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The neeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m

AGENDA | TEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued
NS IDERATION OF AND ACTION oN DRAFT resorurons ON DI SARVAVENT | TEMS

Mr. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The efforts of

the United Nations in the field of disarmanent require, in addition to the
political will of all Menber States, a well-informed world public opinion. Thus,
the decision taken at the twelfth special session of the General Assenbly, the
secondspeci al session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that it
shoul d guarant ee
"the w dest possinle dissemination of information and uninpeded access for all
secvors Of the puniic to a broad range of information and opinions on
questions Of arns limtation and di sarmanent and the dangers relating to all

aspects of the arm= race and war, in particular nuclear war" (A S-12/32,

annex v, para. 4).

Since then, the General Assenbly has adopted a resolution on that auestion
every year. It is now ny honour to introduce draft resolution a/c.1/44/L.4 on the
agenda item "Worl d Di sarmanent campaign,™ aendai t€m 4. The draft resolution is
sponsor ed ty Bangl adesh, Bulgar ia, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Egypt, the German Democratic Republic, Indonesia, Peru, the Philippines, romania,

Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Mexico.
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{Mr. Marin Bosch, Mexico)

Draft resnlition L.4is a repetition, nutatis mtandis, of resolution 43/76 C

adopted last year. | shall therefore refer only to the changes that have been
introduced into this year's text.
Paragraph 4 has been changed and now reads:
"Uges States that have not yet done so, especially those with the
Largest military expenditures, to make an initial financial contribution to
t he campaign”.
The draft resolution al so contains a new paragraph, paragraph 9, which reads:
"Also requests the Secretary-Ceneral to assess the achievenents and
shortcom ngs of the Wrld Disarmanent Canpaign so far and tosubmitabri ef
report in this regard to the General Assemblyat its forty-fifth session".
Concerning that request, the Sponsors are aware that the Secretary-General has
reported on a regular basis on the inplenentation of the Canpaign's programe of
activities by the United Nations systam. However, We believe that it would be
useful for Member States to have, in a brief -~ and | emphasize "brief" - docunent,
an Chjective evaluation of the achievenents and shortconings of the Canpaign to
date.

Mrs. URIBE de 10zaNO (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): | have

t he honour to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.37, entitled "International
arwms transfers”, on behalf of its sponsors, which are: Australia, Austri a,
Bahamas, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Canmeroon, Costa Rica, Dom nica, Ecuador, EL Sal vador,
the Federal Republir »f Germanv,Guatamala,Honduras, |taly, the Netherl ands,
Ni geria, Norway, Paraguay, Peru, the Philippines, Samoa Singapore, Sweden, the
Uni tsd KingdomaniColombia .

The draft resolat ion, wh ich 1S procedural in nature, is a follow-up to General

Assenmbly resolution 43775 [ of 7 Decanmber 1983, It reaffirms the convi-otion that

' Best Copy Avallable
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(Mrs, Uribe de lLozano, Colombia)

arnms transfers in all their aspects deserve serious consideration by the
international community. The follow ng preanbul ar paragraphs take into account the
grow ng awareness by Menber States of the significance of international arns
transfersfor arns limtation and arns control and wel come the fact that the issue
has been placed on the agenda of the General Assenbly and .£ the Di sar nanment

Commi ssi on.

The fifth preanbular paragraph also welcomes the report of the
Secretary-General, document A/44/444/Add4.1 and 2, which contains the views of
several Governments om this question. Although this is not a suitable tine for an
analysis of those views, we should [ike to note that all of them consider the
possibility of strengthening ianternational peace and security by contruiling
indiscrimnate transfers of weapons by various means.

The sixth preanbul ar paragraph |ooks forward to the United Nations study on
international arns transfers and the report of the study group to be submittead to
the CGeneral Assenbly at its forty-sixth session in keeping with resolution 43/75 |
and the orinciples underlying it. W would note that resolution 43/75 1 also
ra:juests the Secretary-CGeneral, with the assistance of governmental experts, to
carry oat a study on ways and nmeans of promoting transparency in international
transfirs ofconventinnal arms ON a univarsatand non-di scriminatory basis, al so
taking into consideration the Views »f Menber States.

we believe that. the eosntributinn of a1l States is of great inportance in our
consideration ofthis agenda item and paragraph @ of the Jdraft resolution urges
al 1 Member Sta tas that have aot ye t . lone so to make available to the
Serretary~General ke ir views and proposa 1s on the mat ters contained in paragraphs

1 and 2 ofcesnlutionds/ 150,
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{Mrs. Ur ihe de lozano, Colomblia)

This year the Disarmament Commission hegan an important debate on the question
o f international arms tranafers. |t {s our hope that. that work will contlinue in
1990, and paragraph 2 of the draft resola tion requests the Disarmament Commias ion
to do so.  In our view, that paragraph is of fundamental significance because the
del ihera tive and demcratic character of the Disarmament Commission allows for the
participation of all States on this question.

In conclusion, paraqraph 3 requests the Secretary-General to continue to make
available within tha framework of resolution 43/75 I all relevant information on
thils matter, and operative parnqraph 4 decides ta include in the provisional agenda
of the forty=fifth session of the General Assemhly the item anti tled "International
arms tr anafers, "

The CHATRMAN (intarpretation from Spanish)t 1l now call upon
Ambassador Daya Perera of Sri Lanka, who will present the report of the Ad Hoc
Jvommittes ON the Indian Ocean, of which he i3 Chairman.

Mr. PERERA (Sri Lanka): Since thts is the first time | have spoken in
the First Committ2e at this sesalon, T caould like to take this vpportunity to
congratula te you, Yr. Cha irman, on your election to quide the work of this very
important Committee, and to assure Yy 0 U of the continurdsuppor t of my deleqa tion,

On behalf of the Al Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean | havethe honour to
introdiuan the roport of the Al lloc Committer, document A/44/29. An members may
recall, on 7 December 1988 the General Assembl Yy adopted by consensus
resolution 43779,  Paraqraph 7 of that conasensua resolution requested the Al _Hoc
Committor to hsaldl two preparatory sessions doring the firat half of 1989 with a
view to completing the romailning nreparatory work relating to the convening of the

Conference on the Todian Oenan in Colambo in 1990,
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(Mr. Perera, Sri Lanka)

Pursuant to that General Assenbly resolution, the A4 Hoc Committee held two
sessions in 1989, the first from 10 to 14 April and the second from5 to 19 July.
At the request of the Ad Hoc Conmittee, | consulted the Covernment of Sri Lanka,
the host Government for the proposed Conference, and reported to the A3 Hoc
Committee atits 358th meeting,on13July, that the Government of Sri Lanka ras
prepared to hold the Conference at Colonbo from2 to 13 July 1990.

The Working Group established by the A3 Hoc Conmittee in 1985 continued its
work under the chairmanship of Ambassador Ednond Jayasinghe of Sri Lanka. In its
various formal and informal consultations the Wrking Group continued consideratiot
of substantiveissue:: and principies relating to the establishnent of a zone of

eace in the | ndi an Ocean.

e
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(Mr. Perera, Sri Lanka)

The Chairfhan of the Working Group, at my request as Chairman of the Committee,
presented two reports on the work of the group in the course of the Ad Hoc
Committee ‘s two sess ions in 1989. The latest report was presented at the 356th
meeting, held on 12 July. This report contained 19 revised substantive issues and
principles that the Committee considered appropriate for further elaboration. The
Ad Hoc Committee, between the 353rd and 356th meetings and in an informal meeting
held on 7 and 8 July, exchanged views on organizational and procedural matcers,
including the provisional agenda for the Conference, the rules of procedure and the
structure of the Conference. The Ad Hoc Committee was not able, however, to agree
on a draft resolution which it could recommend by consensus to the General Assenbly
for its consideration. Therefore, thin year ' s report of the Ad Hoc Committee to
the General Assembly does not contain a draft resolution.

At the end of the second session, on 19 July, as the discuss ions in the Ad Hoc
Committee were inconcl us ive, the Committee mandated me to conduct informal
consultations in order to facilitate the adoption by consensus of a resolution at
the forth-fourth session of the General Assembly. Accordingly, | have conducted
consultations with the members of the Ad Hoc Committee. However, | regret to
report to you that despites the view of the overwhelming majority of metiers of the
Ad Hoc Committee that sufficient preparatory work had been completed to make
possible the convening of the Conference in Colombo in July 1990, | was not able to
bring about consensus among the members of the Ad Hoc Commit tee on this quest ion.
As aresult »f this, | do not have a draft resolution that | can submit to this
Committee. I would therefore request the Committes itself to consider the mattar

and take a decision on th Las question.
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(Mr. Perera, Sri Lanka)

Be fore concluding my remarks, | have the pleasure to report that the Ad Hoc
Committee, pursuant to paragraph 9 of resolution 43/79, commemorated, at its 357th
meeting, on 13 July, the tenth anniversary of the Mee ting of the Littoral and
Hinter land States of the Indian Ocean, held in July 197 9. The meeting was attended
by members of the_Ad Hoc Committee and the representatives of Bhutan, Myanmar,
Nepal and vist Nam, and the representatives of non-governmental organizations.

Mr. AL-KAWARI (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic) ¢ | wish to deal with

a very important matter, “Israeli nuclear armament” = item 68 of this session’s
General Assembly agenda. Though year after year the Arab States have with great
frequency drawn the attention of the international community represented at the

Uni ted Nations = including the Powers able to exert pressure on lIsrael - to the
gravity of Israel’s nuclear armament, we see no indication of serious determination
to deal with the matter. This is dangerous not only for a specific area but for
the pace and security of the entire world.

Th is year we are faced with an importment development. Authoritative
information pertaining to the item under discussion has been disclosed by United
States media. It describes the co-operation taking place between Israel and South
Africa through an agreement under which Israel, with the assistance of South
Africa, is manufacturing medium- and long-r ange nuclear miss iles. In return South
Africa in providing Israel with the enriched uranium used to manufacture the
nuclear warhead:; that are attached t those missile. Furthermre, Israal is
str iving to obtain more sophisticated and advanced computer techniques for use in

the development of missiles and the production of the hydrogen bomb. This in in
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(Hr._Al-Kawari, Qatar)

flagrant defiance of the efforts of the efotts of the United Nations to transform
Afr ica and the Middle East intn nuclear-weapm-free zones, and it is leading to an
arms race in this field between the countries of the area, which gravely threatens
the security of Africa, the Middle East and the whole world.

There is a contradiction that should be stressed here. At a time when the
world is witnessing an important relaxation of tensions in international relations)
at a time when diligent ef for ts are being made towards conventional and nuclear
disarmament) at a time when preparations are being made for the Fourth Review
Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proflieration of Nuclear
Weapons - at this of all times Israel is moving in the opposite direction, striving
to strengthen its nuclear capability and to develop nuclear-weapon delivery
systems. This is being done under a veil of utter silence, especially on the part
of those that could exert pressure on lIsrael.

Any observer would note in all fairness that Israel’s objective in
strengthening its nuclear capabili ty is to impose its hegemony on the area and s tap
up its aggressive designs. ‘lsraeli practices, in actual fact, confirm that Israel
is i1 rresponn ible, ignores the consequences of its actions, and is indifferent to
pace and secv !ty. Thus Israel destroyed the nuclear reactor in lraq built for
peaceful purposes, and violated the sovereignty of Tunis ia, an independent Member
State of the Unitad Natinns, hy attacking the headquarters of the Palestine
Liberation Organisation. Israel uses all oppressive means in confronting the
Palestinian people who resist occupation and seek self-determination in their own

homeland. Last hat nnt Least, Israel is sending Long-range missiles close ts the

Libyan shores.
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(M. Al -Kawari, Catar)

My country signed the non-proliferation Treaty early this year becausewe are
convinced of the need to protect our world agai nst destructive nuclear weapons and
devoutly wish the Mddle East to be a denuclearized zone. Today , my com try, aware
of its responsibilities as a peace-loving country, appeals to the international
community to shoulder its responsibility in the maintenance of international peace
and security and calls for this situation to be considered with all due seriousness

because it involves the security of the Mddle East and Africa and is leading to a

nucl ear-arns race.
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(M. Al -Kawari, Qatar)

W ask the international conmmunity to take a clear-cut position when confronted
with the challenge to the will of mankind represented by the co-operation between
the two racist regines of Tel Aviv and Pretoria in the devel opnent of medium- and

| ong-range missiles which can be fitted with nuclear warheads. mycountry believes
the United States has a special responsibility and can play a fundamental role in
this regard.

Dane HERQUS (New Zeal and): On behalf of the delegations of New Zeal and
and Australia, I have the honour to introduce to the First Conmittee the draft
resolution in document A/C.1/44/L.50, entitled "Urgent need for a conprehensive
nucl ear-test-ban treaty".

The text was, as in the past, drafted by New Zealand and Australia in
consultation with a small group of other delegations. It is sponsored by the
following States: Australia, Austria, Barbados, Brunei Darussalam Caneroon,
Canada, Col onbia, Costa Rica, Denmark, Fiji, Finland, Geece, Ireland, Iceland,
Japan, Ecuador, Malaysia, New Zeal and, Nigeria, Norway, Papua New CQuinea, the
Phil'i ppines, Sampba, Singapore, the Solonon Islands, Sweden, Vanuatu and Zaire. The
draft before you is based on resolution 43/64, adopted by the CGeneral Assembly | ast
year by 146 votes to 2, with 6 abstentions.

The 28 sponsors of this draft resolution are convinced of the urgent need to
concl ude a conprehensive nucl ear-test-ban treaty. Such a treaty, in our view= a
view expressed in the third preanbul ar paragraph of the draft resolution - is an
essential step in order to prevent the qualitative inprovement and devel opnent of
nucl ear weapons. It would also help prevent horizontal proliferation and
contribute to the eventual elimnation of nuclear weapons. This is a goal we all

share.
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(Dam_Hercus, New Zealand)

This resolu tion recognizes the progress made in the nuclear testing
negotiations between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics. In their 23 September 1989 statement , both countries reported the
agreement they had reached on verification procedurea which will enable them to
ratify the 1974 threrhold teat-ban Treaty and the 1976 Treaty on peaceful nuclear
explosions. We urge them to complete this process.

But, as our draft makes clear, we conaider that the most effective way to
bring an end to nuclear testing by all States in all environments for all time is
through the multilateral negotiation of a treaty which would attract the adherence
of all states. The Conference on Disarmament has a particular responsibility in
this regard, a responsibility which is spelled out in paragrapha 2 and 3 of our
resolution. We are well aware that the Conference has so far been unable to agree
on a mandate for an ad_hoc committee on i tern 1 of i t8 agenda, “Nuclear test ban"y
however, a useful process of dialogue has been initiated, which we all hope = as
this draft resolution makes clear = will lead to substantive work in 1990.

In the meantime, however, the verification requirements of a mmprehenaive
test-ban treaty are being addressed by the Ad Hoc Seismic Group. Our text supports
their efforts and encourages the widest possible participation in the Group's
technical test, which will. take place next year.

This Committee will have before it this year recommendations on other ways to
bring an end to testing. We believe them to be ser ious recommendations worthy of
close oons ide cation. While the routao we have chosen may be different, there is no
doubt that our goal remains the sames the urgent cessa tion of nuclear testing. We
hope, therefore, that the text in document A/C.1/44/L.50 will again receive the
widest nupport of the United Na tions General Assenmbly. We commend it. to all Member

States .
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Mr, WATSON (United States of America): Today the United States

delegation is introducing, under agenda { tom 69, a draft reaolu t ion entitled
“Compliance with arms limitation and diaarmament agreements” (A/C.1/44/L. 54). |t
follows the same lines as resolution 43/81 A, which was adopted without a voto last
year.

In the current draft, there is a new tenth preambular paragraph that welcomes
the universal recognition of the importance of the question of compliance in the
context of arms limitation and diaarmament agreementr. This new paragraph has been
added to tako into account the importance that all Member Sta tea have come to
accord the compliance issue, as reflected in the consensus this resolution has
en joyed during the past several years,

Paragraph 6 of the draft is als» new. Thin paragraph has been added to take
note of the contribution that verification experiments can make in enhancing
confidence in the effectiveness of verification procedures. Examples of such
experiments include the trial inspections that some countries have undertaken with
regard to chemical facilities, and bilateral experiments such as the United States
and the Soviet Union have already undertaken and are planning to conduct.

A third change in the draft resolution is in the final operative paragraph,
which calls for inclusion of the {1 tom ‘*Compliance with arms 1imita tion and
disarmament agreements" in the provisional agenda for the forty-sixth session, In
moving this issue to a two-year cycle, where it will be on the General Assembly’s
agenda every other year, we hope that, in keeping with what we bel ieve ias the
common desire for rationalizing the work of the First Committee, other

well-established resolutions will be handled in a similar fashion.
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If the number of draft rosolu tions considered by the First Committee is
reducud significantly, more time will he available for substantive consideration of
new issues, and also for greeter attention to a amaller set Of established iasues
at two- or three-year intervals. The United Sta tea bel ieves that compliance with
agreements laya the groundwork for effective negotiations for further arms
limitations. Thia is 8o because negotiating parties are more likely to reach
agreement if they work in an atmosphere of grea ter mutual trust, predicated on a
history of compliancu with existing agreements, Negotiations are also facilitated
when the negotia torn have confidence that the in terra tional community as a whole ,

and not juet the negotiating parties alone, is committed to ensur ing the principle

of compliance with agreementa.
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The United States believes that the adoption of this draft resolution again by
consensus would constitute a strong reaffirmation by the global community of the
crucial importance of compliance with arms limitation and disarmament agreements.
It would also send a message to disarmament negotiators in all forums =
multilateral, rsgiona and bilatera = that the international community strongly
supports their efforts to develop new agreements that would serve the security
interests of the negotiating States as well as international security.

| am pleased to note that this draft resolution on compliance is being
submitted under the sponsorship, as of now, of Australia, Austria, Cameroon,
Canada, Colombia, Coeta Rica, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France, the German
Democra tic Republic, the Federal Republic of Germany, Hungary, Iceland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Poland, Romania,
Singapore, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Turkey, the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uruguay, Zaire
and my own delega tion.

We are very grateful to the numerous sponsors of this draft resolution, which
cover almost the entire geo-poli tical spectrum, and we invite all members of the
Committee to give it their full support.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) ¢+ | wish to speak today
on behalf of the 12 members of the European Community , on agenda i tern 63 (b), on
the relationship between disarmament and development. The Twelve share the
interna tional community 's concern at the considerable expenditures world-wide on
financing weapons and military forces. That tying up of economic, financial,
technological and human resources affects developed and developing countries alike
and is particularly alarming because today the international community is facing

challenges that demand broad international use of resources.
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wi th that in mind, the Twelve have taken an active part in the work of the
International Conference on the Relationship between Diaarmament and Development

held in New York from 24 August to 11 September 1987 pursuant to a French
initiative. At the end of that Conference, the Twelve contributed actively to
reaching the compromises necessary for the 150 Sta tea participating to adopt the
Final Document by consensus., In that same spirit, the Twelve came out in favour of
General Aasembly resolutions 42/45 of 30 November 1987 and 43/75 B of

7 December 1988.

The relationship between disarmament and development is complex, owing in part
to the legi tima to concern of all States for their security. Moreover, the link
between the desired lightening of the defence burden and the financing of
development should be d=2fined and raquires additional study.

The Twelve would recall that the Final Document of the International
Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development stressed that
disarmament and development are two of the most urgent challenges facing the world
today and that they are two pillars on which international peace and security can
be built.

For there to be proyreass in both disarmament and development, there munt he
greater transparency and tr ust among nations., That. is a fundamental requirement.
It i3 also seen now that thoge ideas are indiapensable for the strengthening of
Interna tional peace and securli ty. The adoption of such measures could avold
misunderstandings and false aasessments of the intentions and military capahilitiaes
of others, and could there fore dispel suspicion. It is important also hecause. if
we are seriously think ing of reaching the goal of reallocating resources to
development, w2 must pursue that goal with determination, mindful of all its

aspects,
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Advance8 towards peace, through the improvement of East-West r ela tionr and the
abatement of certain regional conflicta, contribute to an improvement in the
climate of security and trust in international relations.

It was in that context that the Secretary-General, in conformity with General
Aeeembly resolution 43/75 B of 7 December 1988, prepared a report (A/44/449) on the
implementation of the Action Programme of the International Conference on the
Relationship between Disar mament and Development. T wi ah on behalf of the Twelve
to welcome that contribution to the implementation of the Final Document of the
1987 Conference. We have taken note of the measures proposed by tho
Secretary-General and implemented by the special high-level team ret up under him,
as well ag the specific measures taken within the framework of the Organization or
in liaison with it. The Twelve note with satisfaction the implementation of the

Action Programme) they hope it will be pursued with determination and with the

asaistance of all.

The Twelve would therefore be pleased if draft resolution A/C.1/44/L. 32,
introduced by Yugoslavia on behalf of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, were
adopted by consensus.

Mr. KENYON (United Kingdom) s+ T am speaking today to introduce to the
First Committee the draft resolution on objective information on military mtters,
on behalf of the United Kingdom, the Union of Soviet Socialiast Republic8 and 26
other sponsors. Members of the Committee will have seen the t:xr in document
A/C.1/44/L.15/Rev.1, diatributed today. Relative to the version issued on
30 October, the revis ion consists in a subatantive change of one word in the fifth
preambular paragraph and some technical changes, the mos* visible of which is the

rwording of operative paragraph 6.
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The draft resolution represents the successful merger of taxts on the subject
drafted by my delegation and the delegation of the Soviet Union. The delegations
oponaor ing the draft roaolu tion cover a wide spectrum of the countries represen ted
hero. The United Kingdom is particularly pleased that rupport far the ideas
embodied in the draft resolution is becoming increasingly widespread.

The draft rerolution builds upon ita predecessors and carrier the subject
forward for conaidera tion in the Disarmament Commission in 1990, It reflects
development8 during the last years the new etandard of openneas enshrined in
racent agreements, agreements whose Value is clear to all of us. |t also reflects
the growing acknowledgement of the ideas we are trying to promote: those of
openneee and tr ansparency in military ma tterr and the contribu tion they make to ths
enhancement of security. We are pleaaed that more States have announced that they
will implement the international system for the atandardized reporting of military
expenditures. More than 20 States have submitted information this year. That ia a
crucial example of the wey the pr inciples of openness and tr aneparency can taka

concrete form, and we continue to attach particular importance to it.
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The draft resolution, like its predeceasor General Assembly resolution
43/75 G, continuea to invite States to communicate to the Secretary-General each
year measures they have adopted to facilitate the availability of objective
information on military matters.

Finally, in the draft resolution the Disarmament Commiasion is asked to
include in the agenda for 1ts 1990 session an item entitled “Objective infczmation
on military mattera". We believe that the subject will benefit from in-depth
consideration in that forum. We hope that the deliberation that will take place
will result in a useful document commanding consensus on the item and thue serve as
a guide for the future. In resolution 43/75 G States were invited to communicate
to the Secretary-General their views on the ways and means of further consol idating
the emerging trend towards greater openneao in military matters for consideration
at the Disarmament Commission. On behalf of the United Kingdom, | can confirm that
we will be submitting a paper early next year. For those Sta tea that also intend
to do so, a deadline of 15 March 1990 would be reaeonable to allow time for the
Secretariat to process the documents before the Disarmament Commiaeion meeting in
May.

We believe that the subject which thin draft resolution addresses is one whose
topicality continues to increase and whose importance is becoming more widely
recognized. Por that reason, we commend it with some confidence to the attention
of all delega t ions, We hope for the support of all States represented here.

| should also like to take this opportunity to introduce the draft resolution
entitled "Bila ternl nuclear-arms negotiations” contained in document
A/C.1/44/L.12, | do this on behalf of the delegations of Australia, Belgium,
Canada, Denmark, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan, luxembourqg,

the Nether lands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey and the United Kingdom,
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The immenee significance for all States represented in this room of the
progress made in the bilateral negcotiations between the United States and the
Soviet Union is evident, Those twy countries possess between them the overwhelming
number of nuclear weapons in the world, as well as the greatest capability for the
military use of space,

In the First Committee last year, T introduced on behalf of a similar group of
sponsors a draft resolution on that subject that welcomed the ratification by the
Soviet Union and the United States of the Treaty on the Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Nuclear Missiles = the INF Treaty = and the
commencement of its implementation, and encouraged those two States to proceed to
further negotiations on a complex of questions concerning apace and strategic
arms. The intervening year han seen further implementation of the INF Treaty in
accordance with i ta provis ions. The people of the world, through the medium of
television, have watched real disarmament in action in the destruction of those
intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles by both aides. The provision8 in the
Treaty for effective vet if ication have been implemented, not only on the territory
of the countries primarily involved, but also in other countries like my own where
the missiles have been stationed.

The Committee has also heard from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
the United States of America that they have made substantial progress in the past
year towarda a treaty on a 50 per cent reduction in strategic offensive arms within
the framework of the Geneva nuclear and space talks. The matters under negotiation
are complex, and vital security issues are at stake. Never thel ess, both 8 ides have
recorded extensive and significant areas of agreement, and datailed positions on

ramaining areas o f disagreement. The negotiations ate firmly set on a positive




JB/8 A/C.1/44/PV.29
28

{(Mr. Kenyon, United Kingdom)

path. An early successful conclusion would be of great importance to international
peace and security.

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America have
both reported on the state of negotiations to the General Assembly and have also
given briefings to the Conference on Disarmament. In doing so, they have responded
to the invitation in General Assembly resolu tion 43/75 O to keep other Member
States informed of progress.

It seems to us desirable that the United Nation8 should both welcome the
achievements of the bilateral process in 1989 and call for continued progress in
the year ahead. That is the thrust cf the draft resolution we are introducing
today , Those two points have been emphasized in virtually every statement in our
plenary debate and it should therefore be possible for us to agree on a single
resolution text and adopt it without a vote. Such an outcome would enable the
General Assembly to give a clear and strong statement of encouragement. My
delega tion, together vi th the other sponsors, looks forward to continuing the
discussions already begun with the delegation of Yugoslavia, sponsor of the draft
resolution in A/C.1/44/L.31, in an attempt to achieve that.

Mr. WATSON (United States of America): In listing the sponsors of the
draft resolution entitled “Compliance with arms 1limita tion and disarmament
agreements", | inadvertantly failed to mention Greece, which has been a very strong
suppor tsr of compl iance for many year 8 and whose co-sponsor shi p of that drs ft
resolution we value highly and very much appreciate.

Mr. S2ABO (Hungary) ¢+ As a co-sponsor of draft resolution
A/C. 1/44/L. 15/Rev.1 enti tled, “Objective information on military matters”, which
has just been introduced by the representative of the United Kingdom, my delegation

Is firmly convinced that the provision by States of objective military information
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has a beneficial effect at global, regional and sub-regional levels. It promotes
confidence and greater understanding anong States and paves the way for possble
di sar mament agreenents.

Wthout objective and reliable information, it is inconceivable that it would
be possible to dispel distrust, increase the degree of predictability of each
other's intentions, reduce the level of nmilitary confrontation, and arrive a
concrete and feasibl e disarmament agreenents.

It is a strange contradiction that in this era of informational revolution,
the flow of nmilitary information related to arms limtation and disarmament efforts
| ags behind the pace at which alasnost is progressing in other fields. One reason
for that lies in the fact that inter-State relations have been overburdened by
i deol ogi cal considerations during the past decades. A hopeful sign is the growing
recognition today thatthe interdependence of countries with different social
systems requi res a fundamental change in that respect, too.

The elimnation of that unwhol esone relationship requires, anong other things,
that nilitary openness be treated as a natural norm of inter-State relations and a
means and basis for real and verifiable disarmament nmeasures. It isa hopeful sign
that today hardly any State denies the indispensable role played by the
multilateral flow of objective military information in strengthening confidence and

security or in theverification of conpliance with disarmanent agreements.
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At the same tine, mstrust of mlitary openness still exists. Such mistrust ,
based on an obsession with nmilitary secrecy, night be detrimental to the
di sarmanment process becauseit wi ll inevitably result in a lack of objective
information on the mlitary strength of States, thus increasing uncertainty,
mistrust and apprehension. In ny delegation's view, the climate of today's
international relations requires and inspires a dianetrically opposite approach.

Hungary is actively seeking to promote the cause of mlitary openness,
favouring the mutual rel ease of data on the level and nain characteristics of the
armaments and arned forces of States inside and outside military alliances.

Acting in that spirit, Hungary is making the necessary preparations to join
tile United Nations international systemfor the standardized reporting of mlitary
expenditures. Asa first step, some data on its defence budget has already been
publ i shed.

Hungary's desire for openness has been denonstrated by its proposal on the
creation of a regional security- and confidence-building zone, partially free from
of f ensi ve weapons, along our comon borders with Austria and Yugoslavia. In chat
initiative, Hungary undertakes as a unilateral neasure, inter alia, to provide
regul ar information about the size and dislocation of the forces remaining in the
zone, to allow regular information to be obtained about the activities of troops,
and to permt nilitary observers of the two neighbouring States to attend all
manoeuvres in the zone.

My del egation would liketo seize this opportunity to express itsfull support
for all the initiatives, within and outside the United Nations, providing for the
exchange of objective = that is to say correct, reliable, assessable, conparable
and verifiable - information on mlitary matters,

It is in that spirit that Hungary joined in sponsoring draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.15/Rev.1.
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Mr . ROBERTSON(Canada): | amvery pleased that Canada is once again

introducing the draft resolution that this year is contained in docunent
A/C.1/44/L. 24 of 30 Cctober 1989, entitled "Prohibition of the production of
fissionable materials for weapons purposes". The draft resolution is sponsored by
Australia, Austria, the Bahamas, Bangladesh, Botswana, the Byelorussian SSR,
Caneroon, Denmark, Finland, Geece, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, the Netherlands, New
Zeal and, Norway, the Philippines, Ronmania, Samoa Sweden, Uruguay and Canada, a
group drawn from every continent and every group of countries

It is our view that this draft resolution, whose predecessors we have been
privileged to introduce for a nunber of years now, nakes an inportant statement
It is a reminder to all of us that there are several differing paths that need to
be followed in our shared pursuit of a nuclear-weapon-free world. A conprehensive
test ban will certainly contribute to that end, but even the total cessation of
nuclear testing by itself can be no guarantee that the manufacturing and updating
of nuclear weapons could not continue in spite of that achievement. Thus, a ban on
the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes constitutes another
important element in any progress towards nuclear disarmanent. The objective of
this draft resolution, which is to choke off at the source the production ofa
requisite for the manufacture of nuclear weapons, nicely conplenments the test-ban

approach.

We believe this is a realistic draft resolution, becaus. ic takes the position
that progress towards the achi evenent of such a ban is related to progress towards
the realization of a conprehensive nucl ear-test ban

In that respect there continue to beencouraging devel opments, devel opnents
which give additional meaning to the draft resolution before us. The comencenent
two Years ago of full-scale stage-by-stage negoti ati ons on nuclear testing by the

"mitad States of Anerica andthe Union of Soviet Socialist Republics was one
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inportant milestone. The holding of the United States-USSR joint nuclear
verification tests in 1988 constituted another |andmark for the enhancement of
verification capabilities. The recent Wom ng neeting achieved progress on
verification issues towards the ratification of the threshold test-ban Treaty as
well as the peaceful nuclear explosions Treaty, leading to further linitations on
the size and number of tests. The ratification of those treaties will represent
anot her significant step towards our gcal.

Those are the reasons why | urge all delegationsto give their support to this
draft resolution, which the sponsors sincerely hope will continue to attract strong
and broad support.

M. REESE (Australia): Australia w shes to speak in support of the draft
resolution entitled "Urg * -« 2d for a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty",
docunent A/C.1/44/1.50, introduced bymy colleague fromNew Zeal and earlier this
mor ni ng.

For Australia, the achievement of a nuclear-test ban is a matter of high
priroity. Wth New Zealand, we first took the initiative in 1983 of sponsoring a
test-ban resolution in the United Nations, with the aim of pronoting a nmandate for
work on testing issues to get under way in the Conference on Disarnmanment. The
necessary consensus on the formation of an ad hoc committee in the Conference on
Di sarmanent has foundered on the question of a negotiating mandate. Australia
Mul d strongly prefer direct negotiations towards a conprehensive test-ban treaty
and understands those who have been reluctant to accept anything less. Qur greater
concern, however, has been to see the Conference on Disarmament begin concrete work
on the outstanding issues such as scope, verification and conpliance. Essential
work directed at a conprehensive test-ban treaty can be done under a

non- negotiating mandate.
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We have therefore held the view that the Conference on Di sarmanent shoul d not
be prevented from doing the work essential to a conprehensive test-ban treaty
sinmply becausethat work is not described as the negotiation of a treaty.

It is a matter of regret that we still havenot reached agreenment on that
mandate.  \What has been noticeable in the past year is a grow ng concern anong
Conference on Disarnmament menbers that we must get agreement on such a mandate. W
hope that by putting forward our draft resolution again this year we will stimulate
the achievenent of that goal..

V¢ shoul d, however, acknow edge that there has been some welcome nDvenent
between the principal nuclear-weapon States, the United States and the Soviet
Union. The nmandate for these negotiations is, of course, far nore linmted than the

negotiation of a conprehensive test-ban treaty.
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But We neverthelesn welcome what we hope will he prompt and expadi tious

neqotla tions towards mil itarily significant interim limitations on nuclear

testing. These negotia tinna are not a substi tu te, however, for a comprehensive
teat-ban kreaty. The frustration that nations have felt over the absence of

nego t ia tinns towards a comprehensive teat-ban treaty is evident in the proposal for
a conference to amend the partial test-ban Tren ty.

As | said in our sta tement hefore the First Committee on 18 October, Australia
will participate in the conference to amend the partial test-ban Treaty, but we
regard the Conference on Disarmament to he the correct place for negotiation and
realization of a comprehensive test-ban treaty.

We must get on with this work, our goal be ing a comprehensive test-ban that

will. attract the adherence of all States and effectively realize the imperative of

nuclear disarmament,

The maeting rose at 11.31; a.m.




