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m i lled o,
AGENDA ITEMS 51 10 69, 139, 141 MD 145 (continued)
ONS IDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUT IONS ON D IS ARM AMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: Thir morning, we will begin our oonrideration and action

on draft rrsolutionr under disarmament agenda itemm with draft resolutions in
Cluster 15.

Mr_. RODRIQ (Sri hnka) 0 | rhould like t0 make a few remarks in respect
to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 12/Rev.1l ON behalf of i ta sponsors, Argentina,
Bangladesh, Brasil, Camerocon, Djibouti, Bgypt, Ethiopia, Ghana, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Jordan, Melaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sudan,
Suriname, Sweden, Uruguay, venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugodavia, Zimbabwe and Sri Lanka.

Before | begin, | should like to draw the Committee's attention to an error
appearing in thr twenty-first proambular paragraph of the draft rerolution, on
page 3. The word "negotiations® appearing in that paragraph should be replaced
With the word "efforts", to read as follows:

*Emphasizing the mutually complementary nature of bilataral and

multilateral efforts™. N

As I indicated in my presentation of the original draft reeolution
(A/C.1/43/L.12), the Objective of the sponsors has been to promnte international
co-operation for the achievement of the twin goals of preventing an arms race in
outer space and emsuring that the vaet potential of that domain be peacefully
developed for the benef i t of all mankind. It is in that context that, together
with the sponsors Of draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.27, A/C.1/43/L 30 and
A/C.1/43/L. 36, we have pursued an exercise with the aim of achieving a single

resolution acceptable to all.
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While remaining firm in the convictions that prompted the sponsors Of
A/C.1/43/L.12 tO present ¢hat draft resolution, we have been sensitive to the
perception8 and concerns of others and have taken them into serious acoount , and,
wherever poasible, have sought to reflect those perception8 and concer ns in the
revised verrion (A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l).

When draft reroluticn A/C.1/43/L.12 was introduced, some detail wan given of
the thinking behind that draft. It war built upon the near-consensus of General
Assembly reaolution 42/33 of 1987 and also sought tO mirror certain vital new
development6 as faithfully as poss ible., Thur, | need not repeat myself and will
merely indicate in brief the major changes that have been made in the revired
version to embody the concerns Of others.

A paragraph that recalled the Charter obligation of all States to refrain from
the threat or use of force, including in their activities in outer space, har been
transferred from the operative section to the preambular section a8 its fifth
paragraph, although we would have preferred it to remain a8 an operative paragraph.

We have also agreed to delete what had been the eleventh preanbular paragraph
of A/C.1/43/L.12, which articulated our deep concern that rapid progress in space
technology leavez open the danger of weapons being deployed in outer apace. The
sponsors remain convinced of the reality of that danger but, in the time available,
we were unable to find suitable language acceptable to all to express the paradox
presented by advances in space technology - namely, its rich and promising
potential for improving the security and well-being of all humanity, as well as the
perils that lurk in any abuse of that technology.

The fourteenth preanbular paragraph has been amended in the intereet of
securing an even more widely acceptable, general description of the wark of the
Ad _Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space during the past

year.
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The fifteenth preambular paragraph is relf -explanatory and conaunr additional
measures that rhould be examined in the search for bilateral asd multilateral
® greemontr for the prevention of an arms race in outer apace.

The rixteenth preambular paragraph of A/. 1/43/L/12 is amplified now in two
new paragraphs, the ® ixteenth and reventeenth in the revision, and deal with the
legal régime applicable to outer spane. The new operative paragraph 2 on the same
® @S)er+®  combines operative paragraphs 3 and 4 of the original text, and is couched
in language closely based on that of the report of the Ad Hoec Committee.

The eighteenth and twenty-f irst preambular paragraphs, which amend the
reventeenth and twentieth preambular paragraphs of the original text, deal with the
mitually complementary nature of bilateral and multilateral negotiations and
recognize that bilateral negotiations between the United states and the Soviet
mion could facilitate the multilateral negotiationa for the prevention of an arms
race in oubr space. \We hope that such language will adequately cover that very
sensi tive issue,

Ppart from changes already indicated, we have deleted operative paragraph 11
of A/C.1/43/L.12 and ad&d, in the revised paragraph 7, reference to ini tia tives
presented {0 the Ad Hoc Committee in 1988.

We harbour no illusions that the changes effected make the revision perfectly
and aanpletely satiafactory to all. Indeed, many of the changes have involved for
the sponsors some significant sacrifices of deeply held viewas or their considerable
dilution or descent into ambiguity in the interest of winning general
acceptability , OFf course, such compromises lie at the very heart of the
negotiating process. I|f we have failed nevertheless t0 make draft resolution
A/C. 1/43/L. 12/rev .1 acceptable to all, it is because some concer ns of the sponsor s

were too degp to submit tO compromise or because we have been loath to exchange
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es tablished consensus language for new formulations that were not of truly viable
substance.

The sponsors do not see this whole exercise as the end of a process, although,
thanks to Your gentle but firm gavel, 8ir, consideration Of and actior. on the
disarmament items will conclude today. |b any who still cannot accept draft
rerolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.1, we offer continued dialogue so that differences may
be addressed and comnon concerns expanded in the days to come in other forums am
well. Indeed, miech of tho thr urt of A/C.1/4 3/L. 12/Rev .1 looks forward to continued
co-operation in a domain of v ital importance to all.

The process leading to A/C.1/43/L. 12/Rev.l has not been easy in that changes
have been effected through considerable concessions. That th is process has been at
all poeeible is due in considerable measure to the patience and spirit of
co-operation displayed by the sponsor s of draft resolutions a/. 1/43/L. 27,
A/C.1/43/L. 30 and A/C.1/43/L. 36, respectively Ambassador Puglieee of Italy,
Ambassador Nazar kin of the Soviet Union and Ambassador Fan of China and their
delega tions.

May | add a word of gratitude to the member 8 of the non-aligned and neutral
group, who tolerated the piling before them of interminable formulations and
counter-formulationa, and finally to Mr. Nabil Fahmy of Bgypt , whore contribution

to the entire exercise was indispensable.
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Mr. HU Xiaodi (China) (interpretation from Chinese) s | wish t0 comment
briefly on China’s fundamental position on the question of the prevention of an
arms race in outer space. IN our view an arms race in outer space would constitute
a serious threst to international peace and stability. Therefore, the prevention
of an arms race in oubr space has becomn a new priority item in the field of
disarmament.

The prevention of an arms race in outer space has beccme a ques tion of
increasing concern to the international community and is inseparable from the
activities of the two major space Powers to develop their space weaponry. Thetwo
‘oountries wita the greatest space capabilities therefore bear special
responsibility for preventing an arms race in outer space.,

An effective way to achieve this would be the prohibition of all apace
weaponry, inaluding anti-ballistic-missile and anti-satellite weapons, and the
disarming of oute: space.

Because the legal instruments applicable to outer space are inadequate te
prevent an arms race there, it is necessary to undertake negotiations on an
international agreement on the prohibition and destruction of apace weapons and the
prohibition of the use of force and other hostile activicies in outer space, from
outer space or against outer space.

We hope the Soviet Union and the United States, which have the greatest space

capabilities, will immediately adopt concrete measures commiting them not to

develop, test, manufacture or deploy apace weapons, and to destroy all existing
space weapons.

All countries, particularly thosa that have space capabilities, should make
positive efforts towards the prevention of an arms race in outer space and should

contribute, within their capabilities, to the peaceful uses of outer space,
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The Conference on bisarmament in Geneva too should intensify its work in this
regard.

Outer space is the common heritage of mankind, and the peaceful exploration
and use of outer space is the common des ire of all coun tries of the world.
Activities there should be for the benefit of all mankind. The arms race muet rot
be extended to outer space , which would endanger international peace and security .

In order to achieve the largest posaible ma jor ity in favour of a Araft
resolution cn the prevention of an arms race in outer space, the Chinese delegation
has decided to support draft resolution A/.1/43/L.12/Rev.1l, and will not insist on
Jraft reeolution A/C.1/43/L.36 being put to the vote.

Mr. FUGLIESE (Italy)s | am speaking on behalf of the sponsor & of draft

reeolution a/c.1/43/L.27. That draft raeolution reflects our approach to the
problem of the prevention of an arm8 race in outer space. We believe that approach
is valid and realistic. while reiterating their conviction that the Conference on
Disarmament has a eignificant role in the consideration of issues related to the
prevention o° an arme race in outer space and has already carried out useful and
constructive work, the sponsors |0ok forward tOo positive developments in the
bilateral negotiations between the United states of America and the union of Soviet
Socialist Republics on the subject. We believe that those negotiatims can provide
an effective foundation for significant progress in the multilateral domain, and

that interference between the two processes should be avoided. We are convinced

that »ur draft resclution is a valid contribution to our debate , and that i ts

contents represent a sound basis for our future work.
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On 7 November when | had the honour to introduce the draft rerolution on
behalf of the delega tionr of Australia, Belgium, Canada, France, the Pederal
Republic of Germany, Japan, t .e Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Turkey, the Uni ted
Kingdom and my own delegation, | ® trurod that the draft rerolution war not
intended t0o conflict with other draft resolutions on this subject and that its
sponsors were fully prepared %o consider positive suggestions from other
delrgationa and to oco-operate with them in a spirit of compromise and understanding.

We rhould like to ® Xxpreeo our appreciation for the understanding shown by many
delegations. \We regret that, in spi te of the e incere Will ingness t0 co-operate
With a view to achieving consensus in this Comnittee On the issue of the prevention
of an arms race in outer space, our common efforts t0 attain that goal did not
succeed. However, the delegations on whose behalf | have the honour to speak have
taken into acocount the changes introduced in draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.1l
and the common wish of many delega tions for a single draft » esolution ONn this
item. Accordingly, with the understanding that this doer not imply renunciation of
their awn approach t0 the question of preventing an arms race in outer space, the
® ponore of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 27 have decided not to press the draft
resolution to a vote.

Mr. KOKEEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian) 1+ The draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l fully
reflects the international community's recognition of the urgent need to prevent an
arms race in outer space. On behalf of the sponsocs of draft rerolution
A/C.1/43/L. 30, the Soviet delegation wishes tO state that they will not insist on

that draft resolution being put to the vote.
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Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish)s My delegation

wishes tO comment on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l. It has boon possible

thus far to prererve outer space as "the province of all mankind®, as stipulatsd in

article | Of the outer space Treaty.
Many of the activities carried out in space are of military significances It

is ® rtirnted that about three fourthr of thr man-made cbjects oxbiting the Earth

are carrying out military tarkr.
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To date, however , so far am w know, no one ham permanently sta tioned weapons

in oubr space. There is still time to prrvent that from happening. There is
Still an opportunity to prevent the unleashing of an arms race in outer space.

We must take steps to prevent the technologically capable Powers from becoming
involved in an arms race inouter ® pmce. The international community NOW possesses
a body of legal instruments applicable to outer space and, am other delegations
nave recognized, that ham so far made it pommible to prevent the stationing of
weapons in outer space. However, owing to the extraordinary progress that ham been
made in npmce science and technolor,/, those |egal instruments nuw fall somewh~t
short. Man is moving ever closer to the time when he will be able to station
weapons in outer space. Therefore, the legal inmtrumentm that govern the
activities of States in outer cpace no longer suffice e« prevent the unleashing of
an arms race in outer space .

The Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration
and Yse of OQuter Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies, explicitly
stipulated that States pecties to the Treaty undertake not to station in outer
space any Objects carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapcns of mass
des truction. The Treaty does not, however , eancompass oOther kinds of weapons, in
particular the new weapons based on new technology that are currently being
designed to become a part of strategic defence systems.

At the Conference on Disarmament Venezuela ham supported a comprehens jve
approach to the question of the arms race in outer epace. There must be a goner al
and canprehenm ive prohibition on space weapons, which would include the
developmen t, testing , production, stationing and use of much armaments.

Where disarmament is concerned, it ham been said that comprehensive approaches

based on an all-or-nothing positions cannot contribute to problem solving. In our
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view, a aanprehenmive approach nemd not necessarily mean that all or nothing mumt
be achieved, nor does it imply that rverything must be achieved all at once. A
comprehens Ve approach means precisely that, namely, an approach, a way t0 embar k
upon an undertaking, a way to engage in an ® ntrrprimr to reach a given goal, The
course that must be followed to attain that goal is one Of step=-by=-step progress,
but the first step is the most important one. At the preasent time, that first step
dicta tee that, once having reoogn ized the exim tence of the problem , we enter in to
progressive negotiations tn achieve the goal we ® emk .

Venemuela trus ta that, on the basis of the draft resolu tion we are about to
adopt and on the basis of the wor k accomplished e O far by the Ad Hoc Commi ttee Of
the Conference on Disarmament, the Conference will finally be able to begin
concrete negotiations. That would be the best pommible response to mank ind's
justified concern at the prospect that an arms race may well be unleamhed in outer
space, and sooner than might have been expected, an arms race whose scope, in terms
of human and material and financial resources, would be incalculable and
un justifiable - even if its purpose is claimed to be that of putting an end to the
nuclear threat.

We should like to emphasize the extent of the efforts ma& by the sponsors Of
the various draft remolutionm before us on this swject. Am was stated earlier
thim morning, the mponmorm have tr led to reach a conmenmum text, but,
unfortunately, that ham not, apparently, been pommible. However, we would still
hope - albeit nr~:haps somewhat unrealistically - that the draft resolution before
us Oon the prevention of an arms race in outer space might be adopted wi thout any
oppos ing votes. We would also like to pay a well-deserved tribute to Ambassador
Fodrigo of Sri Lanka and Ambammador Pugliese of Italy for their efforts. we would
like to commend the action taken by the reprementativea of China and the Western

and Socialist Groups in withdrawing their own draft resolutions on the subject
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to give my to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.1l. We feel that that draft

rrmolution nay e orve to give a decisive impetus to the efforts Of the Conference on
Disarmament in this area at its nrxt ® emmion.

The CHAIRMAN: | mhould like to associate myself with the comments madm
by Me representative of Veneszuela, WhO paid tribute tO the representatives
sponsor ing the various draft resolutions on this ® J&)er+*® who worked e 0 hard to
bring us to this good result this morning.

| now call upon the Secretary of the Committee.
Mr, KHERADI (Recretary Of the Committee) : | mbould like to inform

members that the Icllowing coun tr ies have become co-sponsors of the following draft

resolutions:

A/C. 1/43/L. 12/Rev.1s Ireland)

A/C.1/43/L. 35/Rev.1lt Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas, Barbados, Grenada, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Saint Kitts and Nevis)

A/C.1/43/L. 61/Rev.2: Sweden.

Jhe CHAIRMAN: | now call UpOn those representatives who wish to make
statements in explanation of vote before the voting.

Mr . DIETZE (German Democr atic Republic) s | have asked ton ® pmak in Oré&r
to give a brief outline of my dele ation's position on agenda item 59, “Prevention
of an arms race in outer space® rnd the relevant draft resolution under
consideration.

My country persistently works towards the prevention of an arms race in outer
space, wvhile advocating itS termination On Barth. It is our firm conviction that
outer space should be explored md umed ®  xolwively for peaceful purposes to

benefit the ® cronomia and social development of nations.
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Democra {j0 Republic)

It is ou¢ ® (norrm hope that the intensive negotiations between thr USSR and
the United States on a 50 per cent reduction of their ® trategia offensive arms in
the context of compliance with the ABM Treaty will moon lemd to concrete results.

The present xdgime Of intecnational [aw relating to outer space ® noampammem
important provisione designed to limit thr military @ ativitiem of States in space.
Mm do believe, however, that further action-oriented negotiations, of both a
bilateral and a miltilateral nature, mMmm well am ® ffrativo and verifiable agreements
are needed in order to preclude forever an ¢ rmm race iN outer space.

From our point of view, twO general ® pproaahom appear t0 be possibles f{irst,
the direct way of reaching the objectives ® 11 ¢ would be an international agreement
prohibiting the threat or use of force in outer ® pmoe or from space againmt Earthy
and, @ N N2eX¢ it e |spappearspossibletoachieve a comprehensive solution step by
stop, begiming with ®  grnn\mt on a ban on anti-satellite (ASAT) weapons.

Mongolia and my country put before the Conference on Dimarmmment a proposal to
that effect, entitled "Main provisions of a treaty on the prohibition of

anti-satellite weapons and on ways to ensure the immunity of ® paom objects®. |

ret e to document M/777. That document ® uggomtm, inter alla, £irst, that space

activities should be prohibiteds the use of foroe againist aspace objects or the
threat. of thr use of such force) ® ecaondly, the deliberate dem true tion or damaging
of space objects; and, thirdly, the development, testing and deployment of

weapons, in particular, ASAT WOaponm. Moreover, ® uuh a treaty aould stipulate that

already existing ASAT* @ ymtemm should be eliminated. A moratorium on the testing of

ASAT weaponm should be agreed On am an initial step.
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Compliance with much an agreement could be ® nmurod through the use of

verification mmthodm much am an expanded exchange of information, the use of
national technical means of verification, a multilateral aonmultative mechanism or
an international system of inmpectionm involving extensive rights, including the
right to on~site inspections.

The M _Hoc Committee of the Conference on Disarmament that deals with its
agenda item 5 ham indeed done valuable work in preparing multilateral negotiations
on an agreement or agreements to prevent an arms race in outer space. Wethink
that is a solid basis for the opening of a new stage in the preparation of
negotiations to be held in 1989. At thome negotiationm, the concrete subject of
negotiationm, on much matters am the prohibition of ASAT weapons, mhould be
refined, and consideration should be given to the main elements of the agreement or
agreemen ta to be conc luded .

It would appear adviamble at this stage of the Ad _Hoc Committee's work to set
up a group of experts whose task might be to provide the Committee with well
founded and harmonimed recomnendationm on the scienti fic and technological aspects
of what mhould be covered by the ban, and On ways Of moni toting compliance wi th the
agreement Or agreements to be concluded.

It goes without maying that the Qrman Democratic Republic gives its support
to all proposals that bring us closer to an exclusively peaceful ume of outer space
in the intereat of all States. | wish to mention here the initiatives launched by
the Soviet Union, the Six Nations, France mnd Venezuela.

In the light of much conmiderationm, the draft resolution contained in
document A/cC.1/43/L.12/Rev.1 ham the full bupport of my delegation. Wewelcome
especially the fact that it has again been pommible to agree on a mingle resolution

on the issue of outer space.
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Thr CHAIRMAN: We shall now to proceed to the vote on the draft

resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l, taking into account the

technical corrections referred to mar lier by the delegation of Sr 1 hnka and the

Secretary of thr Committee.

" Recorded votes have been requested on the eleventh and eighternth paragraphs

of the preamble and on operative paragraph 8.

We @ rrall now proceed to vote on the eleventh paragraph of the preamble to

draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l.

A recorded vote ham been requested.

A reaorded vote was taken.

In favour s

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Paso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorummian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, C8te 4' Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,

Democr atic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti ,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gesrman Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, G utemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Honduras, Hungarly, Iceland, India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, [reland, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People 's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liber ia,
Libyan Arab Jamah ir iya, Madagascar, Ma 1awi, Ma laysia, Mm |divem ,
Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Qman, Pakistan,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra boe, Singapore,
Somalia, Sri hnka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Ibbago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, viet Nun, Yemen, Yugodavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe
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united States of Arerica

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel,

Italy, Japan, uxembourg, Nether lands, Portugal, Spain, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

The ® lovonth paragraph of the preamble to draft roaolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.1
was adopted by 121 voces t0 1 with 13 abatentions.*

Thr CHAIRMANs We shall now vote on the eighteenth paragraph of the

preamble to draft roaolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l. A recorded vote has been

requested.

A recorded vote \Wwaa taken.

In favour8

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana,
Braszil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Céte 4'Ivoire, Cuba, Orprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Bouador, BEgypt, Ethiopia, Fij i, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Greece, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ind ia , Indones ia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraqg, Ireland, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, L a0 People 's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Qman, Pakistan,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania,Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Tgo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socbalirt Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic Of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

* Subrequontly the delegation of Mali advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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igainst United States of America
Abstainings Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, fsrael, Italy,

luxembourg , Ne ther lands, Portugal, Spain, furkey, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

The eighteenth paragraph of the preamble to draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.) was adopted by 121 voter to 1, with 11 abstentions.*

d Subsequently the delegation of Mali advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on operative paragraph 8 of

draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L.12/Rev.1l. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote wae taken.

In favour s  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Azgentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei bparussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, C6te 4'Ivoire, Cuba, &prus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Den.war k, Dj ibouti ,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Bgypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, Gambia, Germar Camocratic Republic, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, lceland, India,
Indoneeia, Iran (1slamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao Peopla 's Damocratic Republic , Lebanon,
lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania. ewanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togn, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukra inian Soviet Soc ial ist Republic,
Union Of Soviet Socialist. Repubiics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoelav ia, zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Aga inst s United States of hnerica

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel,
Italy, Japan, luxembourg , Ne ther lands, Portugal, Spa in, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Br itain and Northern Ireland

Operative paragraph 8 of draft resolution A/c.1/43/L.12/Rev.l was adopted by
123 votes to 1, with 13 abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN:  The Committee will now vote on draft resolution

A/C.1/+3/L.12/Rev.l as a whole. A recorded vote has been requested.

*Subsequently the delegation of Mali advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour .
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A recozded vote was taken,

In favour s

Mainst:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algerta, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bang.adesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina rase, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, canada, Central African Republie, Chad,
Chile, China, Colomwbia, Congo, Costa Rica, CSte 4'Ivoire, Cuba,
Cypr us, Czechoslovakia, Democr atic Kampuchea, Democr atic Yemen,
Denmark, Dj ibouti, Dominican Fbpublic, Ecuador, Bgypt, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, German Lbmocratic Rapublic,
Germany, Pbderal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indoneaia, Iran
(Islamic republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, |taly, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liber ia, Libyan Arab Jamah iri ya , Luxembourg , Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nether lands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Qman, Pakistan, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra bone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam¢, Swaziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Social ist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of
Tanzan ia, Uruguay, Venezuela, Vfet Nam, Yemen, Yugodavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

United States of America

Abstaining® None

Draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L, 12/Rev.l, aS a whole, wae adopted by 137 votes

—+
@)
-

The CHAIRMAN: | wish to inform members of the Committee that the

sponsors Of draft reeolutions a/c.1/43/L.27, A/C.1/43/L. 30 and A/C.1/43/L. 36 do not

wieh to press those draft resolutions to the vote. Therefore we shall not take any

action on those draft resolutions.

| ehall now call on those repreaentatives who wish to explain their votes.
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Mr. HOULLEZ (Belgium) (interpretation from French) a | should like to
explain my delegation's vote on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l. We had to
abstain on paragraphs 11 and 18 of the preamble and on operative paragraph 8. We
cart a favourable vote on the draft resolution as a whole since we consider that it
is in the general interest of mankind as a whole to explore and use outer space for
peaceful purposes. However, we regret to note that this draft rerolution differs
considerably from the text of General Assembly reaolution 42/33, not only because
of the addition or modification of a number of paragraphs but alSO because it
changer the inner balance of the aforementioned text,

My delegution wishes to add that its acceptance of the fifth preambular
paragraph covers also the reference to Article 51 of the United Nations Charter.
We consider that, in a matter of such decisive scope, We should NOt underestimate
the impact of the improving relations between the Soviet Union and the United
States. This improvement has been expressed in particular by the continuation of
negotiations on questions dealing with strategic nuclear weapons and the prevention
of an arms race in outer space and should lead to the elimination of iy sense Of
alarm. It is also said that everything will be done to erllsure the most propitious
climate possible so that in 1989, in optimum conditions, there will be resumed
activity in the aAd_Hoc Committem Of the Conference on pisarmament that deals with
this question.

Finally, we express the hope that the sponsors of the draft resolution will
take these considerations into account at the forty-fourth session of the General
Assembly and will work to restore the widespread support en joyed by General

Assembly resolution 42/33.
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Mr. FRIEDERSDORF (United States of America) a The United SBtates was
unable to vote in favour oOf draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13/Rev.l, entitled
"Prevention of an arms race in outer space ®. Tharr ahould ba no doubt of the
United States oommitment tO arm control in this area. Continuing bilateral
nualur and apace talks between the United States and the Soviet Union are firm and
poaitive evidence of it. The United S8tates would 1ike nothing better than to be
able to ® 1 firm this well known commitment in this forum. Unfortunately, draft
resolntion A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l doer not permit this option. This resolution has
over the Years aaaumed an inareaaingly ® xaggarakd and hostile posture with
elements that are deliberately aimed at, and critical of, fundamental elements Of
United States policy. If we want to develop a draft resolution in this torum that
will truly refleot aonaenaua deairea on this subject, draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.1l or its @ uweaaora Will have to be radically restructursd.

Mr. WEIR (Canada) ¢ Every State represented in thisS room recogniies the
importance of regulating the military use of, and proventing an arms raae in, outer
¢ 09514 That recognition led to the ® atabliahment of the_Ad Hoe Committee on the
Prevention Of an Armv Race in Outer Space in the Confarenae on Disarmament in 1983
and to itS re=-establ ishment at ovary ® eaaion of the Conference On Disarmament since
then. Whatever the importance of the issue, none of us here is in a position to

argue that the M Hoe Committee has made truly significant progress since 1988.

Useful work has been done but the Committee has to be quite modest about its
attainments. The draft resolution on which the Committee has just voted is
intended, through the provision of the aonaidered views Of the international
community, to facilitate and guide the work of the 8 Hpg Committee.n a r r n

is that over the years the Gsner al Assembly resolution has been evolving in a
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(Mr. Weir, Canada)

fashion that diminishes its usefulness in providing guidance to the Conference On

Disarmament as regards the prevention of an arms race in outer space. There is a
danger that if it continues to evolve in the direction it has been taking it will
become part of the problem and not part of the solution. Why do we feel that way?
We are all aware of the fundamental issues, including definitions of vital central
concepts for which the A Hoc Committee must try to find solutions. We are all
aware of the lack of common understanding of what is forbidden and what is

permitted under the legal régime applicable to outer space.
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(Mr. Weir, Canada)

We are all aware of ths bewildering number and variety of proposals that have
been submitted to the M_Hoc Committee Over the years and the different approaches
that they represent. The difficulty which the Conference on Disarmament has
experierced t0 date in resolving the problems refered to above springs essentially
fran two issues: the inability of the two msjor space Powers to arrive at the kind
of understanding that would make greater progress in the multilateral domain
realistically possible and the genuine complexity of the problems involved in the
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Warding the fir st issue, Canada believes that the world community murt keep
constructive pressure on the major apace Powers to resolve their problems. It is
not constructive or particularly helpful either to try to diminish the intrinsic
importance of the bilateral process or to underestimate the value of development@
in the bilateral sphere since late 1985. Refusal to face the facts diminishes the
ability to achieve meaningful progreeu in the mltilateral domain. In that regard,
we see considerable room for improvement in the draft resolution just adopted.

Concerning tre complexity of the problems the Conference on Disarmament must
resolve, it is not and will not be productive to try to wish that oomplexf ty away
by implying that it is a simple matter to ignore the issues that divide us and by
moving to the negotiation of an agreement without resolving those divisive issues,
nor is it particularly useful to try to resolve some of the complex issues, such as
that of the legal rdgime, by in effect eschewing the negotiating process.

It is in the 1ight of those considerations that my Government has carefully
considered this drait resolution and its implications, particularly for our future
work in the A Hoc Committee on Quter Space. Although Canada voted in favour of
the resolution as a whole, we believe that portions of it could have been improved

further with the view to strengthening - and | emphasize strengthening - the
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(Mr. Welr, Canada)

o XXM Sex<+0O O0Oel andresponsibilityofthemultilateralelementinpreventinganarms

race in outer space.

We felt obliged therefore .o ® Drtain on the eeventh preambular paragraph and
operat ive paragraph 8.

Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom) s I nhould i.ke tO explain the zeasons why,
in voting in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.12/Rev.l as a whole, my
deleqgation found it necessary to ® brtain On oertain Of its paragraphs.

In our view, the draft rerolution takes insufficient aooount of the bilateral
negotiationr between the United States and the Soviet Union on nuclear and space
issues. As was said in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 27, co-sponsored py my
delegation but since withdrawn, the two Powers have made progress since 1985 in
negotiations ON a complex of questions concerning space and nuclear ¢ rmrr with the
declared oObjeotivr of, inter alia, preventing an arms race in outer space.

Those negotiationr bring a pc sitive and promising factor into the overall
situation in that area, which is .ot reflected in partr of the draft rerolution.
As a result, thrre are elements Of imbalan~e and exaggeration in the text.

Basic understandings between those twO Powers are necessary co provide a
rvundation for significant progress in the multilateral domain. The Conference 0N
Disarmament cen do useful work in the meanwhile in identifying problems which might
be ruitable for multilateral solution.

My delegation particularly welcomes the rewording of what is now the fifth
preambular paragraph, replacing operative paragraph 1 of General Assembly
resolution 42/33 with a clear reference to States' obligations in accordance with
the United Nations Charter.

We would remind delegation8 that the Charter contains both Article 2, which

reters t0 the obligation to refrain from the threat or use of force against the
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(Miss Solesby, United Kingdom)

territorial integrity or politiaal independence of any State, and Article 51, which

preaorvea the inherent right of individual or collective self-defence.

| understand that thr views | have jurt axpreued are rhared by cestain other
delegationr that also .ound it necessary tO abstain On some paragraphs of the draft
resolution.

Thr CHAIRMAN: The Conittee has now concluded its actien on draft

rerolutionr in cluster 15.
We now move tOo oonrideration of draft resolutions in oluater 10, which include
draft rerolutionr A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2, A/C.1/43/L 28 and A/C.1/43/L. 35/Rev.l.

Mrs, RIBE Je IOZANO (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish) a Before a

decision is adopted regarding draft rerolution A/c. 1/43/L 22/Rev. 2, enti tlod

“Inter national arms tr ansfers®”, we should like to thank all the sponsors for their
valuable help on that draft resolution. | should particularly 1 ike to thank
Ambassador Butler of Auztralia and his &legation, Mr. Engo of Cameroon and the
delegation of Italy, in par tiecu lar Mr. lay, for their tenacity. | should also like
to thank you, Mr. Chairmen, for serving as such a paragon of patience.

We are among those Who consider that the human being is not aondrncd to
violence and war and who believe that we not only have the right to live in pesos
but alro the potential to achieve law and development in a world of freedom end
peace.

But the world is experiencing a precarious peace. Many regional wars and
conflicts threaten to break out into more generalised wara. Economic and social
development procereer are impeded by a number of factors in moat nations, bearing

the seeds Of more violence among peoples.
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(Mrs. Uribe de Iozano, Colanbia)

In that ® aenario, international arms transfers play an important role. They

play a predominant role in international trade. The potential for armed

confrontation is increased and preparer people for war rather than contributing to
paaoa.

However, conf ronted with theee sombre realities, there are many reasons for
hope that, while the 19808 appear to be a period of turbulent transition, they will

lead to a renaissance at the dawning of the third millenium.
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(Mrs. Ur ibe de lozano, Colombia)

In order to respond to that tremendous challenge in a positive way, we must
begin with a complete understanding of the aurrent tragic and dieappointing
realities relating to international armr transfers. \We can Nno longer ignore the
need to mobilize political will and ingenuity to rolve this problem. It is high

time we put an end to the human auffering caused by weapons, insecurity, terrorist
violence and war, before this leads to a nuclear war.

Colombia hae manifestod solidarity and a deaire to co-operate in responding to
the problems faced by the international community. The initiative in the draft
resolution on which the Committee is about to vote is a good example of that
solidarity and desire to co-operate. The draft resolution embodies many of the
concerns expressed over the years, as reflected and developed by the sponsors. We
hope the draft resolution will enjoy wide eupport.

We are convinced that men and women can channel enormous material, spiritual
and intellectual resources into an ethical and propitious future for mankind,
however difficult it may be to reach that goal.

The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2 hops the study requested
of the Secretary-General in paragraph 5 can be financed under the 1990-1991

programme budget.

The CHAIRMAN: | wish to associate myself with the appreciation expreraed
to all delegations that worked so closely in the preparation of draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.22/Rev.2. | should like also to congratulate the delegation of Colombia
on its outstanding leadership in this area.

| Call now on delegations wishing to explain their vote or position before we

take a decision on the draft resolutions before us.
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Mr. NUREZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish) | | wish to

explain why my delegation must abstain in the vote on draft rerolution

A/C. 1/43/L, 22/Rev. 2, on international arms transfers. First, | join in thanking
the ® pomora of that draft rerolution for their attempt to inaorpora te as many
® uggeationa as possible from delegations.

The draft resolution, however, doer not place ® Uff icien t emphasis on aspects
relating to nuolear weapons, Whioh constitute the greatest threat to mankind.
their use would lead to the disappearance of life on Earth and all the handiwork of
civilization. Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2 focuses On conventional
weapons, and seems to us to draw attention away from the same elements relating to
nuclear weapons, whioh have been given no priority in the text. The draft
tesolution also maker international transfer ¢ 0Ox conventional arms appear to be a
regional problem when they are in faat a global matter.

The major producers Of weapons alro possess the major arsenals; they cannot be
allowed to continue to manufacture and accumulate them to the detriment of the
security of others. Small countries cannot enter into commitments that would
damage their own security. -

Many other ® Imentr acknowledged by the international community, by consensus,
are also missing from this draft resolution. Paragraph 12 of the Final Document of
the first special session Of the General Assembly devoted tO disarmament is a good
example of this. That paragraph speaks of the danger of the acquisition of
armaments by raoiat rdgimes, but there is no reference to this in the draft
resolution, we camnot talk about armz tranafera without emphasizing that factor.

Neither doer the text refer to the Security Council's embargo on the tranafer

of arms tO 8outh Africa, or to the need to enhance and implement that embargo.
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(Mr. Nufiez Moscuera, Cuba)

There is a laok of due foous in thr draft resolution's references t0 ¢ 0O
transfers. Paragraph 22 of the Final Document of the first ® Ol O0%55@® @ rrrianon
disarmament states that there should be negotiation8 on the limitation of the
international transfer of weapons, based on the prinoiple of undiminished security
for all states, and taking into ® oaount thr inalienable right to ® olf ~determination
and independence of peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the
obligations of States to respect that right, as well as the need of recipient
States to protect their security. Thae are things that should have been stressed
in this draft resolution.

8uch principles arec reiterated in the Final Document ® cvoral timer, but @ ra
absent from draft resolution A/C.1/43/L 22/Rev. 2. Paragraph 85 of the Final
Document referr specifically tO arms transfers:

"Consultations should be oarried out among major arms supplier and
recipient ocountries On the limitation of all types of international transfer
of . . . weapons, bared in particular on the prinaiplr of undiminished aeouri ty
of the parties with a view to promoting CJCJ @ nhanaing stability at a lower
mill tary level, taking into account the need of all States t0O protect their
security as well an the inalienable right to self -determination and
independence Of peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the
obligationr of States tO respect that right, in acoordance with the Charter of
the United Nations and the Ibcluation on Principles of International Law

concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States”. (resolution
8-10/2, para. 85)
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(Mr. Nufiez Mosquera, Cuba)

In our view, we oamot deal with ruoh an important topie without giving it in
it8 proper dimensions. Many ® xportor s and suppl iers Of weapons alro possess the
largest @ rlanalr# it is they that threaten the security, independence, sovereignty
and territorial integrity of othrr States. We o0Oan see in these transfers the
hostile, aggressive polioy of some major Fowers, along with their desire to use
relationships bared on foroce, their attempis w defend neo-colonial interests, and
their attempts to destroy revolutionary processes. We wist put an end to that

rituation.
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(Mr. Nufiez Mosquera, Cuba)
In our view, the topiec before us oannot be considered in isolation, nor oan it
be rrgardrd as a regional problem. It has global implications and mumt be viewed
in tandem with underlying causes.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish) s Although my

delegation fully agrees with the reamonm whioh have pranpted the mubmimmion of
draft remolution A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2, and notwithmtanding the fact that we
recognize that a growing number of delegationm conmider that the problem of

conventional dimarmament is closely linked to the problem of licit and {llieit armm

transfers, My delegation ham some technical diffioultiem with regard to the text.
Those difficulties are, inter alia, created by the faat that, £irst, draft
rerolution A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2 iS t00 ambicious in its mtated aimm and, am a
result, it 18 not, iNn our View, very realistic. S8ecundly, the draft remolution
uses an a priori approach to the problem, becauss, even before the quemtion ham
been sufficiently studied, the draft prejudges itm effects and requemtm that States
take measuras, many of them unilateral. Thirdly, the draft rerolution takes a
position contrary to the one usually adopted in the United Nations in similar
cases, becaume it begins by recommending the adoption of meamurem and then moves on
to consideration Of those meaeuree. |t requests the Disarmament Commission to take
the quemtion of international arms transform into account in ite deliberati s on
the issue of conventional disarrmament, and it then requeete the Secretary-General
to meek the views and proposals Of Mamber States and to carry out, thereafter, a
study to be rubmitted to the Gencral Assembly at its forty-mixth session. |t also
requests the Secretary-General to make available, within the framework of the World
Disarmament Campaign, informatiorr concerning the quemtion of armr tranrferm and
their conmequencem for international peace and security. Am we know, when much
matterr are studied the customary procedure is the reverse of the one outlined in

the draft resolution.
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(Mr. Taylhardat, Venesuda)

In spite of those diffiaultier, however, in reoogni tion of the sincere moral

and human motives that have inspired the sponsors of draft resolution L. 22/Rev. 2,

the delegation of Venesuela will vote in favour of ies adoption.

The CHAIRMAN: The Commi ttee will now take action on draft

resolution A/C. 1/4 3/L. 22/Rev. 2. The programme budget impliaationm of the draft
resolutions are contained in document A/C. 1/43/L. 80. The draft resolution was
introduced by the representative of Colombia at the 29th meeting of the First
Commi ttee on 7 Novmber and is sponsored by the following oountr iess Australia,
Bolivia, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, El Salvador, the Federal Republic
Of Germany, Guatemala, Honduras, |taly, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway,

Paraguay, Peru, thePhilippines 6 Samoa, Sweden and the uUni ted Kingdam. A recorded

vote has been requerted.

A recorded vote war taken.

In favour 1 Argentina, Australia, Aurtria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi,. Byelorurrian Soviet Soclialist Republic,
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cite 4' |[voire, Czechoslovakia,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, F 1land, Frame, Gabon,
German Democratic & public, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Honduran, Hungary, Iceland,
Indonesia, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Kenya, ho People’'s
Democratic Republic, beotho, Liberia, luxembourg, Malawi,
Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Fomania, Wanda, Samoa,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugorlavia, Zaire

Mainsat : None
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Abstaining: Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Brasil, China, Cuba, Gyprus, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Bgypt, Ethiopia, Fi}i, India, Iraq, Jordan,
Kuwait, Libyan Arab Jamrhiriya, Madagascar, Maldives, Morooco,
Oman, Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Qatar, S8audi Arabia, Somalia,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of Merica,
Yemen, Zambia, zimbabwe

Draft_rerolution A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2 was adopted by 93 votes to none, with
36 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: | should like to inform the Committee that the sponsor of

draft rerolution A/C.1/43. L 28 doer not wish to premm that draft reselution to a

vote. The Committee Will not, therefore, take any action on it.

The Committee will now turn to draft decision A/C.1/43/L. 35/Rev.l. The draft
decision was rubmitted by the representative of Trinidad and Tobago at the
thirtieth meeting of the First Committee on 8 November and is sponsored by the
following countriess Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas, Barbados, Grenada, Quyana,

Saint Kitts and Nevis, S8aint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Trinidad and

Tobago and Vanuatu.
The sponsor 8 have expr erred the wimh that it be adopted by the Committee

without a vote. If | hear no objection, | shall take it that the Committee wishes

to act accordingly.

Draft decision A/C.1/43/L. 35/Rev.l was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: | now call upon those representatives who wish {0 make
statements in explanation of vote after the voting.

Mr. FRIEDERSDORF (United State8 of Mmerica) ¢ Draft reaolution
A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev.l raises a NnuMber of very serious issues S<SH2 @ |aborater upon
concern8 that our delegation shares with our allies and good neighbour8 that are
the key sponsors of that draft resolution. Theproblems ® ddrerred in the draft
rerolution are very real, and no State is immune from the political damage of

destabilizing, indiscr iminate armm tranrfer 8.
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(Mr. Priedersdorf, United States)

We would have preferred to vote in favour of the draft resolution, both

because of its worthy aims and because we appreciate the efforts of the drafters
and share many of their concerns. Regrettably, we could not do so without doing
violence to several important United States positions. Our delegation felt that
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2 blurred the distinction between legitimate and
illicit arms transfers. Farthermore, we did not participate in the International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development and therefore do
not agree with references to the Programme of Action in the Final Document to which
the draft resolution refers in the sixth preambular paragraph.

At a time when the United States and other countries have been pressing the
United Nations to keep its budget in line with its income, our delegation finds
inappropriate the calls for costly efforts to collect and monitor information on
arms transfers, to use the World Disarmament Campaign to disseminate information
and to conduct an expert study. We feel that the assertion in operative
paragraph 1 (b) that arms transfers have a negative effect on the process of
peaceful social and economic development of all people ignores the fact that arms
transfers result from political tensions.

Mr. NAVARRO (Nicaragua) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation
voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 22/Rev. 2 as we consider that the
problem of international arms transfers is of interest to the international
community .

However, we consider that the draft resolution just adopted might have
included fundamental elements that must be taken into account when studying the
problem. We are concerned that the draft resolution contains no reference to
priorities in negotiations on disarmament as set forth in paragraph 45 of the Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament. It makes it appear that the question of conventional arms transfers
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is a matter of high priority but doer not rtate that the major Powers have a
primary responsibility regarding armm transfers. Such transfers are promoted by
regional conflicts which in turn benefit the trade and political interests of those
Powers that encourage such Conflict8 and which carry out illegal arms transfers

even when, in specific situations, the International Court of Jus tice ha8 condemned

such tranaferm and called for an end to than.

For this reason, we consider that an indispensahle prerequisite for
reatraining arms transfers is to find negotiated peaceful solutiones to regional
conflicts based upon the movereign equality of States.

We further consider that a study or any negotiation8 regarding international
arms transform must Of necessity be carried cac on the basis of the principle that
the security of countries not be impaired and that in order to promote stability at
a lower military level the needs of all States to protect their security must be
kept in mind.

Similarly, they should be carried out keepina in mind the inalienable right to
self-determination and independence of peoples under colonial or foreign domination
and the obligation cf States to respect those rights in keeping with the Charter
and the principles of international law regarding relation8 of friendship and
co-operation among States se well as the need for all receiving States to protect
their security, particularly those threatened and harmed by the hegemonic policies

of a foreign Power.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish) s« My delegation

voted in favour of the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L 22/Rev. 2
as we are convinced that the problem described there, that ie to say, international

arms tranafere, constitutes a topic of great interest to the internatiunal

community.
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

However, we Would have liked to see ®  xplioit indications that none of the
provisions in the draft resolution rhould be interpreted as affecting priorities on
disarmament negotiations as rot forth in paragraph 45 of the Final Document of the
first special session Of the General Assembly devoted to dirarmament.

ME. CHIRU (Panama, (interpretation from Spanish) ¢+ My dergation would
like briefly to explain itsS favourable vote on the draft resolution contained in
document A/C. 1/43/t 22/Rev. 2 that has jurt been adopted .

¢NM. @ haro with the sponsors of the draft the belief that international arms
transfers in all their aspe:ts are important in view of their impact on the
® conomiem of developingaoun tr ies. Similarly, we agree with the importance and the
timeliness of emphasizing multilateral approaahrr to this phenomenon within the
context Of other effourts leading to oomplete and comprehensive dirarmament.

However, we would have 1 iked draft rerolution A/C. 1/43/L 22/Rev. 2 also t0 have
reflected the concerns of many countrier wh .ch, like my awn, have frequently seen
their sovereignty as well as their right to the exercise of self-deter mination
threatened as a result Of the persistence Of policies of confrontation, aggression
and spheres of influence that imperil international security and peace and threaten
the zvlitica 1 independence of many countr iea.

Hence, my delegation would have preferred to see explicit reference in the
draft resolution to the principles stated in paragraph 22 of the Final Document of
the f irst special session of the General Assembly devoted to diearmament, that is
to say, that negotiations on the limitation of international arms transfers must
necessar ily take into account the principle that no State 's security a-ould be
impaired as well as the inalienable right tO self-determination and indep.ndence Of
peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the obligation of States to
respect that right in accordance with the Charter and the Declaration on Principlea

of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States.
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(Mr. Chiru, Panana)

We also considar that rffortr in this connection should be guided by thr principles
enshrined in paragraph 16 of the Final Document.

The CHAIRMAN: NO have now conciuded r ati on on draft resoluvions in
cluster 10 and we shall turn to cluster 9, where we will taks action on diaft
resolutions A/C.1/43/l.38/Rev.l, A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2, and A/C.1/43/L.723/Rev.l. I

snall now call upon those delegations wishing t 0 speak on cluster O .
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Mr. BAGRENI AVEITC NZENGEYA (Zaire) (interpretation from French):s Allow

mefirst to ® xtand toyou, Sir, On behalf of the African Stat~s our deepast
gratitude for the efforts which you have made to put into practice Ganeral Assembly
resolution 42/742 N on the rationalization Of the work of thr Committee, the main
cbjective of which was the merging of drafts dealing with the same item of the
Committee 's agenda. | am alro very grateful to you for having conducted
oonsultationr an this item in cluster 9, which is of interest tO us, and on the
draft resolutions we are NnOwW CON ider ing .

In oconsidering the excellent relationa between you, Sir, and the Group of

African states On the one hand and the good relations which have always existed

between Nigeria and Zaire on the other hand, our delegation, nevertheless, wishes
to make a few comments on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2, wWhich is before
us. \We believe that the Group of African States has made considerable efforts to
try to merge these two draft resolutions. Despite those efforts, unfortunately,
the group of aauntrier which presented draft rerolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2 is
insisting that that draft resolution be considered and approved by the Committee.
As Permanent Representative of Zaire I mhould likr 'here to state the position
of my delegation on points contained in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2. |n
thr opinion of my delegation, this draft resolution presents several problems and
is an ambiguous and incomplete answer to the concern of the African States, which
is simply to ban the dumping of radioactive industrial and other wastes in Africa.
let us begin with the ti tle of draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2. |t
states “for hostile purposes®, which would ruggert that wastes oould be dumped for

other purposes, namely, commercial, economic, financial or other. Many African

representatives have also raieed that question.
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(Mr. Bagbeni Molto Nsengeya, Zaire)

Our ® aaond eoncern relater to producing a aode of conduct on the practioce to
be followed internationally When d&saling with wastes. We are categorically opposed
to having indurtrial and radioactive wastes dumped and there is no nnd for a code
of conduct which would regulate such practices when we are dealing with industrial
and radiaaative wastes. | should also like to point out that the efforts made by

our Group have been @ im3d first and foremost ai merging these two draft

resolutions.

Draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.l contains in the tirst and third
preambular paragraphs in fact the ¥ irrt and rraond preambular paragraph8 of draft
rrrolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2. Operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2 raises a series Of problem8 for many African delegations and
that is why operative paragraph 2 of draft tresolution A/C.1/43/L, 62/Rev. 2, a8 |
have jurt pointed cut, was not ® ampkd | we oppose the working cut of a code of
conduct that would gavarn transactions we do not wish tO see at all, Paragraph 3
of draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2 presents the same problems as paragraph 4
of draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.l au formulated at present. The same holds
true for paragraph 4 of the operat ive part of draft rrrolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2,
which is reproduced more Or less in _extenso in paragraph 5 at draft rerolution
A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.1. Finally, operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution
A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2 i8 nearly identical tO operative paragraph 6 of draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.1.

In the light of all these ® [monta my delegation will not be able to give it8
full support to draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2.

Mr. ONONAIYE (Niger ia)s | believe it is your intention, Sir, to ooncluds
your work on cluster 9 quickly. | shall therefore be brief. It is evident to all
members of the First Committee that the document nev under consideration, draft

rerolution A/C. 1/43/L. 72/Rev.1, ha8 undergone quite a transformation. Indeed there
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(Mr. Ononaiye, Niger ia)
ha8 bwn a considerable movement of paragraphs and ® Xxpreuiom from draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev.l and Rev.2 to what us#d t> be draft rrrolution
A/C.1/43/L.72. Be that as it may, thr tit188 speak for themselves. In draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev.2 the Committee is being asked to foocus on the
prohibition of the dumping of radioactive wastes for hostile purposes. We believe
this comss \Within the purview of the First Committee. |t seroces in on an aspect of
e miltidimensional problem Of wastes, some of which can be dealt with within the
First Committee while others will be dealt with in the S8econd Committee, as indeed
that Ccamittee ha8 born attempting to do. We hope that representatives will |ook
at these doouments and, on the ® 1t riCt mexite OF approach, consultations and the
® xplan8tion8 that have been offered, will takr their decisions.

At this point we want t0O express immense gratitude tO the delegations Of
Argentina, Brasil, Indonesia, Pakistan, Fomania, 8ri Lanka, the Syrian Arab
Republio and Thailand, which have been the viotims of an unfair barrage in an
attempt to force those delegations to support what was still in the pipeline and
not known to them. We feel that their oconstancy ané solidarity will facilitate
action on draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L.62/Rav, 2 ~ it is hop:a-d by consensus.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those represantatives Who wish to
explain their votes before the voting.
Mr. CHUNGONG (Cameroon) s In explanation Of vote before the voting on

draft resolutions A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2 and A/C. 1/43/L. 72/Rev.1 my delegation wishes

to have the following position reflected in ths records Of our deliberations.
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z¢o_._Chungong, Cameroon)

You may recall, Sir, that the item under which there draft resolutions were
submitted war included in the agenda of the forty-third session Of the General
Assembly at the request of the States members Of the Organisation of African Unity
(OAU) . Subsequently, at United Nations Headquarters in New York, the African
Group, without exception, worked on the subject and produced draft rerolution
A/C.1/43/L. 72, which war introduad in the First Committee by the Permanent
Representative of Zaire in his capacity as Chairman of that Group far the month.

At tho same time, Nigeria introduoced draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62 on the
same subject. Thereafter, serious efforts were made by the African Group to have
the concerns of all reflected in a single draft resolution rather than in the two
we still have today.

Those rffortr, aided by your patience, Sir, accommodated the concerns of
NMge: . 1 produced revised draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.l, which includes
at least four paragraph8 taken from draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2. My
delegation deeply regrets that those ef forts failed ta produce the hoped-for
consensus. As a matter of principle, my delegation would have voted against draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2, but in a spirit of solidarity and bscause we
consider that draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.1 reflect8 the concern8 of most
delegation8 on the eubjrct, we would not participate in the vote on draft
resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2. |t goes without raying that we would vote in
favour of draft rerolution A/C. 1/4 3/L. 72/Rev .1.

Mrs. MARI® (Mali) (interpretation from French): My delegation is
grateful ta you, Sir, for the efforts you have made over the part several weeks to
come Up With a consensus text, since the objective sought by all Member States is

that Of international peace and security through disarmament in all 1ts aspects.
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(Mrs, Marico, Mali)

It is in that spirit that my delegation endorses the important statements made
yesterday afternoon and that made just now by Ambassador Bagbeni Aadeito Nsengeys of
Zaire, Chairman of the Africun Group for this month. My delegation pays a tribute
to him for hi8 numerous attempts to reconcile the two texts.

Therefore, my delegation too would have liked to have the Committee take a
decision, not on two texts but on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.l, which
incorporates the major concerns expressed in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2.
The Committee is now ready to take a position on draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2, and my delegation would therefore like to express its views on
certain of its prwirione.

We have some difficulties with the title of the draft resolution, in
particular with the notion of hostile purposes. That notion seems dangercue to us,
since it is liable to sow confusion. We believe that the dumping of radioactive
wastes cannot exist for non-hostile purposes. That dumping must be banned once and

for all, since mst Member States do not have the technical capabilities necessary

to deal fully with those wastes and to understand their nature.

In operative paragraph 1, all States are called upon to ensure that no
practice8 occur that would infringe their sovereignty. That implies, in our view,
that States may engage in such dumping so long as it does not inrringe their
sovereignty. My delegation could not accept ouch a prwision.

In regard to operative paragraph 2, my delegation reects any concept of
international transactions involving the dumping of nuclear wastes. Moreover, the
membership and competence of the group of experts mentioned in the same paragraph
IS not clear to us.

Operative paragraph 3 would have the General Assembly request the Conference
on Disarmament to take into account in the negotiation of a convention on the

prohibition of radiological weapons the dumping of radioactive wastes.
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(Mrs. Marico, Mali)

However, in accordance with the unanimous decision taken in Addis Ababa by the
Council of Ministers of the Organization of African Unity (OAU) last May - a
decison, moreover , that wae endorsed by the 24th summit meeting of the OAU Heads
of State and Government - my delegation's mandate is to reject any practices of
dumping of nuclear and industrial waatea in foreign States.

Moreover, the summit meeting of Heads of State and Government Of the Bconomic
Community of West African States (ECOWAS), which includes 16 States, at its
eleventh session held at Iome in Togo from 23 to 25 June 1988, in its reaolution
AlS.1/6/88s

“unequivocally condemns any acts or attempts to dump induetr ial wastes
and other harmful substances in the territories or territorial waters of any
member State of EQOWAS "y
Secondly ,

"calls on member States within thair respective countries, to promulgate
laws declaring guilty of crimes any person, group of people or enterprise or
organization which participates in any act facilitating the dumping of
industrial wastes in any one of their States™
Thirdly,

“calls on each member State to take all neceeaary provisions to prevent
its Govermment, officials or any indi-iduval or corporate entity from engaging
in any act involving the dumping cf industrial or toxic wastes or harmful
substances in any part of Africa whatsoever”;

Fourthly,

“urges Government8 of industrialized countries t0 take necessary measures
to ensure without danger the elimination of toxic industrial wastes and other
harmful substances and to strengthen procedures for implementation of theae

measures to prevent the export of those products to other countries™.
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(Mrs. Marico, Mali)

For all of thr rearonr just ® nunorated and given the efforts made by the
sponsors of draft reaolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.l tO create a singla text, my
delegati " is inclined to vote against draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2,

However, though we ahould like to do so, out of reapeot for other
considerations my delegation will abstain on the vote on draft rerolution
A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev.1l but would be opposed to the wording in operative paragraphs 1,2
and 3 if they were put to a vote separately.

My delegation would like this statement to be included in the record of the

preaent session.

Mr. MEERBURG (Ne ther lands) s The Nether lands fully understand8 the
concerns expressed by the sponsors of draft reaolutionr A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2 and
A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.1l, On the question of the dumping of wastes. We must, however,
make a clear distinction between the dumping of indus tr ial was tes - radioactive »
toxic or otherwire - and the possible hostile uae of radioactive materiala.

The f irst issue does not belong in the First Committee. It must be discussed
in other forums, such as the Second Committee, and the specialized agencies, such

as the International Atomic Energy Agency and the United Nations Environment

Progr amme.
The second issue does, indeed, belong in the First Committee and is more

particularly a matter of concern to the Conference on Disarmament under the agenda

i tern “Radiological weapons ".

Although draft reeolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2 covers both the issue of the
dumping of radioactive wastes and that of its poss ible hostile uae, it does so in a
non-controversial way. |[ndeed, we are quite satisfied by the constructive approach

taken by the delegation of Nigeria and the co-sponsors of the draft resolution on

th is matter. We will therefore vote in favour of the draft resolution if it is

brought to a vote.
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(Mr. Meerburg, Netherlands)

In doing so, we should like to point out that to the best of our knowledge
there is no dumping of radioaative material in Africa. Neither is there at present
proof of any hostile uae of ® uoh wastes. On the procedural groundc that the issue
of induatrial waste, whioh is the main subject of draft rerolution
A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.l, does not belong in the Pirst Committee, we shall abstain in
the vote on that draft reaolution, while we pledge at the same time that the
Netherlands will oonatruatively consider that matter in the proper forums.

Mr. ANET (C8te 4' Ivoire) (interpretation from Prench) | | shall not
engage in a detailed analysis of draft reaolution A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2) this has
already been supplied by the current Chairman of the AMrican Group and by the
representative of Mali, whore prerident is the current Chairman of the Organisation
of AMfrican Unity (OAU).

Contrary to our usual practice, my delegation will have to vote against draft
resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2. As the inter-African oonultationr were
unsuccessful, the African delegations were unable to submit a consensus text to thr
Commi ttee. Were we to vote in favour of draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2 we
would be ignoring the relevant provisions, first of all, of reeolution A/RESB/1/6/88
oonoerning the dumping of industrial, nuclear and toxic wastes adopted at the
® |eventn oonferenoe of Heads of State Of Qvernment of the Bconomic Community of
West African States, held at Lomé from 23 to 25 June 1988,

Secondly, we ® hould be contravening C8te 4* |voire Law 88/651 of 7 July 1988 on
the protection of public health and the environment ® Y S5XO4# the ® ffeata of
indus trial, toxic and nuclear wastes and poiaonoua ® ubatanwa.

For those reasons, the delegation of Céte A' Ivoire reserves its right to
continue the dialogue t0 achieve better understanding of the reaaonc underlying the
introduction Of various draft resolutions, rather than enabling the African

oontinent to speak in & @ ingle voice, as is customary.
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(Mr. anet, Cite d'Ivoire)

Céte 4' Ivoire will vote against draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2.

However, in keeping with the decision adopted by the OAU Council of Ministers at

its forty-eighth ordinary session, held at Addis Ababa from 19 to 23 May 1988, my

delegation will vote in favour of ‘draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.l.

Mr. NIYUNGEKO (Burundi) (interpretation from French) : | too wish to

explain my country’s position on these two draft resolutions. The question of the
dumping of nuclear and industrial wastes in Africa is of the greatest importance to
my delegation. The reports on this subject that appear regularly in the
international press are alarming. When the question was discussed at the Council
O Ministers of the Organization of African Unity (OAU) last May at Addis Ababa,
the Council took an unequivocal decision against all transactions in such wastes.
The relevant paragraphs have already been cited here. Paragraph 1 declares that
all dumping of nuclear and industrial wastes in Africa is a crime against Africa
and its people; and paragraph 3 urges African countries that have signed agreements
or otherwise authorized the dumping of nuclear and industrial wastes in their
territories to repudiate them, and those that have not done so to refrain from
doing so.

The representative of Mali has already read out the relevant portions of the
document adopted by the group of West African States at their summit meeting? that
group unequivocally condemned the dumping of wastes in Africa.

Those decisions by African leaders are the guidelines followed by a number of
delegations, including my own. |In that context, we note that certain provisions of
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2 run counter to the paragraphs cited here. For
that reason, if certain parts of draft resolution A/C,1/42/L. 62/Rev. 2 - in
particular operative paragraph 2 - are put to a separate vote, my delegation will
oppose them. However, on the draft resolution as a whole, my delegation, out Of

courtesy to those who have made an effort to raise this question, will abstain.
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(Mr. Niyungeko, Burundi)
dalrgation will voto in ravour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.l.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action On draft resolutions in

cluster 9. | wirhtirstto® XOOOOO my ® ppreaiation to tha representat ive of the
Byelorussian 88R, who her been very patient with tho Chair with respect to the
voting.

We turn now to draft resel ition A/C.1/43/L. 38/Rev.l, as orally revised by the
delegation Of the Byelorussian 38R on 16 November. The draft resclution was
introduced by the representative of thr Byelorussian 88R at the 31st mooting of the
First Committe@ hold on O November, and is sponsored by the delegations Of
Afghanistan, Angola, Benin, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, the Byelorussian S8R, Cuba,
Czechoslovak ia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, the German Democratic Republic ,
Hungary, the LAO People's Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Mozambique, Poland,

Pomania, the Syrian Arab Republic, the Ukrainian 88R, the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and Viet Nam.

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

In favour + Afghanistan, Airbania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brasil, Brunel Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burk ina Faso, Burma, Burundi , Byelor uss lan Soviet Social ist
Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Central Krican Republic, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Céte 4' Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Bouador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Pederal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of ), Irag, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People's Democratic Republic, lebanon, Lesotho, Liber | S,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Mahylia,
Maldives, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Moroecco,
Mosambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nicsr,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qtar, Fomania,
Reanda, S8amoa, S8audi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra leone, Singapore,
Somalia, 8pain, Sri Lanka, 8Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union O f Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Eairates, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northun Ireland, United Pepublic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yagoslavia, Zaire, Zanbi a, Zimbabwe

Mainst: None
Abstainings Israel, United States Of America

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.38/Rev.l, as orally mondod, was adopted by 134
votes tq none, with 2 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee Will now vote On draft r esolution

A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2. This draft was intrcducrd by the representative of Ngeria at
the 32nd meeting of the First Committee, on 9 November, and has the following

sporsors: Argentina, Brasil, Indonesia, Mgeria, Pakistan, Romania, 8ri Lunka, the

Syrian Arab Republic and Thailand.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Aghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, holivia, Botswana, Brasil,
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
-public, Canada, Chile, China. Colonois, Cuba, Qrprus,
Csechoslovak ia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Scuador, Bthiopla, Fiji, Finland, France, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Honduras, Huugary, Iceland, I ndia, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraqg, Ireland, Istael, |taly, Japan,
Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Rapublic, lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriys, Luxembourg, Malaysia,
Maldives, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Qman, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal,
Qatar, Fomania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, S8ingapore, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Suriname, Swvaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Rapublics, United Arab BEmirates, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zimbaltwe

Aainsts Congo, C8te d' Ivoire, Togo

Abstaining + Angola, Bahamas, Bur kina Faso, Burundi, Guyana, Malawi, Mali,
Niger, United Republic of Tanszania, Zaire, Zambia

Draft resnlution A/C. 1/43/|., 62/Rev. 2 was adopted py 103 votes {0 3. Wwith
1l absten tions.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee Will nOw take a decision on draft rrrolution

A/".1/43/L.72/Rev.1, Thie draft rrrolution was introduced by the representative Of

Zaire on behalf of the Group of Kr loan States At the 28th meeting Of the First

Committee, ON 7 November, and it ham an addi ticnal co-eponeor - Romania.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote wac taken.

In favour |

IAgainst

Absta iningr

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byeloruuian Soviet Socialist Rapublic,
Cameroon, Central Kriaan Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Céte d' Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovak ia,
Democratic Kampichea, Dsmocratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
pominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemaia,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, |ran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, Ireland, Jordan,
Kenya, kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
NMgeria, Norway, Oman, Pak istan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra lLeone, Singapore, Somal ia.
§ri hnka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Ibgo, Tunisia, Iurkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Pmirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel,
Italy, Japan, luxembourg, Metherlands, Portugal, Spain, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
Mer ica

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.l was adopted by 125 votes to none, with

13 abs ten tions.
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The CHAIRMAN: | rhall now call upon those representatives who wirh to

explain their votr on the draft resolutions just adopted.
Mr_ FRIEDERSDORF (United States of America):s I rhould 1ike tO explain

briefly the United States abatention in thr voting on draft rerolution

A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.1l, introduced Dy the representative Of 2aire On behalf of the
Group of African States, aonoerning the dumping of radioactive wastes.

Our delegation reoogniaer the considerable and helpful changes that have been
made to thr original verrion of thin draft rrrolution. However, in a number of
cespects it oontinuer to present difficulties, in partiaular in its fifth and
reventh preambular paragraphs and in its operative paragraph 4, all of which appear
to |ink all niclear waste dumping practices with @ eourity questions, and operative

paragraph 2, which in our view appearr to be factually fnaorrect. Moreover, the

draft rrrolution introduces commercial and ® nvironmntal issues that do not fall
within the competence of the First Committee.

However, our inability to support %his 4raft resolution should not be
construed us a lack of recognition of the importancs of the issues it raises. In
this regard our delegation supported draft rerolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2, whiah is
focused On that aspect of the nuclear dumping issue that is germane to our work,
namely, the use of nuclear waote for hostile purposes.

Mr. HOULLEZ (Belgium) (interpretation from Frenoh) ¢ | should like to
explain .y delecation's vote on the draft rerolutionr in cluster 9, specifically on
A/C.1/4 3/L.62/Rev. 2 end A/C.1/4 3/L. 72/Rev.1.

My delogation was pleased t0 be able to vote in favour of draft rerolution
A/C.1/4 3/L.62/Rav. 2. We welcome the continuous efforts that have been made since
the outset of this session by the sponsors of the draft resolution to produce a

text which would meet the concerns of other delegationr. That aourre of action is,
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(Mx. Houllez, Belgium)

I think, in keeping with the appeal that you, Mr. Chairman, made to reek comsensus

texts. My delegation would like to make it clear that it favours the continuation
of consideration, within the Ad_hog_Committee on Radiological Weapons of the
Conference On Disarmament, of all quertionr dealing with the banning of
radiological weapons.

Regarding draft rerolution A/C. 1/43/L. 72/Rev.1l, my delegation was not able to
vote in £ e vour of it because, despite the addition of ocerta in ® leuentm taken from
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev.2, this draft dealr with certain questions
which, important as they may he, do not fall within the ounpetence of the First
Commi ttee and are not ® peoifiaally problems for Africa.

For the first zeason | hava given, and to save time, | rhall refrain from
mingling out here the paragraphs whioh would in any case be unacceptable {0 my
delegation.

Mr. HERZBRUCH (Federal Republic of Garmany)s | should like tO comment,
on behalf of the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, on draft rerolution
AIC. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2. Having voted in favour of tie draft, resclution, my delegation
wishes t0 ® Xxpreer its full underastanding of the problems of the dumping of nuclear
wastes and {OXiC industr ial wastes, raised by the African countr ies. My Government
is fully aware of the problems caused by illegal and improper dumping all over the
world and is willing and ready to co-operate t0 help solve the problem.
Nevertheless, my delegation is not completely happy with draft resolution

A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2, and | should |i ke to explain our position.




1]

(Mr. Hersbruch, PFederal
Republic 0f Germany)

We regret very much that the text mixea two completely different things, the

use of radioaotive mater ial for radiologioal warfare and the illegal lumping of
radioaot ive wastes. This creates inconsistencies in the matter itself am well as
In the respons ibilities involved. while the Conferonoe on Disarmament is dealing

with the problem of radiologioal warfare, the International Atomic Energy Agency is

rtudying the gquestion Of nuclear wastes.
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(Mr. Hersbruch, Federal Republic
o f Germany)

By mixing both matters, instead Of clearly aeparating them, we make the

subject more difficult for the abovmentioned panels.

In the light of what | have just said, we find it difficult to agree with the
word “dumping’ inrtead of "use® in connection with radioactive wastes.
Furthermore, we do not believe that radioactive wastes oan be ured for military
purposes as some kind of weapon. Kfective warfare needs weapons, not waete. We
alro have aifticulties in drawing a clear line between hostile tcts and violations
Of the ® overoignty of Stater in regard to illegal dumping of waste by private
enterpr ises. Nevertheless, my Government recognizes the intentions of the sponsors
Of the draft reeolution and will take them into fu11 amount in the relevant
forums: radiological weapons in the disarmament negotiations, radioactive waste in
the International Atomic Energy Agency, and toxiCc industr ial waste in the Second
Committee of the General Ascembly and the United Nations Environment
Progr amme (UNEP) .

My Government also supports strict ragulatione for transfer and storage of
dangercus wastes. Wa jOiNn all those condemning illegal dumping of wastes in Africa
and in all other countries all over the wor 1d, including the open seas. National,
as well as international laws, rules and regulations are necessary to prevent
illegal dumping. Such national laws, rules and regulations already exist in the
Pbderal Republic of Germany.

In concluding my explanation of VoOte, let me eaxpress Our thanks to thoee
African delegatione who highlighted this urgent problem. we join them in call ing
for an early solution and assure them Of the full support of my country in that

process.
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Mr. RIDER (New Zealand) I In her statement to the First Committee ON

17 October, my Permanent Representative expressed New Zealand's sympathy with

African ooun tr ies. Concerned at attempts to ship the poisonous and perhapa
radioactive waater of the developed world to their shores, they had promoted a new
item on the First Committee's agenda through which they might attain some measure
of protection against this practice. She noted that those concer ns were shared by
New Zealand, since our own region had itself been ueed am a dumping ground for
toxic was te. Accordingly , the Nsw Zealand delegation had hoped that the African
State8 would preaent a single draft resolution for our oonsideration which would
reflect their justified concerns in a balanced and pragmatic manner, Regrettably,
we were presented with two draft resolutions under this agenda item. The firsc,
sponsored by Niger is and contained in document A/C. 1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2, seemed to the
New Zealand delega tion to adopt a sensibie and practical approach, and we have been
happy to lend our support to it.

New Zealand has some reservations about the second draft resolution, contained
in document A/C.1/43/1..72/Rev.1. We should like to see a greater distinction
between waste dumped in accordance with internationally approved standards and that
dumped or disposed of without proper regard to safety and environmental concerns.
We should also like te see greater emphasis placed on the important role that nas
been played by the International Atomic Energy Agency in es cabl ishing standards in
this highly technical field.

Never theless, because we sympath ize with the broad concerns of the sponsors of
A/C.1/43/L.72/Rev.1l, we have decided to support this draft. In doing so, however,
we call upon those sponsors and the sponsor s Of the draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev, 2, t0 bring before us next year a single text, directly relevant
to the work of this Committee and one which would attract the support of all

delegations.
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Ma. LETTS (Australia)s Australia ham voted in favour of both draft
resolutions, A/C.1/43/L.62/Rev. 2 and L. 72/Rev.1l, because of our strong concern that
developing countries should not be the unwilling recipients of other countries'
toxic or nuclear wastes. We would however like to voice our disappointment that
the sponaora of those draft reaolutions were unable to merge the two texts, which
would, in our view, have given greater strength to their message and purpose. We
also believe that operative paragraph 4 in draft reaolution A/C.1/43/L. 72/Rev.1,
which reform to action to ba taken in the Conferenoe on Disarmament, would have
been petter ® Xxpreaaed if it had been put in the same terms as Operative paragraph 3
of draft reaolution A/C.1/43/L. 62/Rev. 2, Which more accurately reflects the scope
within which tie dumping of radioactive wastes should be considered in that forum.
Mr. PISCHER (Uruguay) (interpretation from spanish): With regard tO our

Pavourable vote on draft resolutions A/C. 1/43/L. 62&v. 2 and L. 72/Rev.l, While
conceptually we understand that there can be some furmal reservations with regard
to tr appropriateness of dealing with. the subject in the First committee, we think
that we had to cast a favourable vote in this Committee. The urgency of the danger
to the integrity, life and security of the individual and the possible damage to
the sovereignty of states flowing from the improper management of radioactive
waste, the fragility of means to prevent such dangers and the unforeseeability of
i ts presence, lead us to think that it cannot fall outside the framework of the
ethical and juridical concerns underlying the activities of this Committee and the
draf ta put forward, or of the responsibilities that my be involved because of the
mismanagement of radioactive substsncea.

Mor eover , this has been a matter of particular concern to the countries which
have sponsored the establishment of a zone of peace and co-operation in the South

Atlantic.
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The CHAIRMAN: That concludes our ® otion on cluater 9. We still have

clusters 11 and 12 to deal with, whioh | intend to ® ak the Committee to do this

afternoon,

It is my duty to ranind member8 of the Committee that, in ® wordanoe with the
Committee 's programme of work and timetable, on Monday, 21 November, the Committee
Will embark on the general &bate, coaaideration of and ® otion ¢ 0CJM @ gendsitem 70,
“The queatiOn o f Antarctica®.

Furthermore, | ® hould alma like to ranind the Committee that, in ® oaordanoa
with the deoiaion of the committee and am reflected in its programme of work and
timetable, the list 0xX* @  poakorr for the general debate and consideration of and
action on draft resolutionas under that agenda item will be cloed on Monday,

21 November, at 12 noon. In order ® ffeotively and efficiently t0o uae the time and
facilities available to us, | urge delegations kindly t0 inscr ibe their names on
the list of speaker a am Soon as possible. | should alma like to urge those
delegations wishing to submit draft resolutions under that item kindly to make all
necessary effort8 in order to meet the deadline for submission of draft resolutions

under item 70, which is also Monday, 21 November, at 12 noon.

The mseting rose at 1.10 p.m.




