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The meeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

03NSIDERRTION OF AND ACTIONON DRAFT RESOLYTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

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

the United Nations in the field of disarmament tecuire, in addition to the

political will of all Member States, a well-informed world public opinion. Thus,

the decision taken at the twelfth special session of the General Assembly, the

%eCOnd  special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that it

should guarantee

"the widest possible dissemination of information and unimpeded access for all

secLors of the public to a broad range of information and opinions on

Westions Of arms limitation and disarmament 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 C*neral Assembly has adopted a resolution on that auestion

every year. It is now my honour to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.4 on the

agenda item "World Disarmament Campaign," agenda item 64. The draft resolution is

sponsored k-y Bangladesh, Bulgat ia, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist RePUhlic,

Egypt, the German Demcratic  Republic, Indonesia, Peru, the Philippines, Fbmania,

Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Mexico.
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PIr. Marin Bosch, Mexica)

Draft sesr>L,Ition L-4 is a repetition, mutatis mutaqdis, of resolution 43/76 C

adopted last year- I shall therefore refer only to the changes that have been

introduced into this year's text.

Paragraph 4 has been changed and now reads:

"Urges States that have not yet done so, especially those with the

Largest military expenditures, to make an initial financial contribution to

the Campaign”.

The draft resoLutt>n also contains a new paragraph, paragraph 9, which reads:

"Also requests the Secretary-General to assess the achievements and

shortcomings of the World Disarmament Campaign so far and to submit a brief

report in this regard to the General Assembly at its forty-fifth session".

Concerning that request, the sponsors ~KP aware that the Secretary-General has

reported on a regular basis on the implementation of the Campaign's programme of

activities by the United Nations svstxm. HCXJever, we believe that it would be

useful for PIember States to have, in a brief - and I emnhasize "brief" - document,

an Objective e\ral:iation of the achievements and shortcomings of the Campaign to

date.

:4rs. URINE de u)ZAI?IO (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): I have

the honour to introduce draft resol.ltion  A/C.l./44&37, entitled "InternationaL

.xrtns  transfers", on behalf of its sPonsorsI  which are: Australia, Austria,

Bahamas, Bolivia, Bulgari?, Cameroon, Costa Rica, Dominica, Ecuador, EL Salvador,

the Federal RepubLjc r>f Srman!l,  &at+mala,  Honduras, Italy, the Netherlands,

Nigeria, Norway, Parag~av, Per!], the Philippines, Samoa, Singapore, Sweden,

3n i tsd Kinqdam  3n f! Co? r>mb  ia .

The JraPt rer;ol~~t :f,n,  wh ich is procedural i-7 nature, is a foLlcw-up to

the

General
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(Firs. IJribe de Iozano, Colombia)

arms transfers in all their aspects deserve serious consideration by the

international community. The following preambular paragraphs take into account the

growing awareness by Member States of the significance of international arms

transfkrs  for arms limitation and arms control and welcome the fact that the issue

has been placed on the agenda of the General Assembly and ,f the Disarmament

Commission.

The fifth preambular paragraph also welcomes the report of the

Secretary-General, document A/44/444/Add.l  and 2, which contains the views of

several Governments on this question. Although this is not a suitable time for an

anal;?sis of those views, we shoulei like to note that all of them consider the

F>ssibility of strengthening international peace and security by contrulling

indiscriminate transfers of weapons by various means.

The sixth preambular paragraph looks forward to the United Nations study on

international arms transfers and the report of the study group to be submitte<l  to

ehe General Assembly at its forty-sixth session in keeping with resolution 43.175 I

and the principles underlying it. We would note that resolution 43/75 I also

re:luests the Secretary-General, with the assistance of governmental experts, to

carry 0:1t a study on way.5 and means of promotinq transparency in international

tran~fl-?lrs  of convcntinnal.  arms on a mivers~l  and non-discriminatory basis, also

taking int9 conqideratio? the views qf Member States.

;;;,-a :,elieve that. the c:ontri;,utinn of 91'1 States i:; of great importance in our

consideration ;JF  this agenda item, anil pardgr.3ph !. of the draft re~~l.~~tion CII-:T~~:;

ilI 1 ‘4erlixr  sta t.r-?s t!l4t ildVV :int y” t <?O?l~?  !TrJ to make avsil.sl)lc ti-,  the

S*??ro  t.3r.f -Gr?ner,31 t.i9 ir *~j.c:+; m:? ;7r3p1):.,7 1:; OTI th+ ITD.~ terc; cwntainsd in PaI-~<i?-~!31:~;

I. snd 2 qf c ;?nnl.  II! il>n  43; 75 i .
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i >I f t3 . Ilr ihs da Inzsno, Colotiia)

This ynar the  Disarmament  Commtsninn hoqan an  impor tant  debate  on  the  question

o f  intr!rn;\t,ion;31 arm:: t.ranr7fers. I t  tn our hope t h a t .  t h a t  w o r k  w i l l  continue?  i n

1’190, anal par‘jgraph  2  r>f the d r a f t  rr?:solsl  tinn r e q u e s t s  t h e  Disarmarrent  CommtW  i o n

ti> 110 30. In  our  view, tha t  parnqraph  in o f  fundamen ta l  siqniftcance  b e c a u s e  t h e

de1 iher.? tive and democratic character  of  the  Disarmament  Commiss ion a l lows for  the

participat.Son  oi a l l  S t a t e s  o n  thi.5 quer3tion.

In  conclus ion,  paraqcaph 3  requegta  the  Secretary-General  to  cont inue to  make

rtvail.at)lr!  w i th in  t ha  f r amework  o f  r e so lu t i on  43/75 1 a l l  r e l evan t  i n fo rma t ion  on

t.t1  IS m;lt.tl!r, and operstivrt  pa rnq raph  4  &ci.des tn incl.ude  i n  t h e  p r o v i s i o n a l  aqancln

111: t.hc f(>rty-fifth ne:;r;t:)n o f  t h e  Cbneral  An.c,@:!>ly the  i tem ant i  t led  “Internatt~~nal

arm; tr finsEers. ”

The,  CtII\TWlAN (intsrpretati?n  f r o m  Spanish)  1 I nw c a l l  upon- -

Alnt>i~n!;;\~lt>r  Ddya Prtrera o f  S r i  LankR, w h o  w i l l  p r e s e n t  t h e  r e p o r t  o f  t h e  M Hnc

~.lr.~m!nibtrl~l~  o n  the IndiaIn O c e a n ,  o f  whtch he i.7 C h a i r m a n .

M r .  WXRERA ( S r i  Lanka) I S i n c e  t h t s  is t h e  f i r s t  t.i!rtz  I  h a v e  ,spoken i n-..u

ttlrt Virs1: Cr3mmitttsr!  iit. thir; SC?RRlOn, I ?.ioul.~3  l i k e  t o  t a k e  t h i s  opportuntty  t o

r:onqr:lt.ul.;l tc-1 y011, Yr.  Ch,J i rman,  c3n your c?lection  t o  quida t h e  work o f  t h i s  v e r y

imtrlr tb-111  t Wnmi  tt:ec , hncl  to a.qsure y o u  or the cnnttnurll :;uppor t of my deleqa tt0n.

On tx~half of thr! kl tloc Commit.tne  O:I thp Tqdian  Occza?‘~  I  have t.he h o n o u r  TV

intrc.)rl\lcrl  thcx rqx)rt ,.~f the!  Ad Iloc Commit.~.~~e,  d o c u m e n t  A / 4 4 / 2 9 . A n  mcti)crn nwy

rt-.r*;] 1 ! , on 7  Ibcemher l.‘)t39 thr! General  Assernbl.  y  ar30pted b y  cl>nsensus
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( M r . Perera, Sri Lanka)

Pursuant to that General Assembly resolution , the Ad Hoc Committee held two

sessions in 1989, the first from 10 to 14 April and the second from 5 to 19 July.

At the request of the Ad Hoc Committee, I consulted the Government of Sri Lanka,

the host Government for the proposed Conference, and reported to the pd Hoc

Committee at its 358th meetirq,  on 13 July, that the Government of Sri Lanka ras

prepared to hold the Conference at Colombo from 2 to 13 July 1990.

The Working Group established by the Ad Hoc Committee in 1985 continued its

work under the chairmanship of Ambassador Edmond Jayasinghe of Sri Lanka. In its

various formal and informal consultations the Working Group continued consideration

of sabst.3ntive  issue:: and principies relating to the establishment of a zone of

peace in the Indian Ocean.
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(Mr. Perera, Sri Lanka)

The Chaihan 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 Is two sess ions in 1989. The la tes t  repor t  was  presented  a t  the  356th

meeting, held on 12 July. This  repor t  conta ined 19 revised  subs tant ive  i ssues  and

p r i n c i p l e s  t h a t  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  c o n s i d e r e d  a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  f u r t h e r  e l a b o r a t i o n .  T h e

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 mcrtcers,

inc luding the  provis ional  agenda for  the  Conference ,  the  ru les  of  procedure  and the

s t ructure  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 Assembly

f o r  ite c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  T h e r e f o r e , thin year I s report of the Ad Hoc Committee to

the  Gene ra l  Assetily  d o e s  n o t  c o n t a i n  a  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n .

At the  end of  the  second sess ion,  on  19 July ,  as  the  d iscuss  ions  in  the  Ad HOC

Committee were inconcl ue ive, the Committee mandated me to oonduct  informal

c o n s u l t a t i o n s  i n  o r d e r  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  a d o p t i o n  b y  consensus  of  a  r e s o l u t i o n  a t

t he  fo r th - fou r th  s e s s ion  o f  t he  Gene ra l  Assetily. Accordingly, I have conducted

consultations with the members of the Ad Hoc Committee. However, I  r e g r e t  t o

r e p o r t  t o  you  t ha t  dospit,0 the view of  the  overwhelming major i ty  of  met iers  of  the

Ad Hoc Committee that sufficient preparatory work had been completed to make

poss ib le  the  convening of  the  Conference  in  Colotio  in  July  1990,  I  was  not  able  to

bring about consensus among the members of the Ad Hoc Commit tee m this quest ion.

Aa a r e s u l t  of t h i s , I  d o  n o t  have ;1 draEt r e s o l u t i o n  t h a t  I  can s u b m i t  t o  thig

Committee. I w o u l d  t h e r e f o r e  r e q u e s t  t h e  Commit.tee i t s e l f  t o  connider  t h e  mattl?r

and  t ake  d deci!~ir,n o n  th 1s q u e s t i o n .
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(Mr. Perera, Sri Lanka)

Before concluding my remarks, I have the pleasure to report that the Ad Hoc

Com,,ittee,  pursuant  to  paragraph 9  of  resolu t ion  43/79, commemorated,  a t  its 357th

meeting, on 13 July, the  tenth  anniversary of  the  Mee t ing  of  the  Li t tora l  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, Mydnmar,

Nepal and Via t  Nam, and the  representa t ives  of  non-governmental  organizations.

Mr. AL+AWARI (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic) t I  wish to  deal  wi th

a very important  mat ter , “Israeli nuclear armament” - i t e m  6 8  o f  t h i s  s e s s i o n ’ s

General Assembly agenda. Though year after year the Arab States have with great

f requency drawn the  a t tent ion of  the  in ternat ional  communi ty  represented a t  the

Uni ted Nations - including the  Powers  able  to  exert  pressure  on Israel  - to  the

gravity of Israel’s nuclear armament, we see  no indica t ion  of  ser ious  determinat ion

to  deal  wi th  the  mat ter . Th i s  i s  dange rous  no t  on ly  fo r  a  spec i f i c  a r ea  bu t  fo r

t h e  pace  and  s ecu r i t y  o f  t he  en t i r e  wor ld .

Th is year WC? are faced with an importment development. Au tho r i t a t i ve

informat ion per ta in ing to  the  i tem under  d iscuss ion has been d isc losed by Uni ted

S t a t e s  mdia. I t  descr ibes  the  co-operat ion taking place  between Israel  and South

Africe through an agreement  under  which Israel ,  wi th  the  ass is tance of  South

Africa, is  manufactur ing odium- ind long-r ange nuclear miss iles. In  re turn  South

Afr ica  in  providing Israel  wi th  the  enr iched uranium used to  manufacture  the

nuclear warhead:; t ha t  a r e  a t t a ched  tf: t h o s e  m i s s i l e . F u r t h e r m r e ,  Israel i s

s t r  iving to  obta in  more sophis t ica ted  and advanced computer techniques  for  usi?  in

the development of missiles and the production of the hydrogen bomb. T h i s  i n  i n
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(Hr. Al-Kawari, Qatar)

f lagrant  def iance of  the effor ts  of  the efot ts  of the United Nat ions  to  t ransform

Afr ICA and the Middle &st into  nuclear-weapm-free zones ,  and  i t  i s  l e a d i n g  t o  a n

arms race  in  th is  f ie ld  between the  countr ies  of  the  area ,  which gravely threatens

the  secur i ty  o f  Af r i ca , the Middle East and the whole world.

There  i s  a  cont radic t ion  tha t  should  be  s t ressed  here . At a time when the

w o r l d  i s  w i t n e s s i n g  a n  i m p o r t a n t  r e l a x a t i o n  o f  t e n s i o n s  i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s )

at a time when diligent ef for tn are being made towards conventional and nuclear

disarmament) at a time when preparations are being made for the Fourth Review

Conference of  the  Par t ies  to  the  Treaty  on the  Non-Prof l iera t ion of  Nuclear

Weapons - a t  t h i s  o f  a l l  t i m e s  I s r a e l  is m o v i n g  i n  t h e  o p p o s i t e  d i r e c t i o n ,  s t r i v i n g

to  s t rengthen i t s  nuclear  capabi l i ty  and to  develop nuclear-weapon del ivery

sys temn. This  i s  be ing  done  under  a vei l  of  u t ter  s i lence ,  especia l ly  on the part

of  t hose  t ha t  cou ld  exe r t  p r e s su re  on  I s r ae l .

Any  obse rve r  wou ld  no t e  i n  a l l  f a i rne s s  t ha t  I s r ae l ’ s  ob j ec t i ve  i n

strengthening its nuclear capabili  ty is to impose its hegemony dn the area and s tl?p

up i ts  aggress ive  designs . ‘ I s r ae l i  p r ac t i ce s , in actual fact, confirm that TsraeL

is I rresponn iblc, i g n o r e s  t h e  c o n s e q u e n c e s  of  i t s  a c t i o n s ,  a n d  is i nd i f f e r en t  t o

p a c e  a n d  sect ! t y . Thus  I s r ae l  de s t royed  t he  nuc l ea r  r eac to r  i n  I r aq  bu i l t  f o r

peaceful  purposes , and violated the sovereignty of Tunis ia, an independent Member

St.,lte o f  t h e  United  Natiqnn, hy  a t t a ck ing  t he  headqua r t e r s  o f  t he  Pa l e s t i ne

Liberat ion Organisat ion. I s r ae l  u se s  a l l  opp re s s ive  means  i n  con f ron t ing  t!jr!

Pales t in ian  people  who res is t  occupat ion  and sack selfdetermination  in  the i r  .own

homeland. L a s t  hJt nnt L e a s t ,  I s r a e l  is sending Long-range miss i les  close tf3 the

Libyan shorcn.
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(Mr. Al-Kawari, Qatar)

My country signed the non-proliferation Treaty early this year because we are

convinced of the need to protect our world against destructive nuclear weapons and

devoutly wish the Middle 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 Middle East ad Africa and is leading to a

nuclear-arms race.
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(Mr. Al-Kawari, Qatar)

We ask the international community 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 regimes of Tel Aviv and Pretoria in the development of madium- and

long-range missiles which can be fitted with nuclear warheads. My country believes

the United States has a special responsibility and can play a fundamental role in

this regard.

Dame BERUJS (New Zealand): On behalf of the delegations of New Zealand

and Australia, 1 have the honour to introduce to the First Committee the draft

resolution in document A/C.1/44/L.50, entitled "Urgent need for a comprehensive

nuclear-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, Cameroon,

Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, Fiji, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Iceland,

Japan, Ecuador, Malaysia, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Papua New Guinea, the

Philippines, Samoa, Singapore, the Solomon Islands, Sweden, Vanuatu and Zaire. The

draft before you is based on resolution 43/64, adopted by the General Assen&)ly  last

year by 146 votes to 2, with 6 abstentions.

The 28 sponsors of this draft resolution are o>nvinced of the urgent need to

conclude a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban trmty. Such a treaty, in our view - a

view expressed in the third preambular paragraph of the draft resolution - is an

essential step in order to prevent the qualitative improvement and development of

nuclear weapons. It would also help prevent horizontal proliferation and

contribute to the eventual elimination oE nuclear weapons. This is a goal we all

share.
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(Dam Hercua, New Zealand)

This reaolu tion cecogniaer  t h e  progrear  made i n  t h e  n u c l e a r  t e s t i n g

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 Trmty  on pclaceful nuclear

csxplos  iona. We urge them to complete thin procearr.

But, a s  ou r  d ra f t  make6  c l ea r ,  we  conaider  t h a t  t h e  nmt ef fec t ive  way t o

b r i n g  a n  e n d  t o  n u c l e a r  t e s t i n g  by a l l  S t a t e s  i n  a l l  env i ronmen t s  for  a l l  t i m e  ia

through the  mul t i la tera l  negot ia t ion  of a t reaty  which would a t t ract  the  adherence

o f  a l l  Statea. The Conference on Disarmament haa a particular rerponsibility  in

this rega rd , a reaponaibility  which ia spelled out in paragrapha 2 and 3 of our

r e s o l u t i o n . We are wel l  aware that  the  Conference has  80 far bean unable  to  agree

on a mandate for an ad hoc committee on i tern 1 of i te agenda, “Nuclear toat ban”!

however ,  a useful  process  of  dia logue hati been in i t ia ted ,  which we al l  hope - a,8

t h i s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  make8  c l e a r  - wi l l  lead  to  substant ive  work in  1990.

In the meantime, however, the  ver i f ica t ion requirements  of  a  mmprehenaive

test-ban treaty are being addressed by the Ad Hoc Seiemic Group. Our text  suppor ts

t h e i r  efEorts  and  encouragea  the  widest p o s s i b l e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  G r o u p ‘ s

t e c h n i c a l  t e s t , which will.  take place next year.

This Committee will have before it  this year recommendations on other ways tn

br ing an  end to  tes t ing . We believe them to be aer ious recommendations worthy of

cl080 onns ide cation. Whi le  the  routao  we have chosen may be di f ferent ,  there  is  no

d o u b t  t h a t  o u r  g o a l  remains  t h e  aarm: t h e  u r g e n t  ceada tion o f  nuc l ea r  t e s t i ng .  We

h o p e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  t h e  t e x t  i n  d o c u m e n t  A/C.1/44/L.50  wi l l  aga in  r ece ive  t he

widest nupport of the United m tfone  General Assenbly.  We commend it .  to all  Member

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

d e l e g a t i o n  i s  introduciny, under agenda i tom 69, a draft reaolu t ion entitled

“Compliance with arms limitation and diaarmament agreements” (A/C.l/II/L.  54). I t

f o l l ows  t he  Rams l i n e s  a s  r e s o l u t i o n  43/81 A ,  wh ich  wad acbpted  w i t h o u t  a  v o t o  l a s t

y e a r .

In  the  current  draf t ,  there  is  a  new t en th  preatiular  paragraph that  welcomes

ths universa l  recogni t ion  of  the  impor tance  of  the  ques t ion  of  compl iance  in  the

context of arms limitation and diaarmament agreementr. Thipl  new paragraph has been

added to tako into account the importance that all Member Sta tea have come to

accord the compliance issue ,  a9 re?lected  i n  t h e  mnsensus  t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n  h a s

en  joyed  dur ing the  pas t  several  years,

Paragraph 6 of  the draf t  is  alno new. Thin paragraph has been added to take

note of the contribution that verification experimenta can make in enhancing

conf idence  in  the  effectiveneua  of verifiaation  procedures . Examples of such

exper iments  inc lude  the  trial  inrpectionr  that  sonm  countr ies  have under taken wi th

r ega rd  t o  chemica l  f ac i l i t i e s ,  and  b i l a t e r a l  expe r imen t s  such as  t he  Un i t ed  S t a t e s

and the Soviet Union have already undertaken and are planning to conduct.

A third c h a n g e  i n  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  is i n  t he  f i na l  ope ra t i ve  pa rag raph ,

which cfill.~ for inclusion of the i tom ‘*Compliance with arms limiti tion  and

digarmament  agreements” i n  t h e  p r o v i s i o n a l  agenda f o r  t h e  f o r t y - s i x t h  s e s s i o n ,  I n

movinq  t h i s  issue  t o  a  t w o - y e a r  c y c l e , where it  will  be on the General  Assembly’s

agenda every other  year ,  we hope that , in keeping with what we be1 ieve io the

common desire for rntfonalizing  the work of the Firet  Committee, other

w e l l - e s t a b l i s h e d  r e s o l u t i o n s  w i l l  b e  h a n d l e d  i n  a  eimflar f a sh ion .
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If the number of draft rosolu tiona considered by the First Committee is

reduccid s i g n i f i c a n t l y ,  m o r e  tima w i l l  h e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  rubrtantive  mnsideration  o f

new issue8, a n d  a l s o  f o r  g r e e t e r  attentiar t o  a  awller  set o f  established ieeues

at two- or  three-year  in tervals . The United Sta tea be1 ieves that compliance with

agreements laya the groundwork for effective negotiations for further arms

1 imt  tations. ThfR is ao because negotiating partfee are more l ikely to reach

agreement  i f  they work in  an  atmosphere  of gram te r  rmtual t rus t ,  predicated  on  a

his tory of compliancu  with exis t ing agreements , Nego t i a t i ons  a r e  aleo fac i l i ta ted

when the negotia  torn have confidence that the in terrja tional community aa a whole I

and not  juet  the negot ia t ing par t ies  a lone, ia amnitted to  enaur ing the pr inc ip le

of compliance with agreementa.
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The  Uni ted  States bel ieves  tha t  the  adopt ion  of th is  draf t  resolut ion again by

consensus would constitute a strong reaffirmation by the global community of the

crucial importance of compliance with arm8 l imitation and disarmament agreementa.

I t  would a lso  send a  message to  disarmament  negot ia tors  in  all  forund -

m u l t i l a t e r a l , rsq ion al and b ila trsr al - that  the  in ternat ional  communi ty  s t rongly

supports thei r  ef for ts  to  develop new agreements  that  would serve  the  secur i ty

in t e r e s t s  o f  t he  nego t i a t i ng  S t a t e s  a s  we l l  a s  i n t e rna t i ona l  s ecu r i t y .

I  am pleased to note  tha t  this draf t  resolut ion  on compl iance  i s  be ing

submit ted under  the  sponsorship ,  as  of  now,  of  Austra l ia ,  Austr ia ,  Cameroon,

Canada, Colombia, Coeta Rica, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France, the German

Denocra  t ic Republic, the Federal Republic nf Germany, Hungary, Iceland, Israel,

I ta ly ,  Japan,  the Nether lands,  New Zealand,  Norway,  Pakis tan,  Poland,  Romania,

Singapore, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Turkey, the Union of Soviet Sacialist

Republ ics ,  the  Uni ted  Kingdom of  Great  Br i ta in  and Northern Ireland,  Uruguay,  Zai re

and my own deleqa tion.

We are very grateful  to  the  numerous sponsors  of  this draf t  resolut ion,  which

cover  a lmost  the  ent i re  qeo-poli  tics1 spectrum,  and we invi te  a l l  members  of  the

Commit tee  to  give i t  their fu l l  suppor t .

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) : I  wish to  speak today

on behalf of the 12 membera  of the European Community , on agenda i tern 63 lb), on

the relationship between disarmament and development. The  delve  share  the

interna  tiwal community ‘a concern at the considerable expenditures world-wide on

financing weapons and military forces. That  ty ing up of  economic,  f inancia l ,

technological and human resources affects developed and developing countries alike

and  i s  pa r t i cu l a r ly  a l a rming  because  t oday  t he  i n t e rna t i ona l  oommunity  i s  f ac ing

chal lenges  that  demand brasd in ternat ional  use  of resources .
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WI th that in mind, the  ?Irelve  have taken an act ive  par t  in  the  work o f  t h e

International Conference on the Relationship  between Diaarmament and Development

held in New York from 24 August to 11 September 1987 pursuant to a French

i n i t i a t i v e . A t  t h e  e n d  o f  t h a t  C o n f e r e n c e ,  t h e  Welve c o n t r i b u t e d  a c t i v e l y  t o

reaching the compromises necessary for the 150 Sta tea participat!ng  to adopt the

Final Document by conaenaus. I n  t h a t  game  s p i r i t , 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 ia complex, owing in part

t o  t h e  legi  tinu t o  c o n c e r n  o f  a l l  S t a t e s  fo r  t h e i r  eeourity. M o r e o v e r ,  t h e  l i n k

between the  des i red  l ightening of  the  defence  burden and the  f inancing of

development  should  be  &Eined and requirea addi t ional  s tudy.

The Twelve would recall  that the Final Document of the International

ConEerence on the Relationship between Disarmament and Development stressed that

disarmament and development are two of the most urgent challenges facing the world

today  and t ha t  t hey  a r e  two  p i l l a r s  o n  wh ich  i n t e rna t i ona l  peace  and  s ecu r i t y  cm

b e  b u i l t .

For  there  to be  prcqrens  in  bo th  dinarmament and development ,  there  munt  he

greater  t ransparency anlq t r  u.jt among nntione. That.  ia a fundamental requi.rement.

It i:3 a l s o  s e e n  na(r t h a t  those idean a r e  indinpeneabla  f o r  t h e  strangthaning oE

interna  t-tonal peaacc  ,md .sscuri t y . The acbption  of such measures  could sv~)l~~I

miRunderstandings  a n d  fnl:%a nnsa.ssments o f  t h e  intentionfi  a n d  m i l i t a r y  capahtlities

o f  o t h e r s , and ccuLr1 t h e r e  Pore d i s p e l  suepicion. I t  i s  i m p o r t a n t  aLR0  bscnuea.if

we  a re  netit>ueLy  t h i n k  Ing o f  r each ing  t he  goa l  o f  r ea l l oca t i ng  reflourceo to

development, wo must  pursue  that  goal  wi th  determinat ion,  mindful  of  all. ito

aepectfl I
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Advance8 toward8 peace, through the improvement of Eaat-Wert r ala tionr and the

abatement  of  cer ta in  regional  oonflicte,  cont r ibute  tc an  improvement  in  the

c l i m a t e  o f  aecurtty  and trust i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  reldtionu.

I t  was in  that  context  that  the  Secretary-General ,  in  conformity  wi th  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 moment  and Development. I wi oh 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 meaaurea  proporJed by tho

Secretary-General and implemented by the special high-level team ret up under him,

aa w e l l  u t h e  s p e c i f i c  mealurel  t aken  wi th in  t he  f r amework  of  t h e  Organization  o r

i n  l i a i s o n  w i t h  i t . The  lwelvs  note  wi th  eatiefaction  the  implementa t ion  of  the

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

aaaintancs o f  a l l .

The  delve  would  therefore  be  pleased  i f  draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  32 ,

introduced by Yugoslavia  on behalf of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, were

adopted by coneensua.

Mr. KENYIN  (United Kingdom) I r am apenking  t o d a y  t o  i n t r o d u c e  t o  t h e

F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  o n  o b j e c t i v e  inforrmtion  on  mi l i t a ry  rmttorR,

on behalf of the United Kingdom, the Union of Soviet Socialist  Republic8 and 26

o t h e r  aponeora. Members  of  the  Commit tee  wi l l  have Been  the  tr;xr in  document

A/C,1/44/L.lS/Rev.l,  distributed  today. Rela t i ve  to t h e  v e r s i o n  ioeued  o n

30 October ,  the  revin  ion  conaistn in  a  substantive  change of  one word in  the  f i f th

preambular  parag raph  and  tlome  t e c h n i c a l  changetcl, t h e  rnoac v i s i b l e  of  w h i c h  i s  t h e

rword ing  o f  ope ra t ive  pa rag raph  6,
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The  draft  resolu t ion  reprersntm  the  suacesaful merger of textr cn the  eubject

draf ted  by my delegat ion and the  delegat ion of  the  Sovie t  Union.  The dolegation

oponaor ing the draft roaolu tion  cover a wide spectrum of the countries repreaen ted

hero. The Uni ted  Kingdom is  par t icular ly  pleansd  that  ruppor t  far  the  ideaa

enbodied in  the  draft  resolu t ion  ia becoming increauingly widespread.

T h e  dra f t  r e r o l u t i o n  builda u p o n  its p redeces so r s  and  ca r r i e r  t h e  eubject

forward for  conlridera  tion in  the  Disarmament  Commission  in  1990,  I t  reflectr

development8  durinq  the  las t  yearr the  new etandard of  opennerle  enrhrined  in

resent  agreements, a g r e e m e n t s  whoee V a l u e  ia c l e a r  to all o f  UB. I t  ale0 reflectn

the growing acknowledgement of the ideas we are trying to promote: thoee  at

openneee and tr  anrrparency  in military ma tterr and the contribu tiar they make to ths

enhancement of Becurity. We are pleaaed that more States have announced that they

w i l l  i m p l e m e n t  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  eyetern  fo r  t he  ntandardiaed  r e p o r t i n g  of  mil i t a ry

rxpendi  turea. More  t han  20  S t a t e s  have  submitted  in fo rma t ion  t h i s  yea r .  Tha t  ia I

crucial example of the wey the pr inciplee  of openness and tr aneparency can taka

concrete  form,  and we cont inue to  a t tach par t icular  importance  to  i t .
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T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n ,  l i k e  ite predeceeaor  G e n e r a l  Asrembly rerolution

43/75 G, continueu to  invi te  Statea to  communicate  to  the  Secretary-General  each

year  meELoure8  t hey  have  adop t ed  t o  f ac i l i t a t e  t he  ava i l ab i l i t y  o f  ob j ec t i ve

informat ion on mil i tary  mattera.

F ina l l y ,  i n  t he  draf t  reeolution  the  D i sa rmamen t  Commieaion ia auked to

inc lude  in  the  agenda for  itr 1990  session an i tem ent i t led  “Object ive  infcermation

on military mattera". Wa be l ieve  t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  w i l l  b e n e f i t  f r om in -dep th

considera t ion in  that  forum. We hope  that  the  de l ibera t ion  that  wi l l  take place

will  result  in a useful document commanding conaeneus  on the i tem and thue serve as

a guide  for the  future . In resolution 43/75 G States were invited to communicate

to the Secretary-General  their  viewa on  the  waye and means of  Further  conrolidating

the  emerging t rend towards  greater  openneao in  mil i tary  mttere for  coneideration

at the Disarmament Commiesion. On behalf of the United Kingdom, I can confirm that

we wi l l  be  submit t ing a  paper  early next  year . For thoee 9ta tea that also intend

to  do  80, a  deadl ine  of  15 March 1990 would  be  reaeonable  to allm t ime for  the

Secretariat to process  the dbcumentB before the Disarmament Commiaeion meeting in

May.

We b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  w h i c h  t h i n  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  addreaeee ia o n e  whome

topicality  continues to increase and whose importance is becoming nrore  widely

rocognlxed. Por  that  reason,  we commend i t  wi th  Rome  conf idence  to  the  a t ten t ion

of all delega t ions, We hope for  the  suppor t  of al l  State8 represented here .

I  Hhould  also l i k e  t o  t a k e  t h i s  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  i n t r o d u c e  t h e  d r a f t  reclolution

ent i t led  ‘%ila tern1 nuclear-arms negot ia t ions”  conta ined in  document

A/C. 1/44/L.  12, I do thif! on behalf  of  the  delegat ions  of  Austral ia ,  Belgium,

Canada, Denmark, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan, IrJxe&outg,

the Nether lan&, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey and the United Kingdom,
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The immenee s ignif icance for  a l l  Statea represented  in  th is  room of  the

progress  made in  the  b i la tera l  negcatiations  be tween the  Uni ted  States  and the

Soviet Union is evident, Those twJ countries poeseas  between them the overwhelming

number of nuclear weapons in t-he world, as well a8 the greatest capability for the

m i l i t a r y  use o f  s p a c e ,

In  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee  las t  yearr I i n t r o d u c e d  @:I beha l f  of  a  s imi l a r  group of

s p o n s o r s  a  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  o n  t h a t  s u b j e c t  t h a t  welcormd the  r a t i f i c a t i on  by  t he

Soviet Union and the United States of the Treaty on the Elimination of Their

Internrtdiate-Range  and Shorter-Range Nuclear Missiles - the INF Treaty - and the

conrnencement  of  i t s  implementa t ion, and encouraged those two States to proceed to

fur ther  negot ia t ions  on a  complex of  quest ions  concerning apace  and s t ra tegic

arms. The in tervening year  han seen fur ther  implementat ion of  the  INF Treaty  in

accordance with i ta provia ione. The people of the world, through the medium of

tel.evision, have watched real  d isarmament  in  action in  the  des t ruc t ion  of  those

intermedia te- range and shor ter - range miss i les  by both  a ides .  The provis ion8 in  the

Treaty for effective vet if ication  have been implemented ,  no t  on ly  on  t he  t e r r i t o ry

o f  t he  coun t r i e s  p r imar i l y  i nvo lved , but also in other countries like my own where

the  miss i les  have  been s ta t ioned.

The Committee has alno heard from the Union of Soviet Socialist  Republics and

the Uni ted States  of  America  that  they have made aub.stantial progress  in  the  pas t

year  toward8 a  t r ea ty  c2n a  5 0  p e r  c e n t  r e d u c t i o n  i n  strateqic  o f f ens ive  a rms  wi th in

the framework of the Geneva nuclear and space talks. The mttera  under negotistion

are complex ,  a n d  vi&l s e c u r i t y  i s s u e s  a r e  a t  s t a k e . Never the1 esR, both 8 ides have

r e c o r d e d  e x t e n s i v e  a n d  riynificant are39 o f  ag reemen t ,  and datai1.A  pmitions  :>I\

rfllnaining  area3 o f  clisaqtsement. The  nego t i a t i ons  a t e  f i rmly  art o n  a  positive
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path. An ear ly  successful  conclus ion would be  of  qr-t impor tance  to  in ternat ional

peace and secur i ty .

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 80, they have responded

to the invitation in General A88eIIbly retsolu  t ion 43/75 0 to keep other Member

States  informed of  progress.

It seems to us desirable that the United Nation8 should both welcome the

achievements  of  the  b i la tera l  process  in  1989 and cal l  for cont inued progress  in

the year  ahead. T h a t  i s  t h e  t h r u s t  cf t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  w e  a r e  i n t r o d u c i n g

today , Those  two poin ts  have  been emphasized  in  vi r tual ly  every s ta tement  in  our

p l ena ry  deba t e  and  i t  s hou ld  t he r e fo r e  be  possible  fo r  us t o  ag ree  on  a  s i ng l e

resolut ion  text  and adopt  i t  wi thout  a  vote . Such an outcome would enable the

General  Aase&~ly  to  give a cLear and s t rong s ta tement  of  encouragement .  My

deleqa  tion, together  gi th  the  o ther  sponsors , looks  forward to  cont inuing the

d i scus s ions  a l r eady  begun  w i t h  t h e  d e l e g a t i o n  o f  Yugos lav i a ,  sponso r  o f  t he  d ra f t

r e s o l u t i o n  i n  A/C.1/44/L.31,  i n  an  a t t emp t  t o  a ch i eve  t ha t .

i4r . WATSON (United States of America): I n  l i s t i n g  t h e  s p o n s o r s  o f  t h e

draft r e s o l u t i o n  e n t i t l e d “Compliance with arms limiti  tion and disarmament

*qreements”, I inadvertantly  fa i led  to  ment ion Greece , which has been a very strong

supper  tsr of corn71  iance for many year 8 and whose co-sponsor ahi p of that drs ft

resolIltion  we value highly and very much appreciate.

Yr. S%AEN (Hungary) t As a  co - sponso r  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

A/C. 1/44/L. lS/Rev.l enti tied, “Object ive  informatl.on on mil i tary  mat ters” ,  which

has  jus t  been in t roduced by the  representa t ive  of  the  Uni ted  Kingdom,  my delegat ion

in f i rmly  conv inced  t ha t  the p rov i s ion  by  S t a t e s  o f  ob j ec t i ve  mi l i t a ry  i n fo rma t ion
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has a beneficial effect at global, regional and sub-regional levels. It promotes

confidence and greater understanding among States and paves the way for possible

disarmament agreements.

Without 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 military confrontation, and arrive at

concrete and feasible disarmment agreements.

It is a strange contradiction that in this era of informational revolution,

the flow of military information related to arms limitation and disarnmment efforts

lags behind the pace at which qlasnost is progressing in other fields. One reason

for that lies in the fact that inter-State relations have been overburdened by

ideological considerations during the past decades. A hopeful sign is the grming

recognition today that the interdependence of countries with different social

systems requires a fundamental change in that respect, too.

The elimination of that unwholesome relationship requires, among other things,

that military openness be treated as a natural norm of inter-State relations and a

means and basis for real and verifiable disarrrument  measures. It is a 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 the verification of compliance with disarmament agreements.
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At the same tine, mistrust of military openness still exists. Such mistrust ,

based on an obsession with military secrecy, might be detrimental to the

disarmament process because it will inevitably result in a lack of objective

information on the military strength of States, thus increasing uncertainty,

mistrust and apprehension. In my delegation's view, the climte of today's

international relations requires and inspires a diametrically opposite approach.

Hungary is actively seeking to promote the cause of military openness,

favouring the mutual release of data on the level and main characteristics of the

armaments and armed forces of States inside and outside military alliances.

kting in that spirit, Hungary is making the necessary preparations to join

tile United Nations international system for the standardized  reporting of military

expenditures. As a first step, some data on its defence budget has already been

published.

Hungary's desire for openness has been demonstrated by its proposal on the

creation of a regional security- and confidence-building zone, partially free from

offensive weapOnsI along our common borders with Austria and Yugoslavia. 11; Lhat

initiative, Hungary undertakes as a unilateral measure, inter alia, to provide

regular 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 permit military observers oE the two neighbouring States to attend all

manoeuvres in the zone.

WY delegation would like to seize this opportunity to express its full support

for all the initiatives, within and outside the United Nations, providing for the

exchange of objective - that is to say correct, reliable, assessable, comparable

and verifiable - information on military m3tter.;.

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

h/C.1/44/L.15/Rev.l.
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Mr . ROBERTSON (Canada): I am very pleased that Canada is once again

introducing the draft resolution that this year is contained in document

A/C.1/44/L.24  of 30 October 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,

Cameroon, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, the Netherlands, New

Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, Romania, 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 number of years now , makes an important 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 comprehensive

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 disarmament. The objective of

this draEt resolution, which is to choke off at the source the production of a

requisite for the manufacture of nuclear wea,pons,  nicely complements the test-ban

approach.

we !>elieve this is a realistic draft resolution, becaus. ic takes the position

that progress towards the achievement of such a ban is related to progress towards

the realization of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban.

In that respect there continue to be encouraging developments, developments

which give additional meaning to the draft resolution before us. The commencement

tWo years ago oE full-scale stage-by-stage negotiations on nuclear testing by the

-'nit?d St.ates of: America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics was one
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important milestone. The holding of the United States-USSR joint nuclear

verification tests in 1988 constituted another landmark for the enhancement of

verification capabilities. The recent Wyoming meeting 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 limitations on

the size and number of tests. The ratification of those treaties will represent

another significant step towards our gcal.

Those are the reasons why I urge all delegations to give their support to this

draft resolution, which the sponsors sincerely hope will continue to attract strong

and broad support.

Mr. REESE (Australia): Australia wishes to speak in support of the draft

resolution entitled "Urg ' 'I ed for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty",

document A/C.1/44/L.50, introduced by my colleague from New Zealand earlier this

morning.

For Australia, the achievement of a nuclear-test ban is a matter of high

priroity. With New Zealand, we first took the initiative in 1983 of sponsoring a

test-ban resolution in the United Nations, with the aim of promoting a mandate for

work on testing issues to get -under way in the Conference on Disarmament. The

necessary consensus on the formation of an ad hoc committee in the Conference on

Disarmament has foundered on the question of a negotiating mandate. Australia

Mould strongly prefer direct negotiations towards a comprehensive test-ban treaty

and understands those who have been reluctant to accept anything less. Our greater

concern, however, has been to see the Conference on Disarmament begin concrete work

on the outstanding issues such as scope, verification and compliance. Essential

work directed at a comprehensive 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 Disarmament should not

be prevented from doing the work essential to a comprehensive test-ban treaty

simply because that work is not described as the negotiation of a treaty.

It is a matter of regret that we still have not reached agreement on that

mandate. What has been noticeable in the past year is a growing concern among

Conference on Disarmament members that we must get agreement on such a mandate. We

hope that by putting forward our draft resolution again this year we will stimul.ate

the achievement of that goal..

We should, however, acknowledge that there has been some welcome movement

between the principal nluclear-weapon States, the United States and the Soviet

Union. The mandate for these negotiations is, of course, far more limited than the

negotiation of a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
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(Vr. Reese,  Aust ra l ia )

aut we nr,:vert.hol.oRr, wel.vomc!  what WC? hope will he prompt and exr)~?Ai  tioua

neqotla tI.nn,s  tcmatdn mil. iL3rJ.I.y ~lgniftnant  interim li.mttati.onn  on nuclear

tes t inq  . These nwptin tinnn arc? not a suhsti  tu te, however, for a comprehennivn

tr?n t -ban tr ea ty . The fru!st.rat.l.on  that nations have felt over the absence of

nego t ia tions  towards a comprehennive  teat-ban trenty in evident in the proposal for

a conference to amend the partial test-ban Tren ty.

hs I sail4 in our stx tement  beEore  the First Committee on 18 October, Australia

will participate in the conference to amend  the partial test-ban Treaty, but we

reqard the  Conference  on Disarnulment  to  he  the correct  p lace  for  neqotiation  and

redlizatlon  of  a  comprehensive  test-ban  treaty.

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

wil l .  a t t rac t  the  adherence  of a11 States  and efEactively realize  the imperat ive  of

nuc l ea r  disarmament,

The meeting rose at 11.31; a.m.


