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In the ahsrance of the Chairman, Mr. Fahmy (Egypt), Vice-Chairman, took the

cka ir.-e

The meet i ng wit!; called to  o rde r  a t  4.15 p .m .

AGENIX  ITE&lS  49  �M  69  AND 151 (cont inued)

03NSfD6RATION  OF AND AmION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMESJT  ITEMS

The CHAXRMANr I  cal l  on the  representa t ive  of  Canada,  who wishes  to

introduce draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L, 38/Rev,l,

Yr. ROBEREON  (Canada)  z I  w i s h  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  t o  i n t r o d u c e ,  o n  b e h a l f  o f

t h e  sponsors of t h e  nriqinal.  v e r s i o n , t he  r ev i s ed  ve r s ion  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

h/C.l/44/L.  39, which has been issued as document A/C.l/44/L.  38/Rev.l.

Fl3llowinq  the  or  iqtnal nuhmissic)n  of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.  1/44/L.  38 ,  the

deleqat  ions  of  a  number  of non-aligned  countr ies  appcasched  son-e  of  the  sponsors  to

seltk chanqes t o  c e r t a i n  elements  i n  t+a t e x t . I n  a d d i t i o n ,  o n e  deleqation  of  a

non-aliqned  country  nroposed  that  a  new preambular  paragraph be added to  the  text .

30th in the r,pi rit  of co-operation and compromise which all of us favour and

in  order  to  ensure  tha t  the  delegat ions  concerned were  more  comfor table  wi th  the

t.nxt , t h e  Eollowinq  chanqes were  agreed u p o n ,

:7 i : c1 te , in the f i Cth preamhular paragraph, the word �wor Id Is�  has been deleted.

:;ecnnd I.�{,  the sixth pr1:amhular p a r a q r a p h  h a n  been chanq.?d t o  rendr

�Commndinq  in thin reqarrl thr? ini. t iative of the Aufrtralian  Government by

conven inq. . , �I,

T h e  rest i.:: unchaqqed.

�I�hir-11  y ,  t he re  i s a new e l e v e n t h  preambular  pa raq raph ,  wh ich  r eads  a s  Eoltowsr

�Emnhasizinq  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  of t h e  w i d e s t  p o s s i b l e  participation of Stats9  i.n

the ncqotia  ttnn 5 o n  t h e  draft c o n v e n t i o n  in o r d e r  t o  e n s u r e  u n i v e r s a l

adherence on its concl::s inn�.
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(Mr. Flober  tson, Canada)

Fourthly , in paragraph 7, the word �war  Id �s�  has been deleted, md the word

�assist�  has been replaced by the words �co+perate  with�.

Fina l ly ,  i n  pa rag raph  8 , the wording has been changed to read 8

� recognises  that  const ruct ive  proposals *rere discussed at the Government

Industry Conference against Chemical Weapons which could contribute nwmntum

to the  Geneva negot ia t ions  and ass is t  in  the  conclus ion and ear ly

implementation of such a conven tion"  8

I t  is the  h o p e  o f  t h e  s p o n s o r s  t h a t  t h e  r e v i s e d  t e x t  w i l l  a t t r a c t  c o n s e n s u s

and tha t  i t  can  be  adopted  wi thout  vot ing .

The CHAIFMAN~ As was announced this morning, the Committee will proceed

t h i s  a f t e r n o o n  t o  take  a c t i o n  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  A/C.1/44/L,8/Rev.l,  L.53/Rev.3,

L.41/Rev.2  and L. 46/Rev,l,  which are included in clusters 1, 7 and 13.

Before the Committee proceeds to take a decia ion on the draft resolu tione

c o n t a i n e d  i n  c l u s t e r  1 ,  I s h a l l  c a l l  o n  t h o s e  d e l e g a t i o n s  w i s h i n g  t o  introdilce

draPt r e s o l u t i o n s .

Mr.  BACaFN I ADEITQ NZmCF,YA  (Zaire)  ( in terpreta t ion f rom French)  : Before

present ing a draf t  resolut ion,  my delegat ion would l ike  to  pay a  t r ibute  to  our

colleague, Ambassador Garcia Robles, who has, as i t  were, decided to leave us.

This  cer ta inly  warrants  a t r ibute  and an express ion of  gra t i tude and thanks  to  him

from U S  because  he  has  &voted  so  much of  h is  career  to  the  Lp,uee  of  disarmament .

In my capacity <YJ current Chairman of the United Nations Disarmament

Commission and on behalf of the sponsors, I  should  l ike  to  in t roduce  a revised

draft resolution on the report oE the Disarmament Commission, contained in docUnmlt

A/C. 1/44/L, e/Rev.  1.
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(Mr. Baqbeni Mei to Nzenu,
Zaire

As representatives may recall, at the last plenary meeting of the Commission�8

1989 session, held on 31 May, views were expressed and proposals were made by a

number of delegationa regarding the question of ways md means of enhancing the

funotioning  of the Commission, including the  affectfveneae and rationalization  of

itm work. In that connection the Commission agreed to set up an open-ended

informal  working group includl.ng,  in  par t icular , mewere  of its Bureau and all the

Chairmen of subsidiary bodies, for consultation. During the past five weeks thi8

open-ended consultation group has held six meetings and put forward a large number

of conorete propoaals on the subject . Many delega tione participated in the

consul ta t ions ,  which  were open to  a l l  &legat ions , with great interest and w fth a

view to retaching  eom common  ground or  unders tanding on the  ques t ion .
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Therefore, when I introduced the draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.8  on 7 Novembert

pa rag raph  5  r e f l ec t ed  the  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s  a s  r ega rds  t he  i s sue  a t  t ha t  t ime  and

noted  tha 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 md the

result c o u l d  b e  mneidered  a t  t h e  Commiaeion’e o rgan i s a t i ona l  s e s s ion  i n

December 1989�.

N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  I  p o i n t e d  o u t  t h a t  if, a t  t h e  l a t e r  c o n s u l t a t i o n  m e e t i n g s ,  Rome

common ground could be reached on certain proposals those aqreemente  miqht be

incorporated in  a  revised draf t  resolut ion for  ac t ion by the  Fi rs t  Commit tee .

Today ,  i t  i s  my  p l ea su re  t o  r epo r t  t ha t  a s  a  r e su l t  o f  i n t ens ive  coneu l t a t i one

a series of measures with respect to ways and means to enhance the functioning sf

the Disarmament Commission have been agreed upon. At  the  s ix th  and las t  meet ing of

the consul tatione, held on 14 November 1989, it was agreed to Lcnnex  the agreed text

to draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.0,  which hae been reissued as document

A&.1/44/L.  B/Rev,l,  with appropriate changes in paragraphs 5 and 6. Now that the

consu l t a t i on  g roup  ha s  f i n i shed  i t s  t a sk ,  pa r ag raph  5  no t e s  t ha t  � consu l t a t i ons

have been held on the question of ways and means to enhance the functioning of the

Diearmament  Commission in the field of disarmament�. In  paragraph 6,  the  General

Aesenbly would connnend

� the  fact that  as  a  resul t  of  the  above-ment ioned coneul ta t ione ,  the  measures

with respect to the ways and means to enhance the functioning of the

Disarmament Commission have been agreed, ;1e annexed�.

The annex to the  revised draf t  resolution  conta ins  the  agreed text on ways and

means to enhance tha functioning of the Disarmament Commisaton.
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I muat emphaaize that  this agreed text  i s  the resul t  of  canpromise  among

delegations after a series of open-ended consultations during the past five weeks

wi th  devoted efforts  and di f f icul t  negot ia t ions  on the  subjec t . I  t r u s t  i t  w i l l  b e

agreeable to all.

In submitting this revised draft resolution, I should like to express my great

appreciation to all delegations, particularly members of the Bureau and the

eponaora, for the support and co-operation they have shown IBO that common ground

could be reached on a aer iee of measures to improve the functioning of the

Disarmament Comniseion. I also thank the Departmsnt  for Disarmament Affairs,

part icular ly  the Under-Secretary-General  for  Disarmament  Affairerr

Mr. Yaeuehi Akaehi, and the Secretary of the Disarmament Connnieaion,

Mr. Lin Kuo-chung, for their support and aeeietance~

Out of concern for compromire,  certain delegations have made rams alight

mdif ications  to  paragraph 6  of  the  revised text . Thus ,  we propose  tha t  i t  read as

follower

�Notes with satisfaction the results of those coneultatione on ways and means

to enhance the functioning of the Disarmament Commission, as annexed�.

Having explained the new elements introduced into the revised draft

resolut ion,  I  submit  i t  to  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee  for  considera t ion .

Since  i t  is t h e  r e s u l t  of  c o l l e c t i v e  ef for ts  t h r o u g h  o p e n - e n d e d  c o n s u l t a t i o n s ,

I request  that  draf t  resolut ion A/44/L.8/Rev.l  be  adopted without  a  vote,  as has

been  the  case with s imilar  draf t  resolut ions  wet the  pas t  decade.
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Mr. KENW-I (United Kingdomjr We listened with great interest to what has

just been said by the representative of Zaire. We find the paper annexed to this

draft resolution completely satisfactory. I should be grateful, though, if the

Secretary could read out for us in English the nw text of paragraph 6 that we are

now add rearing.

The CXAIRMAN~ I call on the Secr&ary of the Cosunittee.

Mr. KBERADI (Secretary of the Committee) c As interpreted into English,

the text of operative paragraph 6, as revised, is as follawe,

�Notes with satisfaction the results of those consultations on ways and means

to enhance the functioning of the Disarmament Cornmission as annexed�.

The CEAIRMANr  We shall now proceed to take a decirion on draft

resolution A/2.1/44/L.  S/Rev.l,  in cluster 1, as orally revised. I t  i s  en t i t led

�Report of the Disarmament Commission�. This draft resolution has 17 sponsors and

was introduced by the representative of Zaire at the 30th meeting of the First

Committee, on 7 November 1989. The sponsors are Austria, Bahrain, Belgium,

Byelorueeian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, China, beta Rica, Denmark,

German Democratic Republic,  Haiti,  Indk reeia, Nigeria, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden,

TO90 and Zaire.

The sponsors of this draft resolution �have expressed the wish that the draft

resolution might be adopted without a vote.

Draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. S/Rev.1 wag adopted.

The CHAIRMANI  I shall now call on those representatives who wish to

explain their position on the draft resolution just adopted.
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Mr. SOOD (India) 8 My delegation wishes to explain its participation in

decision taken on draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 8/Rev.l. We have participated in

this dscieion  on the understanding that the mandate of the Disarmament Commission

der ives  f rom paragraph 118 (a)  of  the  Final  Document  of  the  f i rs t  specia l  sees ion

of the General Aeeenbly  devoted to Ai~zrm~ment. The fac t  tha t  the  annex to  th is

draft resolution has been adopted without a vote does not in any way constrain or

restrain the original mandate that was qiven to the United Nations Disarmament

Commiae ion. Further mere  , i t  deals with ways ard means to enhance the functioning

of the Disarmament Commiseion, which in the view of my deleqation is an ongoing

exert  ise.
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While this year we have decided on certain ways and means to improve the

functioning of the Disarmament Commission, my delegat ion feels  that  once we t ry  to

put them into practice , we may discover that they may need to be nmdif ied md this

could well  be an ongoing exercise.

My delegation would have preferred it if this annex had been presented to the

Disarmazm3nt  Commise  ion at i ta organiza t ional  seas ion. There i t  could have been

adopted as tentative guidelines to be implemented in the cduree of the next session

of the Disarmament Commieeion. Yowever , we would  l ike  to  see  i t  in  that  context

and not give it  any more statue than that of guidelines for use in the future as

the Disarmament Commiseion might deem fit.

Mr. DOLEJS  (Czechoslovakia) I The Czechoelovak delegation supported the

adoption of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.8/Rev.l  without a vote. The proceee of

coneultatione concerning ways and means to enhance the functioning of the

Disarmament Commieeion has resulted in the working out of a text, which is annexed

to the  above-ment ioned draf t  resolut ion.

Prom the very beginning this process was supported by the Czechoslovak

delegation, which contributed to it  through a number of proposals and suggestions

Put forward in  wri t ing jo int ly  wi th  some other  delegat ions .  We are  p leased to  see

that  a number  of  those  proposals  were  ref lec ted  in  the  text . The Czechoelovak

delegat ion is  ready to  co-operate  wi th  all  other  de legat ions  in  the  process

implementing those propoea ls.

We should  l ike  to  take  th is  qportunity  to  thank the  Chairman of  the

Disarmament Commieeion, Mr. Bagbeni Adieto Nzengaya, for his efficient and

effect ive effor ts ,  which have resul ted  in  the  se t  of  proposals  on  ways and means to

enhance  the  funct ioning of  the  Diearrnsment Comm1s8ion.
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(Mt.  Dolejs, Czechoslovakia)

factor in improving the efficiency of the Disarmament Commission. The Czechoslovak

delegation is ready to work in this direction.

Mr. RIVER0  (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): Briefly, our delegation

too would like to say that we have supported draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.R/Rev.l  On

the report of the Disarmament Commission, because we agree with the views expressed

therein. My delegation has also been concerned - as we have said at meetings of

the Disarmament Commission or at some of the informal meetings of the Commission,

under the chairmanship of the distinguished representative of Zaire - about the

need to improve the functioninq of the Commission, the history of which we need not

repeat because, as we know, the Commission has reached agreements on sontz issues

b:lt unfortunately there are others which for years and years have been on its

agenda without leading to any solution.

Xith that in mind, my delegation shares the concern , which other delegations

have expressed, that there is a need to make the Disarmament Commission a body

which may make a more valuable contribution. This was considered at the special

session in 1978.

My delegation was unable to take part at the last of the informal

consultations of the Commission. We should have liked to participate more fully

and share more in the outcome of those ansultations  as contained in the annex to

the draft resolution. We wouid have preferred it if the result of those informal

CYWSU~ tations had been put before the body to which they are addressed, that is,

before the Disarmament Commission for consideration. We are certain that we will

take these ideas into account when we meet in tha Disarmament Commission as general

quidelines  with a view to enhancinq  its effectiveness.
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The CHAIRblANr I call on the representative of Lesotho, who wishes to

introduce draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  53/Rev.  3.

Mr. KOLANE  (Lesotho) :- On behalf of the metiers of the Group of African

States, my delegation wishes to introduce two draft resolutions, both in document

A/C. 1/44/L. 53/Rev.  3, respectively, entitled, “Implementation of the Declaration”

and “Nuclear capability of South Africa”. These two draft resolutions fall under

item 59, entitled “Implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of

Africa”. The Committee will recall that last year these two resolutions were

introduced by Zaire on behalf of the Group of African States. Therefore the two

resolutions are not new to the Committee as it has been seized of this matter since

then.

Metiers will also recall that the Disarmament Commission has also been seized

of the matter without succeeding in reaching consensus, and that this year we are

still to consider the matter again , much to the regret of Africa, in view of the

threat that South Africa’s nuclear capability constitutes to international peace

and security.

The text of the draft resolution entitled “Implementation of the Declaration”

is the same as that submitted to the Committee last year, and therefore needs no

explanation. The facts submitted to the Committee’s attention by Zaire in 1988,

relatinq to the studies of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research

and the relevant records of the International Atomic Energy  Agency  (IAEA) and the

disclosures by South Africa , still stand today and indicate that the country is

qoing ahead with its military nuclear programme, which has enabled it to acquire

nuclear capahili ty. Th is, of course, is of paramount concern to Africa’ inasnuch  as

it frustrates the purpose of the Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa.

Africa once again calls upon all States to respect the continent of Africa as

a nuclear-weapon-free zone and appeals to all States to monitor South Africa’s
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rrrearch  on,  md development  and product ion of ,  nuclear  weaponr . Afriaa demands

from S o u t h  A f r i c a  t h a t  it subdt a l l  ita n u c l e a r  i n s t a l l a t i o n s  a n d  f a c i l i t i e s  t o

inspect ion  by IAEA.

With regard to revised draf t  resolut ion B, enti tied �Nuclear  capabi l i ty  of

South Africa", t h e  t e x t  ia e saan t i a l l y  t he  8am a t  i t  wacI w h e n  s u b m i t t e d  to the

Camnitter  earlier, except that operative paragraph 5 ia amended to read au follo~st

�Cal ls  upon the  Secretary-General ,  wi th  the  assistance of a qroup Qf

three or more qua1 iPied  experts ,  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  t h e s e  r e p o r t s ,  b e a r i n g  i n  m i n d

the  impl ica t ions  for  the  implementation  of the pol icy of &nuclearization  of

Afr ica  and fo r  t he  securtty of  Afr i can  S ta t e s  and  in  pa r t i au l a r  the f ron t - l i ne

ad other neighbouring States. �

fn qrativa paragraph 5 the Group of  Afr ican States  is  aware of the f inancial

const ra int8  faced by the  Uni ted Nat ions  md merely requests  the  Secretary-General

to  f ie ld  a smal l  tnvesttqative  group of  exper ts  to  hold  d iscuss ions  wi th  the

f ron t - l i ne  md netghbouring  S ta t e s , t he  s ec r e t a r i a t  of  t he  Organ i sa t i on  of  Afr ican

Unity,  IAEA and the  nuclear-weapon Sta tes  and ta  submit a prel iminary repor t

thereon. The  f i nanc i a l  imp l i ca t i ons  o f  ope ra t i ve  pa rag raph  5  a s  ee t  f o r th  i n  the

repor t  of  the  Secre tary-General  conta ined in  document  A/C.1/44/L.65  are far

outweighed by the  secur i ty  md peace of  our  region via-B-via the  threat  posed by

the  nuc l ea r  capab i l i t y  of  South Afr ica .
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The &ova-mentioned  amendmrtnte  are necefiuitated  by the recent ~Ifmlorurs that

Sou th  Af r i ca ,  i n  collaboration  wi th  I s r ae l ,  haa d e v e l o p e d  a  n u c l e a r - t i p p e d

misBil9. In the view of  Africa, this developrrnnt  needs  to  be  investigated urgently

and reported on by the United Nations BO that Africa can have an idea of the

ser iouensss  and  vo l a t i l i t y  of  t h e  situation. The acquiaitian  of a nuclear-weapon

cnpability  by South Africa conetituteu  a grave danger to international peace and

s e c u r i t y  a n d ,  i n  parttcular, jeopardizea  the  security of Africa and lncreaaes  the

dange r  o f  t he  prolifl9ration  o f  nuc l ea r  weapono.

We miqht  ask what would happen if other Statea in Africa were to embark on

Proqtammes  t o  e n a b l e  t h e m  t o  a c q u i r e  a  n u c l e a r  c a p a b i l i t y .  Ia i t  t h e  privilege o f

South Afr ica  a lone to  acquire  this capabil i ty? Indeed, would the internatianfil

CamUnity,  espec ia l ly  t h e  n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  Stats8 o f  today ,  accept  8th an

ascala t ion? Why not, i f  t hey  can  be  i nd i f f e r en t  t o ,  and can  acguieecs  in, t h e

acquiaitian  by South Africa of a weapon with ouch adverse implications for

interna  t ianal peace and stab tli ty , c o u p l e d  w i t h  i t s  i n h e r e n t  t h r e a t  t o

international peace and 9ecur ity?

I therefore commend draft resolution A/.1/44/L.  53/Rev. 3, partA A and B, to

the Commi  ttec! for approval by coneens Im *

The  CHAIRMAN, I shall now call on repreeentati,vae  who wish to make

s t a t e m e n t s  o t h e r  t h a n  staten#nts  i n  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  votafl.

yr. C6NODI  (Niqeria)  8 My  de l ega t i on  aupporta partcrl  A and B of  draf t �

reeolation  A/C.l/44/L.  53/Rev. 3 ,  w h i c h  d e a l ,  reapactively,  with the &nuclsarization

,,f Afr ica  and with South Afr ica �s  nuclear  aapahility,  The draf t  rsaslution Was

introducd  by the Group OS Afr-tcan  Statss.

II: i.9 rather un fo r tuna t e  t ha t ,  a qua r t e r  o f  a  cen tu ry  a f t e r  the adopt ion  of

the  Declara t ion  on the  Dsnucleariaation  I>f hfr tcs by the  Organization  of African

Unity (ON!) , the achiavoment  of tts object tvea haa bean made rather rl~ive W the

LB--
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nuclear capability of South Africa , which has increased by leaps and bounds. Since

that time, my country has nmde concerted efforts, at forums such as the United

Nations Disarmament Commission, the United Nations General Assembly, the special

sessions on disarmament and the Special Committee against Apartheid - to mention

but a few - to help mobilize world opinion against assistance for, as well as

co-operation and collaboration with, South Africa towards realising its

nuclear-arms ambition. Today South Africa has acquired an alarming nuclear-weapon

capability.

The cocoon of secrecy surrounding the nuclear-weapon programme of South Africa

was punctured when, in August 1988, none other than the South African Foreign

Minister, RF. Uotha, announced, with threatening disdain , that his minority rigime

had, in fact, acquired a nuclear-weapon capability. NW that South Africa, by deed

and by its wn proclamation, has joined the nuclear club, what is left of the hope

for a nuclear-free Africa? This development is evidence of the deliberate

favouritism of the nuclear-weapon States or of their willingness to turn a blind

eye to proliferation in chosen geographical areas.

It is hypocritical of some countries to raise the dust over the proliferation

of lethal weapons in the Third World , while enhancing South Africa's

nuclear-weapons programme. It is an example of a double standard when South

AFric.3’s nuclear foster-parents overtly herald non-proliferation but, at the same

t j T 0 , ,-q:.mrbtv  support the nrnliferation  tendency of South Africa. Should nuclear

&7 > ) . i , r, ’-, : (,> iq t!:r, pOs’:o~s  ii>q ,,f crisis-prone South Africa? Furthermore, do those

,I, .�,,L  .,�I, � , hi > r 1 I- grl ?J 1 t �: ~:IO apartheid rigime believe in preferential

,. �.\: -1 wr �..i  �,1  n , n �.T  ?

. . . . . ..I- rt,:T‘>l  ?bi.yn  OF %uth Africa's capability in delivery system for

. , 7 j '. 7 i j is ,-; iq wr; t (Iis turbing,  not only to Africa but to the whole

(0 :: , -0 t !?P '~c;:I:I~  +nials, there were clear indications that South Africa
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had carried out tests of theaa delivery sys terns, t o g e t h e r  with ano the r  S t a t e  t ha t

ia in an armament romance with the apartheid r6qime. According to expert opinion,

South Africa�8  booster-rocket could be used to launch miamiles  capable of carrying

a convent ional  or  nuclear  paylosd  up  to  1 ,700  miles.

The recent development af the delivery sys tern by South Africa mutt have mde

it clear to the world that the racist  rhgime wants to become a regional ruper -PaJer

of Africa ad to use thie power to intimidate the African6 throuqh nuclear

blackma il. The effmt ol! thie cktvelopnent  on the future political rituation in

southern Africa will be aer ioua.

W delegat ion  bel iever  tha t  South  Africawe  nuclear-armament  programme is  a

matter  of  grave concern  not  only  tn the  cont inent  bu t  ta the  whole  univerm. I f  a

racist rdgfme lfke the one in South Africa can be encouraged to conetf tute a

nualear threat ,  not  only  to  regional peace md s tabi l i ty  but  aleo to international

necurity, t h e r e  i s  a  n e e d  t o  t a k e  u r g e n t  a c t i o n  t o  s t o p  i m m e d i a t e l y  a l l  i l l ega l

acts tha t  wi l l  fur ther  enhance South  Africa�s nuc�lear  capabi l i ty ,  e i ther  now or in

the  fu tu r e . I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e r e  i s  a  n e e d  f o r  t h e  super-Pawere t o  h e l p  publ i sh

d e t a i l s  of  t he  nuc l ea r  capab i l i t y  o f  Sou th  Af r i ca  srd o f  t he  aeeietance  g i v e n  t o

the r6gime by variouff  countr ies . The least that can be done now Le for the

international community to prevail upon South Africa to submit all ita nuclear

facilities to  safeguard inspect ion by the  Internat ional  Atomic Enerqy Agency.

On a  f inal  note , I meet say that the world e ftotts on diearmamsnt cannot be

complete if Africa is not completely denuclearized. S o u t h  A f r i c a  a n d  its

col laborators  seem  to  be  moving in  the opposite  d i rec t ion  - against  the  effor t8  to

achieve a nuclear-free world. .South Africa�s participation in the nuclear-arms
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race will make nonsense of the Mi8sile  Technology Control Rsqims (MTCR)  I the

Non-Prol i fera t ion Treaty  and the  Par t ia l  Test  Ban Treaty ,  especia l ly  i f

Africa are not terminated

ions about South Africa�s

nuclear-arms-related contacts and contracts with South

immedia te1.y. There is no doubt that these new revelat

armsment  w i l l  a f f ec t  Af r i ca � s  pos i t i on  w i th  r e spec t  t on e g o t i a t i o n s ,  i n  t h e  19909,

on key issue8 of disarmament because it will mean that only those who have the

nuclear  means  to  deter  can get  respect  and inf luence. Consequently, Africa is now

af ra id  t o  t r u s t .

This  Committea  therefore  h;;a a duty  to  demonstra te  i t s  d isapproval  of the

nuclear-arms ambition of South Africa by approving draft resolution

A/C. 1/44/L. 53/Rev.  3 by consenaua.

Mr.  DZVAIRO  (Zimbabwe) : Ny delegat ion too suppor ts  draf t  resolut ion

A/C. 1/44/L. 53/Rev.  3.

R e p e a t e d  c a l l s  t o  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  community,  pa r t i cu l a r ly  to  the

nuclear-weapon Statea, to  ensure  thet  South  Afr ica �s  nuclear  proqramme for has tile

Purposes  i s  hal ted  have been to  no avai l . I t  seem8  t ha t  the  very  V&stern Sta t e s

that  ca l l  for  the  non-prol i fera t ion of  nuclear wsspons  have not  only  repl ied  wi th

apathy and with a  deneeninq silence but  have i r refutably  rendered ass is tance to the

r a c i s t  riqim?  i n  i t s  acquisttian  o f  a  n u c l e a r  capability.

The South African r&ime itself not only admits having  nuclear wespons but

s teadfas t ly  refuses  to  promise  not  to  uge them in  any c i rcumstances . I n  tsct,

apartheid spokesmen have stated explicitly thak it the iniquitous system of

aparthsid i s  a t t acked  no ru les  will apply  i n  i t s  dsfencs,
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Recent reports of the continuing collaboration between South Africa ad Israel

in enhancing South Africa�s nuclear capability and resultinq in the develcment of

a medium-range nuclear-tipped missile delivery system are a cause of great aoncern

to us in At rica in general, and amongst the front-line States iri particular. South

Afr ica’s continuing destabilization  of neighbouring States md the r&lime�s

oft-expressed belligerence make this bvelopment  all the more ominous.

We appreciate the financial constraints facing our Organisation, but the

invocation of financial constraints in the face of this very real throat to peace

verges on the hypocritical when we consider that vast sums have been spent on

lesser projects in the interests of peace. Apart from the relacivrly  mmall smount

involved, it would be a positive gesture of good intent i f  delrgationm,  rather thm

shooting down the draft resolution for financial reasonmI sought ways of ensuring

the achievement of its aims. I refer here to an urgent call for investigation by

the Secretary-General , with the assistance of experts, to ascertain the veeaci  ty of

reports of collaboration between South Africa md Israel in developing a

medium-range delivery system for nuclear weapons.

For these reasonar  my delegation considers it very importmt that support be

given to this draft resolution.

Mr. KUNDA (Zambi;r) 8 My delegation wishes to underline the great

importance that it attaches to the draft resolutions A ad B in docullcnt

A/C. l/44/~.  53/Pev. 3,

The implementation of the denuclearisation  ot Africa is of paramount

importance to the work of this Committee , a Commit tes which is committed to the

cause of dimarmament, My delegation, coming as it does from one of the front-lina

States, is gravely concerned at South Africa�s nuclear weapon capability. It is

all the more concerned at the recent report8 of apartheid South Afriaa’o  rotive
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mi l i ta ry  c o l l a b o r a t i o n  w i t h  I a r a e l  i n  t h e  p r o d u c t i o n  o f  n u c l e a r - t i p p e d  medium-range

m i s s i l e s  w!th c o m p l e t e d  t e s t i n g  f a c i l i t i e s .

My delegat ion feels tha t  ,%uth Africa�s  nuclear  capabi l i ty  and tho8e repor ts

referred t0 in  operaLive paragraph 5 of draf t  resolut ion B in document

A/C. 1/44/L.  53/Rev.  3, undermine the concept of the denuclearisation of Africa. For

th is  reasonr my  de l ega t i on  a t t a ches  t he  g r ea t e s t  impor t ance  t o  t he  d r a f t  i n

question according to which, inter alia, the General Aasetily would call  upon the

Secretary-General ,  w i th  t he  a s s i s t ance  of  qua l i f i ed  expe r t s ,  t o  inves  t i q a t e  thO8e

repo r t s . Fur thermore,  we feel  that  t>r: prel iminary report  reques ted  in  opera t ive

paragraph 6 would be very uaef ul for the Disarmament  Commission at i ts 1990 sessfon~

My delegation ha8 also had occasion to study the programme budget implications

o f  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  set  f o r t h  i n  d o c u m e n t  A/C.1/44/L.65,  mcl we f ee l  tha t  the

expenditure of an extra 857,000 for thcr  biennium 1990-1991 would be worth while,

cons ider ing  the  potent ia l  danqcr  that  South Afr ica �s  nuclear  capsbility  poses  not

only  to  the  peace and secur i ty  of  the  region, but  a lso  to in ternat ional  peace  and

secu r i t y . This Committee, which deal8 with political and security matters,  should

u n d o u b t e d l y  b e  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  c a l l e d  f o r  i n  cperatlve  paragraph  S

and should look forward to the Einal report to be submitted to the General Assembly

a t  its f o r t y - f i f t h  86ssion.

Mr. AMBEYJ  (Kenya), I t  i s  not  the  in tent ion  of the  Kenya delegation  to

explain how Kenya is 90in9 to vote on this particular draft resolution. However,

i t  i8 t h e  i n t e n t i o n  o f  m y  d e l e g a t i o n  t o  addrsaa the  f r i ends  of  t h e  r a c i s t  S o u t h

African rigimz and those who collaborate  with the South African rdqim in the

Preparation of various weapons tiich the United Nations and various United Nationa

aqenciea  have proved would ~08s a  great  danqer ,  not only to Africa,  but  to

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  secur i ty . Those  Ertends have forced us  in our present  draf t
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resolut ion  to  ask  the  Uni tad Nat  iona to  ass! ist u in  inveatiga t i rq  the  nuclear

build-up in South Africa.

I t  i s  t he  v i ew  oE my d e l e g a t i o n  t h a t  thig  r e p o r t  w i l l  h e l p  c o n v i n c e  t h o s e

�daub  tinq Thomases� w h o  s t i l l  d o  n o t  realize tha t  Sou th  Af r i ca  i s  a  t h r ea t ,  no t

only  to  Afr ica  but  a lso  to  the  in ternat ional  communi ty .

I address those  who normal ly  abs ta in  on th is  draf t  resolut ion. I know the\

may now use another excuse ,  c i t i ng  f i nanc i a l  imp l i ca t i ona ,  bu t  I  am  t e l l i ng  t hem

that the danger to oecurity  should be recoqnizad I despi te  what  they wil l  say are

budgetary constra inta . I  b e l i e v e  t h a t ,  i n  t h e  c h a n g e d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s i t u a t i o n ,  t h e

time has come even for those friends of South Africa and those who co-perate  with

i t  t o  recognize  r ea l i t y  and  unde r s t and  tha t  Sou th  Af r i ca  ip~ a  danqe r .  I t  i s  now

time, I  be l i eve , even for  thoae who normal ly  absta in ,  to  suppor t  us  on th is  draf t

r ssolution BO that it  may be adopted without a vote.

Mr. DJIENA (Cameroon) (interpretation from French) 8 I  w a n t  t o  make Borne

br ief  comment8  wi th  regard to  draEt resolution  B in  document  A/C.l/44/L.  51/Rev.3.

T h e  f i r s t  r e l a t e s  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  the f i nanc i a l  imp l i ca t i ons . The  repor t  o,f the

Secretary-General in document A/C. 1/44/L.  6.5, on the imp1  ication of the

implemntation  o f  o p e r a t i v e  paraqraph  5  oE d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  B, yivas BOIR fiquro3

which,  i f  we do not  read thorn a t tent ively ,  .may be mt.sleading and may qive the

impreaoian  t h a t  t h e  f i n a n c i a l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  a r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  h e a v y .  I n d e e d ,  my

deleqatton  simply  witches t o  strsea t h a t  thta d o c u m e n t  settinq  f o r t h  t h e  f i n a n c i a l

implicationa  should  be  read  in  re la t ion  to  the  e leventh  paraqraph  of  the  preamble:

�by i t s  own publ ic  admisston  at  Vienna on  13  August 1988 the  aparthetd South

African r&qime  has now acquired nuclear-weapon capabi l i ty � .
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This may give a juridiGa1  foundat ion ,  on  the  basis of  the  evidence. I t  begins

with a recognition by the State concerned but, in all equity, the African Group

wants there to be m investigation, ard I believe that in this Committee we know of

some precedenta. I do not think there i8 any use in going back to those

precedents,  but there are SOTIM which do allow UB to jlleti  fy the request of the

African Group,  and I  th ink I  can asser t  that  th is  request  should not  g ive  r ise  to

any major problems in this Committee.
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The second point I should like to make relates to the aims of

non -p ro l i f e r a t i on . W h e t h e r  t h e  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  i s  h o r i z o n t a l  o r  v e r t i c a l ,  as

indicated in  the  re levant  paraqraphs  of  the  Final  Document  of  the  f i rs t  specia l

Ression  of the  General  Assetily  devoted  to  disarmament ,  once  a  Sta te  s i tua ted  on

the African continent has acquired and recoqnizes this way - I am speaking of the

nuclear capabi l i ty ,  the above-ment ioned a ims are s t i l l  va l id  on another  cont inent

md i f  t h a t  i s  n o t  t h e  c a s e � what  i s  the  real  s ignif icance of the Treaty on the

non-prol i fera t ion of  nuclear weapns, and what meaninq is there in the adherence of

Afr i cans  t o  t h i s  T rea ty?  So  I  t h ink  the  t e rms  o f th is  draf t  resolut ion have been

very carefully chosen to brinq about a consensus in the Committee. Therefore ,  in

IO far as possible, we want to adopt it by consensus, but  a l l  S t a t e s  that  a re

real ly  commit ted  to  the  a im of  non-prol i fera t ion should  draw the  cansequences from

the  s t a t e  o f  a f f a i r s  i n  Af r i ca  i n  t he  fu tu re  work ,  no t  on ly  i n  t he  F i r s t  Commi t t ee �

but also in the Preparatory Committee for the work of the Fourth Review Conference

on the non-proli  f era t ion Treaty.

Mrs. MULAMULA  (United Republic of Tanzania); My deleqation  does not wish

to  de l ay  fu r the r  t he  t ak ing  o f  a c t i on  on  t h i s  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on ,  but  the  p o s i t i o n  OE

my Government was well explained in our statement during the qeneral debate.

Never theless ,  I  want  to  draw the  a t tent ion of  th is  Commit tee ,  and your at tent ion ,

Hr. Chairman,  to  the  f inancia l  impl ica t ions  se t  for th  in  document  A/C.  1/44/L.65.  I

am well  aidare tha t  i t  i s  not  th is  Commit tee  that  i s  to discuss  the  f inancia l

implicationfl. B u t ,  i n  t h e  l a s t  .paragraph o f  t h e  S e c r e t a r y - G e n e r a l � s  r e p o r t ,  i t  i s

stated that ;

�Should it  not prove pos3iblc  to meet the costs required from the Contingency

Fund,  the  ac t iv i t ies  miqht  have  to  be pos tponed� . (A/C,1/44/L.65,  para. 1 5 )

I  Cl0819  wi th  t he  hope  t ha t  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  w i l l  not b e  c o n s t r a i n e d  t o

p o s t p o n e  t h e  r e p o r t  r e q u e s t e d  i n  t h i s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n .
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The CHAIRMAN: As no delegation has asked to speak to explain its vote

before the voting, the Committee shall now proceed to take a vote on draft

rcsoluti.,n  AjC.1/44/L.53/Rev.3,  entitled "Implementation of the Declaration on the

Denuclearization  of Africa". This draft resolution was sponsored and introduced by

the representative of Lesotho on behalf of the African Group of States at the 38th

meeting  of the First Committee, held this rrorning. The draft resolution has

programe  budget implications , which are contained in A/C.l/44/L.65. It is in two

parts, A and B. We shall proceed first to take a vote on part A of draft

resolution A/C.1/44/L.53/RevW3.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour2 Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet  %CidiSt  Republicr
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
colombia,  Congo, Costa Rica, C&e d*Ivoire,  Cuba, @Prus~
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,  Fiji'
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic  Republic  of), Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Jordan,
Keny-, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascarr
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco,
Mozambique, Myanmar,  Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, &an, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Ugandar  Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None



AP/'jl A/C.l/44/PV.39
28

Abstaininqr France, Israel, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Draft resolution A/C.1/44jL.53/Rev.3  A was adopted by 129 votes to none, with
4 abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now proceed to vote on part B of draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L. S/Rev. 3.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A.recorded vote was taken-.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroonr
Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa
Rica, C6te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of!,
Iraq, Ireland, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Madagascarr
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myinmar,  Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaraguar
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, man, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Polwd, Qatar, Romania.  Rwanda,
Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname,  Swazilmd, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic8
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union OP Soviet Socialist P&publics, United
Arab Emirates, United &public  of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France, Israel, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Irelmd. United States of America

Abstaininq: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Germany, Federal Republic of, Italy,
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain

Draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.53/Rev.3  B was adopted by 118 votes to 4, with 10
abstentions.**

* Subsequently the delegation of Mongolia  advised the Secretariat that it
had intended to vote in favour.

** Subsequently the delegation of Ghana advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour.
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The  CHAIIWAN, I  now cal l  on those representattvns  who winh  ta  explatn

the L r vnt.s.

Mr. WAQ?NMAKERS  (Netherlands) I The Netherlands cbleqation  supported

draft ragolu t ion A, concsrniw  the implementation of the Daclara tion on the

Denucleartzation  o f  A f r i c a ,  b u t  i t  nbetnined o n  draf!t resolution R, concorninq the

the  nuclear  capabi l i ty  of  South  ACrica.

We do not belteve that the line of! action set forth tn draft resolution R

would he to the advantage of our ultimate q-1 which ts to induce South Atrica  to

ac(:cldr~!  t o  t h e  non-ptolieeratbn  T r e a t y . Draf t  resolutbn  R d o e s  n o t  t a k e  i n t o

account clone pos i t ive  davelopn&nts such  69 the  reafftrmation  by the South African

Government  oE i t s  a3rlisr  s t a t e m e n t s  a b o u t  its i n t e n t i o n  t o  a c c e d e  t o  t h e

non-proli  ferat ion Treaty. We understand that a meeting between South Africa and

the  dsposltary  Pcwers o f  t he  non -p ro l i f e r a t i on  T rea ty  w i l l  be he�ll ea r ly  in

Dwomhr?r  1989, The  Netherlmds  l o o k s  f o r w a r d  t o  c o n c r e t e  result8 from that meeting.

tbconaion hy South Afr ica and by the  nciqhbourtnq  Sta ten  in  thp reqi.on of

wuthern Africa would he a siqnieicant  contrLI,utfon  to  the  denuclearination  of

NC ica, ,3 concept which my Government supports. In our optnion,  t.hogc

conni~lr?rations  a r c  no t  fu l l y  cove red  in  d ra f t  ragolutbn  A/C.l/44/L.  53/Rev. 3  R, and

t. h i rr , iq addi tton t o  o t h e r  o b j e c t i o n s  of A  poltttcal  nnture,  prompted  IIR t13 ahstain

o n  dr,Ift rclool:lt  ton R,
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Mr, ZIPPORI  (Israel)  t The Qvernment  of Israel  har on nmny oooarionm

rxprerrod  itr rupport for the prinaiple of nuclrar non-proliferation. Thir ir

rrpeaially  true for the continent of Africa. Howover, with rsqard to the draft

rorolution  in part B of document A/C.l/44/L,  53/Rev. 3, my delegation wa# Cowed to

vote againrt that draft rerolution I)ecauae of the unfair singling out of Israel,

We have on many OCOM~OM both in thie Organization  md in othrr forum IMda

known our abhorrrnoo and total condomration  of apartheid and South Afriaagr rdgime

of racial dfrcrimination, ad have curtailed our relationr  with South Afciar. k

far aa alleged nualear collaboration 18 concerned, my Government har often

aategoriaally re jetted that alloqa tion. Thrre ir an unfortunati  praotioe in the

United Nation8 to bare oondennatory  and aoouratory rosolutionr againrt Imarl,  and

Iararl alone, on unrubrtmtiated prerr reportr. This draft rerolution ir one morr

rxample with regard to there rtoriea. Recently the Minister of Dofenoe of Iaraol,

Mr. Yittiak Rabin, in m interview on Israel radio etated:

�When  it comea to the nuclear field, we have no relationa whatrower  with

South Africa, md therefore all the etoriee about my relationrhip  brtwern our

two countries on thie irruc are totally unbased and without any jurtifioationw,

Mr. BADPI (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spmiah) 8 My delegation voted

in favour of the draft reeolution in part B of document A/C.l/IQ/L,  53hv. 3 booaura

we agree with itr bpnio objectiveo. There ie no doubt that we ahare the conoern of

the international community about South Africa�rr  nuclear capability. I rhould,

however, like to enter rerervationr with regard to aom of the provir ionr of the

text, Firrt, thr twelfth and fifteenth  preambular paragrapha and ~ragraph#  4

md 17 ringlo out the behaviour of a aountry or group of aountrier, Uruguay doom

not agree with thie practice, It is disoriminatoryr  it affeotr the balanoe of
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fItaft renolutiona, wd i t  in  in  no way const ruct ive . Furthermore, in the view of

my delegation  t h e r e  ~1oe.s  n o t  eeem to  be  su f f i c i en t  p r o o f  to  war ran t  includinq  i n

t h e  rlrnft  reRoll.lt  i o n  provisions  euch CLT~  those i n  pnraqrapho 9 i%nd 6.

Mr. KlWK)N_  (United Kinqdom) I I wiAh to explain the United Kinqdom� a vote

o n  t h e  dra f t  reaol.utiann  i n  parts A srd R of docurnsnt  A/C.1/44/L.53/Rev.lr  w h i c h

have 1uRt  hoen adopted hy the Commi ttea.

The Uni ted  Kinqdom ful ly  nuppor te  Snuth  Atriaa’s neiyhbours  in  the i r  efforta

t o  quarantee  and f~afequard t h e i r  t e r r i t o r i a l  tnteqrity  md n a t i o n a l  eovereiqnty.

It Cs i n  t h e  interest  o f  all, sspecially  t h a t  o f  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  o f  South A f r i c a  a n d

ita neiqhbouro,  t h a t  t h e r e  s h o u l d  ho n o  n u c l e a r  weapon8 i n  t h e  reqion.

We note that  South  At  rica has expresaad renew& intereat  in the

non-prol i fera t ion Treaty  WI that  there  i s  to  be  a  fur ther  meet ing between South

Af r i ca  and  the  Deponitory  Powera, including the United Kinqdom, next month in

Vtennrr. In the  intetegtn  of  req ional. and world  nacuri  ty  there  is  an  urqant  naod

fnr S o u t h  Africa to accerle t.o t h e  Treaty a n d  t o  p l a c e  a l l  n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t i e s  u n d e r

In terna t i.onnl Atomic Energy Aqency snfsquard~. we hope that South Af ricn  will  take

Art we have sttatnrl  o n  m%ny  fxca3 t o n s , t h e  United  Kingdom  d o e s  n o t  c o l l a b o r a t e

In any way with Sauth AfricA in  the development  nf it8 c iv i l  nuclear  power

prlx~r;Imme. We, toqether  wit.3  thcI  other  msrrhsr Statsa of tha European Community,

h a v e  prnhibi  ted all ncd collahora L,ion  w i t h  Soilth Af r i ca  i n  t he  nuc l ea r  s ec to r .

Tbr?rcr LB ah~~olutsly  no  que.stlnn  of our  providinq  the  South Afr ican Government  with

atlqistance i n  the nevelopn�r+nt  of a  nuc l ea r -weapon  capab i l i t y . That would of tour69

bn l3 .Irosn vlnlattan o f  nu r  obliqat.LonR  unde r  t he  non -p ro l i f e r a t i on  T rea ty .
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As a founder member of the mis.sile  technology control rdqime the United

Kingdom is also concerned about recent rsporta  that South Africa and Israel may be

collabota tin9 on missile development. We are therefore in sympathy with import ant

aepecte o f  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i ons . Hmever,  there  a re  passages  we f ind  leao

acceptable . All States have the riqht to apply and develop programmes for the

peaceful  URB~ 0e nuclear  energy I a  r i qh t  tha t  i s  i n t e rna t i ona l l y  recoqnizad  and  eat

out in  a  number  of  in ternat ional  instrumente.

We  alao n o t e  t h a t  thane  d ra f t  reaolutians c o n t a i n  judqements  w h i c h  a r e  e i t h e r

insuff ic ient ly  aubstant is tsd  or  more proper ly  matter8  fo r  the Secur i ty  Counci l .

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e s e  points, which we have made repeatedly over the yearI, we

n o t e  t h a t  paraqraphn  S a n d  6  o f  t h e  d r a f t  reeolution  i n  Part B o f

A/C 1/44/L. 53/Rev,  3 have adverge financial implicationa.

For  these readonE!  we absta ined cn the  draf t  reaolu  t ion in  par t  A and voted

aqainet the  draf t  resolut ion in  par t  B of  A/C.l/44/L,  53/Rev,  3 .

Mr. RIDER (New Zealand) I New Zealand shares the concern expreased in the

draft resolution in part B of document A/%1/44/L.  53/Rev.  3 about South Africa�s

unRafe9uarded n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t i e s . wh ils my country is a la0 concerned about a

number of other nuclear or potential nuclear States  not covered by International

Atomic Energy Aqency  (IAEA) safeguards agreements, the case of South Africa, with

it9 Volatile  secu r i t y  eituation,  i s  o f  spec i a l  conce rn .  Fo r  t ha t  reason  New

Zealand has suppor ted  th is  draf t  resolut ion .

New Zealand�3  deep abhorrence of apartheid should  be well known  to the

intsrna t 1onnl  community . We have put on record as well our concernff about the

WBSibl0 further development of nuclear capacitiee in the tenne  South African

tVlWirOflll�ltVlt  I hut we mIJ3t  Rlao req in tsr the reoervat  ions we have over the practise
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of putting forward draft resolutions einqlinq out one country or qroUP of

countr for. Nor do we be1 ievs it is appropr ia to to focus in a text such as this on

irrruer tha t  a re  i n c i d e n t a l  t o  t h e  ma i n  concern  of  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  m d  should

be dealt with elsewhere.

In addition, I must express the omcern  of my deleqation  at tho fact that the

proporal  for  the  eatablishmsnt  of a group of exper ts  to  aeaist the

Secretary-General  in  the  preparat ion of  the  repor t  cal led for  in  paragraph 5  of  the

dra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i n  p a r t  B has been made  wi th  l i t t l e  tim f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  T h a t

is  par t icular ly  regret table  in  view of the  budgetary  consequences  of  the  adopt ion

of  t h i s  p r o p o s a l .

The Ebw Zealand delegation fully appreciates the ooncerns  which have led to

the request  for  a  repor t  by the  Secretary-General, especially in view 0 f recent

news reports,  but we are not convinced that the establishment of a group of experts

is  a necessary or  sui table  meane  to  address  th is  i ssue .

Nuclear  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  c o n s t i t u t e s  a  d i r e  t h r e a t  t o  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  and

stabt�i,ity. In  South  Africa�s ci rcumstances  the  danger  inherent  in fur ther

unrequlated nuclear development is compounded, Accordingly, New Zealand once again

urqes South Afr ica  to  place  i t s  nuclear faci l i t ies  under  the IAEA safeguards r/gims

and to accede to the non-pro1 ifs ration Treaty, thereby  renouncinq  any  i n t e r e s t  i n

acquiring nuclear weapons.

Mr. NOREEN (Sweden): I am speaking to explain the vote of the five

Nordic countr lee on the two draft resolutiona in parts A and B of document

A/C, 1/44/L. 53/Rev.  3 entitled �Implementation of ths Declaration on the

Denuclear isat ion of  Afr ica � . Our  countr ies �  strong condemnat ion of  apar theid  in
-se

a l l  ite forms and manifes ta t ions  is  wel l  known.
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The npartheicJ system remains a flaqrant  violation of fundamental human rtqhta

and fundamental freedoms as lafd down in the United Nations Charter and tha

Universal Declaration of Human Riqbtn.

The Nordic Cavornments  have Ear many years actively supported the struqqle

aga ins t  apa r the id . Through their proqramrne of action against apartheid the Nordic

countrias  have adopted a wide range of unilateral measures aqainat South Africa,

including a trade embarqa. In  compl iance  wi th  Securi ty  Counci l  renolution  418

(1977)) they have also adopted measures and laqielation  dn the mandatory arms

embarqo against South Africa. Fur thor more, the Nordic countr  lea have implemented

Secur i ty  Counci l  resolu t ion  558 (1984) by  prohibi t inq  importn  of armsr ammuni t ion

of al l  types  and mil i tary  vehicles  produced in  South Afr ica , Co-opera t ion  in  the

nuclear  f ie ld  wi th  South Afr ica  la excluded through leqis la t lon in  a l l  f ive  Nordic

c o u n t r i e s .

The  Nordic  count r ies  share the  concern  expressed in  draf t  resolut ion

L. 53/Rev.3  that South Africa miqht squire nuclear weaF.ons. Such a developnnnt

would be a major setback to international non-proliferation efforts and would add

to the  a l ready qrave threat  to  interna tiorlal  pmce md securi ty  caused by the

Wlicy oE apa r the id  and  by  Sou th  Af r i ca � s  ac t s  of cleetabiliaation i n  t h e  r e g i o n .

The Nordic Governments have therefore persistently and in various contexts

called upon the South African Cevornrnent irnmedia  tely to adhere to the Tree ty on the

non-prol i fera t ion of  nuclear  weapons.

Far these  reasons  our  delegat ions  have voted in  favour  ol the  two draf t

resol1.r  t ions.

fb~ever,  we want to voice� serious concern reqardinq  some fnrmulatione  used in

both  texts . The Nordic countries $1 tronqly  &plore the continued inappropr iate

ainqlinq  o u t  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  aountriss  or groupn o f  c o u n t r i e s ,  w h i c h  c l e a r l y  detraota

from the  main object ive  of  strenqtheninq  internat ional  suppor t  for  the  Declara t ion



l%e/12 A/C. 1/44/N.  39
37

(Mr. Noreen, Sweden)

on  t h e  Denuclearisation  oP Afr ica . It also makes it more diffic3t  to reach

intsrnatlonal  consensus  in  dealinq  wi th  the  quaatinn  OF South Africa.

In  qeneral, we must  retRc?rve our  pos i t ion  wi th  reqard  to  formula t ions  which

EAil to take in to  account  the  proper  9Lvi~tion  of  competence  between the  Secur i ty

Council &VI the General Anaembly. Furthermore, thzi  Aasemhly sl~ould add re s s  itselE

to hvernments  rather than to private cittzana and entecprieen.

A s  reqards apec! Eic paraqraphs,  w e  hava r e s e r v a t i o n s  onl i n t e r  alla, t h e  n e w

e1ement.s  Introduced  tn pqraqrdphg  4, 5,  6  and 17 of  4raCt resolu t ion  L, 53bIev.3  8.

Mr. MOREL (Fr ante)  (in terprstatl.on  from French) I- - - I t  IA w i t h  r e q r e t  t h a t

the French Belaqation  has been comp?llad  to abstain on L. 53/Rev.  3 A and to vote

aqa ins t dra et: reso1.d t Ian L, 53/Rav.  3 B.

The  fundamenta l  object  Lves  of  these  dcaPt resolut ions  fu l ly  meet  wi th  the

support nE the French Government, t ha t  i s  t o  s ay  t he  dcnuc l ea r i za t i on  o f  Af r i ca  and

that p r e v e n t i o n  oE the scqut:qition  by  south Afr ica  oE A  m i l i t a ry  nuc lea r  capac i ty .

Furthermore!, the French Government Sharon the concerns of the African States

rsqardinq  attsmptg  a t  dentsbitizetion  u n d e r t a k e n  by Sou th  Af r i ca  aqa ina t  t he

cnuntrien  of the ceq i o n , Al.so, F r a n c e  n u p p n r t s  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  a l l  Statna

3houl.d  rsfroin  Prom 8ctlons  which  wou1.1~ promote the  prol i fera t ion of  nuclear

wpapons. We a l s o  t h i n k  t h a t  Sollth Africa 3houl.d submit  311 i t s  n\lcloar  facilitieff

t.~ the control.  QE the International Atomic Ensrqy  Aqancy.

on a l l  thcacz  pointn,  thcrefnrrj, the F r e n c h  Gx~rnment  in in full a q r e e m e n t

with the q?onflorfi  of draf-t regoIutlr?ns  L. 53/Rev.t A and R, hut at the same  time we

at tach qreat importance to  the  necessary  dtstinction  between the  peaceful  us0 of

nllcl@~r  enarqy ?nd it3 use Ea r  m i l i t a ry  pu rpose s ,  and  we  do  no t  t h ink  t ha t  t h i s

distinotion  has  been  p rope r ly  obnerved i n  t h e  rlraEt reeolutian~.

WQ alnr, tee1 tha t  the  Eormulattf)nR ralatinq to the  possess ion  and development

$)I a capacity Ly Solrth Afrlzjn  qo beyond whrt we believe to be i8 appropriate. As
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t o  L.53/Rev.l  R, i n  o u r  v i e w  t h e  indispensable  d i a t i nc t i ona  be tween  mi l i t a ry  and

c i v i l i a n  uBe8 d o  n o t  appear a t  a l l . Given the importance WC  attach to that

d i s t i n c t i o n ,  we wer8  c o m p e l l e d ,  aff i n  preview yearn, t o  v o t e  a g a i n s t  t h e  d r a f t

reaolut ton,

Mr. JANDL  (Austria)  I The Auatr ian  delegat ion voted in  favour of draft

r e s o l u t i o n  L. 53/Rev.  2  B, e n t i t l e d �Nuclear capabtlity  of  South Africa� .  We did  80

bacauee  we agree with the thruet  of the draft resolution and became we are aware

of  the  great danqers  to  in ternat ional  peace  and secur i ty  which could  emerge  from

t h e  p o s s i b l e  d e v e l o p m e n t  o r  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  o f  n u c l e a r  Weapons,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  i n  t h e

rag ion in quo8  tion.

Auettia  i~ o p p o s e d  t o  a l l  attempt8 a t  n u c l e a r  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  o n  b o t h  the

reyianal and t h e  g l o b a l  levalff.

Rcwever, we would  l ike  to  under l ine  our  reservations  regarding the  twelf th  and

fi f teanth preambular  paraqraphs and paraqraphs 4 ,  5  and 6 md, in  par t icular ,

Paraqraph 17.

W e  a r e  n o t  c o n v i n c e d  t h a t  i t  i s  neceesary  or  h e l p f u l  t o  c i t e  r e p o r t s  o n

certain allaqa tiona wh tch have not been verified. Furthermore, we cannot agree

with the concept of singlinq out a given country or qroup of countries in n

r8aolution  of the  General  Assembly.

In the case of a Repnrata  vot8, those reservations would have compelled

Austria to abstain on the paraqraphs I have just mentioned md would have obliged

ua to  vote  aqainet  the  requeet  oE the  Secretary-General  contained in  paraqraph 17.

hir. AL-ALPI (Den-ocratic Yemen)  I What  we have heard 86 far ip1 intereating

philorophy. I  wonder  why i t  i s  that ,  when a  quest ion relate8 to  countrim other

than South Africa and Israel many tent1  to be advocates at a campaiqn  aqainst  thos8

cWntrie,e,  ye t  now they t ry  to  mnvlncs u s  t h a t  thio chaker iu w i t h o u t  l i g h t ,  e v e n

a s  w8 88e briqht ltqht,
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If the question of collaboration had concerned collaboration between countries

other than South Af rice and Israel, we would see a campa iqn aqainut  those

countr  183. But since that is not the case, we find the quest ion tends to he

t r e a t e d  p h i l o s o p h i c a l l y . Even the leqitimate  request  of  the African States  - which

we s u p p o r t  whole-heartedly  - that  the mat ter  be  inves t igated  has  been turned down

f o r  technical o r  t?tnancial  r e a s o n s . I had hoped one of those States would have

said 1 t would cover the $50,000.
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But just in Order to create an obstacle it became a big issue to have $50,000  to

cover i t . I hope that we will not have here a double standard, because when it

came to the same responsibility on the part of the Secretary-General to inv8Stigat8

chemical weapons P they tended to become advocates. But when it was about nuclear

weapons md the nuclear capability of the racist riqims  of South Africa which

threatens Arah countries and the African continent, and about collaboration between

two racist rdqimes, we hear mrary excuses.

Now that the Committee has taken a Becision  on revised draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.53/Rev.3,  I should like to make a statement with particular reference t0

operative paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of part B. I am doing so in th8 light of the

budgetary implications set forth in document A/C.1/44/L.65  md of statements made

by several delegations.

The objective of paragraphs 4 to 6 of this revised draft resolution is to

establish the truth. The approach proposed in operative paragraph 5 is consistent

with time-honoured practice in the United Nations, which has in the past dispatched

impartial miss ions to investigate allegations ard reports w Lth serious security

imp1 ications. The records of the United Nations are replete with examples of such

missions, notably the miseions sent in ths last few years to investigate reports of

the use of poisonous gas in the Iran-Iraq situation. In fact, the African Group at

the United Nations is not ask inq for anything new in operative paragraphs 4, 5

and 6.

The reports alluded to in operative paragraph 4 at-8 quite serious. They raise

serious implications for peace md security not only for the African continent but

also for the world as a whole, The reports which have also b88n circulated by the

media have corm at a timb when the international community is placing a high

premium on peace  and harmonious relations , as evidenced by the number of draft

resolutions that this Committee has adopted, in par titular those regarding var ioua
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nuclear-free zones in the world. It is therefore necessary that allegations Of

collaboration between two Metier States of this Organization - which, as the

i reports stated, has enabled one of them to acquire nuclear-tipped missiles - be
!/

1 investigated and the truth established.

It would be tragic, indeed a dereliction of duty, if an otherwise

well-intentioned proposal aimed at clearing the air concerning reports with serious

implications were to be stifled in the name  of lack of funds.

I would therefore hope that a second thought would be qiven to the report

contained in A/C.1/44/L.65  so that it would be possible for this request by the

African Group to be carried out without hindrance.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now proceed to consider cluster 13. At the

beginning of the meeting we had announced that two draft resolutions were to be

submitted for decision at this afternoon's session. However, during our

proceedings we have received a request to postpone draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.41/Rev.2  for further consultations. It will therefore be taken UP

tomorrow.

The Committee will now proceed to vote on ,draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.46/Rev.l,  entitled "Science and technology for disarmament". This draft

resolution has four sponsors and was introduced by the representative of the German

Democratic Republic at the 3lst meeting, on 8 November 1989.

I give the floor to the Secretary OP the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors of draft

resolution A/C.l/44/L.46/Rev.l  are: the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Czechoslovakia, the German Demcratic  Republic and Mexico.

The CHAIRMAN: A recorded vote has been requested.
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In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belqium,  Beninr
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulqaria, Burkina Faso,
Burundi, Byelorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic. Cameroon~
Can ada, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, COngOt
Costa Rica, C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finlandr
France, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho,
L:iberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, @tarr
Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,  Swaziland, Swedenr
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, union Of Soviet Socialist
Republics, TJnited  Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, UruguaYr
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: United States oE America

Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.46/Rev.l  was adopted by 133 votes to none, with
1 abstention.
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PROGRAMME OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN \ Before adjourninq  S should like to remind members of the

Committee that, in accordance with the Committee’s programme of work and time

table, on bnday, 20 November the Committee will. begin itn general debate on

conu  idera tion  of and action upon agenda i tern 70, �Question of Antarctica�* I

therefore  urge delegat ions  kindly  to inscr ibe  the i r  names on the  l i s t  of  npeakera

as  soon as  poss ib le  in  order  to  enable  the  Commit tee  to  utilize  ful ly tile

con fe r ence  f ac i l i t i e s  avai lab le  to  it.

I  s h a l l  n o t  r e a d  o u t  t h e  l i s t  o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  t h e  Conanittee  will. deal

with tomorrow. We are going to cover all the remaining draft resolutions and I am

sure delegations will ,  come prepared. They should also come prepared to stay here

as long ae i t  takes  to  finish, even i f  ths t  means  extending the  af ternoon meet ing

into the early evening.

The meeting rose at ’1.45 P.m.


