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In_the ahnence of the Chairman, Mr, Maahhadi-Ghahvechi (Islamic_Repuhlic of

Iran), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 10.35 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (con tinued)
CONS IDERATION OF AND ACT ION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT I1TEMS

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the reprementative of Mexico, who will introduce

draft resolution A/C.1/44/L. 5.

Mr. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Spaniah) s The

estahlishment of nuclear-weapon-tree zonea in various parts of! the world is an
element of aftorts to achieve A world completely free from theae terrible weaponsa
of mass destruction. In the laat few decades such efforta have heen conducted at
the mos t diverse levela. For example, individuals have declared their own homes to

he nuclear-weapon-free zonea, townshipa, such as Garrett Park, Maryland, have

declared themselvea to he nuclear-weapon-free zones; and certain States or groups

of State?, hove decided t prohibit the presence of such weapons on their

territories,.

The Antarctic not only was the first territory to he denuclearised by means of
a multilateral treaty, hut is the only one in which the permanent population - the
pengu ins - enjoy a régime of complete demilitarization. La tin Amer ica was the
second reqion denuclearized hy means ot a treaty, We now have A third in the Sou th
Pacific, the zone crea ted hy the Treaty of Raratonga. At tha present time,
proposala concerning the denuclearization of other reqiona are under satudy.

The nuclenr-weapon Gtates, as well as those Staten which, do jure or de facto,

hear international responaibility Eoc certain territories within the sphere of
application of one of those regional aqgreements, must make a commitnent to the
Stateas of the denuclearized region. 1In the case nf the Tr saty of Tla teloleco, thone

undertakings are contained in Add!tional Protocols | and IlI.
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AMditional Protocol IT is open to the nuclear-weapon States = China, France,

the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and the United States, It is now 10 year a

since the last of those five Statea ratified thin international instrument.

Mditional Protocol | is open to the four States that, de jure or de facto,

hear international responsihility for territories Lying within the houndaries of
the geographical zone eatahlished in the Treaty of Tlatelolco. Thoae Staten are
France, the Netherlands, the United Kingdom and the United States. The firat to
ratify Additional Protocol T was the United Kingdom, 20 years agoy the second was
the Netherlands, 18 years ago, and the third the United States, eight years ago.
That means that all that is lacking now is ratification by France, whose Government
signed the Protocol 1.0 yearn ago.

Twenty-two years after the Treaty establishing the first nuclear-weapon-f tee
zone in a deneely populated area was opened for signa ture, we are still unable to
guarantee its full effectiveness. we are sura that France's ratification of
Addjitional Protocol 1 will provide a major impetus towards the achievement of this
objective.

It ia therefore an honour for me to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.5,
on agenda i tern 49, en titled "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 43/62
concerning the asignature and ratification of Wditional Protocol | of the Treaty
for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapona in Ia tin America (Treaty of Tla telolco) ".
The draft resolution ia sponsored by the following States, all of them parties to
tho Treaty of Tla telolcos the Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Costa Rica, the
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Nicaragua,
Panama, Paraguay, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, Uruguay, Venezuela, and Mexico.

The Preamble to the draft resolution refera to the 16 resolutiona on the

signature and ratification of Additional Protocol | of the Treaty that since
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1967 have been adopted hy the Gener 5| Aasembly |t emphaaizea that all that ia now

lacking ia ratification hy juat one of the States to which Additional Protocol | in

open. That is why in the operative section of the draft resolution the Ganeral

Assemb |y

“once more urges France not to delay any further ruoh ratification, which has

heen requested so many timer . . ."
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The CHAIRMAN: | now call on the representative of Egypt, who will

in traduce dra f t resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 9.
Mr. FAMMY (Egypt) | | have aaked to speak on the agenda item entitled

"Estahlishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East" in
order to introduce the draft resolution which my delegation is sponaoring on thin

sub ject.

Since 1980 the General Assembly has conaiatently adopted a resolution on this
subject wi thou t a vote. During thia period, the pr inoiplea and parametera
governing the eatablishment of such a zone have become more focused and further
crystallized.

Last year, the General Assemhly, in a resolution 43/65, took a further step
towards the realisation of this objective, which was endorsed by all the member8 of
thia body. In that vresolution the Assembly mandated the Secretary-General to
undertake a study on effective and verifiable measures which would facilitate the
establiahment of a nuclesar-weapon-free zone in the Middle East, thus initiating a

process hy which the United Nations would be moving from the stage Of

conceptualizing to that of facilitating the implementation of ita goals.

Throughout this year we have been in contact with the Department for

Disarmament Affairs, as have other parties, in order to assist the
Secretary-General in his endeavours. As a formal contr ihu tion, Egypt also
submitted its views as to what effective and verifiable measures would facilitate
this objective. These Views are contained in document A/44/430. T should however
like to stress that we helieve it to he of paramount importance that States of the
region which have not done 80 should adhere, as a ma ttet of urgency, to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. States of the region that have not

yet done so, should also unilaterally submit all their nuclear facilities to the
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safeguard system of the In terna tional Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), and conclude

full-scope safequard agreements with the Agency.

Pending the taking of such steps, the States of the region should issue solemn
declarations to the effect that they support the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East and that they will not manufacture or
otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or nuclear explosive devices. The nuclear -weapon
States, on the other hand, should issue declarations confirming their commitment to
paragraph 5 of resolution 43/65, to the effect that they will not take any measures
inconsis’nt with, or detrimental to, the establ ishment of the zone. The
declarations hy the States of the region, as well as those issued by the
nuclear-weapon States, should be submitted to the Security Courzil which would, in
an appropt ia te manner, take note of them.

Furthermore, it would also be useful for States in the region to provide the
Secretary-General with a compilation of their significant nuclear facilities and
materials, indicating whether they were covered by IAEA safeguards, oOn the other
hand, States outside the region should provide the Secretary-General with a list of
significant nuclear facilities, materials or components that they have exported to
the Middle East.

Egypt has also followed with keen interest the studies undertaken and
decislons adopted by IAEA in connection with the application of safequards to the
Middle East region. 1Tt is worth noting that this year the General Conference of
IAFA requested the Director-General of the Agency to contact the States of the
region with a view to ensuring the application of IAEA safeguards to all. nuclear
fac 11 1 ties in the Middle East. We commend the study undertaken in this regard and

the request made hy the General Conference, and believe that they conati tute useful

contributions to the efforts of the Secretary-General in his study of effective and
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verifiable measurea that would facilitate the establishment of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.
As is clear from resolution 43/65, the study requested of the
Secretary-General is to he suhmitted to the General Assembly at its forty-fifth

session. In anticipation of this study, we have decided to submit to the General

Assembly at this session a draft resolution on the subject which essentially
reiterates the elements of last year's resolution. Dra ft resolu tien A/C. 1/44/L. 9,
which | have the pleasure of introducing today, reiterates the hasic principles
embodied in the preamble and operative parts of last year’s resolution, as adopted
except for minor updating and editor ial changes which were warran ted.

In the operative part we have replaced the paragraph of last year's resolution
Calling for a study by another taking note of the Secretary-General’s progress
report pursuant to last year 's resolution.

My delegation should like to take this opportunity to urge interested parties
to submf t their views on the subject to the Secretary-General in order to
facilitate his work and enhance the content of the study we are to receive next
year. The only new element this year is in the operative paragraph in which we
take note of the request made hy the General Conference of IAEA for consultations
hetween the Director-General of the Agency and the Sta tee of the Middle East with a
view to the application of safeguards to their nuclear facilities. This is the
only new element in the draft and it is one on which we have consulted with the
parties concerned hefore submitting the draft. My delegation therefore hopes that
this draft resolution will he adopted without a vote, as has been the practice

since 1980.

The CHAIRMAN: T call on the representative of Mexico, who will introduce

draft reuolu tion A/C. 1/44/L. 25.
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M. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation fromSpanish): The

conprehensive han on all nuclear tests has been, and continues to he, the key item
in the debates on nuclear disarnmanent in the First Coomittee. For morethan thirty
years the General Assenbly hasbeen examining as an itemof high priority the
urgent need for thecessation of all nuclear-weapon tests. The Assenbly has
adopt ed more than 70 resolutions on this itemand in 8 of themit has strongly
condemrmed such tests. Mre than thirty years after the inclusion of the itemin
its agenda, the title seemssomewhat ironic

On 5 August 1963, in Mescow the Soviet tUnion, the United Kingdom and the
United States signed the Treaty Banning Nuclear\Weapon Tests in the Atnosphere, in
Quter Space and under Water. Three days later, on 8 August, it was opened for
signi turein Moscow, London and Washington and it entered into force on
10 Cctober 1963. Today 117 States are parties totheTreaty.

On 15 COctober 1963 the First Committee beganitsconsideration of the itemon
the cessation of nucleartesting, The first speaker was Ms. Pandit, the
representative of India, thecountrythathad introduced the itemin the Genera
Assenbly in 1954. After congratulating the three original parties to the Treaty,
she stated:

"Though the Treaty was negotiated by thensjor nuclear Powers, the
Ei ght een-Nati on Committee on Di sarmanment madeavaluablecontribution to the

preparatory workonthe treaty.” (3A/C.1/PV.1310,Dp.3)

After listing thevarious suggestions of the different countries and groups of

countriesin the Conmttee, MsS. Pandic added:

"It is one of the great valuesof the Eighteen-Nation Conmittee that
preparatory work can beconpl eted there, so that whenever the political

climate is favourahl e anagreementcanhe finalized at short notice." (ibid.)
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On 27 Novenber 1963 the General Assenbly adopted resol ution 1910 (XVIII) by
104 votes toone, with three abstentions. The first preanbul ar paragraph of that
resolution is particularly inportant, because in it the Assembly stated thatitwas

“fully aware of its responsibility wit!! regard to the question of nuclear

weapon testing and of the views of world public opinion on this matter."
(resolution 1910 (XVIl1))

After noting with approval the partial test-ban Treaty the Assenbly called
upon all States to become parties to that Treaty and to abide by its spirit and
provisions. Enphasizing the fact that in the preanble to the Treaty the parties
stated that they were

"seeking to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear

weapons for all time and [were] deternmined to continue negotiations to this

end," (ibid.)
the Assenbly requested the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Conmittee on
Di sar manment

"to continue with a sense of urgency its negotiations to achieve the

obj ectives set forth in the preanble of the Treaty"
and to report to the Assenbly

"at the earliest possible date and, in any event, not later than at the

ni neteenth session". (ibid.)

In other words the Assenbly hoped that the "permanent cessation of all nuclear
tests" would be achieved in 1964.

Twenty-six years later we still do not have a comprehensive test ban treaty.
Twenty-six years |ater the Conference on D sarmanent - the successor to the
Ei ghteen-Nation Conmittee ~ has not even nanaged to agree on a nmandate to begin the

negotiation of such a treaty. For many years we have been told that the problem

has been the verification of a ban on underground nuclear testsy but no one dares
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any longer invoke that argument., The problem now, as perhapn it has always been,
ia the lack of political will, and there the solution becomes delicate,

More than a quarter of a century after the entry into force of the partial
teat-ban Treaty the international community ham, quite understandably, become

impatient with the persistent refueal of the original parties to that Treaty to

fulfil the ohligation which they undertook in the preamble to the Treaty to seek
"to achieve the dieccntinuance of all teast exploaionr of nuclear weapons for
all time, determined to continue negotiationr to this end, and desiring to put
an end to the contamination or man's environment by radioactive substances."

(ENDC/100/Rev. 1)

Recently , the impatience of the international community has resulted in the
initiative of 41 Sta tea parties to the 1963 Treaty tO request, in accordance with
article IT Of that Treaty, the convening of a conference t0O conaider an amendment
to convert the Treaty into a treaty on the complete prohibition of all nuclear
tesats,

Thus the draft resolution (A/C. 1/44/L. 25) | now have the honour to introduce
in the Pirst Committee on behalf of the 36 States sponsor ing it, along with Togo
and Thailand, which have since lent their sponsorship. The draft consists of seven
preambular paragraphs and three operative paragraphe.

In the preamble the General Assembly reiterates its conviction that

“a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty ia the highest priority step towards

nuclear disarmament”
and that, pending the conclusion of such a treaty,

“the nuclear-weapon States should suspend all nuclear teat explosiong through

an agreed moratorium or unilateral moratoria®.
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Also in the pr eamble, the draft resolu tion recalls the obl iga tions undertaken
hy the parties to the 1963 Treaty and refera to the Treaty's article IT and to
general Assembly resolutions 42/26 B and 43/63 B on the quastion adopted in 1987
and 1988 respectively. Reference is also made to the important support given to

the ini tiative hy the Belgrade non-aligned summit Confetence in September this

year.
Finally, the preamhle takes note that more than the required one-third of the
partiea have requested the convening of an amendment conference.
In its Eirat operative paragraph the draft resolution
"Racommends that a preparatory commit tee he estahlished , open to all
parties to the Treaty and that such a preparatory committee meet from 22 to

26 January 1990 to make arr angementa for the amendment conference to he

convened for an ini tial two-to-three-week session in May/June 1990".
In the second operative paragraph the draft reaolu tion

"Recquests the Secretary-General to render tha necessary assistance and
provide such services, including summary records, as may he required Eor the
amendment conference and its preparation”.

Finally, the draft resolution provides for the incluaion of the item in the
provisional agenda of the General Assemhly's next, session.

The eponuora hope that the other membera of thia Committee will give their
resol ute support to draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.2%, since it deals with a question
which concerns al.1 of us and which we must all strive tO resolve, 1Tt is our
intention to enter into consultatinns in the coming days with the other States
par ties to the Treaty - including, of course, ita depositary Governments, In this
connection we should like to take advantage of the good off ices of the Chairman of

this Committee and to request him to convene at an early data a meeting of all the
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par ties, in order ta facilitate our work and to ensure the best possible results.

Our ma in purpose is to strengthen the 1963 Treaty through concrete actions
demonstrating our willingness to achieve full compliance with all tho proviamions of
that important multilateral instrument.

We are aware that the task of amending the Treaty Will not he an easy onej
that is why we consider that the conference that will examine amendment proposals
rhould have ruf ficient time {O ensure i ta success.

We do not seek confronta tion with anyone, We have resorted t0 a mechanism -
or, if you will, a working procedure - provided for in the Treaty i tmelf , one
whiah, in our opinion, should offer all States parties a gocd opportunity to
expreas their points Of view and tO conmider thia queation carefully. That in why

we have proposed a flexihle calendar for the conference. It is NOt a matter of

having an isolated meeting in whiah states parties would have to make a

take-it~or-leave-it decision regarding a given taxty it is rather a proceas of
collective refleotion on an item of high priority for all, That in why the draft
remolu tion refers INn its first operative paragraph to an initial session o the
conference iN May/June 1990, In other words, we are not wedded to the idea that

the conference rhould begin and end in 1990. 1n the light of the preparatory work,

which we suggest should take place in January of next year, and of decisiona
regarding the organizatfon of tho conference, one could prolong or reduce the
initial session. That is why the draftt cefers to an initial two-to-three-week
sension.

Allow me hers to make some comments ON certain mattecs of a practical nature.
First, there is the aues tion of where the conference should be held. The aponsorsa

consider that United Nations Headauarters is the appropriate venue for the

conference and its preparatory work. With regard to the Latter, we believe that

one week should suffice to agree upon, among other things, the rules Of procedure
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of the conf et-once, the compoai tion of i ta hur eau and of the committeesit would
deem it necessary to estahlish, the composition of the conference secretariat, thr
1 ist of documenta the Secretar ia t would be reaqueated t0O prepare, the assesament of

the coats of the conference and its preparatory committee and other organizational

matters, including thr possible participation of sta tes not Yyet parties {o the

Treaty and of non-governmental organizations in due course.
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To sum up, the conference should he divided into and held in several atages.
Given the history ot the etforta to conclude a comprehenaive nuclear-test ban, it
would not be very realis tic to expect the conference to achieve its goal in a
cringle seasion. 1Ita success should he mraaured in terms of its ability to clarify
posi tions, identify ohatacles and offer solutiona to existing problems. It would
thua he advisable to envisage it as part of a hroader multilateral effort hy the
par ties to the partial test-han Treaty to reach an agreement on a comprehensive
test-han treaty.

Mce. KENYON (Uni wd Kingdom) I In connection with the atatement we have
just heard from the representative of Mexico introducing draft resolution
A/C. 1/44/L. 24, | should like to make the fnllowing Statement on hehalf of the
delegation8 of the United States, the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom. The
Governments of the United States, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United Kingdow are the three depositories for the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon
Tests In the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water. Having received requests
from more than one third of ths parties to the Treaty for a conference to conaider
an amendment to the Treaty proposed hy the Government8 of Mexico, Indonesia, Peru,

Sri Lanka, Veneau ala and Yugos lav ia, the three deposi tory Governments, in

accordance With article 11 of the Treaty, have arranged to convene tho said
conference in Geneva at 10 a .m. ON Tueaday, 8 January 1.991, For a per: iod of up to
two weeks. Formal notitication will. he made to all parties to the ‘Treaty through
diplomatic channels.

PROGRAMME 0 r WORK

The CHAIRMAN; We have heard the last speaker for this morning. 1 have

been informed that there are N0 speakera inscr ibed for this afternoon or tomorrow.

Taking that int» Account, and hearing in mind that time could usefully he set aside

for the necessary consul ta tions on the draft resolutions that have heen submitted,
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| woul d suggest that this afternoon and tomorrow he devoted to consultations. |f

there is no objection, | shall take it that the Coomittee agrees to this procedure.

It Was so deci ded.

The neeting rose at 11.05 a.m




