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The mee ting was callad to ordsr at 3.20 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 'to 69 AND 151 (cc.itinued)
QONS IDERAT ION OF AND ACTION ON pRAFT RESOLU'TIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. 2AROTOCKY (Czechoslovakia) 1+ Ten years ago, Czechoslovak in submitted

the question of international co-operation for disarmament to the First Committee
of the General Assembly for its consideration. Although a year earlier, in 1978,

{ t had bheen possible to adopt by consensus the Final Document of the first special
sedslon of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, it was not possible at that
time to describe international co-nperation in the field of disarmament as a
routine matter. The international political situation at that time and in the
yearn that followed was not favourable, Confronta tion prevailed in in terna tional
relations at both the bilateral and the multilateral level. That was the main
reason wWhy the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, together with other sponsors,
3ought during that decade to promote the idea of international co-operation for
disarmament. Subsequent resolua tiona, such as the inl t ial declara tion of 1979, ware
appropriate to the conditions at the time of their presentation.

However, the intern.l tional political climate has changed dramatically in
recent years. Approaches to the baaic questions of security and the implementation
of concrete disarmament measures have changed. The cold war period is becomling
merely a sad stage in the history of the development ~f international relations.

We want to believe that the forthcoming meeting between President Rush and General

Secretary Gorbachev in the Mediterranean will he another important chapter in a new

period characterized by broad Lnterna tional co-operation in all spheres.
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The positive tendencies in recent years have made it possible to concentrate
on the substance of the issue under consideration by opening up additional
possibili ties for their solu tion. Also in line with this trend was Lhe resolution
adopted last year on the question cf international co=-operation for disarmament,
which was freed from most overlapping aspects and focused primarily on 1 to
essential element, the principles of international co-operation for disarmament.
This was &finitely reflected in the results of the voting,

The positive international trend has not stopped, and in continuing further.
It has not yet become irreversible, as was repeatedly said during the general
debate at the forty-fourth session of the General Assembly, but it has already
become firmivestablished in (he minds of poli ticians and of the interna tional
puhlie, The international community is becoming more and more firmly convinced

that only through co-operation can the global problems of humanity in all fields be

resolved.

This IS true in the dlaarmament field as well. Therefore the del ega tiona of
Mexico, New Zealand and Czechoslovak ia decided to submit to the General Assembly at
ita current session a draft decision (A/C.1/44/L.18) affieming the importance of
further strengthening interna tional. co-operation in the field of disarmament. The
aponsors are of the opinion that the United Nations has an irreplaceable role to
play in seeking for a better world and in finding solutions to disarmament issues.
Accordingly, the draft would have the Assembly call. upon all States to contribute
to increan ing the » ffec tiveness 3F the United Nationa in fulfillingits role aad

responsibil tty in the sphere of Jdisarmament.
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(Hr. Zapotocky, Czechosl ovaki a)

The draft decision was actively discussed with the delegations concerned, and
all their observations and suqgestions were taken into account. In this context,
t he Czechosl ovak del egation would |ike to thank the del egation of New Zeal and for
i=3 constractive approach to the drafting of the text and to the del egation of
“exico for the support expressed. W would also like to acknow edge with
appreciation the support given to the draft by the del egations of Sweden and the
Uni t ed Kingdom. Czechosl ovaki a values also the constructive discussions with the
Unitad Scvaves del egation, which resultad in the drafting of a universally
acceptabletext.

The Czechoslovak delegation has held a series of consultations with
non—alignedcountries, and on the basis of all its discussions, can state its
helief that the Araft decision has general support and can be adopted by the First
Commit tee without a vote. Although the Czechoslovak delegation would derive great
satisfaction from the adoption of this draft decision without a vote, it believes
that such a result would, first and forenost, he a victory for the idea of
international co-operation for disarmament and indicate support for the need to
anhance the role of the United Nations in this process, rather than a matter of
prestige.

Mr. IVANNV (Bulgaria): Today I have the honour to introduce, on hehalf
a7 their co-sponsors, two draft resalitionss one contained in documenz
AML/A1G,23 and in a revised version, which is to appear shortly; and the other
in document A/C.1/44/L. 29,

Tie first of rhe dcaft resolutions is antitled "Conclusion of effective
inrernarional arrangzmeats on the wtrengthening »f the security of
no—nucliear-waapon 3tates against bhe ase or threat of use of nuclear weaposns", and

is sponsoarad by the delegacions of Nigeria and Bulgaria.
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(Mr. Ivanov, Bul gari a)

As is well known, our delegation has been introducing simlar resolutions for
the past few years. The present draft, indeed, preserves some of the basic ideas
of its predecessors, which are intended t» give expression to our conviction that,
pending the conplete elimnation of nuclear weapons, various interim neasures
shoul d be adopted to strengthen the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. |t
reflects the fact that proposals such as the prohibition of the use of nuclear
weapons through an appropriate international convention, the adoption of a policy
of non-first use of such weapons by all nuclear-weapon States and the establishment

of nucl ear-weapon-free zones have gained w de support.

{ Best Copy Available
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Mr. | vanov, Bul gari a)

The draft resolution also underlines the position of the sponsors on the need to
conclude an international legally binding and effective instrument or instrunents
to assure non-nucl ear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons.

Wil e the draft resolution basically follows the | anguage of resolution 43/68
adopted last year, it should be noted that some i nportant changes have been
introduced, reflecting recent positive developnents in international relations, as
well as the genuine wish to bring about a favourable political climte at the
ongoi ng negotiations in the Conference on Disarmanent on the issue of negative
security assurances.

Wth regard to these changes, | should like to informthe Conmittee that in
the period between the forty-third and the forty-fourth sessions of the General
Assembly ny del egation undertook consultations with interested del egations, both in
CGeneva and in New York, in an attenpt to widen the basis of support for the draft
resolution and to accommpdate the concerns of delegations that traditionally show
interest in the subject. As a result of those consultations, the |ast preanbul ar
paragraph of resolution 43/68 was del eted and i nportant changes were introduced in
preanbul ar paragraphs 1, 2 and 106, as well as in operative paragraph 2.

This approach is in keeping with our belief that the First Committee should
not prejudge the work of the Conference on Di sarmament on the issue of negative
security assurances; hence our draft resolution can be s2en as a timely inpetus to
stinulate the negotiations within the framework of the Conference without trying to
prescrite the ways and neans for achieving the final goal. The anendments are also
an expression of the new climate of mutual understanding and co-operation which
requires a high degree of flexinility and sense of conpronise, as well as a

positive attitude towards the concerns of others. | should Like to express our




™MB /4 A/C.1/44/PV. 30
7

(Mr. Ivanov, Bulgar ia)

yra ti tude to all deleqa tions that participated in the consul tat ions on the
elaboration of the new text.

In conclusion, may | express the hope that the amended draft resolution will
receive the widest poss ible support in the Commit tee,

The other draft resolution my delegation would Like to introduce today is
contained in document A/C.1/44/L. 29, it is entitled "Convers ion of military
resourcesl] While it covers a relatively new area in disarmament, it is in cur
view of basie importance in providing an irreversible and psychologically reliable
character to the process of arms reduction and disarmament. Therefore, we bel ieve
that all countries which are really interested in disarmament should also have an
interest in conversion. Thin interest could be expressed in the exchange of
information, national expertise, technological and social experience and So on. It
could also help establish a profound international dialogue on the national,
rag ion al and glohal aspects of convers ion. The need for such a dialogue is
dictated by the complicated character of the process of conversion.

Be fore such a process is carried out, a careful study »of the basic aspects of
the reorientation of military production and personnel is needed. The
reorientation itself would require a body of legislative and administrative
m2asures on the economic, snciat, financial, budgetary and other aspectrs to shape
the respective national conversion programmes or mydels. It is because of the
complexity of the problems that a wide international dialoque on conversion and its
practical implementation i S required. |n our view the United Nations, given its
an iver 3al sharacte r , is the mos £t zuitable forum for beginning such a dialoque,

Those cons | dera k ions are in Fact the subatance »f the yreambular part of draft
resolution L. 29. Thn language in ca reful 1y balanced SO as t» take accoun t of the
concerns expressed hy some delaqga*ions and to accommndate them, with the ultimate

Jgoal of reaching consensus in the Committee,
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(Mr. _lvanov, Bulgar ia)

Operative paragraph 1 invites Member States to submit to the Secretary-General
their views concerning various aspects of the conversion of military resources to
civil {an purposes. Those views should ha submitted by 30 April 1991. That date
was selected in order to provide enough time for a deeper look at the issue without
the pressure of time which, in the case of conversion, might he counter-productive.

Operative paragraph 2 provides for the inclusion in the provisional agenda of
the forty-sixth session of the General Assembly of an i tern entitled [Conversion of
military resources to civilian purposesll] The paragraph gives due reqgard to the
appeal for some resolutions to figure on the agenda of the General Assembly on a
biannual basis.

I should like to thank those delegations that took part in the consultations
on this draft resolution and to express the hope that it will be adopted without a

vote.

Mr, MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) ¢+ | have the honour to
speak on behal f of the 12 States members of the European Community on the subject
of confidence-building measures.

In the view of the Twelve, the concept Oof confidence-~-building measures is
particularly important in a world where examples of the use or threat of use of
force continnes to he a source of concern to the international community.

Confi dence-hn ilding measures have played, and will continue t» play, a significant
role i N multilatecral disarmament affairs. They 4o not, however, represent a

subs ti tu to for ac@ms control or disarmament. We welcome the fact that th»
complementary nature of confidence-bu ilding r.easureas haa been broadly accepted.

The Favour able pol i tical =lima te res ul ting €rom the var ious high-level

aontacks between the United States and the Sovist Union and, most recently,

following the minister ial mee ting in Wyoming, has created new condi tions making i t




MB/4 A/C.1/44/PV, 30
9-10

(Mr. Morel, France)

possible to achieve significant progress in the arms control and disarmament
process and in the strengthening of peace. Insuch an environment,
confidence-building measures can for their part certainly foster the arms control
and disarmament process since they are based on respect for the provisions

conta fned in the Uni ted Nations Charter. Thus they contribute to the maintenance
of international peace and security.

The Twelve are firmly convinced that the development of confidence-building
measures and the fostering of greater openness and transparency in the military
sphere is a key to progress on arms control and disarmament, particularly at the
regional level. The adoption of steps contributing to greater openness and
transparency will assist in preventing misperceptions or miscalculations of

military intentions and capabili ties, thus leading to a lessening o€ international

tension.
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For exanple, the results achieved at the Stockhol m Conference and the
encouragi ng experience acquired through the inplenmentation of the Stockholm
Docurent have nmde a significant contribution to inproved confidence in general and
to reciprocal confidence in Europe. As always, the Twelve will spare no effort in
contributing to that result.

W believe that the present system can be further i nproved by encouraging
greater openness and transparency in the mlitary field. The Twelve, together with
other States participating in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in
Europe, are actively involved in the negotiations on confidence- and
security-building neasures that began in Vienna last March and that were intended
to strengthen transparency and openness through better know edge of nilitary
activities, thanks to new confidence- and security-building measures. Sinilarly,

t he Twelve support efforts made in other parts of the world that can help to create
a climte consistent with regional di sarmanent neasures. W hope that those
efforts will be successful.

At the global level, furthermore, the Twelve areal so encouraged by the
results of the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Devel opnent, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriol ogical
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction. They have welconmed steps
adopted on a voluntary basis to build confidence and hope for the largest possible
number of responses from States parties.

In 1488, after several years of debate and following an initiative fromthe
Federal Republic of Germany, the = sarmanent Conmi ssion adopted a set of guidelines
for the devel opment of confidence-buil ding measures. The Twelve wel cone the fact
thst the General Assenbly endorsed those guidelines in its resolution 43/78 i,

which was adopted by consensus, and that the Assenbly recomended those guidelines
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to all States for inplenentation, fully taking into account the political, mlitary
and other conditions prevailing in a region, on the basis of initiatives and with
the agreement of the States of the region concerned.

M. von STULPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Germany): | should like to speak

today on agenda item 63, entitled "General and conplete disarmanent”, and to
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.58, entitled "Contribution of confidence- and
security-building neasures to international peace and security". | am doing so on
behal f of the delegations of Australia, Austria, Belgium the Byelorussian Soviet
Soci alist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Denmark, Finland, France, the
German Denocratic Republic, Geece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Nepal, the
Net her| ands, Norway, Pakistan, Poland, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Togo, the Union of
Sovi et Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Geat Britain and Northern
Ireland, and the Federal Republic of Gernmany.

Confidence-building neasures are of increasing inportance in creating
favourable conditions for the settlement of existing international problens and
disputes and in paving the way for further progress in disarmanent. Their
particul ar value has been generally recognised in paragraphs 24 and 93 of the Final
Docurrent of the first special session of the General Assenbly devoted to
disarmament and by the unani mous adoption of the guidelines for confidence-building
measures in last year’s resolution 43,178 H  Those guidelines ace a standing
invitation to all States of the world. Their inplenentation - even if only partial
~ can do muchtodefuse tense situations. Recent devel opments have indeed shown
the inportance of confidence-building nmeasures for progress in arms control and
disarmament. They illustrate that the process of confidence building is a dynamc
one in which the inplenentation of first cautious measures gets Governments and
peopl es used to those measures, in whichthe confidence gained through

i npl enentation |leads to agreement on moredetail ed measures,and in which
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increasing trust and confidence are conducive to negotiations on genuine
disarmament measures.

| should like first to touch briefly upon the European experience. The Second
World War le ft Europe separated in to two par ta divided by an iron curtain, with two
military blocks Pacing each other with mistrust and fear, and with a cold war
emerging and leading to the largest arms build-up that the world has ever seen and
to a density of military troops unprecedented in history,

It is in the context and by a large extent due to the process of the
Conference on Security and Coaperation in Europe (CSCE) that East-West relations
have gradually been improving, that confrontation is being replaced step by step by
co=operation and that mistrust and fear are being replaced by mutual <onfidence and
understanding. The Final Act of that Conference, signed at Helsinki in 1975, set
the course in that direction. Going in its entirety far beyond military matters
only, it has also provided the has is for co-opera five measur es in the f ield of
security, The Helsinki Final Act contains a set of confidence- and
secur i ty-hu il ding measures, such as observation and prior notification of certain
mil itary activities. Following the positive experience with the implementation of
those measur es, a more r= fined and elaborate sys tern of conf idence- and
secur ity=-building measures was worked out in the Stockholm Document, signed in
1986, including for the first tine in an arms-control or disarmament agreement
on=-sit= inspections of military activitlies without the right of refusal.

Implementa tian of confidence~ and securi ty-bu ilding measures proved to he
successful, too. The increasing mutual trust and conlidence created by their
implementation and the willingness of both sides to abide by the agreed provisions
and to work together with the aim of creating a more stable and secure Europe paved

the way for two new sets of negotiations now taking place in Vienna. The first
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was to further refine and expand already agreed confidence- and security=building
measuresy the second was to begin negotiating on diaarmament measures with a view
to reducing armed forces and weapons systems.

Those developments in Europe are not only of importance for European
security. Peace and security in Europe can contribute to peace ans. security in
other parts of the world just as much as stable situations in other regions of the
world can contribute to European stability. Racent developments in Europe are not
to be seen in isolation but constitute a part of the common endoarours of all
Sta tes to reach a more peaceful and s*+able world and to move forward from
conf rontn tion to co-operation,

It is with that understanding that we ask not only those States directly
involved in European matters, but al Sta tea in other regions of the world, in
Africa, in Asia, and in Latin America, to welcome the implementation of
confidence-building measures as contained in the Final Act of Helsinki and on that
basis the positive experience gathered since 1987 with the implementation by the
(SCE States of the measures agreed at che Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and
Secur ity-building Meaaures and Disarmament in Europe. We also ask those States to
expect the ongoing Vienna negotiations on confidence- and security-building
measures to build upon and expand the results already achieved at the Stockholm
Conference with the aim of elaborating and adopting a new set of mitually
complementary confidence~- and security-building measures designed to reduce the
risk of military confrontation in Europe, Finally, we invi te all Sta tes to
mnsider the possible introduction of confidence-building measurea in their
par ticular region and, where posaible, to negotia tO on them in keeping with

conditions and requirements prevailing in the respective region.
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Concerning the la t ter invitation | men tioned, | may recall the Final Document

of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which
called upon al States to undertake measures specially designed to build confidence
in order to contribute to the creation of favourable conditions for the adoption of

addi tional disarmament measures and to further the relamation of internationa

tension.




EMS /6 A/C.1/44/PV, 30
16

(Mr. von Stilpnagel, Federd
Rapublic o f Germany)

While it can be observerl that the implementation of confidence- and
security-building measures in the European context han proven to be a real success,
that cannot and must not lead us to the conclusion that exactly the dame kind of
measures will show similar results in other regions. In fact, the situation in
Europe has many par ticulari ties, and any conai derat ion of conf i dence=hu i1 ding
measures in other parts of the world has to start with an analysis of the aituation
in the region in queation, It is, indeed, of utmost importance that in the regions
themselves, tasues of disarmament and disarmament-related matters be thoroughly
considered and discussed on the initiative and with the participation of the States
of the region concerned. The United Nations disarmament workehops, such as that
held this year in fagos and that to be held next year in Ksthmandu, as well as the
United Nations regional centres for peace and diaarmament in Lomé, Lima and
Kathmandu, offer an excellent framework for that endeavour and deserve our
support. In their zonsideration of arms-limitation and disarmament issues,
confidence- and sacurity-building measures already play a role, and should continue
to do so.

We therefore ask the General Assemhly to welcome the consideration_inter alia
of confidence~building measures in United Nations regional dinarmament workahopa
and in the United Nations regional. mntresa for peace and disarmament in Africa,

As {ia an? La tin America.

et me conclude my statement by reaffirming that wherever disarmament and arms
control are at issua in the world it must ha borne in mind that confidence-building
paves the way tn dis armamen t, and that disarmament in turn generates confidence.

That spiral of reason should be sat in mtion world-wida,
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Mr. BAGBENT ADEITO NZENGEYA (Zaire) (interpretation from French) 1 As

Chairman of the Disarmament Commission for this year, | have the honour to
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.8, on the report of the Disarmament

Commigs ion. The draft resolu tion is sponaored by officers of the Commission 1@
Austria, Bahrain, Belgium, Cameroon, Costa Rica, the German Democratic Republic,
Hai tl, Romania, Sri Lanka, Togo and Zaire, representing various re¢ ilonal groups.
Also sponsoring the draft resolution are other delegations that either presided
over subsidiary bodies of the Commiss ion or proposed the inclusion of i terns in the
Commimsion, s agenda: the Byelorussian Soviet Social ist Republic, China, Denmar k,
Indonesia, Niger ia and Sweden.

Az in previous years, the draft resolutinn includes a number of basic elements
on the role and manda ta of the Disarmament Commission as a delibhera tive body in tho
fi eld of disarmament. T need not explaiﬁ paragraphs which have appeared in
analogous texts for years. Rut the operative part of the draft resolution, which
reflect the 1989 suhstantive session and the future work of the Dinarmamont
Commisn ion, has been somewhat modified as compared to earlier resolu tions.

First, in order to reflect the progress achieved on certain items during the
1989 substantive sess ion, by paragraph 2 the Assembly would note that ths
Disarmament Commisaion has yet to conclude its consideration of some items nn its
agenda, hut would note alsoc with appreciation the progress achieved on aome of
these. Delegations may recall that, as | noted when presenting the report of the
Disarmament Commission to the First Committee, in 1989 the Commisn ion made anme
progress in certain areas, such aa the nuclear capability of South Africa, the role
of the United Na tions in the field of disarmament, conventional disarmament and
naval armament3 and disarmament. Although the Disarmament Commission was unable
this year to conclude its work en those matters, | hops that major results will be

achieved at the 1990 aession.
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secondly, as delegations may recall, at the last plenary meeting of the

Commission[s 1989 session, held on 31 May, a number of delegation8 stated their
views and made proposals on wayn to enhance the functioning of the Commiss ion,
including its efficiency and the rationalization of its work. In that connection,
the commission decided, for the purpose of consultations, CO estahlish an
unofficial open-ended working group to include all commission officers and the
Chairmen of subsidiary bodies. In recent weeks, that consultation group = in which
many delegations joined - met three times, and many concrete proposals were put
forward. Many of the delega tions that par ticipa ted in the consul tations did so
with great interest, with a view to finding commen ground or reaching agreements in
this field. Paragraph 5 of the draft rceolution rafers to that state of atfaira,
and in it the Assembly would note

"th~t consultations on the question of ways and means to enhance the

functioning of the Disarmament Commission in the field of disarmament are

under way and the result could be oconsidered at the Commission's

organizational seasion in December 1989[] (A/C.1/44/L.8, para. 5)

At coming consultation meetings common ground on certain proposals could be
found, and the agreements could be incorpora ted into a revised text of this draft
resolution, T am counting on sincere co-operation Dby all delegations in thin
regard.

with that brief axplanatinn Of some new elements in draft resclution
A/C.1/44/L.8, | submit the text for the eonsideration of the Mirst Committee.

Mr, McKINNON (Canada) a | should like to introdece the draft resolution

contained in dcument A/C.1/44/L.19, Which is entitled [Prevention of an arms race

in outer space". It is sponsored by Australia, Belgium, Canada, France,
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the PFederal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan, the Netharlands, Norway, Spain,
Turkey a.d the United Kingdom of cChat Britain and Northern Iceland.

The establishment Dy the Conference on Disarmament in 1985 of the Ad Hoc
Commi ttee ON the Proven tion of an Arms Race in Outs ¢ Space, and the
re-[itablirhment of that Committee at every sess ion of the Conference on
Disarmament since then, testifies to the recognition by the international community
of the importance of regulating the milita:y use of and preventing an arms race
In, outer space.

A resolution adopted on this subject by the General Assembly should provide
the Ad_Hog_ Committee on the Prevention Of an Arms Racea in Outer Space with thr
considered views of the international ecommunity with a view to facilitating and

guiding the work of the Commit tee.
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What is required of such a resolution if it is to guide the work of the
Committea? INn the first place, 1 t muet take into account the diff icul tier that
have ma& progreas so slow as far as the work of the Committee is concerned. These
Aifficulties apring essentially from two factors: the two major apace Powers have
yet to arrive at the kind of understanding that would realistically make Qreater
progress in the multilateral domain possible) and the problems involved in the
prevention of an arms race in OU tar space are genuinely complex.

Regarding the first iasue, the sponsors of thin draft resolution believe that
the world community must continue to encourage the two major space Powers to
resolve their problem. It is therefore important to recognize both the importance
of the bilateral negotiations and the progress that has been made in the bilateral
sphere since late in 1985. Pull recognition of this fact must be taken into
account to facilitate further progress.

Concerning the complexity of the problems the Conference on Diearmament must
resolve, we cannot ignore the issues that divide us or dismiss them by fiat. We
must try to resolve them through examination and discussion so that we can make
progress together. Progress will be made together or it will not be made at all.

In that regard, all. of us here must make every affort tO ensure that the
considerad guidance | referred to above is given to the Conference on Disarmament
by the entire intarnatinnal community, including the major space Powers.

Since 1985, when the_Ad Hoc Committee was first established, there has been a
distinct, extensive and even startling change in the international environment,
Indeed, the deliberations of this Committee over the past twO weeks have reflected
this development, as they have been characterized by a definite sense of optimism,
by a reengnition of the favourable ways in which the changing environment has found

axpreasion in other multilateral and bilateral arms control and diaarmament forums,
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and by a general expression of cautious hope regarding the future. This is true of
speeches from all groups.

We think that this change in the international environment has to be reflected
in our guidance to the Conference on Disarmament on outer space. Indeed . it should
permeate every preambular and operative paragraph of a resolution en this issue. I
therefore urge all delegations to give their aupport to this draft resolution. The
co-sponsors hope that it will attract strong and broad support.

Mr. KOTEVSKI (Yugoslavia) » | take par ticular pleasure in introducing, on

behalf of the sponsors = consisting of Algeria, Bangladesh, Brazil, cuba, Ecuador,
Egypt, Eth iopia, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Kenya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Myanmar, Nigeria, Pakiatan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka,
Sweden, Tunis la, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zaire and Yugoslavia = the draft resolution
contained in document A/C. 1/44/L. 30: [Report of the Conference on Disarmamentl]
This year, the general debate on disarmament has also revealed the existence
of general agreement that it is necessary to strengthen the United Nations and
reaffirm multilateralism as a whole, particularly in conditions where new prospects
are being opened up for the solution of the most important questions of
dis amament. In thio context, the work of the Conference on Disarmament as the
single multilateral negotiating forum and the irreplaceable instrument of the
international community in the field of disarmament deserves particular attention.
The sponsors of this draft resolution consider that the Conference on
Disarmament should negotiate directly on th6 most important questions of
diaacmament, the questinna that concern the security of all countries. However,
the present results of the work »f the Conference lag far hehind i ks

responsibilities,
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This year(s report of the Conference on Disarmament has shown once again that
no progress has been made in the consideration of these issues, We are wary of
passing judgement, hut it is really regrettable that the Conference on
Disarmamentis not in a position to neqotiate on all issues on its agenda. In the
current condi tions, multilateral efforts and bilateral negotiations must complement
each other.

The sponsors of this draft expect that the Conference will be able to achieve
concrete results on individual i terns on its agenda.

According to the draft resolution, the General Assembly would note with
satisfaction that further progress has been made in the negotiations on the
elaboration of a oomprehensive convention on chemical weapons. Through the
harmonising and adoption of the Convention, the world would he given a powerful
legal weapon in the struggle against the possession and,_ipso facto, against the
use of one of the most lethal weapons of mass destruction.

The sponsors of thkis draft resolution are convinced that fresh impetus is
needed today, perhaps more than ever hefore, for the disarmament neqotiations at
all levels. They are therefore motivated by the desire to secure full support for
the work of the Conference and to have its role and significance confirmed in the
process Of the negotiations on the questions to which the United Nations attaches
greatest priority and urgency.

Inwoncl usion, 1 would like to point out that, even after introducing the
draft resold tion, we are of course open to any constructive suggestions that may
come from any delegation or group of delegations and that are designed to promote
the work of the Conference and ensure the widest possible support for the draft

resolution | have juat introduced.
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The CHATIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): | call on the Secretary of
the Committee to announce a number of technical corrections to the draft
resolutions before the Conmittee.

Mr., KHERADI (Secretary of the Cormittee): The following techni cal
corrections should be ma&: in the following draft resolutions: in the third
preanmbul ar paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.12, the date should read 1988
instead of 1989 as it appears at present; in the sixth preanbul ar paragraph of
draft resolution a/c.1/44/L.21, the resolution referred to should be
GC(XXXIIT)Res/506 0of 29 Septenber 1989.

M ss AL-MULLA (Kuwait) (interpretation fromArabic): | wsh to thank the

Secretariat for correcting the error in the draft resolution in document
A/C.1/44/L.21.

On behal f of the metiers of the Arab G oup, of which ny country holds the
chairmanship this nonth, | wish to introduce draft resolution a/c.1/44/L. 21,
entitled "lIsraeli nuclear aramament”, submtted under agenda item 68. The sponsors
of the draft resolation are Al geria, Bahrain, Democratic Yenen, Djibouti, Egypt,
Traq, Jordan, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania, Mrocco, Oman,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, the Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, the

United Arab Emirates, tne Yenmen and my own country, Kuwait.
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Under the preanble to the draft resolution, the General Assenbly would recall
resolutions on Israeli nuclear armament adopted by the Assenbly and by the General
Conference of the International Atonic Energy Agency (lAEA). It would also recall
that the Security Council, by its resolution 487 (1981), called upon Israel
urgently to place all its nuclear facilities under |AEA safeguards, and woul d note
that only lIsrael had been specifically requested to do that. The Assermbly woul d
also note that Israel has persistently refused to commit itself not to manufacture
or acquire nuclear weapons, despite repeated calls to make such a commitnent.

Under the draft resolution, the General Assenbly would take into consideration
the statenent of the ninth summit meeting of the Movenment of Non-Aligned Countries
entitled "International security and disarmanent”, in paragraph 12 of which Israel
is condemmed for continuing to develop its nuclear nilitary programmes and weapons
of mass destruction. The Assenbly would further express deep alarmat the
information with regard to Israel’s continuing production, development and
acquisition of nuclear weapons and its testing of delivery systens in the
Medi t err anean.

Operative paragraphs 1 and 2 of the draft resolution need no explanation.
Here the Assenbly would .=2iterate its condemnation of Israel’s refusal to renounce
possessi on of nuclear weapons, and of the co-operation between Israel and South
Africa in nilitary nuclear armanments.

In paragraph 3, the General Assembly would express its deep concern at
Israel’s continuing production, developnment and acquisition of nuclear weapons and
testing of their delivery systens.

In the following operative paragraphs, the Assenbly would reiterate requests
and demands it has already made and resolutions that have al ready been adopted. It

woul d request the Security Council to take urgent and effective measures to ensure
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that Israel complied with Council resolution 487 (1981), and would once nore demand
that Israel place all its nuclear facilities under |AEA safeguards. It would
reiterate its request to the | AEA to suspend any scientific cooperation with
I'srael that could contribute to its nuclear capabilities, and would request the
Agency to informthe Secretary-General of any steps Israel might take to place its
nucl ear facilities under Agency safeguards. It would call upon all States and
organi zations that had not yet done so to discontinue co-operating with and giving
assistance to Israel in the nuclear field. Lastly, the Assenbly would request the
Secretary-General closely to follow Israeli nuclear activities and to report
thereon to the General Assenmbly at its forty-fifth session.

Israel’s persistence in developing its nuclear capability is a fact that the
international community should squarely face, rather than skirting around it. If
some States choose to deal with Israel on an exceptional basis, they should be
called upon to reflect on the consequences that sone recent devel opnents such as
the follow ng could have:

First, Israel has Launched a satellite into orbit with its Shavit nmissile.
Second, Israel has transferred mach of the technology fromits Lavi fighter-bonber
to South Africa; and it is well known that South Africa is going to incorporate it
intoits air force under the name "Ariah". Third, South Africa has recruited nore
than 75 Israeli technicians fromthe Israeli aircraft industry; they have been
reteased fromthe Lavi project and will be enployed in the delivery systens
industry. Fourth, there was collaboration between the Tel Aviv and pretoria
régimes in test-firing a mssile simlar to Jericho nnlast Juty froma site in
South Africa to Prince Edward Island in the Indian Ccean. Fifth, in nid-Septenber

Israel test-fired another medium-range mssile about 800 mles into the



MLT/PLJ A/C.1/44/PV, 30
28

(MS. Al-Mulla, Kuwait)

Medi t err anean. Sixth, Israel and South Africa have continued their collaboration
in the devel opnent of a Long-range nissile called Irah 3. Seventh, South Africa is
supplying uranium to |srael.

Is it reasonable to expect the international comunity to stand idly by while
these serious devel opments confront not only the region of the Mddle East and the
Medi t erranean but also the region of southern Africa - and perhaps other regions in
future? Is it reasonable to expect other countries to close their eyes to such
devel opments and to continue to assist Israel by, for exanple, supplying it with
sophisticated conputer systens that would enable Israel to develop its nuclear
capabilities?

The sponsors of this draft resolution hope that the dangers inherent in
Israel’s nuclear armament will be clearly discerned and reflected in the vote on it

The CHAI RMAN (interpretation from Spanish): | call on M. Kheradi
Secretary of the Committee

Yr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Conmittee): | wish to informthe Committee
that the following countries have becone sponsors of the follow ng draft
resol utions: A/c.1/44/t.10, Cameroon and Viet Nam A/C.1/44/L.18, Union of Sovi et
Socialist Republics; A/C.1/44/L.21, Egypt; A/C.1/44/L.25, Fiji; A/C.1/44/L.35,
Nigeria; as/c.1/44/1.37, Geece and Fiji; A/Cc.,1/44/L.38, Costa Rica; A/C.1/44/L. 41,
Romania: a/c.1/44/L. 43, Costa Rica; a/c.1/44/L.47, Costa Rica and G eece;
A/C.1/44/%.54, Thail and and Si ngapore; A/C.1/44/L.58, lreland; A/C.1/44/L.59/Rev.1,
Sweden; and A/C.1/44/L.63, Myanmar and Si ngapore

The neeting rose at 4.20 p.m




