l ponmorm of draft romolution

A/C.l/43/L.  50 have had in mind for thr pert two year@. Homo,  it would havr boon

domirable  if thim year a real effort had boon mado to try to find groundm for

agramrnt brforo rubmitting draft romolution A&.1/43/L.  SO, whioh im wan lomm

l atimfaotory than tha text adopted lamt  yrar and on which my dalrgation l bmtainrd

in tha voting. Thim yoarr  thrrofore,  with a draft whiuh  im l vm lrmm aoaoptablo,

my dolrgation  will again bo obliged to l brtain in the vote on draft romoluton

A/c. 1/43/L, so.

Mr* WCI.A ROBLlEB  (Moxioo) (intarprmtation f r o m  Spanimh)  I  My dalmgation

w i l l  abmtain i n  the voU o n  d r a f t  r r m o l u t i o n  A/C.1,‘43/L.S0,  entitled “&port  o f  thr*

Confarmncrr o n  Dimarmanrnt”  bocaurr  WI feel t h a t  t h r  idoam oontainod  i n  i t  a n d  itm

l tric!tly prowdural aharaotu dopriva timbar  Statem who do not partiaipsk  in the

Conforenca  o n  Dimarmanmnt  o f  t h e i r  unquortionabla  r i g h t  t o  mpeak  o u t  o n  tha

rubmtmae of the work of the mole nultilatoral negotiating body on dimarmammt. I t

ir for that rramon  that  Mmxioo,  together with 24 other aountriom,  pramonted  draft

r r m o l u t i o n  A/AC.1/43/L.66, which w i l l  bo put t o  tha vote latw to&y.

Mr. KDKmV (Union of Boviot  Sooialimt ILpubliom)  (interpretation from

Rummian) I The Soviot dologation  wimhem  to oxpremm itm viowm on the vote on dtrft

rrmolutionm submitted under  itim 67 (b)  of the agenda,  on the report of the

Conf l ronoo on Dimarmanont  .

1
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Am im well known, in aoaordanoe  with the Final moument  of the f irmt l peoial

l emmion of the GLnrral Ammembly devoted to dimarmamrnt, the aneva Cmferenoe  ir

the mole multilateral negotir ..ng bo*. tbwaver, we murt note with regret that the

potential  of the Conferrntn  ar a negotiat ing body im by no nmanm  baing fully

utilised. For  tha t  rraronr we fee l  i t  ir important  fo r  the  CMeral  Ammembly  onOe

again authoritatively to l upport the oomprehenmive l tepping-up of the Geneva forum

ar one of the momt  effeotivr neanm  for giving the dimarmament  prooemm now under way

an uninter ruptsd and oontinuouo  charaater .

In our view, the Ammembly’r  interemt in aohieving thome goala im fully merved

by draft remolution  A/AC.1/43/L.66  whioh was introduced by the repcementative of

Yugorlavia. It reaffirmm  the general negotiating mandate of the Conferenoo and

addrourr with cunplete olarity the need for the adoption of rpeciZio meamurem on

ooncrete  high priority iamuem on it8 agenda.
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Bhturally the Soviet ulion will vote In l upport of thir draft rerolution.

With regard to draft reoolution  h/C.l/43/L.  SO, mm we 8~ it the appeal for a

oontinuation md intenrrifioation  of thlp work of the Confermue  could be formulated

in thim draft  rerolution much more energetically. Neverthe1emm, the Soviet

delegat ion bel ieve8 i t  pormible  to rupport thin draft  resolution bared on the

undermtanding that operative paragraph 4 not only doer not exclrlJe  but on the

contrary preruppaee8  that there will be a pomitive  oontinuation and a beginning of

negotiation8 on high priority imruea  submitted ti the Qeneva  body for oonmideration.

The delegation of the tBSR l xpremmee the hope that the adoption thim year Of

the above-mentioned draft rrmolutions will not mean their mrely formal approval

but wil l  have practical  cona~uenoes in enhancing the eff icient ume of  the

Conference on Disarmamnt. In particular we believe it important to mtep up work

at the beginning of the next regular eerrion of the Conference to agree on mutually

acoeptable mar&tern  for the special committees on al.1 the agenda item8 in order

finally to bring the oon8ideration  of a number of urgent problems out Of a

procedural dead end and to begin eubstantive wDr k on eubetantive  ieeuee.

Mr.  TAYLHARDAT  (Vclrezuela) ( interpretation f rom Spsnirh)  I My delegat ion

wishes brief ly  to explain its poeition  on draft  reeolution A/C.l/43/L.  50. Laet

ye*t my delegation voted in favour of d similar draft reeolutton  which had been

introduced in connection with the Wrk of the Conference on Dimarmament.

Wgrettably, the draft resolution which hae been submitted thie year ie a

coneiderable  step backward8  in our opinion from the one that was adopted last

year. Last year ‘8 reeolut.ion represented a very praieeworthy effort and compromise

and a8 a result of it my delegation and other delegation8 who co-aponeored another

draft  resolution on the came eubject, voted in favour of  it.
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This year certain elemente have belen introduued , other elemen tm have been

deleted and the rerult ia that the draft rerolution 10 unaooeptable to ~0. The

third preambular  paragraph  containe a new notion) a new conoept  ham becrn added to

the definit ion of  the Conference  on DiBUmettlOnt. I t  irr c a l l e d  t h e  aingle

rnrltilateral negotiating forum for global disarmament guertionr. T h a t  phrare la

new and ha8 not been uaed previously. We are not auto what goal im being pW8Wd

and we feel that the role the Conference on Diearmament mhould be playing is now

being di luted.

bat year the similar draft rerolution we considered reoognized the central

role of the Conference on Diearmament in the area of diearmament. Thie year

reference ir made to  its vital  role . Here again we have a new idea which changem

the orientation and scope of the document befOr0 us. Thie year the paragraph that

wae O~ratiVO paragraph 2 in last year’s reeolution, in which the Conference on

Diearmament 18 called the role multilateral negotiating forum, ha8 been deleted.

In our opinion that 18 a fundamental paragraph.

Finally, operative paragraph 3 contain8 an appeal to State8 to contribute as

effect ively  au poesible  to the fulf i lment of the Conference’s  ta&a, 18 the role

played by member Statee being questioned7 18 the  e f f ec t iveneee  o f  the ir  ro le  at

the Conference being queetioned? The Conference on Disarmament ha8 not achieved

its goale primarily because of the lack of poll tical will of some of the metier

State8  participnting  i n  i t . Pbr a l l  t h e e e  reasons  my d e l e g a t i o n  w i l l  abstain i n

the vote on draft reeolution A/C.1/43/L.50.
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Mr* SHARMA  ( Ind ia )  I  My de lega t ion  ha8 abked  to  rprak  to p laoe  on  reoord

it8 V~WB  on draft remolution A/C.1/43/L.50,  entitled “&port  Of the COnfQrQnOQ  On

Di8armrlnnta. Thr Committee ham bmn premented with two draft rerolutionm bearing

the mane title. There are rimilaritiem  in the procedural oontent  of the two draft

re8olutionm. Both “conrider and take note of the report of the Conferenoe on

Dirarmamenta  but there the commonality  endr. The differenaem in the mubmtanf~V0

oontent are large and, au a oompariron  with rerolution 42/42  K BhQWB, they have

even inoreamed.

WO believe that the Conference on Dimarmamsnt  ha8 an important role am the

ringle nultilateral negotiating body, a role that was &fined in the Final Document

Of the firrt rpecial ee88i~m devoted to dirarmamnt  adopted in 1978.  That  role

mumt be reaffirmed anL‘ rtrengthened. That 18 p088 ible only if the Conf l renoe on

Diaarmamrnt  intensifier it8 effort8 by undertaking l ubstantive negotiation8 in

keeping with itm mandate.

Draft remolution A/C. 1/43/L. 66 give& emphamie  to thir ampeat becaume  it

attaahem importance to the work of the Conferenoe on DiBarII!MIQnt. We believe that

the tinoral Aemembly  with it8 univermal  memberrhip ha8 thb’remponmibility  to  urge

the Conferenae on DiBarmalIIOnt to fulf i l  i tm deaigrlcted  role . In view of the above,

my delegation ie oone tratied to abeta in on draft resolution A/C. l/4?& 50.

h!r. CHOW  (&kiBtM): Pak ibtan voted 1dBt  year in f aVOW Of

resolution 42/42 K on the report of the Conference on Diasrmamnt  in the hcp that

in due oourae its spon8orm  would mee the merit of the rerolution submitted by

bxico, of  which Pakirtan wae a oo-sponsor. However, thir year'8 draft remolution

A/C.1/43/L.S0 ie a  regre86iar from last y e a r  ‘8. I t  18 mere ly  procedural  in

oharaubr,  doer not in itm operative part reaffirm the oentral role of the

Conference on Di8ar6UbWnt  am the mole multilateral negotiating forum in the field
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of dimarlnunont  I au lut year ‘8 did, and door not permit mwrber Stator to pronoun00

th@mBelVQb  on or to l maemm the work Of the CUttfQrOnUQ  on ~Barmamnt~ Under the

oirounvtanoem my delegation will l bmtain on draft remolution A/C.1/43/Lg50g

Mr. AL-KITTAL (Irag) (intarpratation  from Arabio) 8 The delegation  of

Irag wilhem  to stati itm pomition  on a gonaral qurrtion ratting to agenda

item 67 lb). We believe that it 18 tima  that the qummtion of expanding the

mombermhip  of the Conferenoe on Dimarmunont  mhauld  be given greater  attention and

that the neo8mrary mmamurem  should be taken bo inareame  the IIIOlIlbbr  #hip in that

internaticmal body whioh a lone  tmdertaker  in ternat iona l  multilateral  negotirtionm

on dimarmamn  t. Pending muoh ration all impedimrntm  to the prrtioiprtion  of Btatar

non+etierm debiting to partialpate in the Cunfermu8  mwt be l 1irninatad nnd l uuh

oontr  ibution mumt beoolnr  the right of all 8tatam.
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&ah l otionm ue mbmolutely neoe88ary  if the Conferenoe on Di8armament  18 to become

l n international forum l xpreroing the wiba  t range of v Iowa he1.d  by the

intiicnationr1 ooMlunity.

k rogard8 draft rerolution  A/C.l/43/L.  50, my delegation exprem8ed  it8

rrervationa on a l imilu draft rerolutian  lart year and cartinure to hold

ruerv8tl.~8  on the our rent one.

The CHAIIMAN~  The Committee im naw ready to take action on draft

ru~dution8  in olumter  13. Firmt , we 8hall take action on draft reeolution

A/C. 1/43/L,  24.

The draft rorolution war introduced by the rapreeent8tive of C$prue at the

26th meeting of the Firrt Conunittee, on 3 November.

A rwrkd vota ham been requested.

A reoordad vote warn taken.

In favour 8 Afghanimhn,  Alger is , Angola, Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladerh,  Barbador, Benin,  Bhutan,  Bolivia,  BOtewana,  Brazi l ,
Brunei Daruama1am,  Bulgaria, Burkina Fa80,  Burma, Burundi,
Byelorumrian  Soviet Socialirt F&public, Cameroon, Central African
Public,  Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, l Gongo, Costa Rica, C&e
db Ivoiro, Cuba, Qprur, Czechorlovak  l a ,  Ikinocratic  Kmnpuchea,
&)ibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,  Ethiopia, Fiji,
Gabon, German Dbmocratic Ebpublic, Ghana, Greece, GuateMla,
Wines, QIyana, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indoneeia,  Iran
(I8lamic  l&public of),  Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Lao People’6
Democratic IUpublic, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Ekdagascar,  Mslawi, Wlayria, M8ldivem,  Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Hexloo,  Mongolia, Morocoo, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Niger la, C&M,  Pak iotan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Ebmania,  Wanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Lono, Singapore, Sonwlia,  Sri Lanka, mdan,  Suriname, Swaxilandt
Syriar,  Arab Republic, Thailand, mgo, Tunieia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Social irt ILpublio, mien o f  S o v i e t  gbcialimt Fbpublio8,
Wited Arab Bnirater,  United &public  of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venetuela, Viet Nar, Yemen, Yugomlavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

kainrtr Onitmd Statum  of hnerica
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Abrteiningr  Aumtralia,  kWtria,  Belgium,  Curada,  D8nmwk, F i n l a n d ,  Frana,
Gormany,  Plrderal N8publio o f ,  Ioeland,  I r r l a n d ,  Imrael,  I t a l y ,
Jwm Luxembourg,  Netherlands, tiw Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spa in, Sweden, tilted Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland

Draft remolution A/C.l/43/L.  24 warn adopted by 109 voter to 1, with 21

ab8tention8.

_The CHJURMANJ  The  Committee wi l l  naw take  ac t ion  on  draf t  rerolution

A/C. l/4 3/L 46. The prsgramme  budget implication8 for thir draft remolutionr  are

contained in Qcument  A/C. 1/43/L. 78.

The draft resolution waa introduced by the reprerentative of &eden at the

26th meeting of the First Committee, on 1 November, and ha8 the fOl&Wing  8pOMOr8J

Argentina, Auetraliar Austria, German Democratic  ~public, Hungary, India,

Indoneeia,  Ireland, ~xioo, New Zealand, Pakistan, Peru, Ibmania,  Samoa, Sri Lanka,

SweQn, Venezuela and Yugoelav  la.

A recordod  vote has been requeoted.

A recorded vote WJJB taken.

2 faVOUr  J Afghanietan,  Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Auetralia,
Austria, Bahamae,  Bahra in ,  Bangladerh,  Barbsdoe, Benin ,  Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Derua8alam,  Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, But undi, Byelor ~88 Ian Soviet SW ial. let &public,
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
Colombia, Congo, Coats Rica, C8te d’ Ivoire,  Cuba, Oypru8,
Czech-lovak la, l&nmar  k, Djibouti , Ibminican  Bepublic, Elcuador  ,
Bsypt , Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, maternala,  tiinea,  %yana, Honduras,
Hl’ngary,  I c e l a n d ,  I n d i a ,  Indonesia, I r a n  (18hdC Ehpublic of),
Jraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, ho
!+ople  ‘8 Dmocra tic Republic, Le00th0, Liber la, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,  Malay8ia,  MaldiVQb, Mali,  M a l t a ,
Mauritania,  Mexico,  Mongoliar  Morocco,  Mozambiqw,  @bpal,  Nbw
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, C&an,  Pakimtan,
Panama, Peru, Fh111pp1n08, Poland, Q8tar, Ibmaqia,  BwMda8  Samoa,
Saudi Arabia,  Senegal, Sierra bone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sur inane, Swcru  iland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Iiepublic, Thai land ,  lbgo, ~nieia, lWkey,  Qanda, Ukra in ian
S o v i e t  Sociali8t  Rspublic,  *ion o f  S o v i e t  SoCialiBt  bpUt:icm,
Unibd Arab miratem, United hpublic of Tan88nia,  Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nm, Yemen, Yugorlavia,  Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe
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4aaAQ!m lhitad  Stator o f  Anterior

fi@tiininqr B e l g i u m ,  ?ranoo, armany, hdrrrl Ropublio  o f ,  Ioraol,  Itelf,
LIxrnboucg,  Nmthorlwdr,  Portugal, Ulikd Kingdom of Qrrat
B r i t a i n  and kithorn Irolmd

Draft rrrolutian  A/C.l/43/t  46 wu rdopkd  by 122 votoa to 1, with 9

rbrten tionr,

Thr CHMRMNI  The Corrunittro w i l l  new t a k r  rotion o n  d r a f t  r r r o l u t i o n

A/C. 1/43/L. so.

The dra f t  rrro lut ion  WII introduced  b y  the rrprorontative  of  the Nathorlandr

a t  the 326 rmoting  o f  thr First Cmmittn, on 9 Novanbor,  and hur the following

rponrorra  Aurtralia, Belgium, Canada,  Denmark,  Braneo, %doral  Ropubda of

Qormany,  Iooland,  I ta ly ,  Japan ,  Mthorlandr, Normy and Spain .

A rooordod vote bar brrn rqwrtcd.

A rraordod vota was taken.

In favour I

Aaainat a

Aurtr@lia,  Aurtrf+,, Bahamaa,  Bahrain, Belgium, Sonin, Bhutan,
Botswana,  Brunei Daruaaalm,  B u l g a r i a ,  Ryoloruuian  S o v i e t
ScXdalirt  bpublio,  Canada, Central Afriaan Reprbliu, Chad,
Chile, QIina, Colombia,  CrAtrr Rioa, C&a 6’ Ivoiro,
C~o&orlovak  iar bmoor l tiu Kampuahoa,  hnmar k, q ibouti , Fiji,
Finland,  BranoI, Gabon ,  Gkrman  tkraoorrtio  hpublio,  Qarmanyr
Badoral  bpublia  o f ,  Qroooa,  tiinoa,  Hunduraa, H u n g a r y ,  Icolrnd,
Irrland, Israel, I t a l y ,  J a p a n ,  Kumit, Lecotho,  Librria,
Lummbourg,  Mnlayria,  Maldivar,  Mali,  Malta, Nopal,  Nothrrlandr,
Now Zaaland,  Mgar, Nigeria, Normy, Rhilippiner, Po land ,
Porkg& Ebmania,  Wanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, 8rnoga1,
Singapore,  S p a i n ,  Swatiland, Swrdm, T h a i l a n d ,  lbgo, Turkayr
Ukra in ian  Sovirt  Sooialirt  Wpublia,  Union o f  i3ovi.t  Socislirt
ibpubtior,  bitad Kingdom of Qroat Britain and Northorn Iroland,
Uruguay, Viot bra, Yarnen
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Abrtaininqr Kghanirtan, Algrria, A n g o l a ,  A r g e n t i n a ,  Bangladerh, UrbrQ8,
Boli.via,  Brazil, Burkina Fame, Burma, Burundi, Cuneroonr C~WW,
Cuba, wprur, Dominican Republic, &uador,  IQypt,  Ethiopia,
Ghana, Quatemala,  Guyana, India,  Indonaria,  Iran (IalIOPic
Wgublic o f ) , Iraq, Jordan ,  hnya, t o  Oeoplo,r Lbmocr  atic
Wpubl.:.c, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Nadagucar, Malawi, Mexico,
Nicaragua,  Qllan, Pakirtan, Panama, Peru, Sierra Laono, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, adan, Suriname, Syrian Arab hpublic, Tuniria,
banda,  United  Mpublic of  ‘hnsania, United State8 of  Amor iua,
Venenuala,  Yugorlavia, Z a i r e ,  Zadia,  2imbabma

Draft rorolution A/C. 1/43/L. 50 wae adopted by 73 voter ti ~l(rile,  with 53

ab8 ten tionr.

The  CHAIRMANI The  Committee wi l l  naw take ac t ion  on dra f t  rero lut ion

A/C. 1/43/L. 54/Rav .l.

Thr programno  budgrt implicationr o f  thir d r a f t  r e r o l u t i o n  a r e  containrd i n

Qaumont A/C.1/43/L.77.

The draft rorolution warn introduced by the roproeentative  of India at the 30th

meeting of the Firrt Co,&ttee, on 8 November, and har the following aponrorrr

Byelorurrian  SSR, Hungary, India, Indoneria, Poland, kmank, Sri hnka and

Venaruela.

A recorded vote har been rclqueabd.
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A recorded vote wae taken.
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I n  favourr Mghanirtan, Algeria,  Angola,  Argentina,  Auetralia,  Austria,
Eahamae,  Bahrain,  Bmgladrrh, Barbador, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
htrwana,  Braail, Bulgaria, Burkina Faeo, Burma, Burundi,
By,~lorueeien  Soviet  f3ocial irt Rpublic,  Cameroon, Con tral African
RIprublicr Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Coeta Rica, C&e
d, Ivoire,  C u b a ,  Qfprur, CPeahorlovakia,  Ibmocratic  Kmnpuchea,
Djibouti ,  Dominican Mplblio,  EDDuador,  Egypt, Ethiopia,  Fij i ,
F in land ,  Gabon,  Qerman  Democratlo  iLpublic,  mana, Guatemalar
QIinea, Qlyana, Hondurar,  H u n g a r y ,  I n d i a ,  Indoneria, Iran
(Ielrmio  hQUbli0 of ) ,  Iraq ,  Iroland, Jamiaa, Jordan ,  Kenya ,
Kuwait, Lao People’r Lbmocratio  Ebpublic,  Urotho, Liber la,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Mmdagarcar,  Malawi, Msldivee,  Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Wozambique,  Nepal,
Nicaragua, Niger,  Niger la, Oman,  Pak ietan, Panama, Peru, Poland I
Qatar, -mania,  Wanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
bono, Sommlia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swasilandr  Sweden,
Syrian Arab Papublic, Togo, Tunieiar Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialirt  Illpublic, U n i o n  o f  S o v i e t  Souialirrt  hQUbliC8, Wted
Arab W\iratee, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet Nan,  Yemen, Htgoelavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

kgainrt: France,  armany, tideral  Republic  of,  Ierael, Italy,  Spain,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
State8 o f  knrrica

Abetaininql Belgium, Canada, I[lrnmark, GreeUe, Iceland, Japan, Luxembourg,
Malayeia, bbtherlande,  wlw Zealand,  Norway, Portugal, Singapore,
lbr key

Draft reeolution  A/C.1/43&  Sl/hev.l war adopted by- 109 vote@ to 7, with

14 aba ten ticn9,.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn nw to draft resolution A/C.l/43fi.  65. Thie d r a f t

reeolution wae introduced by the repreeentative of Yugoelavia at the 32nd meeting

of the Firrt Comnitteo,  held on 9 November, and ie sponeored by thcJ  delegation8 of

Algeria, Bangladeeh,  Colombia, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, the German

Democratic Rpublio,  Ghana, India, In&nor ia, Madagascar, Ma lays ia, Morocco,

Pakietan, Ebmania,  Sri Lanka, Sweden, Tunisia, Viet Nam and !iugo8lavia. A recorded

vote hu been requeeted.
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In favour 8 Afghanietan,  Albania,  Algrria, Angola,  Argentina,  Auetra11a,
Austria, Bahamaa, Bahrain, Bangladeeh, Barbadoe, Belgiwn, Benin,
Bhutan,  Bolivia,  Botrwana,  Brazil ,  Brunei  Daruelralam, Bulgaria,
Burk ina Faso, Burma, Burundi , Byelor one ian Swiat Sot ial ix t
I@publio,  Canwccn, Canada, Central African Republic,  Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Coata Rica, C&e d,Ivoir-, Cuba,
Cypr ue, Coeohorlovak la, l&mocr atic Kampuchea, Dbnmar  k, Dj ibouti ,
Dominican ~public, EOuador,  Egypt,  Ethiopia, F i j  if F i n l a n d ,
Franoe, Gabon, German DImooratic Boplblic,  Germany, Federal
hQublh of, Ghana, GreeQcJ,  Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Honduraar
Hungary, tieland, India ,  InQneria,  Iran  (Ielamic lLplblic  o f  1,
Iraq, Xreland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People’8  Democratic Ebpublio,  hxotho, Liber la,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Luxetiourg  , Madagaecar,  Malawi, Malay8  ia,
Maldivee, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexioo, Mongolia, Morocco,
Moaambique,  Nepal , Nr,therlande,  New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Qnan, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippinea,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, lbman  is, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal ,  Sierra tone,  Singapore,  Somalia,  Spain,  Sri  hnka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden,  Syr Ian Arab Zispublic,
Thailand,  T&go,  Tunieiaf  ‘Ihrkey,  Wanda, Ukrainian Soviet
&c ial let Mpublic, Won o f  Soviet Socialiet &publice,  mited
Arab mirater, United lbpublic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet Nan,  Yemen, Yugoelavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

AQa inst a None

Abetaininqr United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
Staten of America

Draft reeolution A/C.l/43/L.  65 wae adogted by 132 votes to none, with 2

abe ten ti onr.

The CHAIRMAN8  We turn now to draft resolution A/C.l/43/L.  66. Thie draft

resolution wae introduced by the repreeentative of Yugoslavia at the 31et meeting

of the Fir et Comni ttee, held on 9 November , and ie sponsored by the delegationa of

Alger is, Bangladeeh, Brazil, BurM, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Bgypt,  Ethiopia,

Ghana, India, Indonesia, the Islamic bpublic of Iran, Kenya, Madagaecar,  Malayeia,

MOX~OO,  Morocco, N i g e r i a ,  ~akietan, P e r u ,  ROmania,  Sri Lanka,  adan,  S w e d e n ,

I\rnisia, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoelavia and Zaire. A recorded vote hae been

requerted.
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A recorded vote wan taken.

A/C. 1/43/W. 41
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In favour 8 Afghanirlm,  Albania,  Algeria,  Angola,  Argrntina, Auetralia,
Auetria, Bahamae,  Bahrain,  Bangladeeh, Barbadoe,  Benin,  Bhutan,
B o l i v i a ,  Botswana, Braeil, Brunoi Darueealam, Bulgar ia ,  Burkina
Fauo, Burma, Burundi,  Byrlorureian Soviet  Socialirt ELpublic,
Camrrccn, Cantral Afrioan Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Coata Rica, C&o d,Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprue,  Ctechoelovakia,
Damocratic  Kawchoa,  Dj ibout i , Dominiaan Reprblia, Bbuador,
mpt, E t h i o p i a ,  F i j i ,  F i n l a n d ,  Qabon,  Oorman  Democratio
Wublio, Qhana,  Greeoa, Ouatama1a,  Q1inoa, Qlyana, H o n d u r a n ,
Uungary, I n d i a ,  Indcneaiaf I r a n  (Islamic IIIpublic  of), Iraq,
Ireland, Jamaiaa, Jordan, lhya, I(uwait, Lao People'8 Democratic
WQublio, LerOthO, Libor ia, Libyan Ar l b Jamehiriya,  ~dag8e~8r,
Malawi, blalayeia, Maldivu, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexicc,
Mcngolia,  Moroc00,  Xcrambique,  Mpal, Mw Zoalandn Moarawb
Nigrr, Niger la, Qnanf Pak ietan, Panama, Peru, Phil ippinrr ,
Poland, mtar,  Ibmania, Rwanda, Sama,  Saudi Arabia I Senegal,
Sierra tcno, Singapore,  Somalia, Sr I hnka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swmiland, Sweden, Syr ian  Arab MQUblic,  Thai land ,  logo, Tunieia,
Qanda, Ukrainian Soviot  Social irt  Mpublio,  Union of Scviet
S c c i a l i a t  ~publioe,  ulited A r a b  ~irateer Ulited Republic o f
Tanlania, Uruguay, Venesuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,  Yugorlavia, Zaire,
Eamb la, Zimbatma

Mainetr Frame, Unibd Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
thitod Staten of America

Abetaininq, Belgium, Canada, bnmark,  OIrmany,  Fe&r81 &prblio of, tieland,
Ierael, Italy, Japan, Iuxotiourg, Mtherlandr, Normy, P o r t u g a l ,
Spa in ,  ‘hrkey

Draft reeolution A&1/43/L.  66 wa8 adopted by 117 v&x to 3, with 14

ata ton ti one.

The CHAIRMANI I call now on (blegatione wiehing to epeak in explanation

of vote after the voting.

Mr. ~IEDH(SDOR~  (United Staten of her ha) I The United Staten hae arked

to epeak in order to oxplain I tr vote cn draft reeolution A/C. 1/43/L. 46, en ti tied

“Comprehonrive United Natione l tucly on nualear weapona”.  Our &logation,e  vote

WaiMt thin d r a f t  rOUOhtiOn  i8 c01Wietent  with o u r  frequently expreued COI’ICOrn

about the proliferation of projeote which place additional financial preeeure on

th0 already rtrainad  budget of the ulitod Netlone. We note that  draft  rerolution

A/C,1/43/L.  46  in juet  one of eeveral  draft  reeolutione introduoed  at thin reeeicm
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(Mr. Priebrrdorf,  Unitrd StaMr)

which requort that the Secretary-General undrrtake naw l tudiea urd l ubmit raportr.

tQlr  are infornwd aleo t h a t ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  budgrtid oonfermm mete, a n  a d d i t i o n a l

appropriation of 8192,800 would be requiiod to perform thr rtudy requoetad in draft

remolutio?l A/C 1/43/L, 46.

In Out View, the QrOpOaed  ocmpreheneivo  rtudy cn nuclear ‘CJIapone,  which in

l xoeedingly broad in ecope and which would duplicate  and reiterate informmtion

already available in open literature, dora not warrant au& an expenditure and

consequently  ouch a do facto priority in ccmparircn  with other critioal ulited

Nationa activitioe.

I  should l ike  aleo to  expreee  our  delegation,e  reaeane  for  not  be ing  ab le  to

l upport draft reeolution  A/C.1/43/L.54/Rev.l,  on l oiontific and technological

drvelcpaente a n d  t h e i r  i m p a c t  cn intrrnational s e c u r i t y .  Wa v i m  i t  aa b o t h

inappropr iatr and impractical to a inglo out technological developmen  ta for

international  mcnitcring. In partCcular, we have l erioue reeervaticne about

Qlr8grlQh  1 . That paragraph would tank the Secretary-Qeneral to ool.lect, evaluate

and report cn information areembled, among other waye,  from a notwork  of State

agonciee  gathering information on the military implicationa of all scientific end

technclogioal  developnente. Thin would almoat certainly be an unending ecutce of

it- terna ticnal f tic tion. Further ,  thin vague prcvieicn prcvider no iruight into the

ecopr of the monitoring effort  or the end fouue of thir effort .  Without better

def initionr  our delegation in unable tc andoree ouch action that cuuld intrude on

broad area0 of l cience and technology and dierupt normal milibry reeearch and

development.

Aleo, the Unitsd  Staten would l ike to explain i te  votr on draft  rarolutian

A/C.1/43/L.6Sf  on the third l pecial rereion of the Qeneral Auembly devoted to

diearma~nt. The United Staten wao u~ablo to join in a conroneur  l doptiar of draft

reeolution A/C.1/43/L.65  for the fol lowing reamone The l eventh preambular
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(Mr. Friedaredorf,  Unitid  Staba)

Quagraph  rofere  to thr validity of the Final Document of the firet XQOCi81 l oeeion

Of the tinoral  Alernbly devotrd  to dirarmanwnt. The third l Qe?ial eeeeion on

dirumrnent prompted a amprohrmivo  l xpoeition of the oontraeting viewe of a large

number of Stata@,  and the many day8 of dobatr and drlafting  damonetratad quita

clearly that there now l xiete a profound dieparity of viewe  on many  of the

diearmanmnt ieruee  addreared in  the  Fina l  lbaument of  the  f i ret  eQecial reeeion on

diearmamont.

,

I
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(Mr. BrirdarrQrf,  Unitrd Rater)

Thum, whilr we do not diroount  thr hiatoriorl importanoo of thr Final OOumontr  it

would br inaccutata to treat it am a aornpndium of u?ivorrally l ccaptod prinaiplor

in today ‘I real world.

Thrrr are other pravirionr of the draft rorolution  that oaum amworn.

Ulproueden~d attmtim was foowrd during the l pooial rarmion on the question Of

conventional  diaarmamnt,  yet operative  paragraph 1 inexpliaably  mirdireotr tha

at tent ion  of  its rmdwm through the  inarrtion of  the  phrue “partioularly in  th0

nualoar fialdm.

Moving to oporativo paragraph 3, wo quartion whothrr  the Unitid Wationr ir thr

momt appropriate forum for the rrrolution of dirarmunent  irruer. Some irruer are

brat rorolved in bilateral  and regional  forums, and moma  multi lateral  dirarmamrnt

efforts are appropriately aonduoted in other foruma. The world-wide

ahemioal-weapon6 ban, for example, ir beet negotiated in the Conferonce on

Disarmament, in our view.

Operative paragraph 4 ie aloo  mirleading, in our opinion. We are not

aonvinoed that one of the funotionlr  of rpocial rrariona la to provide a new

direction for dirarmamant negotiation6 or that one of the tamkr  of rpacial aerriona

ir “aa8eaning  the rerultr of the effort8 of Member State8 in moving forward

deliberation8 and negotiationa  or1 all disarmament and related iamueo”.

In  conclusion,  we  corvridrr  that  the  th ird  rpooial reraion drvoted to

diearmamnt provibd  valuable inrightr into diaarmamrnt ~IIWI, but w are not

aatimfied  that draft  resolution  A/C.1/43/L.65  provider fair  treatment to this

iinpottant top ic .

Mr. WDETZRL (arman Ibnooratic  li,publio) I My delegat ion voted in favour

of draft rsrolutiun  A/C.1/43/L.S4/Rev.l,  proomding  from the valid aM88an8nt in

paragraph 39 of the Final Document of the firrt special rerriar of the Oaneral

~mae&ly  devoted to dirarmanentr  namely 8
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(Mr- Nootsal, arman Dmoaratia lWublio)

l Qualitmtivr and quurtitmtivm dirarnrraont  mommurmm  are both importmnt  for

halting thr l rmm raa. Nfortm ta that end aaumt  inaludm nmgotiationm on thr

limitation mnd armmmtion of thm qualiUtivo  impruvomont  of l rlarnmntm,

l mpmoially woaponr  of umm dmmtrwtion and the dovmlmmnt  of nmw mmmna of

warfaro l o that ultiautoly roimntifio  and taehnologioal aahirvemmtr  nuy M

ummd rololy  for poaaful  purpommm.” W-10/2,  Dltm. 3 9 )

WI mhur the viawr l xprrwod at thm third l pmoial l ruion dmvotmd  to dirarmunrnt

during the conridoration of l gmndm itim 12 that the qualitative  drvolopnont  and the

growing aaauraulm  tion of wmaponm add a f urthor dimonion  to the arm racer that

there ir increasing rooognition of the faot that qualitative l rpoota of the arm

race ranmin olourly linkrd to tha dynunior  of intrrnational  l raurity, and that new

tiahnologior  have rignifioant l ppliaationr in the praaemr of arm limitation and

dimuauwont  and I tr vorifiocrtion. I should lika to ruffirm  thm pomition  of my

dahgation,  am exprorrad in  doounnt  A&-15/26, paragraph  9 ,  tha t  it ir nacommL’v

to prmvont thm wo of now l oimntifio and Uahnologioal  aahiovommtr  for oroating

nW typrm and l ymt~mm of wraponm  and that it la impmrativm to l nrura that

l oimntifia mnd toahnolagioal  progrmms im umrd rxolumivmly  for poaooful purpoee8.

Wm oonaidmr a rmrwmd effort in the diroe%ion rharn in draft

rmmolution  A/C.1/43/L.54/Rmv.l  u  a  timely initiative f o r  the f o l l o w i n g  rraronat

The ~80 of the namt nodmrn bohnologirm  in the dovolopnrnt  of naw waponm l ymtemr

ir bound to open now ohannoh for the arma  room. Spmaifio  now weapon8 l yrtoma ato

inorraringly  uonridorrd  to k dertibiliring  in thmir effeotr,  thum l ndangrring

rtability . Spaifia  qualitimm  of nrw woaporu l ymtomm, muah  am miniatur iration or

robility,  arm bourd to make vrrifiamtiar more diffioult. In addition, it ham

koomm obvioum that thm mimruo of now ~ohnolaginal  l ahimvanmnta for nilitary
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(Mr. Nortad, Cbrman fkmoorrtio  blSub&&)

purpomrm divortm enormrium romouraom that would br urgmtly  rmquirrd for thr

l olution of the global problrnm  of mankind. Bush roamnt l naour aging dmvolmontm

a m  the implrmantation  o f  the T r u t y  bmtwomn  ths Union o f  Scwirt &oia1imt  ILpubliom

and tha United Statmm of knorioa on the Elimination of Thrir Intormodiatodangr and

Shorter-Rangm  Miuilom  mhould not bo l ndmngmrad by the introduotion of now or

mocbrniord wmaponm  mymtmn~m.

Another ampoot  that would,  in our l~iaw , br promoted by thr draft romolution  im

the intenmifioation  o f  international  ao-oporation in  mairnt i f io  and  kohno log ioa l

rorrarah and devolopnrnt, am well am the aollrotion  and inaroamod l xohango of

re levant  informmtion. The impl~mmtation  o f  tha propomalr promontrd  b y  the UBBR -

for inmtanco,  for international  oo-oprration in the exploration and poaomful urn.8

of outer l pmoe, inoluding the l mtablimhment of a world mpaor organimation  - would

bo a firmt atop in that direction.

My dalegation  doer not believe that mcientifio  and teohnologiaal  program8  murt

inovi tably load to a qua11  tat ivr armm raw. The aon tinu ing i~olV@IWnt  of

mcirntimts  and qualif ied expert8 in addroaring  the problm M that nmw mairntif io

and technological  developmentm are not exploited for  mili tary purpcwom  but umod  for

the aorrmOn bonefit  of mankind mhould, therefore, be fully mugported.

In the view of my delegation , a l l  thorn@ reaaom  mpeak in  favour  of a  ronowed

effort  to  follow and analyse new developnentm  in mcionce and teohnology, in

particular with regard to their potential  military appliaationmr  and to l valuato

their impmat  on international  security. My delegation will be ready to ooqparak

in that effort.

Me. 43UR’INEY  (krmttahia)  8 My delegation would like to explain itm voter

on draft r emolu  tionm A/C. l/4 3/L. 54/Rev .l, A/C. 1/43/L. 64 and A/C. l/4 3/L. 66.
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(Mm. Courtney, Wmtralia)

My dolegation votmd in fmvour of draft remolution A/C.1/43/L.SI/Rev.l,  whiah

v, oonmidmr  to  k innovative. Aumtralia mupportm  the oentral thrumt of that draft

rorolutim,  nmrly, that in the light of himtorical l xperierwe it maker good ecnee

to think through mymtematioally and in advance the likely ramifioationm  of the

applioation  to military purpomem of emerging soientific mnd teahnologiaal advancee~

humtralia doer not, h-over , uhare the imp1  ication of the fourth paragr m[h of

the prmuble  that moientifio  mnd  teohnologioal developmenta applied to military

pwpomom  wmt neoemmarily have a negative impmot  on the ercurity environment.

Indmmd,  the aon trary oan occur, Aumtralia therefore oonmiderm it important that

Oprative  pmregraph  1 uallm for a procoma  of evaluation and does not prejudge the

outaomo.

kr8tralia voted in favour af draft remolution A/(2.1/43/L.  65. we would,

however, 1 ike to l xptemm our concern that operative paragraph 3 remL  inm ambigwus

in Zemcribing  the ulitid Nation8 am

“the nomt appropriate forum for all -abet States to contribute actively an9

oolloatively  to the oonideration and remolution of dirarmmment  imruem that

have a bearing on their mecur ity “.

That oould imply that there are no other forums within which the States Member m of

the ulited Wtion can deal with and remolve dimarmament imeuem. Clearl;~,  t h a t  i s

not the came. There are a number of other l xieting and potential forumr which at

timer night in faot be more appropr bte, &pending on the particular circunmtancee

of  a rituation and on itm pol i t ical  and regional context. We deoidmd, however, to

,

oamt L pomitive vote becaumrr  we endorse the call for the mtrengthening  of the role

o f  the ‘hrbd Nmtionm  in Cm f i e l d  o f  dinarmamnt  t h r o u g h  m u l t i l a t e r a l

oonideratton  of iuueo which have a bearing on the mecurity of all Member State6

l ndr aI appropriate, on the remolution of m&!h  ,immuem.
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(Ms. Courtney, Australia)

In that sense we have interpreted operative paragraph 3 as characteriz%ng  the

fact that the United Nations is the most representative forum for its Member States

as a whole to deal with arms limitations and disarmament issues.

I should also like to refer briefly to resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 66 which $deals

with the report of the Conference on Disarmament. My delegation continues to

regret the fact that there are two resolutions on this subject and we would far

prefer to see a single text which could be adopted by consensus. The Conference On

Disarmament works by consensus and its annual report is adopted by consensus. That

clearly indicates that resolutions in the First Ccmunittee  should also be

susceptible of consensus. We hope that next year cancer ted efforts can be made to

find a single text capable of support by all metiers of the Committee-

With respect to resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 66, my delegation would like to point

out that operative paragraph 1 may be open to interpretation with respect to the

term “the international community”. My delegation does not read that paragraph as

precluding regional or other multilateral negotiations in other international

for urns.

Finally, my delegation does not interpret operative paragraph 4 as calling for

negotiating mandates on agenda items in the Conference on Disarmament before all

its members agree that such mandates are appropriate. That interpretation is, of

course#  completely in accordance with the Final fbcument  of the first special

session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament as the paragraph itself

indeed suggests.

Mr l vARGA (Hungary) t On behalf of the Hungarian delegation I would like

to put forward sOme considerations concerning draft resolution A/AC.1/43/L,54/Rev.l
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(Mr.  Varga, Hungary)

l ntitlrd n8aimtiFio  and kohnologiaal  devolopmontr  and their impaot on

inter national 8wur ity “, whioh wa8 introduad by the drlrgation of India and whioh

my drloga tiar oo-rponrorwJ  l

The rerlitiem of  the armr :aoe today and, mora rpeoifioally,  itr qurlitativr

l rpeatr and impliortionm, point to the potrntial  danger emanating from thr pouible

military Wpliaation  of the aahievanrntr  of the ongoing l cientifio and

tochnologiaa1 rrvolu tion.

Thr inhormt threat of an l vrr-•ooelsrating growth of nuolrar war-fighting

aaprbilitirr,  rtemning  from the nearly wtomatio  UIO of ooientifio  and

toohnologioal  advancer for military purposrm,  would ruf tioe to prow the timolineer

of evaluating rairntifio  and taahnologioal  developmmtr with potential  military

appl ioa tionr .

In addition, the l mergonoo of a new germ &ion of aonventionR1  weaponr  with

t.romondour  dovartating foroe, gradually transforming allegodly defrruivr  poturea

into preemptive  deep rtrika optionrr,  oannot but dangerourly orode the barir for

future conventional atability rmuiring balancod armed foraer  and oonvrntional

armamontd.

The elaboration of dirarmamrnt  meauuree and agresmrnts ir thur intimately

intertwined with problome rektod to aciontific and teahnologiaal  drvelopmentsr  the

solution of  which rprcifiaally  raquiror col lect ive  effortr ,  both intel leotual  and

poll tical. Thrro im an  urgent  mod to  addreu al l  the  problrmo rotorred  to  in  the

draft rorolution with a view to halting the armr race and, aa a firrt ate):,

preventing  its f u r t h e r  qualitative  proliferation.

My delegation drew the attention of Stake partioipating  in the internatl~~nal

Conforona  on the Relationtiip  between Dirarmament and Development  to the

diffkultiee that recalled dual-purpose technologirr might crsata firat of al l  in
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thr 088@ of woaponr of m888 drr truation, f o r  elaborating dirrrnrrmont mrarurorr

a8 in the aamr of thr ahaniaal wraponr oonvontion)  for l roertaining that l xi8ting

dirarmament troatiom  are being oborvod) am in the came of the Co,yvention  on th@

ProhiCikhn of  the Dovrlogfnrnt, Production and Stookpiling  of 4atariologiaal

(Biolo+oal)  and lbxin Woapona  and on their DI8truationl or for l nruring univ8r8al

appl toa tion o f dir l rmamrn t l gr oemrn  ta ,  am in the oamo of thr non-proliferation

Truty. At thr rmr time, my dologation  propoood, am a poton tial OOmmon l ndoavour

to  aope wi th  thorr ahallango8, t h a t  porter oprnnrrr o f  raiontifia acti- itier

rhould br oraatod,  aowporation  among  8airnti8t8 should be  developad  in  aream wirer0

diaarmmwnt agreement8 might prevent appliaation of 8aientifia  and teahnologioal

developmenta for military purporrs and po88ibilitio8  explored for dirarment

moarurrr l tomming from the emergonue of dual-purporo  teahnologio8.

It 18 WI th thae oonridorationr  in mind that the Hungarian dolega  tion rupportm

the adoption of thr draft rroolution  oontainad  in Qaun#nt A/C.l/43/L.  54/Rev,l and

l tandm ready to oo-pmrate  in the implementation  of thir highly important

initiative.

Mr. RIDI9i (New Zealand) I Now Zealand haa ibcided to abrtain on draft

rerolution  A/C.l/43/L.  SI/Rov.l anti tied %iantifia and technological drvelopmentr

and their impact QI international  security”  bocauro  of  the difficulty we have with

the arntrrl pramirr  o f  t h e  rrrolution, The concept that rciantific  and

twhnologiaal  rwoarch w i t h  m i l i t a r y  rppliaetionr w i l l  necao8arily  have negative

aonaqwnar8 for international  peace and rtability 18, in our view,  debatable .  I t

i8 quite oonoeivablo  that dovolopnontr  and wrsponry oould l nhanue rouurity. kw

Zaaland ir not an ardmt rupportrc of over-growing l xpendituro8 on military

roaoarah. Quib the contrary. Wo wirh to  oxplain our  vote  fo r  that  vrry rramon.

My country 18 a l trcmg supportor of the prinoiple  that rciontific and

technologiaal  rarraroh for paaful purpo8.a  need8 bo be given the highert priority.
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Wr thrrrforr  have man0 l ymp8thy with that abjeative of the ramolution. How ever ,

the wording of thif~ par tiaulrr text and tho proaummor  it l nvimagem would not br

hrlpful in achieving thr end8  n o u g h t .

Mr l MMAZIERE  (Br a8 11) a The Br rail Ian delegation votad in favour of draft

romolution  A/C.1/43/L.S4/Rov.l  on l oiontifia and toahnologiaal dovrlopmontm and

choir imp8at on international mraurity  barring in mind l omr pr inaipler  that inform

our ganoral  position on mttrrm of dinarmunent and taking into aaoount thr high

priority that mumt be givm  to the qualitative ampeatr of the arm race. with

l poaifia rrgard to thr l aientifia and toahnologiaal oomponrntm  of the draft

re8olution,  I want to 8tro88 my dolagation~m firm aonviation that any attempt to

monitor the military application of naw l aientifia and teahnologiaal dovelopmentm

mumt  not aontribute to aonvrrting the l truatural imbalance created by the

trahnologioal l uporiority of mom0  aountriom  into 8 permanrnt  feature of the world

l 0.n..

In that oonnneation, I want to rooall remolution 3 (IX) on new 8nd emerging

aroam of l uionae and teohnology  for development  adopted un8nimoumly  by the

Intorgovrrnnmnt81  Cofmnittee  f o r  Suience a n d  ‘MJhnology f o r  Dwrlopnent a t  it8 n i n t h

8O88iOn  Md endormed  i n  General uae&ly remolution 42/192.  mat ra8olution

@@l88isOU  the need for  all  oountr lea, and eepeaially the developing aountr iem, to

acquit0  and l trmngthon their cap8bilitiem to develop, a88e88r harne88~ abpt and

tranmfrr  l aionce and kchnology. Ror that reamon wa want to underline that any

l xeraimr *aa objective in to follow future l aientifia and teohnologiaal

devolopnont8  mumt not  aonmtitute  a  base  to  h inder  e f f ec t ive  and  e f f i c i en t  tranmfer

Of technology,  partioululy morr advanced  technology,  ~m~aially to the doveloping

aountriem for their abrorgtion in thou@ aountriem in order to promote thair optimal

utiliration.
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I t  in o u r  underetanding  t h a t  t h e  oanter,t o f  t h e  &aft romolution  WI h a v e  jll*t

approved in no way oontravmem the objeotive  of fortering broader and more

effective international  aoqperation  on l oienae and technology, emp@ciaUIly  in the

areaa of  p ioneer ing  rrmearah  and that  itr foaum  in  alear and i t8  maopa  c l ear ly

de f ined.

Mr. van SCHAIK (Nethsrlande)~  My delegation wimhea  tie explain it8 voter

on draft remolu tione A/C, l/4 3/L. 66, A/C. l/4 3/L. 54/Rev .l and A/C. l/4 3/L 46.

My delegation wan not in a porition  to vote in favour of draft remolution

A/C.1/43/L.66  bscaure that draft resolution  contain6 language that goes beyond what

waa agreed upon in the Conference on Dilrarma~nt when the Conference, by uonaenaum,

approved the report. In the text of the draft remolution Borne UUefUl l hIIOnt~  are

reflected, for example in operativr paragraph 2, dealing with negotiation8 on

ohemiaal weapons. However, we aannot agree with the language in other paragraph*,

in particular the lalrt paragraph of the preamble and operative  para;raphm  3 and 4,

hioh we do not coneider  realimtia  became of the emphasis they pkce on

negotiationa on all agenda iteme.

The aponeorm  of draft reeolution A&1/43/L.  50 on the name mubjeat  wamre

motivated by the desire to achieve coneeneue. We regret that thin time conaensu8

hae not been ach!wed op. our text and we regret al80 that we did not ruoceed in our

endeavour8 to reach a compromiee  with the eponeors  of draft resolution

A/C, l/4 3/L. 6 6.

In our statement introducing draft re8olution  A/C.l/43/L.  50 WI mtated that we

wet0 open to euggeetione for improvement of the t49xt. My delegation would have

been glad to explain certain adjustment8 that were made and that apparently were

considered to be amendments - as compared to the text of 1987 - that Wore  not

favoured by 6ane delegations here. Rut 8 ince delega clone did not approach ua on
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tnrma point8 we could not explain our point or takr their point8 into

oon8iBcration. Indeed, wa did ibntify oomnon ground for purmuing thr typ8 of

nogotiationm  that are aanmon in othrr arwm leading to an agrrrd text l N o r  d i d  it

appear pO88iblO  to find language in a moparak  trxt that would have rofleoted  the

oommon  reaogni  tion, in purely prooedural  termm,  of  the recent  report of  the

Conference on Dimarmamrnt  and would have aontained  a requert to the Conferonae on

Disarmament to report again next year undrr the umual item on the agenda of the

Firat Conunittee. WI Pro  howover ploamrd to  note  that  in  the  intenmive  diBaUxUiOn8

we had with the Ybgomlav  delrgation, whioh  introduaed draft rerolution

A/C., 1/43/L. 66 - diUCUUUiOn8  whiah nly d o l e g a t i o n  apprrciated - t h e  Ylrgomlav

delegation l tated that it wan inmpired by the mime desire to reach con8en8u8 on the

l ubjrct and WI hope that next yeart when there will be more time available,

de1 iberatione between interotated  aountrier will indeed lead to the aonseneum we are

rook ing . Conmenmum is and romaine in our view emmrntial  - l mmantial beaaure it

world ba an l oho of the oo~an8u8 rrauhed in C&nova  by the 40 member8 of the

Confermae on Di8arma~nt, and l 88ential beaaume  only con8enmua  would do jumtioe to

the stature of thr Conforonor  on Dimarmament, thr mole multi%teral  negotiating

body on global disarmament  quomtionm.

My delegation wan , regrettably,  unable to rupport draft  remolution

A/C.1/43/L.54/Rov.l,  on the  impaat of  mcientific  developments  on  international

mecurity. In our view, thin draft remolution  expreeeer an unbalanced and negative

judgement of toahnologiaal  devOlOpnOnt8  that might have a military UppliCatiOnr th@

underlying  Prmime  being that  certain technological  progroom  might reeult in a

mot-back to dimarmcnmt  rf forte. Indeed, although thin might be true in certain

QlUeU, the contrary came could almo  be advanced, notably that mome  technologiaal

progreu  with mil i tary appliaation  ham a mtabiliaing  influence.  We in the

Mtherlands wirh to keep open the option of maintaining our defencr8 in modern
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mhape and up to date. Thr rppliaation of teahnologiaal development8 for military

purpo8a8 aan be important for our 88aur ity am it can bm for many other own tr iem.

Finally, my dolegation abmtained  on draft rrmolution A&1/43/L  46, whiah

04118 for a oomprrhon8ivo  updat4 of the l tudy on nuolear weapon*. Although wa

limtened  oarrful ly to the argument8 advanced,  wo believe that the development8  that

have taken plaa in the area of nuolear arm8  minor  the publication of the

&aretary-General’8 report in 1980 do not 8uffiaiently warrant an update a8

reQue8ted in draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L, 46. Wo are of the opinion that for the

mix proposals submittea  to the First Committee for uli ted Nations rtudieo On

disarmament-related issues, pr ioritier should be emtabliehed  in view of the limited

remource8 available. We do not believe that the propomal contained in draft

reUOll!~’ -rl A/C. 1/43/L.  46 de8ervr8  priority mtatum am oompared  with some of the

other UtUdiOU,  which will cover new ground.

Mr l voll B’IULPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Qrmany)  : I  rhould l ike to

oxplain m y  delegation~8 negative v o t e  o n  d r a f t  reeolution A/C.1/43/L.54/Rev.l.  My

delegation fully agree8 with the author8 of thin draft reeolution  that the

qualitative ampect  of developnentm and trend8 relevant to the diearmament ptoC@*B

are increasingly a matter for international attention and concern. While

teohnology am much ie neutral, and while  scientif ic  and teahnological  progress

8hould not be impedsd,  i t  i s  reoogniaed that  the qualitat ive development and

growing accurmlatfon  of weapons in many part8 of the world add a turther dimenrrion

to the arma race. But it i s  equally recognised that  qual i tat ive aspects  of the

arm8 race remain  clocrrly 1 inked to the dynamic8 of international mecuri ty s

My delegation holds the view that the implicationm  of teohnological

devrlopment for the armelcontrol  prooeu and for the maintenance of international

peace and eecurity are complex and IWhy-8i&d. @Iishnological  change cannot be

halted or reversed. Neither is  i t  po8sible to  dirtinguimh clearly between
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wraponr-related teahnologier or there developed primarily for peauetul non-military

purporer  rinse many teahnologier aan  be applied to both weaponr development  and to

peaooful purpoaer. Moroovrr,  not al l  appliaationr of new teahnologier to  mil i tary

purpocerr  are threataning to the maintenanae of  international  peaae and reourity.

Indeed, aer ta in  kind8 of  mil i tary  appliaatione  aan aontr ibute  to  the  ab i l i ty  o f

State8 to maintain reaurity at lawer levelr of armr and armed forcer.

More rpooifiaally,  applioationr of new technologies  can aontribute positively

to the armr aontrol and dirarmament proaerr by faailitating effeative  and

l oonomioal verifiaation  of agreementr. Thur, my delegation aannot @hare  the theeie

that the armm raae ir determined by the teahnology. It fall8 within the provinae

of politiaal deoirionr whether to implement aertain teohnologier or to renounce

t h e i r  implmentation p a r t i a l l y  o r  t o t a l l y .

The mignifiaanae  for  in ternat ional  eeourity of new and merging technologies

derive8 not  Prom the  na ture  of  the  technologies  themaelvee but  f r o m  t h e  purgoree  to

whioh they are applied. My delegation regret@ that draft resolution,

A/C.l/43/L,  54/Rov.l doer not take there ariteria into account and dose not refleot

the oomplex nature of the matter. My delegation very much hoper that the

Secretary-&metal, in dircharging his reegoneibilitiee  under thie draf t  resolut ion,

w i l l  take  there  aonoarnm  fu l ly  in to  aaaount.
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Mr. MOREL  (France)  ( in terpre ta t ion  f rom French)  t  With  regard to  draf t

reeolution  A/C.1/43/L.65,  o n  t h e  t h i r d  s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n  o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  AeeemblY

devoted to diearmament, my delegation was able, owing tc the importance of the

subject and the efforts made by many delegations to produce the ttixt, to vote in

f a v o u r  o f  ita adogt,ion. We share the view8 expreeaed by the sponsor8  with regard

t o  t h e  resu l t  o f  t h e  t h i r d  s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n ,  name ly ,  t ha t  i t  s e rved  t he  pu rpose  o f

increas ing awareness of the area8 in which future efforts  ehould  be concentra ted .

However, I muet add that  our  delegat ion would have preferred that  operat ive

paragraph 1 contain wording that  would  better  ref lect  my country’s  pr ior i t ies  in

the  f i e ld  o f  d i ea rmamen t ,  i n  pa r t i su l a r  w i th  r ega rd  t o  t he  ro le  of  nuc l ea r

diearmament  in  diearmament  in  general .

Mt. CAFPAGLI  (Arqentina)  ( i n t e rp re t a t i on  f rom Span i sh )  t The delegat ion  of

Argent ina  voted in  favour  of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/43/L.66  and abs ta ined in  the

voting on draft resolution A/C.l/43/L.  50, both on the report of the Conference on

Disarmament. My delegat ion would have preferred to  see a  s ingle  consensus draft

r e s o l u t i o n . Unfor tunate ly ,  notwiths tanding the  effor ts  made,  that  proved to  be

impoaa ible .

This  y e a r , u n l i k e  laet y e a r , one of  the  draf t  resolut ions  submitted to the

Committee doee  not clearly reflect the nature of the Conference on Disarmament. I t

does  not make clear  the  fact  tha t  the  Conference  ie the sole mult i lateral

n e g o t i a t i n g  body in  t he  f i e ld  o f  d i s a rmamen t , n o r  does i t  r e q u e s t  i t  t o  i n t e n s i f y

its work in accordance with paragraph 120 of the 1978 Final Document. Ebr those

reasons, my delegation  a b s t a i n e d  i n  t h e  v o t i n g  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/43/L.50.

We  wou ld  have  p r e f e r r ed  t o  see the  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  employ  th? language  t h a t

appears  in  operat ive  paragraphs 2  and 3 of  General  Assembly  resolut ion 42/42  K.

I t  i s  o u r  s i n c e r e  h o p e  t h a t , in  the  future ,effor ts  wi l l  be made to cOme  up

with  a  s ing le  d ra f t  reso lu t ion  o n  this s u b j e c t  a n d  t h a t  t h o s e  e f f o r t s  w i l l  b e

crowned with success.
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Mire SOLES82 (United Kingdom)) My delegation abetained  in the vo *ing on

dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.l/43/L  46 ,  t h e  purpose  o f  wh ich  ia t o  ca l l  f o r  an  upda t ed

verricn of -he “Comprehensive study on nuclear weaponeN originally  completed  in

1960. We did  80 becaure we feel tha t  the  reques t  ie premature ,  and that ,  for  two

r eaeona. First, the  basic  technica l  facts about nuclear  weapona, which were  wel l

aummarized i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  r e p o r t , have not been changed by subsequent technical

developllen  ta. Secondly ,  the  ongoing bi la tera l  negotiatione between the  Uni ted

States  and the  Sovie t  Union,  i f  brought  to  a aucceoeflrl  conclus ion ,  could  wel l  have

a dramatic  effect  on nuclear  areenale . It does not seem appr opr late to launch a

new etudy in  the  middle  of  those negot ia t ions .

I murt al80 add that the original study drew conclueions  about the possession

of  nuclear  weapona  and the  pr inciple  of  nuclear  de ter rence  tha t  are not  shared by

my COvernment.

Finally, I have to put on record that we cannot accept the request for an

addi t ional  f inancia l  appropr ia t ion for  the  new s tudy aa shown in  document

A/C. 1/43/L. 78.

T h e  CHAIRMANt  mmorrow,  t h e  Conrnittee  w i l l  t a k e  a’c’tion  o n  a l l  r e m a i n i n g

d ra f t  r e so lu t i ons  i n  t he  r ema in ing  cluetera.

The meeting rose at 6.30 p.m.

,


