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The meeting was called ta order at 3.55 p.m.

AGENDA  ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanierh)r Thie!  a f t e rnoon ,  t h e

Committee will  take action, in the order indicated, an the following draft

resolutiona:  A/C.1/44/L,55/Rev.l  i n  cluster  91 L.26/Rev.2  a n d  L.56/Rev.2  i n

c l u s t e r  101 L .  38/Rcv.l  a n d  L.47/Rev.l  i n  clufiter 151 L .  25/Rev.l  i n  cluster  8 ;

Tr. 67 - which replaced A/C.1/44/L.54  - i n  cluster  121 a n d  L.21. i n  c l u s t e r  7 .

I call on the representative of Lesotho, who wishen to introduce draft

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C,1/44/L.SS/Rev.l.

Mr. KOLANE (Leaotho) I On hehalf  of the memher countries of the African

Group,  my daleqation  haR the  honour  to  Rpeak on agenda i tem 63 ,  �General  and

complete disarmament�, and to introduce draft reRolution  A/C, 1/44/L. 55/Rev.  1,

e n t i t l e d �Prohibi t ion of  the  dumpinq of  radioact ive  wblstes�,

Ry a d o p t i n q  thiu  d ra f t  r eao lu t i on , the Committee would hear in mind resolution

CM/RES,1153  (XLVIII) concerninq  the  dumping o f  nuclear  and induetrlal WaRteR in

A f r i c a , adopted by the Council of Ministers  of the Organization  of African Unity

(CA(J) a t  itR f o r t y - e i g h t h  o r d i n a r y  a e s a i o n , and resolution  CM/RI%.1225  (L) on the

cont ro l  cJf the  ttansboundaty  movement  of  hazardous wefftes and on the i r  disposal,

wherein the OAU Council of MiniRtera  expresffed their concern with the problem of

t h e  dumpinq  of  n u c l e a r  and  induRtria1  was te s .

The Committee wouJd  also welcome resolution  GC(XXXffI)/RES/509  on the dumping

of n u c l e a r  wante.9, adopted on 29 Septemher 1989 by the General Conference of the

Internat ional  Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) at  i ts  thir ty- third regular  eauRion.
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(Mr. Kolane, Lesotho)

The item before ua was included in the agenda of the General Artiiemhly  laet

year aa a rsault of the African Council of MinirterR� i n i t i a t i v e  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  t h e

dumpinq of  warrtem  in  Af r i can  countrien  hy  ce r t a in  countriee  and  t he i r  t r anena t i ona l

corporations and enterpr irae.



EMS/7 A/C.l/44/PV.41
6

( M r .  Kolane,  Leeotho)

I t  wi l l  be  recal led  that  lacrt year  two draf t  teaolut ions  w e r e  eubmit ted  on

this agenda i tem,  by Niger ia  and the  Group of  African Statea renpectively.  Great

a t t e n t i o n  wan a t t r a c t e d  hy thifi i t e m ,  an i t  raflected  t h e  concorn o f  A f r i c a n  a n d

o t h e r  Statar o n  t h e  iraue. Many  Statelr  addtereed the  ma t t e r ,  emphaaizing  t h a t  i t

was o f  qeneral  concern  t o  a l l  regions,  n o t  only  Af r ica . They called on the

international  communi ty  to  take  strict  measurea to  prohib i t  action8  tha t  could

endange r  the security  of  State8  and  i n f r i nge  t he i r  sovereignty.

The Committee will  recall that two major problem6 faced the draft

reeolutionn. Firat, there were two texta from Africa and there waa a need to

reconci le  the  two. Second1 y , a group of Staten constituting the indurtrialized

c o u n t r i e s , and the  main  producera  o f  nuclear  and indust r ia l  waetet3,  fe l t  and

expressed reeervations  about  the draf t  reaolut iona.

Reqarding  the  firat problem, deepite  intensive neqotiationa agreement  on

merqing  the  two draf t  resolutione  eluded the  Afr ican Group. The African-Group

draf t  reaolut ion tha t  emerged after  a number  of  textual  change@  was appropria te ly

r e t i t l e d  �Dumpinq  o f  r a d i o a c t i v e  waetas� and war  formulated in  euch a  manner  that

i t  was qlohal  i n  nature8 i t  d i d  n o t  address i t s e l f  t o  d u m p i n g  i n  A f r i c a  o n l y ,  b u t

i n  a l l  o t h e r  countriafi  Membera of  the Un i t ed  Na t i one  t ha t  a r e  alao a f f ec t ed  hy  such

p rac t i ce s .

The draf t  reaolutione of  the Afr ican Group and of  Niger ia  were ul t imately

a d o p t e d  Aeparately a t  t he  fo r ty - th i rd  8eB8ion,  m u c h  t o  Africa�lr  regre t . However,

negot ia t ion6 and effort6  at  merginq the  two tex t8  did  not  a top  there . The result

of  the  8ubeeauent  negatiationa  and change8  i s  the new draft  resolu t ion

A/C,1/44/L,55/Rev.l, now before the Committee, which enjoyr the rupport of the

African Group aa a whole. We put it before the international community eince the

QUartiOn o f  dumping  la g loba l  and i n f r i nge r  t he  security  and rovereignty of  a l l

S t a t e s .
----..~ .__..
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(Mr. Kolane, Lesotho)

Durinq her  sAdreaR  tr, the  Genera l  Aouemhly  at  i ts  for ty-fourth seasion, on

8 Novemher  1989,  the  British Prime Minirrter  Raid,  wi th  respect to  the  acope of

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a c t i o n ,  t h a t

�The evidence is there. The damage IR he inq Aone. What do we, the

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o m m u n i t y ,  d o  a b o u t  it?�  (A/44/PV,48,  p .  g-1.0)

The  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  be fo re  UA eeekff  t o  Rensitixe  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o m m u n i t y

with  respect  to  the  grave  conseauencef!  of  the  dumping of  hecardous wastefi  for  the

security and economic well-being of States. I t  appeal6 t o  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l

community to prevent all nuclear-waete dumpinq practicef!  which would infringe the

sove re iqn ty  o f  a l l  Stnteu.

Aegardinq the second prohlem, we hope that now, with the chanqes  made to the

two  d ra f t  reffolutionn  a d o p t e d  lafft year, the  Member  States  that  had prohlama with  �

the  draft  reAolutionR  an they were formulated then wil l  now show pol i t ica l  wi l l  and

f ind t.he new all-encompaeeinq  text  more  acceptable  for  adopt ion hy consensus.

Mr. OWOSENI (Nigeria) t AR membera  a r e  a w a r e , the iRR:~e  of the dumping of

r ad ioac t i ve  wastaB wau f i r s t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  aqenda o f  t he  Gene ra l  Aeftemhly  a t  t h e

E o r t y - t h i r d  aension,  l a s t  y e a r , a t  t h e  inetance  of  m y  d e l e q a t i o n . The  f!uhReauent

cnneidera t ion of  the  i tem in  the  F i rs t  Commit tee  led  to  the  adopt ion  a t  tha t

aeRRion o f  two  reBol.utions  o n  t h e  s u b j e c t , one in t roduced by Niger ia  - reRolution

43/75 Q o f  7  December 1 9 8 8 ,  e n t i t l e d � P r o h i b i t i o n  o f  the Aumpinq  of  r ad ioac t ive

w a s t e s  f o r  hostile  purposes� - and the  other  by the  Afr ican Group - reRolution

43/75 T  o f  t h e  Rame d a t e , ent i t led  �Dumping of  radioactive  waRteA�.

In ItR Rtatement  on 24  October  1989,  durinq  the  qenera l  debate  in  this

Committee, my daleqation commended the Committee for it8 eupport on this quetltion

1aRt y e a r . We also cxpreemed  our Patiufaction that the Conference on Disarmament

in Geneva hau, Rince t h e  a d o p t i o n  o f  t h e  e n a b l i n g  renolution,  i n i t i a t e d  e f f e c t i v e
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(Mr. Owoseni, Nigaria)

considera t ion  o f  the  matter  by i ts  Ad Hoc Committes on Radiologica l  WeaQOnU.

Furthermore ,  we are  pleased to note  that  a t  the  end of  i t s  th i r ty- th i rd  regular

s4ssion,  in  Vienna, on 29 Septsmber 1989, the General Conference of IAEA adopted A

resolution on the dumpinq of nuclear wastea, in  which  i t  expressed  the  hope that

the IAEA tachnical workinq group of experts would complete its work next year and

auhmit to the General Conference in 1990 a draft code or practice for transboundary

movements of radioactive waatee.

Niger ia �s  concern a t  the  dumping of  radioact ive  waeter iu informed hy the

lathal nature  of  tha t  dumpinq. Tha deliherata  dissemination  o f  r ad i a t i on ,  w h e t h e r

by attacks against nuclear installations or through the dumping of radioactive

wastes , would have catsatrophic ConReuuenceR on both human health and the

ecosystem. That makes the dumping of radioactive wastes for hostile purpose8 a

very effect ive  means of  conduct ing radiological  warfare  s ince i t  would suraiy

resul t  in  gr ievoue harm,  in jury  and des t ruct ion - which is  what  warfare is  a l l

about. Nigeriats  in tent ion  in  expos ing  tha t  danger i s  to  exclude  permanent ly  the

possibi l i ty  of  radioact ive  wastes  being used ae weapons of warfare,  and fur ther  to

ewure  t ha t  such  was t e s  are  n o t  dumpad  clandentinely  i n  the  t e r r i t o ry  o f  o t h e r

S t a t e s .

I t  i s  i n d e e d  mcst app rop r i a t e  t h a t  t h i s  euhject  s h o u l d  b e  cons ide rad  by  t h e

Conference on Disarmament under its agenda item entitled �New  types of weapons of

mass destruction  and new systems of such weapanaj  radiological weapons�, which

weapons are  viewed as  futur is t ic .

From what we already know about the dendly effects of radiation, the effect of

dumping radioactive wastes could bs more lethal than the effects from aome weapon@

o f  ma8b  cleetruction  o n  w h i c h  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n s  QCOhibiting  t h e i r  uIe h a v e

already been concluded, A cane in  pa in t  i s  b io logica l  weapons.  We hope i t  wi l l  he
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posnihle  for the Conference on Disarmament to conclude action on the prohibition  of

the dumping of radioactive wautas early, in order to remove any temptation of the

uRe of  dumping for  host i le  purposes .

This  year ,  Niger ia  and other  Afr ican countr ies  have decided  to  pool  the i r

reRourcee  and preaent a common draft resolution on the subject. Not only does that

conform with  the  wiah of  the  Commit tee  on  th is  i tem,  hut  i t  a lso  wi l l  fac i l i ta te  a

concentrated approach to the subject in the appropriate forums in the United

Nat ions , the Conference on Disarmament and IAEA.

In  recommending draf t  reuolut ion A/C.1/44/L.55/Rev.l,  ent i t led  �Prohibi t ion  Of

the dumping of radioactive wastea�, fo r  suppor t  by  a l l  de l ega t i ons ,  t h e  Nige r i an

delegat ion wishes  to  thank the  deleqationn  of  Kenya,  as  Chairman of  the African

Group for October, and Egypt, as the  representa t ive  of  the  Chairman of  the

Otqanizat ion o f  African Unity, f o r  facilitatinq  t h i s  s i n g l e  t e x t ,  w h i c h  p e r f e c t l y

ComhineFl  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  inqredients  of  t h e  t w o  r e s o l u t i o n s  m e n t i o n e d  ear l i e r ,  We

wiRh t o  r e m a r k  t h a t  d r a f t  renolution AjC.1/44/L.S5/Rev,l  d e l i h e r a t e l y  avoidu o t h e r

a spec t s  o f  t he  i~aba t h a t ,  w h i l e  i m p o r t a n t , a re  nevertheless  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  w o r k  Of

other  commit tees  outs ide  th is  forum, thus focusing  on the disarmament anqle under

radioloqial  w a r f a r e , as  appropr ia te  to  the  work cf. th is  Commit tee .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) : We shall now take a decision

o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.55/Rev.l,  e n t i t l e d �Prohibition of the dumpinq of

radioactive wasteu�  . The draf t  resolut ion was  in t roduced by the  representat ive  Of

Leflotho, o n  hehalf  o f  t he  Group  o f  Af r i can  S t a t e s ,  a t  t he  p r e sen t  mee t inq . The

draf t  resolut ion is sponsored hy the  delegat ions  of  Kenya,  on behalf  of  the African

Group, and Romania. The sponsors  have asked that  the  draft  resolut ion be adopted

wi thout  a vote . May I take  i t  tha t  the  Commit tee  adopts  the  draf t  resolut ion?

Draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.55/Rev.l  was adopted.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) t I  s h a l l  new c a l l  o n  t h o s e

representa t ives  who wish to  expla in  the i r  vote  on draf t .  resolut ion A/C.1/L.55/Revo1.

I  ca l l  on the  representat ive  of  France on a  point  of  order .

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) c I t  appeara t h a t  d u e  to

an Unfortunate misunderstanding the request  we made before this meting  that the

d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  b e  p u t  t o  a v o t e  d i d  n o t  r e a c h  t h e  Chairman-

I wish to atress that my delegation iasked for a vote, I shall explain when

France gives  i t s  explanat ion of  vote .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) # I  s h a l l  c a l l  o n  t h e

representat ive  of : rance after we have canple ted the l ist  of speakers in

explanation of vote.

Mt. KENWN (United Kingdom) t I  should 1 ike to explain the United

Kingdom�s  vote  on draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/L.SS/Rev.l,  on  the  prohib i t ion  of  the

dumping of radioactive waste.

The Uni ted  Kingdom s t rongly  suppor ts  the  contents  of  the  draf t  resolut ion.

Indeed our delegation worked hard with the delegation of Kenya to try to ensure

that the language of the text could command the same universal support as its

content . We thank i t  warmly for  ita efforts . However, the United Kingdom would

have liked to have seen one additional change to the text - to amend the iA tle of

the  draf t  resolut ion and the  agenda i tem as  i t  appears  in  operat ive  paragraph 9.

For the United Kingdom, there can be no question of the prohibition of the

d i s p o s a l  o f  r ad ioac t ive  was t e . Such a  prohib i t ion  would  loqically  enta i l  a

P roh ib i t i on  o f  a l l  u se s  o f  nuc l ea r  ene rgy ,  pa r t i cu l a r ly  peace fu l  uses* We

unders tand tha t  th is  was  not  the  in tent ion  of  the  authors  Ln us ing  the  phrase

�dumping of radioactive waste�. But  unfor tunate ly  it did  not prove poss ib le  to

agree on an alternative term which would have revved the ambiguity surrounding the

te rm �dumping�,

.- - --_ __
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(Mr. Kenyon, United Kingdom)

I should  l ike  to  note  for  the  record  tha t  the  Uni ted  Kingdom,  in  RuppOrtinq

t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n ,  i n t e r p r e t s  t h e  p h r a s e �dumping of  radioact ive  wsete�  in  the

sense of any une of nuclear waste which would conetit\.te  radiological warfare.

That is the formulation found in the fifth preamhular paragraph and psraqraph 3 of

t h e  dra f t  r e so lu t i on .

Mr. WAGENMAKERS (Netherlands) r I  should like to explain the vote of the

Nether lands  delegat ion on draf t  resolut ion L/SS/Rev.l,  on  the  prohibition  of the

dumpinq of radioactive waate.

Once aqain the First Committee is asked to expreacl itSe1.f  on an issue which we

f i r m l y  hel.teve  ia outside i t s  acope o f  activities. W e  r e q r e t  t h a t  t h e  RffOttR  to

transfer the subject to the Second Committee have not yet proved successful.

We qave our suppor t  to  the  present  draf t  rc.solution  in  i t s  revised  form on the

c l e a r  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h a t  i t s  t i t l e , �Prohibition of the dumpinq of radioactive

WaRtes�, and conReauently  the title of the agenda item, refers to �any  uRe of

nuclear waete in a manner that would conRtitute  radioloqical uarfate�.

The draf t  resolution  poin ts  to  the  Conference  on  DiRarmament  aR the  forum to

cons ide r  e f f ec t i ve  measu re s  o f  con t ro l  aga in s t  t he  uRe o f  radioloqical  metho& of

warfare. The Conference on Disarmament in indeed the appropriate forum for

treatinq t h e  ~ut.?ect o f  r ad io log ica l  war fa re . I t  i s  t he r e fo re  a l l  t he  more

important to make a clear distinction between dumping of jnduRtria1 wastes, which

iR an environmental problem, on the one hand, and the  offensive  and host i le  use  of

radiological  waste ,  on the  other .

At the same time we believe  that the isSue  of dumping of industrial waetes

muRt  he  addressed, takinq  in to  account  the  pure ly  economic  i ssues  which play  a  ro le

i n  thiR ma t t e r , But thiR should be done in the proper context and in the proper
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forum. We strongly appeal to the delegations concerned to agree to transfer the

subject to the Second Committee, where its proper treatment could well prove far

more productive.

Mr. BIALEK (Federal Republic of Germany): I should like to comment on

draft resolution L/55/Rev.l,  entitled "Prohibition of the dumping of radioactive

waste". Though we joined the consensus on the draft resolution, we still have some

reservations.

We believe that radioactive wastes do not meet the resuirements of weapons for

military use, but are an environmental problem. We welcome the improvements made

in the text thus far and we look forward to further necessary adjustments during

the forty-fifth session of the General Assembly.

@Jr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): Before turning to the

uuestion of substance, I should like to recapitulate the difficulties we have

encountered.

Before the meeting started, my delegation asked a member of the Secretariat

for a vote to be taken. Unfortunately, due to some difficulty, that reauest does

not appear to have been transmitted. when the time came for the announcement by

you, Sir, that a reauest had been made not to have a vote, my delegation was taken

by surprise. We had raised our hand at the very moment you called the meeting to

order.

I do not wish to make matters worse, but in the light of reasons of substance

I shall explain, I hope due note will he taken that the French delegation did not

take part in the vote. I would add that when this draft resolution is presented to

the General Assembly we shall ask for a vote.

I now turn to the substance which , if there had heen a vote, would have

prompted my delegation to abstain.
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France would have had to abstain on draft resolution L/55/Rev.l for the

following reasons. First, the preambular part recalls resolution 43/75 T, adopted

at the last session of the General Assembly. France abstained on that resOlUtiOn

and gave an explanation of vote on that subject. Secondly, France ce.tainly voted

in favour of resolution 43/75 Q, on the same subject, but we think that this

subject would be better dealt with in the Second Committee, in which it is ah0

being discussed.
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Thirdly ,  and th is  i s  the  major  considera t ion,  France  haa already had many

oPPortunitie8, both in the General Aarembly and in the Conference on Disarmament,

to emphaaize  the fact that one cannot equate the dumping of radioactive waates with

r ad io log i ca l  weapons. General  Aaeembly  resolu t ion  43/75 Q waa baaad on an  impl ic i t

equation. In  d ra f t  r eao lu t ion  A/C,1/44/L.JS/Rev.l,  however ,  tha t  equatim ir made

e x p l i c i t . That ia the more reqrettable  because the work of the Conferance  on

Disarmrrment�s  M Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons has atill  not enabled UJ to

arr ive at  any aqtced def in i t ion  of  the  conccrpt  of  radiological  weapons or

radioloqical warfare. Draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. SS/Rav.l  would therefore

Prsjudqe the work of the Conference on Disarmamant  on this point,  and France cannot

aqree to  tha t .

Those are the points I wished to make in explanation of -vote a�!ter  the voting

on the  draft  resolu t ion .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) t I  now call upon tha

Secretary of the Committee, who hae asked to make a statement g

Mr. KHERADI (Sec re t a ry  o f  t he  Committee)  # W e  have  t aken  no t e  o f  t he

sta tement  of  the  representat ive  of  France, and we do apoloqize  i f  there  was Bome

misundaratandinq  or breakdown in communication. However, I would also like to

r e i t e r a t e  t ha t  we  in  t he  Sec re t a r i a t  a lways  do  o u r  utmost t o  a sce r t a in ,  be fo re

proceedinq  t o  a c t i o n  on any  d ra f t  r e so lu t ion , whether  or  not  a vote  i s  required ,  or

wha t  pa r t i cu l a r  a c t i on  i s  t o  b e  t a k e n .
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I  fu l l y  app rec i a t e  t he  d i f f i cu l t i e s  t he  Sec re t a r i a t  mus t  f ace . I  c e r t a in ly  d id  no t

wish to  imply anythinq  other  than the fact  of  the present  mater ia l  c i rcumstances ,

because  we al l  apprec ia te  the  pressure  on  the  Secratar iat. As I said , we do not

wish to complicate matter.9 at thig  last meetinq  on disarmament  question?. I have

s ta ted  the  que:;t ion  of  pr inc ip le  and reserved our  pos i t ion . Of course we have

every c o n f i d e n c e  i n  t h e  e x c e l l e n t  f u n c t i o n i n g  o f  t h e  S e c r e t a r i a t .

AK. 1/44/W.  41.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) t The Committee will now turn

to draft rosolut.ion  A/C. 1/44/L.  26/Rev.  2, �Confidence- and security-huildinq

measuran  and conventional disarmament in Europe�. Does any deleqation wiflh  to make

a s ta tement  o ther  than in  explanat ion of  vote?

Mr. MOREL (France!) (interpretation from French) :- - Since WC? are now turninq

to  a  qu i t e  d i f f e r en t  subject and  a r e  abou t  t o  t ake  a  dec i s i on  on  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

WC. 1/44/L, 26/Rev.  2, I should  l i k e  t o  ntate m y  daleqation�s  p o s i t i o n  a n d  s t r e s s ,  i n

p a r t i c u l a r , t he  sp i r i t  i n  wh ich  my  coun t ry ,  alonq w i t h  Aust.ria,  Belqium,  qprU8#

Finland, Greece, Hunqa ry , the  Federa l  Republ ic  of  Germany, the German Democratic

R e p u b l i c ,  Iuxembourq,  I t a ly ,  Poled,  Sweden ,  and  Yuqoslavia,  s u b m i t t e d  t h e  t e x t  o f

t h e  Araft r e s o l u t i o n . The  t ex t  i n  a  f ami l i a r  one , f i r s t  becau.qe i t  m a k e s  e x p l i c i t

reference to General Assembly resolution 43/75  P adopted by consensus last year

undc  r the game ti tl.e, and, secondly, because th iq year our Committee has made

pro9resa i n  its c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  thi.3 d r a f t  resol.ution,  leadinq  t o  t h e  present

version in document A/C, L/44/L.  26/Rev.2,  which is the result of t.he  broad

c o n s u l t a t i o n s  t h a t  were carried  o u t , p r i m a r i l y  among t h e  S t a t e s  c?nqaqed  in t h e

Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE).

In draw in9 up our draft. resolution we have opted for sfmpl ici ty and

cr3ncision. Indeed,  we have preferred not  to  90 in to  details  wi th  reqard to  the

neqotiat  ions in proqress. We h a v e  a l s o  felt i t  n a c e a s a r y  t o  connidar  the



developnflnts,  a certain

On the othpr hand,

contain A  clear approva

cautlnn  should  h e  e x e r c i s e d ,  eapocially  t h i s  y e a r .

WC) h a v e  d e e m e d  i t  as.sential.  t ha t  t he  d ra f t  resolution

1 of  the  Vienna  process  by the Uni ted  Nat.ions General

Als8embl.y. I w o u l d  recall t h a t  t h e  neqotiations  are deffiqned t o  a c h i e v e  a

proqreRnive,  concrete  and  mu1 t i f o r m  r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  vari.ous fo rms  o f  mi l i t a ry

confrontation that have dominated the h tgtory of the European continent for more

t h a n  4 0  yaar.s ani t o  leqcl  t o  a n  o v e r - a l l  re-evaluation  o f  EastWest  r e l a t i o n s .

That , lndaed,  is  what  in  a t  .stake in the Vienna naqotia  t  ions ,  The language we have

lrcled  t o  express t h a t  a p p r o v a l  l.3, as 1 AAIA, nimplc,  c o n c i s e  c;nd u n c o n t r o v e r s i a l .

I would therefore hope that draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  26/Rev.  2 might be adopted

by con5onsu4,

A/C. I /44/w*  41.
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wishes  of  countr ies  outs ide  Fk~ropc!  tha t  do  nat par t ic ipa te  in  the  onqoinq process

at Vienna. It is e a sy  t o  unde r s t and  t ha t  a t  t he  p r e sen t  j unc tu r e ,  when  t he  pace  a f

those  neqotiationa  has  been vas t ly  acce l e ra t ed ,  w i th  many  nmw and  cOTrpl@X

�l�hp  CHAIRMAN (tnterpretation  From Span inh) I No deleqation has expressed

the  wigh to  make a  s ta tement .  tn explanat ion of  vote  before  the  vot inq,  and the

Commi.t.t.cre  wi l l  thPrc!forn t.akf! ,yct.ir>n on draf t  renolution  A/C.  1/44/L, 26/Rev.  2 ,

�Cmf  1 dtmc*e- and securi  ty-bu il.dinq  mcasureg  and convent  ional dtsarmament in

El1 r opf!  , � Thp  d r a f t  resolut.i(>n  was introduced  b y  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  F r a n c e .  I

c a l l  upon the Secrpt.ary o f  khp C o m m i t t e e  t o  read orlt. t h e  l i a t  o f  Rponnorg.

.  KHERADI  (Sccrot;\ry  of t h e  C o m m i t t e e )  aMr D r a f t  re.solutton

A/C.l/44/L.  26/Rev,  2  has 1 4  nponnorn, aw fallowst Atrstria,  Belgium,  C y p r u s ,

Finland,  F rance ,  the F e d e r a l  R e p u b l i c  o f  C+rmany, thu German Democratic Republic,

Greece, Hungary, Italy I Luxembourq,  Pal and, Sweden and Yuqos  lav ia.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) I The Committee will now vote

on draft resolution A/C, 1/44/L.  26/Rev,  2. T h e  eponsore  o f  t he  d ra f t  reeolution  have
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(The Chairman)

asked that it  be adopted by the First Committee without a vote. If I hear no

oh  jection..  i t  i s  ao dec ided .

Draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  26/Rev.  2 was sdopted.
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’l"h@ CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)8 I now call on those

r ep re sen t a t i ve s  winhinq t o  e x p l a i n  t h e i r  v o t e  o n  t h e  d r a f t  resolution jLLst  a d o p t e d .

Mr. GRMJCXR  (Un i t ed  S t a t e s  af Amer ica ) , The Uni ted  Sta tes  i s  pleaned

that  the  Firs t  Commit tee ,  by adopt ing draf t  rasol.ution  A/C.l/44/L,26/Rev.  2  wi thout

a v o t e , has  $Jinctd  i n  welcominq t h e  two  dirJtinct  neqotiations  a imed  a t  e n h a n c i n g

ntahility md security i n  E u r o p e  t h a t .  a r e  takinq p lace  i n  V i e n n a  w i t h i n  t h e

framework of the procese  of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe

(am). The Uni ted  SLIten  a t taches  qreat  importance to  both  of those  negotiationa.

The  neqottation  amonq the 35 par t ic ipants  in  the  CSCE, which  in taking place

tn accordance with the maslda te agreed upon in the 1983 Madrid meeting of the OICE,

i6 wwkinq  to elaborate a new set of mutually complementary confidence- and

aectlrity-hu  ildtnq  meanurew  that wc.uld  build u p o n  ard e x p a n d  t h e  result o f  t h e

S t o c k h o l m  Confarance  w i t h  thn a i m  of  reducinq  the  r i sk  o f  military c o n f r o n t a t i o n  i n

IGlrnpf!,

The c>ther  neqo  tia t ton, on  convent tonal  armed forces  in  Europe,  is conducted  by

t h e  23 Stabs mmhera  of t.he N o r t h  A t l a n t i c  a l l i a n c e  a n d  t h e  Warflaw T r e a t y  afi a

rflRu1.  t ?rld on the hanis of  rl manna  t a  t hey  aqrsed u p o n  Ins t  J anuary . That manda ta

commit:3  them t o  contrihutlnq  t o  t h e  o b  jectlvo o f  gtrenqtheninq  Btability  a n d

~17r!llr i t y  i n  Eurcrpf? thrcxlqh  the rxt,3bl i.qhment  of:�  a  gtahl4 a n d  .r,ecure b a l a n c e  o f

c:onven  t. ional  armtltl  forcon  #3. t. lower lsvels, the  e l iminat ion  of  tli.c,pari  tie3

I)rr?jiI~liciill  t o  s t a b i l i t y  anrl security,  and the ~lCminati,on,  a~ ~7 matter  o f

p r i o r i t y ,  o f  t h e  c a p a b i l i t y  f o r  l a u n c h i n g  s u r p r i s e  a t t a c k s  a n d  for i n i t i a t i n g

l?rqc-scale  of f9n.q  tvr! act ions. Having rec~tved  n major impetus Prom the

.niqnificant  i n i t i a t i ve  advanced  b y  the Nor th  A t l an t i c  n�ll.ianco last May ,  tha t

rleqotirltic>n  i~1 enqaqed i n  i n t ens ive  and  ha rd  work  w i th  a  vlrlw  t o  achievinq  i t s

objective! ao r a p i d l y  a s  poaeible,
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In  jo in ing conaensua  on draf t  reeolut ion A/C,l/44/L.  26/Rev.  2 ,  the  Uni ted

States  gave  a  fur ther  expression  of i t s  hope for  an ear ly  and FRitive  c6nclueion

of  both  of  those  negot ia t ions. I t  ie qratifyinq t h a t  a l l  members  o f  t h e  C o m m i t t e e

share that  hope,

Mr. WLEJS (Czechoslovakia) ( in terpre ta t ion  from Russian)  I

Czechoelovak is ia in favour of draft reuolution  A/C. 1/44/L. 26/Rev.  2. In  ou r  view,

the posit ions are very cloee together and agreement should be possible in the near

fu tu re . I t  ie eesential t o  h a v e  c o n t r o l  o n  t h e  bagis  o f  n;;ltual  agraemRnt. Many

queatione  a re  s t i l l  outstandinq,  b u t  w e  a r e  o p t i m i s t i c  t h a t  w o r k  d o n e  witirfn t h e

framework of the Conference on Security md Co-operation in Europe hm taken ploca

in an atmosphere of harmony.

T h e  p r i o r i t i e s  o f  t h e  t h r e e  q r o u p s  o f  c o u n t r i e s  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e

neqotiat ions should be taken in to account. T h e  cominq-together  o f  p o s i t i o n s  will

e n a b l e  u s  t o  f i n d  speedy s o l u t i o n s  t o  t h e  oamplex problome t h a t  atill e x i s t .  I n

our v i e w , the most important problem is that of naval armamertti  among the

conf idence-bui ld ing  measure8 , which should encompass all of tha armed forces.

The progress  achieved in  the  course  of  the  negot ia t ions  in  Vienna wi l l  be an

important  fac tor  in  increas ing conf idence in  Europe. Czechoslovakia �s  pos i t ion

takes in to  account  the  sstablishmont  of  a  zone of  conf idence,  co-operat ion and

qood-neighbour  liness among the States member3  of the Warsaw Treaty and of the North

At l an t i c  T rea ty  Orqanization. That  propoRal,  if  it were  to  ba implemented ,  would

contr ibute  to  improving the  pal itical Aialoque  and mutual ly  advantaqsous  re la t ions

o f  co-peration among  a l l  i n t e r e s t e d  countries.

We have always been in favour of the process of rapprochement in Europe. For

t h o e e  reasons, Czechoelovak ia joined in the conaensue on draft  resolution

WC. 1/44/L, 26/Rev,  2.
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T h e  CHAIPMAN  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  Span!ah)l  T h e  Comittee  w i l l  nm t u r n

to draft reaolu t ion A/C. 1/44/L. 56/Rev. 2,

I call  on thorn representativea  who wish to explain their vote before the

votinq.
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Mr, SCNJD  ( I n d i a )  I My delegation wishes to put on record ita views on

draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.56/Rev.2,  entitled �Conventional. disarmament on a

r eg iona l  s ca l e � .

The  priOritit?R in  disarmament  were  entahlifthed by the General Anaembly a t  it8

f i r s t  apacial Renuion  d e v o t e d  t o  disarmament, held  in  1978,  and are  ref lec ted  in

paragraph 45 of its Final Document. They arfrr nuclear weapons1 other weapon8 of

maal des t ruc t ion ,  inc luding chemical  weapons1 convent ional  weapons ,  inc luding any

which may he  deemed to  be excaf!nively in jur ious or  to  have indiscr iminate  effecta;

and reduction of armed forcea. Those  pr ior i t ies  are  a(1 val.id today au they  were  a

decade aqoI in  view of  the  onqoinq  nuclear  armi! face  on Ear th  and the  threat  of it8

extens ion  in to  outer  space.

Nuclaar  w a r  i s  a u a l i t a t i v a l y  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  o t h e r  forms o f  w a r ,  aa it

threatens the very survival of mankind. Therefore , conventional disarmament has to

be purfiufid, within the framework of proqress  towards general and complete

disarmament  under  ef fect ive  in ternat ional  control .

Approximately three-auar tara  of  the  world �s  mil i tary  expendi ture ,  current ly

en t ima ted  a t  $1  t r i l l i on  a  yea r , is accounted for hy nuclear-weapon States and

S t a t e s  helonqinq  t o  t h e  t w o  m i l i t a r y  alliances. Those nuclear-weapon States and

memhara  of the two military alliances account for more than 93 per cent of

i n t e r n a t i o n a l .  4rmR t r ans fe r s . A linkaqe therefore eniRtfl  between nucleflr weapons

a n d  conventional  Weapons, a@ the nuclear-weapon Powers and the two military

alliancea account  for  the  larqest  arsenals  of  both nuclear  and convent ional .

weapont3. It ip ciear t h a t  i t  in thoRe countries t h a t  muat t a k e  t h e  lead i n  e n d i n g

the arms race,  both nuclear  and convent ional , h y  haltinq t h e  aual.itative e s c a l a t i o n

and  by  siqnificantly  r e d u c i n g  s t o c k p i l e s  t o  lower l eve l s .
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Isolated manures  in  the f ie ld  of  convent ional  d isarmament  offer  l i t t le  hope

of meaninqful proqrern. A olahal approach ifi a prereauinite if our efforts are to

l e a d  t o  niqnificsnt  resulta.

Dua a t t e n t i o n  a l s o  n e e d s  t o  h e  qiven t o  reqionu whici,  poesena t h s  h i g h e s t

concentration of both nuclear and convantional  forces. A 1 imi tinq approach would

not  only  d i lu te  the  pr ior i t ies  but  would  a lso  d iver t  a t ten t ion  to  secondary or

p e r i p h e r a l  araa(r.

Accordingly, my delegation iu constrained to shstain  in the vote on the draft

r e s o l u t i o n .

Mr. RIVERQ (Cuba) ( i n t e rp re t a t i on  f rom Span i sh )  t My  de l ega t i on  w i shes  t o

s t a t e  itn p o s i t i o n  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.5C/Rev.2,  i n t r o d u c e d  b y  t h e

delaqation of Peru and uponuored  by a number  of countries, I t  dea l s  w i th

convent ional  dioarmamant on a  regional  scale.

We note that the text reflects some of the principles which in the Cuban

delegation�s view ara haftic elements of any consideration of conventional

dinarmament on a regional scale, I t  reiterates the  pr imary  r eapone ib i l i t y  o f

nuclear-weapon States  and mil i tar i ly  a iqnif icant  Sta tes . I t  a l s o  r e a f f i r m s  t h a t

effective nuclear-disarmament measures and the prevention of nuclear war have the

h i q h e n t  p r i o r i t y , which in our view reflects the enPence of paragraph 45 of the

Pinal  Document of the 1978 special ecgeion  of the General Aasamhly  devoted to

diearmament. That  paragraph s ta tes  prioritiaR  in  d iaarmament  neqot ia t ione  -

mentioning f irflt oE all. ,  nuclear weapons.

The  concern  expreuned  in  the  draf t  reuolution  that  convent ional  weapon6  have

become increasingly  more lethal and destructive, because  of the cont inuing mil i tary

appl icat ion of  technology and sc ient i f ic  advancea,  ia jus t i f ied ,  heceure in  our

view It  reflects a real i ty  which is becoming increas ingly  c lear  and which is  a

teanon for alarm and indignation on the part of international public opinion. Thu
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d r a f t  rasolutian  saye t h a t  eupecially  i n  m111tar11.y  a i q n i f i c a n t  State@ c a n v a n t i o n a l

weapona consume  l a r g e  amounts  o f  r e s o u r c e s  w h i c h  c o u l d  b e  utilised  for  t h e  sccial

and economic development  of the  people  o f  all countr ies ,  par t icular ly  the

dfwalopinq  countries.

However, in  our  view some ideaa d id  not  receive  the  a t tent ion  that  the i r

importance meritA. For example, there  i s  no ment ion of  the  inherent  r iqht  of

se l f -de fence , embodied in the United Nations Charter, a matter which must not be

ignored when refnrrinq to the idea of holding neqotiationa on a halanced reduction

of armed forces and on conventional disarmament. T h e  f i f t h  preamhular  paragraph

omite  t h a t  m a t t e r , al.though it IR specifically referred to in the final document of

the  1978 specia l  uession,  in  paragraph 83.

In considerinq  disarmament on a regional scale, we should not on1.y  take

aCCOUnt  of the  charactoristicf!  of  each region and the  views of  al l .  in teres ted

part ies ,  hut  must  a lso  r%tabliPh,  g iven the  danger  to  in ternat ional  peace  and

fiecurity, that  negot ia t ions  leadinq  to  convent ional  d isarmament  meaffucee on a

raqional  Wale  muat b e g i n  i n  t h o s e  r e g i o n s <Clerc!  t h e r e  i s  a  h igh  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of

nuclear and conventional weapona.

In the final documents of the ninth summit meeting of the Non-Aligned

Movement, held in Belgrade, the  non-a l igned countr ies  expressed thei r  readiness  t0

c o n t r i b u t e  fu l l y  t o  t he  i n i t i a t i on  and  r ea l i s a t i on  o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  c o n v e n t i o n a l

difsarmament o n  t h e  g l o b a l , reqional  a n d  sub-regional  l e v e l s . They also pointed out

t ha t  t he  ce s sa t i on  o f  a l l  a c t s  o f  agqression  aqainst n o n - a l i g n e d  c o u n t r i e s ,  the!

strict obervance o f  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  n o n - i n t e r v e n t i o n  a n d  n o n - i n t e r f e r e n c e  i n  t h e

i n t e r n a l  affairA o f  Stateu, n o n - u e e  or  t h r ea t  o f  u n e  of  fo r ce  i n  i n t e rna t i ona l

r e l a t i ons ,  peace fu l .  Rettlement  of  disputes,  Pe l f -de t e rmina t ion ,  s e l f -de fence ,  a n d

the  removal  of  a l l  economic and pol i t ica l  pressures  agains t  non-aliqned  countr ies
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will make it possible for all of them to contribute effectively to the process of

disarmament.

The draft resolution appeals to all States to facilitate the progress of

regional disarmament, refraining from any action, that might hinder the achievement

oE that objective. It mentions only the use or threat of use of force a.rd

intervention or interference, omittinq a whole set of principles contained in the

Belgrade summit documents, reflecting the sad reality which many of our countries

face, almost on a daily basis, as a result of the policies of hostility and

aqgression applied by srme States. In our view, the omission of those ideas makes

the text inadeauate, because it is therefore limited.

There is another important omission from the text, important because it has a

neqative influence on possible future negotiations leading to conventional

disarmament at the regional level. I refer to the continued existence of foreign

military bases, belonging to nuclear Powers outside a region, against the will of

the Governments of the countries where they are situated, and the ct rying out of

military manoeuvres and exercises which are intimidating and infringe the

sovereignty and territorial inteqrity of independent countries. Those matters were

also considered at the ninth summit Conference of the Movement of Non-Aligned

Countries and are referred to in paragraph 24 of the section of the Final Documents

of that Conference dealinq with international security and disarmament.

In general., we acknowledge the efforts made by the sponsors to try to take

into account the various suggestions made by delegations. However, for the reasons

I have qiven the Cuban delegation will have to abstain in the vote on the draft

resolution.



The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I now invite the Committee

to take action on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.56/Rev.2,  entitled "Conventional

disarmament on a regional scale". This draft resolution has 15 sponsors and was

introduced by the delegation of Peru at the 31st meeting of the First Committee on

8 November 1989.

I call on the Secretary of the Committee , who will read out the list of

sponsors.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): Draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.56/Rev.2  has the following sponsors: Bangladesh, Bolivia, Colombia,

Costa Rica, the Dominican Repblic, tiuador, Guatemala, Zhe Islamic Raplblic of

Iran, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, the Philippines, Ebmania and Uruguay.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): A recorded vote has been

requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Wtswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulga. ia, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist &public, Cameroon, Central African I&public, Chile,
China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, C&e d’Ivoire, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ibminican &public, Ecuador, EgYPt,
Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary,
lceiand, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic kplblic of), Ireland, Jamaica,
Kenya, Lao People’s Demcratic Rappublic, Lesotho, Liberia,
Madagascar, Malaw;, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Yorocco, Myanmar, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Ibmania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Suriname, Swazil rd, Sweden, Thailand, %qo, Tunisia, Turkey,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
&publics, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire

Against: United States of America
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Ahsta in inq, Afghan if3 tan, Angola, Bahrain, Belgium, Canada, Cuba, Ethiopia,
Fr ana, G e r m a n y ,  Fodernl l+publ.ic  o f ,  I n d i a ,  I r a q ,  Igraet, I t a l y ,
$�lapan,  Jo rdan , Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Luxambourg, Mozambique,
Nether lands, Pm tugal,  $omal.  ia, ,%dan, Syr ian A r a b  MpubZic,
Uganda, TJnited Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Nor thcrn Ireland, United  i&public  of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Zamh ia, Zimbabwe

Draf t  resolut ion A/C.L/44/L,S6/Rev.2  was adopted  by 98  votes  to  1 ,  wi th  31

abstentionfi.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish), I shall now ca 11 on those

deleqations  who wish to expla in  thei r  votes .

Mr . RIALEK  ( F e d e r a l  Remblio

delegat ion  �3  abs tent ion  in  the  vote  on

�Conventional  disarmament on a reqiona

1985 my delegation has taken a special

of Germany) t I  should  Like  to  expla in  my

d r a f t  rwolution  A/C,1/44/L.56/Rev.2~

1 dCdlc?�. S i n c e  this i n i t i a t i v e  b e g a n  i n

interest in the i tern and has welcomed

act ively  the  qrcuing  awareness  and acceptance of  the  importance of convent ional

dlnar mament  and r ala ted con f idence-bu ild ing measures - pa r t i cu l a r ly  on  a  r eg iona l

basis, I t  has  welcomed and supper ted  the  corresponding draf t  resolut ions  as  a

necesnary complement.

My delega tlon cxxtinues t o  nubscr  ibe fu l l y  t o  t he  i dea s  unde r ly ing

convent ional  d iearmament  on a  regional  scale  aa se t  for th  in the previous

resoluttons. We reg re t  t ha t  t h i s  yea r � s  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  departs  f rom t h e

appropr ia te  concentra t ion on the  mat ter  of  convent ional .  disarmament.  by  in t roducing

p o s i t i o n s  o n ,  a n d  llnkaqen t o , other disarmament measures. Those  are  pos i t ions

which, i n  t h i s  c o n t e x t , we can hardly Rhare. We should like to encourage the

spansore to  mainta in  thei r  previous  balanced argumentat ion,  and we Rhould  be  glad

to  vo t e  i n  f avour  o f  a  co r r e spond ing  d ra f t  reso lu t ion  a t  the  fo r ty - f i f th  eeasion of

the General Assembly.

M t .  ALPMAN  (Turkey)% I should like to  explain  my deleqation*e  vote  on

dtalt  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/44/L,56/Rev.  2, AB in  the  case of  corresponding Bra ft



WCW A/C.1/44/PV.41
33

(Mr. Alprnan, Turkey)

resolution because we agree with its main thrust. However, we are not fully

resolutions in previous years, my delegation voted in favour of this draft

satisfied with the text of this year’s draft , and we feel it contains extraneous

elements that should have been left out. Furthermore, had the second preambular

paragraph been voted on separately , my delegation would have abstained in that vote.

Mr. AL MOSAWI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): Conventional

disarmment on a regional scale should be part of the general process Of

disarmament, in accordance with the priorities established in the Final mcument of

the tenth special session of the General Assembly, held in 1978. However, the

comment, in the fifth preambular paragraph of this draft resolution - that

negotiations on nuclear-disarmament measures should go hand in hand with

negotiations on the balanced reduction of armed forces and with negotiations on

conventional disarmament - is not in keeping with the priority that has been given

to nuclear disarmament, which is mentioned in the fourth preambular paragraph.

Mr. IBAflEZ (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): The delegation of

Spain voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.56/Eev.2. Nevertheless, we

should like to express reservations about some .of the ideas that it contains.

First, we do not believe that the adoption,of effective measures on nuclear

disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war should be given higher priority than

other measures in the field of disarmament. In our view, all measures for the

prevention of all kinds of war - leading to general and complete disarmament -

should be given the same priority. The disarmament process must be a coherent

whole.

In addition, we are not convinced that the implementation of scientific and

technological advances results in the development of more destructive conventional

weapons. Indeed, at times the opposite happens.

Finally, the delegation of Spain believes that its position On the



(Mr . Ibaflrz  , Spa in)

relationship  brtween d i sa rmamen t  and  devsbpnent  was de f ined  c l ea r ly  i n  ita

etatementa a t  the  United  Nation6 Confarenca on tha t  subjec t  in  1987.  That  pos i t ion

differfi from the one that  two paragraphs - ona,  praambular paragraph and one

aparativs  paragraph - of t h a  d r a f t  renolution  t h a t  t h e  Comittee  haa j u e t  a d o p t e d

could ba i n t e r p r e t e d  am iirdicating.

MR. MASON (Canada ) I Fo; reauonfl  s i m i l a r  t o  t h o s e  o u t l i n e d  b y  t h e

representatitie  of the Federal Rtpublic  of Germany, Canada,  very regrrtfully,  had to

abstain in the vote on th ia draft  resolut ion,  dasplte the fact  that  i t  conta ins

many pafli t ive elomsn tn , a n d  dospite  o u r  rrupport  i n  pravicun y a a r a  f o r  aimil,ar d r a f t

roPolutionn.
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Mr. GRANGRR (United Staten of America) I Our deleqation  fiupportr the

principle of conventional dimarmament on a reqional  acalo, but WCI find that draft

reoolution  A/C,1/44/L.SA/Rev.2  unduly amphseiaea  nuclear dinarmament  and not tha

rubject denoted  in  itn t i t l e . For that reaRon, we were unable to ruppott the draft

resolution.

Mr. HUNG (Viet Nam) t My delegation wiahe8  to explain why it abrtrined in

the  vote  on draft  resolution  A/C.1/44/L.56/Rev.2,  ent i t led  �Convent ional

dinarmament on a regional ~crle~~. While favour ing convent ional  diearmament  on  a

r eg iona l  rcnle  an an  i n t eg ra l  pa r t  o f  globnl  dirarmament  effortr, wo h o l d  t h a t

r%lional or  nubreqional  r)+rr)l!tea rhould  he net t led  exclunively  by peaceful  moann on

the banin of reapcct  for the sovereignty  and territorial integrity of the Statea

conco  rned, My deleqation would alro like to rtrels that any meaRureI8  of

diaarmamrnt, including conf idence-hui ld inq  meaourcn, to he taken at  the  reqional  or

nuhrrqianal  11~~51  munt take into account tha characterioticn and uftuation of each

reqion and the viewn of the parties concerned. T h e  meanurrl Ddopted  r h o u l d  be

directed at preventinq and reducing tcnrionn, at creating a batter climate, and at

annurinq  the recurity of all State6 involved.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spaninh)l  We turn next to draft

teeol.ution A/2,1/44/L.  38/Rev,  1. I ~11 first on deleqationn winhing  to make a

atatement other than in explanation of vote,

Mr. TUN (Myanmar)  8 I  have  arked t o  rpeak t o  exprcsm my delegation�b.  *:linh

to join Can&da  and 35 other States from variour tegione  of the world in OpOnROring

dra f t  relrolutfon A/C,1/44/L.38/Rev.l,  on chemica l  and  bac t e r i o log i ca l  weaponrr.  fn

our view it ir, one of the morrt important rnd timely draft rerolutionr to bs

submitted to the Committee at the proBent aefillions Aa my delegation har otated on

previour  occarionn , chemical weapon@  represent a olarrs of weapons of maea
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dentruction  whore total and comprahenriva  prohihitinn  cannot and munt not he

delayed any turther,

Raprarantinq  a c o u n t r y  w h i c h  irr untiwivacslly  committad  t o  t h e  a c h i e v e m e n t  ot

such a  han, w e  winh t o  ROE t h e  conalufiion, a t  the enrliart  po~nihlr  o p p o r t u n i t y ,  o f

4 convention on chemical weapons that 1~ qlobal,  comprehensive and verifirhle. The

Pat is Canterencfl, held i n  J a n u a r y  1 9 8 9 ,  expceaacrd t h e  collective  w i l l  o f  the

intwnational  cornmuni  ty  to  achieve that  goal , The Govrrnment-Indurtry  Contarcrnce

aqa inst Chemical We&pow, neld at Canhetra  two months ago1 and the memorandum of

underst-sndinq  hatwaen t h e  United Statea  o f  America and thfi Union  o f  S o v i e t

99ncialint Republ its o n  c h e m i c a l  waaponr ,  provid ing for vsrification and data

exchanqen, siqned o n  2 3  September  1 9 8 9 , represent  further constructive l tepm. It

in incumbent  on  a11 of UPI to  mainta in  the pol i t ica l  momentum al ready qenetatscl and

tn tCAnnlatc? the  universal  concern and intarent in to  the  achievement  of a global

hrn on chemical  weaponrr.

MY delqatlon  note8  w i t h  Patinfaction t h a t , in  paraqraphR 3 and 4  of the  draft

renol\rtion, the Gene ra l  Aeaemhly would ~rrqc?  t h o  C o n f e r e n c e  o n  Diantmsmant,  aR a

m a t t e r  o f  high p r i o r i t y , t o  tntenRify i n  1 9 9 0  itn neqotiatit>nn  w i t h  a v i e w  t o  t h e

fin&l e!lrrhor&tion  nt t h e  earliest date of  CI c o n v e n t i o n  o n  t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  t h e

development,  p r o d u c t i o n , ntockpil.ing nnd UAB of chemica l  weapons and on the i r

destruction, end w~1.d reque!At the Conference to u@e the pl.itical  momentum

qenerated by the  Paris Conference.

MY delerlation  conriders  thrrt t h e  d r a f t  resolution,  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  b r o a d

conaultationn,  in a  c a n r t r u c t i v a  t e x t  a n d  mcrritn  consideration  tar edOptiOn bY

conaeniwi.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanirh)r  We mhell  now take a deci#iOn

on drrPt lrcfiolution  A/C,  1/44/L,  3S/Rev.l,  entitled  flChomicnl and bacteriolOgiCal
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(hi0loqical) weapons". The draf t  r e s o l u t i o n  warn i n t r o d u c e d  b y  t h o  deleqstion  o f

Canada a t  the 31nt m e e t i n g  o f  t h e  F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e ,  o n  8 Navsmhar 1989. It ham 37

nponnorfi,

I  ca l l  o n  t h e  S e c r e t a r y  o f  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  tc, read o u t  t h e  l in t  ot aponnor8.

M r .  KHITRADT  (Secrathry  o f  t h e  Committae)f Draft reRolUtiOt�I

A/C. 1/44/I,. 38/Hev. 3 ia Rpcmftorad  hy  the  followinq dalegationsr Arqentina,

Aus t ra l i a ,  Auntria,  Be lg ium,  Rulqaria, t h e  SycloruR~ian  S o v i e t  Socislint  R e p u b l i c ,

Canada, Cc,Rtr Rica, Denmark, Finland, France, the German Democratic Rapuhlio,  the

Federal Rapuhlic of Germany, Greece,  Hunqary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan,

M a l a y s i a ,  Monqolicr, Myhnmbr,  t h e  Netharlanda,  Norwsy, t h e  Philippinan, Poland,

Portugal, Samorr,  Spain, Sweden, Turkey, t h e  [Jkrrrinian  Sovir-t  Socialist  Repuhl.ic,

tha  U n i o n  ot Soviet Socialist RepuhlicR,  the United Kinqdom, t h e  Uni ted  Statem Of

Amerfcs,  Uruguay and Vie t  Nam.

The CHAIRMAN ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  t r o m  Spnniah)r T h e  apon8oto hsvm  reoueRted

t h a t  t h e  Araft relsdution  he &opted w i t h o u t  fi VC&e. M a y  J take i t  t h a t  t h e

Committee winho to adopt the draft resolution’?

D r a f t  raRalution  A/C!.1/44/~,.3R/R~.l  WIR a d o p t e d .

T h e  (l,iAIRMAE  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  Sprrninh) I We turn  next  to  dratt

raaolution  A/C.l/44/1,.43/Rev,l, I c a l l  first o n  delegationa wiehinq t o  m a k e

Rtatemantn  o t h e r  t h a n  i n  e x p l a n a t i o n  of  v o t e .

Mr. REESE (Auptralia)  8 A f t e r  conuultntiona  w i t h  t h e  eponRors o f  d r a f t

rawolution A/C,1/44/L.47/Rev.l  and other intercrrted  delegrtiann, it has been aqreed

that  the  tex t  on  which  action will  ha taken today should have  an  addi t ional

f o o t n o t e  t o  a n  o p e r a t i v e  paraqrnph, t h e  a d d i t i o n  t o  be i n c o r p o r a t e d  i n  t h e

Rappotteur’e  report u n d e r  t h i n  a g e n d a  i t e m ,  t o  b e  euhmittcd  t o  t h e  Ganarrrl

Aearmbly . With that  technical  addi t ion ,  I  now commend the  text  of  the  draf t

rerolution to the Firrpt Committee  for  ecbpti.on without  a vote ,
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) I As no deleqation has asked

to  make,  a  8 ta tement  in  axplana t ion of  i t s  poni,tion  before  the  VOtiIVJ~ we  shall now

promed  t o  t a k e  a c t i o n  o n  dra f t  rssolutian  A/C!.1/44/L,47/Rev.l,  t a k i n g  i n t o  a c c o u n t

the  s ta tement  jus t  made by the  repreaentstive  of Australia. T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n

ban 3 2  spmsors. It w a n  i n t r o d u c e d  hy  the  r ep re sen t a t i ve  o f  A u s t r a l i a  a t  t h e

3lat meetinq of the First Committee, on 15 November 1989.

I  Call o n  t h e  ,Secretaty  of  the Colrmittee,  w h o  w i l l  r e a d  o u t  t h e  l i s t  o f

Mr .  KHEHADI  (Sec re ta ry  OF t h e  Committee)  6 D r a f t  resol.ution

A/C. l/4 4/t. 4 �I/Rev.  1 hag the Eel low inq  sponsors I Antigua and Barbuda, Aw tralia,

Austria, Belgium, 13uI.qaria,  Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmrk,

Ecuador, Finland, France, the  German Democratic  mpuhlic,  the  Federal  mapublic Of

Cfrmany,  G r e e c e ,  I c e l a n d ,  Italy, Japan, the  Nether lands ,  New Zealand, Norway,

Poland, Pot tuqal, !%nna, Spa in, Sweden, Turkey ,  t he  [hion o f  Sov ie t  Sacialist

Rr!publicg, Thailand, t.he United Kinqdom of Great l3r itain and Northern Ireland and

the Unitc?d  S t a t e n  OF Amer  i c n .

I would like to make a statement ,  on behalf  of  the  LSecretariat,  on  the

proqramme budqet  impl.iccrtions  o f  draft r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/1;,47/Rev.l. UIder t h e

t.l?rm.cl  oF clperativr  p3rraqraph 4  o f  t h e  d r a f t  renolutlon, the General Assembly would

r quwt thf! .Secrr?t,lry-Cweral.  to carry out promptly inves tiqatiom in response t0

r(!prW that may be hrouqht  to hi!7 rrttr?ntlon  hy any Member State concerninq  the

poser  ihle WIF!  of chemical and hacterioloqical ,  hlolnqical  or  toxin  weapons  tha t  MY

wnntitu  te n vinl;l  t ion oF the 192 4 Geneva Protocol or other relevant rules of

customary in terna tional law in order to aster ta in the facts  of the matter and k0

repor t  promptly  the resul ts  of  any such invest igat ion to  all Member  States, It ir

not possible to foresee whether such invea tigatione would be callrd for in
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1990-1991. I t  wou ld  b e  t he  i n t en t i on  o f  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l ,  t he r e fo re ,  t o  en t e r

i n t o  p o s s i b l e  commitments  i n  t h i n  r e s p e c t  u n d e r  t h e  prcvisicns  o f  t he  Gene ra l

Assembly reaolu tion on unforeseen and extraordinary expenses in the biennium

1990-1991  to  be  adopted  by the  Genera l  Assembly  at  i t s  current  session.

In  addi t ion ,  under  the terms of  operat ive  paragraph 5 of  the  draf t  resolut ion,

the  Secretary-General  would assess the  ac t ions  needed tc implement  the  guide l ines

and procedures  proposed by the  group of qual i f ied  experta, par t icular ly  with  regard

to  the  implementat ion of  s tanding preparatory  measures  for  invest igat ions.  Should

that  aeeesement indica te  the  need  for act ions  involving addi t ional  expendi tures ,

the Secretary-General would report further to the General Assembly on the subject.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spaniah)r  The sponsor8  of this draft

resolut ion  have requested that  i t  be adopted wi thout  a  vote . If  t h e r e  a re  no

o b j e c t i o n s ,  i t  w i l l  b e  s o  d e c i d e d .

Draf t  resolut ion A/.1/44/L.  47/Rev .l was  adopted without  a  vote .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)8 The Committee will proceed

t0 t ake  ac t i on  on  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/.1/44/L.  25/Rev.l,

I  ca l l  on  those  delegat ions  wishing to make s ta tements  o ther  than in

explanat ion of  vote .

* Mr . CMOSENI  (Niger in) 1 The Niger ian &legation wishes to comment on

d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L025/Rev.l,  e n t i t l e d : �Amendment of the Treaty Bann inq

Nuclear-Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water�. The

draf t ,  which is  sponsored by 57 Sta tes ,  including Niger  ia, was in t roduced by the

representative of Mexico. Niger la oonsiders  an urgent step towards a comprehensive

nuclear-weapon-test ban to be an i tern deseming  consideration of the highest

pr ior i ty ,  in  order tc  s tem the  t ide  of  ac t ion  towards  both  the  qual i ta t ive

eophiatlcation  of  existing nuc l ea r  a r s ena l s  and  t he  ho r i zon t a l  p ro l i f e r a t i on  wh ich

would inevitably ensue without a ban,
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Notwithstanding the Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and

Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty - and  var  iouo super-Peer  b i l a t e r a l

s t r a t e g i c  t a l k s , a s  w e l l  a s  o t h e r  r e g i o n a l  n e g o t i a t i o n s  i n  E u r o p e ,  i t  i s  common

knowledge that  even i f  al l  those negot ia t ions  came to  f ru i t ion,  the  remaining

nuclear  arsenals  of  the  nuclear-weapon Sta tes  would  s t i l l  present  the  world  wi th  an

awesome overkill  capacity with continued grave consequences for international peace

and secur i ty . Fur thermore, the  fact  tha t  sc ient i f ic  and technological  improvements

in weaponry have continued to be employed towards the innovation of a third

generat ion of sophis t ica ted  nuclear  weapons  vividly  demonstra tes  that  the  threat  to

gLoba  peace and security is not diminishing.

Thus the removal of the threat of  nuclear war,  the elimination of  nuclear

weapons, the comprehensive prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests,  and the prohibition

of  the  product ion of  f i ss ionable  mater ia l  for  weapons purposes  are  al l  inseparable

Links  in  the  s t rengthening of  global  non-prol i fera t ion.

Th ta is why Niger ia is concerned that a few States could continue to

rationalize  t h e i r  p o s s e s s i o n  o f , a:jd r e l i a n c e  o n ,  n u c l e a r  capons f o r  t h e i r  narrw

secur i ty  in teres ts  whi le  a t  the  same t ime expect ing  o thers  to  accept  the  inherent

and obvious infr ingement  which th is  poses  Eor the  pace and secur i ty  of  the

preponderant majority of States which do not have - and have refrained from

aqu ir inq - nuclear weapons.

Niger  ia does  not  and cannot  accept  the  b izarre  not ion of  the  c lass i f ica t ion of

the  world  in to  nuclear  haves  and have-nots ,  wi th  a l l  i t s  consequences  for  the

survival of human civil ization. If we must demonstrate the determination to save

succeeding generations from the scourge of another war, which could not be won in

our  nuclear  age ,  the  l i tmus tes t  i s  a  speedy agreement  leading to  a comprehensive

prohib i t ion  o f  nuclear-weapon tes ts .
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The position of the three depositary Rowers with regard to the iesw of the

amendment oonferencs in 1990 will  indicate whether or  not they are capable of

leading the  res t  of  the world towards  a safer ,  nuclear-free  generat ion. I t  w i l l  b e

a great  catas t rophe f o r  the  fu ture  of  the  non-prol i fera t ion rdgime if th is

o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  utilize  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h e  1 9 6 3  p a r t i a l  t e s t - b a n  T r e a t y  t o

ach ieve  a  oomprehenaive  t e s t -ban  T rea ty  i s  l-t, pa r t i cu l a r ly  i n  v i ew  o f  t he

p reva i l i ng  e f fo r t s  t owards  g loba l  cooperation  and  a  r e l axa t i on  o f  t en s ion .

The Niger ian  delegat ion therePore  comnends  draft  resolut ion

A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l  to  the  overwhelming suppor t  of  delegat ions  in  v iew Of  its

balancad  and objec t ive  nature  aa wel l  as  the  legi t imate  aspira t ions  of mankind

which i t  seeks  to  achieve.
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The CRAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)2 I now call upon delegations

who wish to make statements in explanation of vote before the voting on draft

resolution A/C.1/44/L.2!i/Rev.l.

Mr. KENMN (United Kingdom): I should like to explain my delegation’s

vote on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l. The Government of the united

Kingdom, as one of the three depositary Governments of the Treaty Banning Nuclear

Weapons Tests in the AtmosNere, in Qter Space and under Water, has consulted over

many months with the other depositaries in order to begin preparations for

convening the conference requested by 41 parties to consider the amendment to the

Treaty proposed last year.

Taking into account the varying views expressed by parties to the Treaty, the

depositaries decided to convene the Conference in Geneva on 8 January 1991 for a

period of up to two weeks. I announced this to the Committee on 2 November on

behalf of the delegations of the three depositary Governments, and yesterday my

Government issued formal notification of the decision to all parties signatory and

acceding to the Treaty in London through diplomatic channels.

It is a matter for regret that the parties cannot reach consensus on what we

believe is a fair and sensible resolution of the different opinions over the timing

of an amendrrrent conference or on the appropriate procedure for its preparation. We

shall, however, remain open for further discussions through all available channels

in search of such consensus.

There are a number of points on which my delegation as a party to the Treaty

is unable to support the draft resolution before us. We have therefore decided to

vote against it. A conference split into two parts is unnecessary, wasteful of

resources and could be intended to establish a linkage with the non-proliferation
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Treaty Review Conference , which we would regard as spurious and damaging. Finally,

we do not believe that funding of the amendment conference is a subject that can be

usefully addressed at this stage in this Committee.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): The Committee will nw

proceed to take action on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l, "Amendment of the

Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Ciuter Space and under

Water". The draft resolution has 57 sponsors and was introduced by the

representative of Mexico at the Cornnittee’s  26th meeting, on 2 November 1489.

I call upon the Secretary of the Committee to read out the list of sponsors.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Comnittee): Dr aft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.25/Rev.l  has the following sponsors: Afghanistan, Bahamas, Bangladesh,

Benin, Bolivia, Cape Verde, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, the

Ibminican Wpublicr Ecuador, El Salvador, Egypt, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana,

Guatemala, Honduras, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Bzepublic of Iran, Iraq, Jordan,,

Lebanon, Liberia, the Libyan Arab Jamjhiriya,  t&dagascar, Malaysia, Mauritius,

Mexico, Mongolia, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,

Peru, Philippines, Ibmania,  Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,

Thailand, Togo, Uganda, Uruguay, the United Replblic of Tanzania, Venezuela,

Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia and Zimbabwe.

I should also like to read out the follwing statement concerning the

programme budget implications of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.2S/Rev.l,  on behalf of

the Seer etar ia t:

"By the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l,

entitled ’Amendment of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the

Atmosphere, in t)uter Space and under Water’, the General Assembly would

reaDmmend  that a preparatory committee be established to make arrangements for
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a conference to be convened to consider qn amendment to the Treaty . The

General Assembly would also request the Secretary-General to render the

neceaaary  ansiatance  and provide such servicee, including eummary recotdd,  as

may be  required  for  the  amendment conference and i t s  preparat ion.

�It  should be noted that the conference will be a conference of States

pa r t i e s  t o  t he  T rea ty . Other  conferences  o f  mult i la tera l  d isarmament

t r ea t i e s ,  for example  t he  T rea ty  on  t he  Non-P ro l i f e r a t i on  o f  NX!lbait WeapoMr

the  sea-bed t reaty  and the  biological  weapons convent ion ,  inc luded in  the i r

rules of procedure provisions concerning the arrangements for meeting the

costs of the appropriate conference and any session8 of its preparatory

committee. Under those arr angemen ta, no additional cost was borne by the

regular budget of the Ocganization. Accordingly,  the  Secretary-Gsneral

considers that his mandate under the draft raaoluticn to render the neceaeary

assistance and provide such services, including summary recorda,  as may be

required for the amendment conference and its preparation would have no

financia l  impl icat ions  for  the  regular  budget  of  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  and that

the  associa ted  cos ts  would  be met  in  accordance wi th  the  f inancia l

arrangements  t c  be made by the  par t ies  to  the  Treaty . �

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) 8 The Committee  will now vote

on draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 25./Rev  .l. A request has been made for separate

vo te s  on  s eve ra l  po r t i ons  o f  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on . Firs t ,  a separate  vote  has  been

r quested on the third preambular paragraph. Secondly, a separate vote has been

requested on the  sentence  in  opera t ive  paragraph 1 ,  the  re levant  par t  of  which

should read,

II I I. amendment conference to be convened at United Nations Headquarters for an

in i t ia l  two- to- three-week sess ion� ,  and so  on,



(The Chairmn)

Th irdly  , the  Cfimmittw wi l l  vote  on opera t ive  parlrgraph  I, as  a  whole , The

Committee will  than take (I separate vcte an operative pnragraph 2, and then the

draf t  resolut ion ae a  whole  wi l l  be  voted  upon.

The  Comnitke  wi l l  firat vote  on the  th i rd  preambular  paragraph of draft

reblolution  A/C.1/44/L,25/Rev.l. A 8epara te, recorded vote haa been roquoated l

A recorded vote wag bkrn.- -

.Qn favour\ Afghanietan,  Albania,  Algeria,  Angola,  Argent ina,  Aurtraliap
Auatr ia, Bahamaa,  Bahrain,  Bandladerh, Barbador,  Benin ,  Bhutanr
Bol iv ia ,  Botrwana,  Braz i l ,  Brunei Darur8alam,  Bu lgar ia ,  Burk ina
Fatlo, Burundi,  Byelorureian  Soviet  Socialiat  Republic,  Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Ccmgo,  Coeb Rica,
C8te d I Ivoire , Cuba, Qpr ua, Czsohorlovak ia, Dsmocra  tic Yomenr
Djibouti , Dominican Rpublic, Ebuador,  Egypt ,  E t h i o p i a ,  F i j i ,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, Qerman Dmocratio  Republic,  Qhana,
Greece, Guatemala, miner, Ckinea-Birrau,  Ckyana,  Haiti, Hungary,
I n d i a ,  Indoneria, I r a n  (Irlamic &public o f ) ,  I r a q ,  I r e l a n d ,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, K u w a i t ,  Iao People�8  Democratio bpublic,
Leea the, Libar ia, Libyan Ar ab Jamah ir i ya, Madagaraar , Malaya  is,
hldiven,  M a l i ,  M a l t a ,  M a u r i t i u s ,  Mbxico,  Mngolia,  Mrocco,
Mozambique, Myanmar, Mpal,  New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Niger ia, Qnan, Pakietan, Panama, Papua NW Quinrr,  Peru,
Phi l ippines , Poland, Qatar, Ebmania,  Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal ,  Singapore , Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab I&public,  Thailand, Rqo, Tunieia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet .%cialist  Republic, Union of Swiet
Sot ial ist Republ i ca, United Arab Emirates, Ulited Rpublic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vent3zuela,  Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againetc Canada, Germany, Federa l  Republ ic  o f ,  Japcrn, Turkey,  United
King&m of  Great  Bri ta in  and Northern I re land,  lkrited  Statre of
America

Abstaining Belg ium,  Denmark ,  I ce l and ,  Ifxael, I t a ly ,  Iuxembourg,
Nether lands, Norway, Portugal, Spain

The thi rd  preambular  paragraph of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  25/Rev.l  wa8
re ta ined by 116 votes to  6, wi th  10  abs tent ions ,
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T h r  CHAIRMY, ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f r o m  Spaninh) I S n o w  p u t  to t h e  v o t e  t h r

phraar � a t  U n i t e d  Nationa  tlaadquartere�, which appaarR tn ope ra t ive  pa rag raph  1  o f

d r a f t  rrrolution  A/C. L/44/L.  25/Hav  .1 ,

A aepara  to, r e c o r d e d  v o t e  hati baon requ(tsted.

A recordact  vote waa taken,

Tn favour I Afghanistan,  A l b a n i a ,  A l g e r i a ,  A n g o l a ,  Argmtina, I&ham&r,
Bnhrain,  Hangladenh,  Barbados, Banin,  Bmtan, B o l i v i a ,  Botawnnar
Rrazil, Brunei Darunflalam,  Bulqaria,  B u r k i n a  Fano, B u r u n d i ,
Dyeloruanian  Swiet Socialist  &public, C a m e r o o n ,  C e n t r a l  A f r i c a n
ILpl~blic, C h i l e ,  C o l o m b i a ,  C o n g o ,  C o s t a  Rioa, Cbte d@Ivoiro,
Cuba, Cypr ua, Czechorlovak  ia, Dsrrocra tic Yemen, oj ibou tit
Dominican Replhlic, Ecuador ,  Egypt ,  Ethiopia ,  F i j i ,  Qabon,
G a m b i a ,  Qrrman htmocratic  lispublic, G h a n a ,  GuatrmaIa,  Quinea,
Guinea-Bir8aU,  G u y a n a ,  H a i t i ,  H u n g a r y ,  I n d i a ,  Indoneria,  I r a n
(frlamic  Npublio o f  ), I r a q ,  J a m a i c a ,  J o r d a n ,  K e n y a ,  KU-it, Lao
Peopls�a  Damocratic  hpUblic, Lesotho, Librr  ia, Libyan Arab
Jamahi r iya ,  Madagasca r ,  Malaysia, Maldives,  Mal i ,  Mauritius I
Mexico, Mongolia ,  Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, Nicaragua,
Ni wtr , Ntgrr ia, Qnan,  Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, PerUI
Ptrilippineti,  Q a t a r ,  I&mania, Wanda,  Saudi Arabia, Swmgal I
S I ngnpore , Somal ia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Bur inamr,  Swaz i lard I
ThLiland,  �Ibgo,  Tuniniu,  Uganda, Ukrainian Scwiet Ebcialint
WpubIic, U n i o n  of S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  Rpubllcs,  U n i t e d  A r a b
FQniraten, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Mm,  Yemcln,  Yugoalav ia, Za ire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Aqa inut United Kingdom of Great Hr itain and Northern Ireland

AJntniningt Amtralia, Auatr  in ,  Belgium,  Canada, Denmark, Finland, Germany,
F e d e r a l  Peplblic  o f ,  G r e e c e ,  I c e l a n d ,  I r e l a n d ,  Tarael,  I t a l y ,
Japan, I.U xembourg,  Ne ther landa,  New Zsa land, Nor way, Poland I
Pm tuga 1, Spa in, Swnden  , Turkey

T h e  phraee “at U n i t e d  Nationa  Haadquartece"  i n  op,erative p a r a g r a p h  1 o f  d r a f t
r e s o l u t i o n  A/C..L/44/1~.2Fj/Rav.l  wan ret�l_ined  by 105 vote8 t o  1 ,  w i t h  2 2  abetention2.r

* Subeaquen tly t h e  delega tton o f  t h e  S y r i a n  A r a b  Paprblic  advised  t h e
Sec re t a r i a t  t ha t  it h a d  i n t e n d e d  t o  v o t e  i n  favcrur  +
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7!he CHAIRMAN (intarpretation  from Spsninh)  B L now put to thr vote

operat ive paragraph 1 of  draft  rarolution  A/C.l/44/L.25/FIYvrlr  am a whola.

A megwrrata, r rcordad vota ban been  raqusn ted.

? recorded vote was taken.

In,favour t Afghanirtan, Albania, tiger la, Angola, Argrn tina, Blhamrr ,
Bahra in ,  Bangladsrh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, BoUwana,
Hrazil, Brunei Darueralam, Bulgaria, Burkina Fauo, Wrundi,
Bye!.orulrrian S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  Elspublio,  Cameraon,  Cen t r a l  Afr ican
Remblio,  Chila,  C o l o m b i a ,  C o n g o ,  Costa Rioa, C8b d�Ivoiro,
Cuba, wprur, Csechoeiovsk  ia, Dommra tia Yamrn,  Dj ibou ti I
Dominiaan Ibpublic, Ecuador,  Egypt,  Ethiopia ,  Fi j i ,  Gabon,
Qarnbia,  Qorman bmocrrrtic  Mpublier,  Qhrna,  Quatrmala, Quinea,.
Ouinea-Biraau,  Clllyana,  Hai t i ,  Hungary ,  Ind ia ,  Indonr r i a ,  I r an
(Irlamlc  I&public  o f  ) ,  Xraq, Jamaicrr, J o r d a n ,  K e n y a ,  K u - i t ,  L a o
POOpleNr  Democratic IUp1b1.i~  , Lerotho, Liber  ia, Libyan Arab
Jamahirlya,  bhdagarcar,  M a l a y s i a ,  Maldivor,  M a l i ,  Mauritius,
M@XiOo,  Mongolia, Morocco, Moaambiqur,  Myanmar,  Nop11, Nicaragua,
Niger, Ni gar ia, Oman, Pakirtan, Panam, Papua New Quinra, Porut
Phil. ippines, Poland, Qatar, kmania,  Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Srnrgal, S ingapore ,  !3omal ia, 8r i Lanka ,  8udan, BurlnameR
!-hWM  iland, 8yr ian Arab Mplblic , Thai land,  llbgo,  TUniria,  Uganda,
U k r a i n i a n  Eloviet S o c i a l i s t  F&public!,  Unltod A r a b  Emirator,  Wited
H.oyublic of Tanzan.ia, Uruguay, Venezuela, Virt Nam, Yamrn,
Yugorlnv  ia, Za ire, Zambia, Zitiabwe

RgainetI Balgirlm,  Canada, Gernwny, Fede ra l  Raplblic  of, Ieraol, I ta ly ,
Luxembourg, Nether lands, Par tugal, Spain, Wited Kingdom of Gr-sat
Rr it.tt in and Nor ther n Ireland

AJRt.aininqr  Aua t ra l in ,  Austr ia ,  Denmark ,  F in l and ,  Greece ,  I ce l and ,  Ireland,
Japan, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, Turkey, Union of 3oviet
Socialist  Republics

Opera t ive  paragraph 1  o f  dra f t  reeolution A/.1/44/L.  ZS/Rev.l,  a s  a  whole ,  wau
retained  b y  1OG vote8 t o  10, w i t h  1 3  abetention8.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanicrh)  t I  nuw p u t  t o  t h e  v o t e

ope ra t i ve  pa rag raph  2  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.l/44/1,.25/Rev.l.

A separate, r worded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour I Afghanietan,  Albania,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argentina,  Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barhadoa, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botawanar
Brazi l ,  Brunei  Darusaalam,  Bulgar ia ,  Rurkina Faso, Burundi ,
Byslorussian &.wiet Socia l is t  &public, Cameroon,  Central  African
Roplblic,  Chile,  Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, C&e d�Ivoire,
Cuba, Cypr ~8, Czechoelovak ia, Democratic Yemen, Dj ibouti I
Dominican Republic, Ecuador ,  Egypt ,  Ethiopia ,  F i j  i, Gabon,

� Gambia, German Ilemocratic  F&public, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bieeau,  Guyana,  Hai t i ,  Hungary,  India ,  I ran ( Is lamic
&public  of ), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People�s
Democr  crtic W+pUblic  , Lesotho, Ltibat ia, Libyan Arab Jamah ir iya ,
Madagascar ,  Melaysin, Maldives ,  Mal i ,  Mauri t ius ,  Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,  Myanmar , Neml,  Nicaragua, Niger I
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru!
Philippines , Po land ,  Qa ta r ,  mmania, Luanda, Saud i  Arab ia ,
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, mgo,  %lnieia,  Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet  Socialiet  Republ ic ,  United Arab Emirates,  United
Republ ic  of Tanzania,  Uruguay,  Vunezuela, Viot thm, Yemen,
Yugoslavirr, Zaire, Zambia,  zimbdbwe

Againfit) Belgium, C&r many ,  Faderal  Peeblic  of ,  Israel, I t a ly ,  Luxembourg ,
t4e ther lands, Por tugal, Spa in, united Kingdom of Great Br itein and
Nor ther n I reland

&bs ta in inql Aua tr al ia, Aus tr la, Canada, t&nmar k , Finland, Greece , Iceland,
Ireland, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, &eden,  Turkey, Union of
Soviet  ~SOCiAl.iRt  ReFAlblicR

Operattve  p a r a g r a p h  2  o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1 44/L.ZS/Rev.l  wag r e t a i n e d  by
105 vote5 to 9,  with 14 &fftentione,I+-*-
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) I The Comni ttae will now vote

on draft  resolution  A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l  aB a whole .

A recorded vote has barn requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour 8 Afghan is tan, Albania, Alger is, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbadoe, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, BOteWana,
Braeil,  Brunei Daruraalam, Buigaria, BJrkina  Faso,  Burundi ,
Byelorureian  Soviet  Socialiet  *public,  Camrroon,  Central  Afr ican
Replblic,  Chile,  Colombia, Congo, Corta Rica, C&a d@Ivoire,
Cuba, Cypr ua, Caechorlovak is, Ikmocra tic Yemen, Dj ibou ti I
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji , Gabon,
Gambia, German Rmocratic  I&public, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau,  Guyana,  Hai t i ,  Hungary,  India ,  Indonesia ,  I ran
(Ialamio &public  of ), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People�s  Democratic Wpublic,  Lseotho,  Liber  is, Libyan Arab
Jsmahiriya,  Madagascar, Malayria,  Maldivee,  M a l i ,  M a u r i t i u s ,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, Nicaragua,
Niger, Niger ia, Qnan, Pakistan, PanarM, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
P h i l i p p i n e s , Poland, Qatar, mmania,  Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, .Syr ian Arab Republic, T h a i l a n d ,  l�Qgo,  mnieia, Wanda,
U k r a i n i a n  Scviet S o c i a l i s t  Wpublic, Ulion o f  Soviet  S o c i a l i s t
Republics,  United Arab &nfratee,  United Republic of  Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nnm, Yemen, Yugoalavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against, United Kingdom of Great Br itsin and Nor them Ireland, United
9tatee  o f  Merica

Abstaininql  A u s t r a l i a ,  A u a t r  ia, B e l g i u m ,  C a n a d a ,  &ljmark, Finland, Germany,
F e d e r a l  Rsaublic o f ,  Greece, Xceland, I r e l a n d ,  I s r a e l ,  I t a l y ,
Jwan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, Sweden, Turkey

Waft resolu t ion  A/C.l/44/L.  25/Rev.l  was adopted  by 108 votes  to  2 ,  wi th  21
_abBt-en  tions.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) 1 I n o w  ca l l  cm t h o s e

r ep re sen t a t i ve s  w i sh ing  to exp l a in  the i r  vo te  on  t he  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  juet a d o p t e d .

Mr, WAGENMAKERS (Hethrrlandr)r We abetained  on draf t  resolut ion

A/C*1/44/L.25/Rov.l  because oonvrning  a rpecial  conference with the aim of amending

tha partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 to bring about a comprehensive ban ir not an

appropriate my of dealing with the iarm ,  whe the r  poli t l c s l l y  o r  l ega l ly .
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(Mr. Wagenmaker a, Nether lande)

That is not to say, of course, t h a t  w e  w o u l d  conteet  t h e  r i g h t  o f  partier t o

the  Treaty  that  so  des i re  to  ca l l  for an amendmnt  amference. BuL_ ie it a

prudent,  of fee tive way of going about nuch things? We doubt it *

In the meantime, i t  deems l ikely  that  the  amendmnt  conference wi l l  take  place

a f t e r  fill. T h e  d e p o s i t a r y  Statee have  f a i t h fu l ly  ca r r i ed  ou t  t he i r  duties  i n  t h a t

regard. T h e  NetherLands  w i l l  c e r t a in ly  no t  f a i l  t o  ac t  i n  con fo rmi ty  w i th  i t s

obl igat ion8 under  the  Treaty , both durinq  the preparation and during the conference

i t s e l f . I doubt, however, whether adequate preparation can be made for a first

8ubBtantia.l  oeesion to  t ake  p l ace  a8  ea r ly  a8 June  nex t  yea r . Moreove r ,  it b

debatable  w h e t h e r  t h e  Caners1 Aseembly i s  i n  a position t o  recomend  s u c h  specific

dates  for  preparatory conferences  and eesaione, thereby abrogat ing the  r ights  of

the depositary Sta toe. I n  aubetance,  however, o u r  pooition  r ema ins  aa I  have  ju s t

s t a t e d .

.-.-.
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Mr, GRANCRJ (Uni ted Sta tes  of Amer  ica)r As we have s ta ted  in  the  past,

the  Uni ted  States  does not  be l ieve  that  a  conference  to  amend the  l imi ted tes t -ban

Treaty  is  an  appropr ia te  or  pract ica l  approach to  the  subject  of  a  comprehensive

teat  ban. We are fundamentally opposed to that approach. We have expressed this

view again  today in  our  vote  on draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.  25/Rev.l,

Al though our ns tional posit ion is in opposition to the proposed conference I we

a re  mindfu l  o f  o u r  dutiee  aa a  depos i t a ry  o f  t he  Trea ty . I n  t h i s  r e g a r d ,  t h e

United  S t a t e s ,  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  t w o  depoai t a r  iea, has  a r r anged  f o r  t h e

requested conference to be convened in Geneva on 8 January 1991 for  a period of up

to two weeks. T h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  h a 8  t r a n s m i t t e d  i t s  n o t i f i c a t i o n  to  t ha t  e f f ec t  t o

a l l  the  par  t ie8  to  the  Treaty,

The Uni ted  Sta tes  d id  not  par t ic ipate  in  the  votes  on paragraphs  1  and 2  o f

the  draf t  resolut ion,  becauee we do not  cons ider  a  draft reso lu t ion  to  be an

appropr ia te  vehic le  for  decis ion-making wi th  regard to  the  mat ters  they deal  wi th .

Mr. RIDER (New Zealand) I I wish to explain New Zealand�s vote on draft

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/44/L.  25/Rev .l, on  t he  sub j ec t  o f  a  pa r t i a l  t e s t -ban  t r ea ty

amendment conference.

As the New Zealand Minister for Dioarmamnt  and Arms Control stated in the

Committee on 16 Ctztober,  New Zealand welcomes the planned amendment conference. We

b e l i e v e  i t  w i l l  provide  a  u se fu l  f o rum in  wh ich  a l l  t he  mrties  to t he  T rea ty  can

exchange views on the need for a comprehensive test ban. We hope it  will

8 trengthen  the political commitment necessary if substantive work is to commence in

the Conference on Disarmament, where an ad hoc committee on a nuclear-test ban is

the  appropr  iate vehic le  for  deal ing wi th  the  ieeue,

Taking into account the wishes of the majority of aignator ice and practical

constraints, New Zealand�s view ie that the amendment oanference  should convene in

May- June  1990  fo r  an  i n i t i a l  session,  fo l l owed  b y  a  f ina l ,  s u b s t a n t i v e  seesion  i n
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January 1991. At the initial session next year the Conference will  need to reach

agreement  on organisat ional  mat ters ,  including cost -shar ing. But we imagine there

would also be time under an �Other  busineas~~  i tem for  general  s ta tements  that

delegations might wiah to make.

Those are New Zealand�8 viewa. They accord to some degree with those of the

s p o n s o r s  o f  t h e  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on , as  s e t  o u t  i n  paragraph  1, b u t  t hey  are  not

shared by al l . Meetings of  par ties ta the partial test-ban Treaty over the past

few days have demonstrated a continuing divergence of strongly and sincerely held

views on the  follming impor tant  issueac t h e  t i m i n g  o f  t h e  ametndmsnt  con fe r ence ,

its venue and the cost-shar ing arr sngemen  ta. Those are matters upon which the

Rr ties mu8 t  t h e m s e l v e s  d e c i d e .  I t  i s  n o t , in  our  v iew,  appropr  iate for  th is

Cammitteo  to make pronouncements upon these ms tters in l ieu of such a decision by

the pnr ties themselves.

In welaming the amendment conference, my Minister urged the sponsors Of the

draf t  resolut ion  to  construct  a draf t  text  which would gain  wide endorsement  f rom

across the p:litical  spectrum in the Committee. The prospects of a useful

conference would be enhanced, she noted, i f  the  draf t  resolut ion accommodated aa

fa r  a s  pos s ib l e  t he  i n t e r e s t s  o f  k e y  pa r t i c ipan t s ,  i t  wou ld ,  on  t he  con t r a ry ,  make

for  a  more d i f f i cu l t  con fe rence  i f  a  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  w e r e  i n t r o d u c e d  w i t h  t h e

support of only one group. That ,  in  fact ,  i s  what  has  happened.

New Zealand s tands  prepared to  work wi th  a l l  o ther  par t ies  to  reach the

agreement necessary before the amendment conference can be convened, but I

r eg re t t ab ly ,  we  had  t o  abs t a in  on  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on .

Mr .  KRASULrN  (Ulion  of  Sov ie t  Socialist  R e p u b l i c s )  ( i n t e rp r e t a t i on  f rom

Russ i an )  t  T h e  Soviet  ulion h a s  r epea t ed ly  s t a t ed  its s u p p o r t  i n  p r i n c i p l e  for

proposals tc extsnd  the scope of the 1963 Moscow Treaty so that it would ban
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nuclear-weapon tests in the three environments already covered and underground as

one  possible  way to  solve  the  problem of  a  comprehensive  ban on nuclear  tes ts .  In

that  l ight ,  we a lso  szppor t  the  idea  o f  convening a  conference of  Sta tes  par  ties to

the  %scow Treaty  in  order  to  consider  appropr ia te  amendments  to  that  Treaty .

However , a s  r ega rds  t h s  t im ing  o f  t he  con fe r ence ,  we  s t i l l  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e

best  and most  pract ica l  l&a is  a  per iod of  two weeks  beginning on 0 January 1991,

In our view, the  pr incip les  for  f inancing the  conference  should  not  be

p re judged  a t  t h i s  s t age , They could be discussed and agreed upon in the course of

the  preparat ions  for  the  conference i t se l f  l

We are  a lso  in  favour  of  cont inuing to  have a  solut ion acceptable  to  a l l .

Mr.  H3ULLEZ  (Belgium) ( in terpreta t ion f rom French)  t I s h o u l d  l i k e  t o

expla in  my delegat ion�s  vote  on draf t  resoiut ion A/C.l/44/L.  ZS/Rev.l.

Like most delegations represented in the Committee, we in no wsy challenge the

Principle of holding an amendment conference on the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon

Tests in the Atmosphere, in (XI ter Space and under Water. Eb one can deny that  the

procedure for convening the conference has been str ictiy observed. Hav ing r ece lved

requests  f rom more  than one th i rd  of  the  par t ies  to  the  Treaty ,  the  deposi tary

Governments  have ful f i l led  thei r  responsibi l i ty  in  accordance with  the  provis ions

o f  t he  T rea ty . w Government believes that the depositary Governments have

f u l f i l l e d  t h e i r  d u t i e s  i n  g o o d  f a i t h  a n d  i n  a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  t h e  s p i r i t  o f  t h e

Treaty.

However ,  we bel ieve that  it i s  not  t imely or  appropr ia te  to  adopt  any draf t

resolution on the convening of an amendment conference, whoee  holding is governed

by the provis ions  of  a sovereign text . w i th  r ega rd  t o  t he  ncdalities  o f  t he

conference, we, together with the depositary Governments and a large number Of

other  Sta tes  par t ies , be1 ieve that one session should be enough tc t�hr  ry out a
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thorough examination gf the substance of the Treaty. However, that session could

be P:eceded by preparatory work during 1990, when the parties should, by consensus,

decide the administrative and budgetary aspects of the conference, observing the

rules applicable to the mtter.
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Mr. WHELAN (Ireland): I should like to explain why the delegation of

Ireland was compelled to abstain in the vote on draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.lr  which has just bee.1 adopted by the Committee.

The position of my Government on the question of a comprehensive-test-ban

Treaty is clear and unequivocal. The first step in the process of halting the

nuclear-arm? race must be to stop the development of new weapons of wholesale

destruction. This requires an immediate end to nuclear tests. For my Government,

a Treaty to achieve the prohibition of all nuclear-test explosions by all States in

all environments and for all time is a matter of the utmost priority. Consistent

with that position, my delegation, as in the case of similar draft resolutions in

the past, was pleased to be a sponsor of the two draft resolutions on this subject

that the Committee has al .:..dy adopted - draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.U and draft

resolution A/C.1/44/L.5O/Rev.l. We were encouraged by the fact that these two

important draft resolutions, like previous similar draft resolutions, were able to

cowand substantial majorities when put to the vote.

In the case of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.25  Rev-l, the Committee was asked

to address a quite different proposal. We were asked to vote on a recommendation

concerning arrangements to convene -a conference that would amend the partial

test-ban Treaty of 1963 by converting it into a comprehensive-test-ban Treaty. As

a party to the partial test-ban Treaty, Ireland is ready to participate in any

amendment conference convened in accordance with the amendsent procedures

prescribed by the Treaty. It is important to recall, however, that the obligation

to convene an amendmznt conference rests solely with the three depositary

Governments. In that regard, we note that the three depositaries have taken steps

to convene an amendment conference, on foot of a owrectly presented request to
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them to do no. I r e l and  looks  fo rward  to  pa r t i c ipa t ing  ac t i ve ly  and  c o n s t r u c t i v e l y

in  the  prepara tory  process  loading to  the  amendrmnt  conference and in  the

con Cer ence i tself ,

Since the obligation to convene an amendmnt  conference can be discharged only

b y  t h e  d e p o s i t a r i e s , any recommendation of this Committee at variance with action

already under taken by  the  depcs i tar iea  to  implement  the i r  obl iga t ion  would  not

servo any useful purpose, a n d  s i n c e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l  c o m p r i s e s

such a  recormnendation IIY de legat ion  had no choice  hut  to  abs ta in  in  the  vote  on  i t .

Mr. MARTYNOV (Byelorussian  Soviet Socialist. F&public)  (interpretation

from Russian) t The  delegat ion of  the  Byeloruss inn Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ic

suppor ted draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l  as  a  whole ,  as well  as  the  var ious

parts of  i t  that  were  put to  a separate  vote . In  doing so, we were guided by our

b e l i e f  t h a t  t h i s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  p u t s  f o r w a r d  o n e  o f  t h e  p o s s i b l e  ways o f  b r ing ing

about a complete  prohibit ion af nuclear-weapon teats, wh icl: we fully support. At

the same time, we are somewhat alarmed by the fact that operative paragraphs 1

and 2, by a decision of the General Assembly, de fine sped iic elements for the

prepara t ion and convening oE a conference to  amend the  Treaty  - quest ions  that  fa l l

within the exclusive competence of thr+ S t a t e s  pa r t i e s  t o  t he  T rea ty , The!

Byelor usnian  SSR believes t h a t  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  h a s  a r i s e n  s h o u l d  n o t  i n  the

future  be  considered as  a  ptecedant.

Mr . STRESOV  (Bu lqar ia) I 1 sho11Id  l i k e  t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  Bulqar  ian

delegatiotl�s  v o t e  i n  Favour o f  d r a f t  renolution  A/C.l/4C/L,.25  Rev,]..

We have stated on many occasions that Bu lqar ia supports the convening of an

amendment  conference to  t ransform the  par t ia l  tes t -ban Treaty into  a
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compreheneive-test-ban  T r e a t y . I t  ia for that  reason  that  we jo ined the  countriee

that  s igned the  formal  le t ter  requeetlng the convaning  of the  conference . However  ,

it is our conviction that, from a strictly legal point of view, the? timing, Venue

and other arrangements for this conference should be co-ordinatad  in close

coneultation  w i t h  t h e  deporitaries.

Mr. NOREEN (Sweden) 8 On tstr ic tl y procedural grounds the Swedish

d e l e g a t i o n  a b s t a i n e d  i n  t h e  v o t e  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.2S/Rev.l.  We

a b s t a i n e d  became w e  consider i t  t o  b e  o f  v i t a l  impor tame, i f  t h e r e  i s  b b e  a

const ruct ive  amendment  conference ,  tha t ,  a t  the  outset ,  the par t ies  to  the  Treaty

be in agreement , at least on the timing of the conference. T h a t  i s  n o t  t h e  c a s e .

The depositary  Powers have proposed that the amendment conference be held in

January 1991,  whereas  the  sponsors  of  the  draf t  resolut ion recommend an in i t ia l

one-week session, to take place in May/June 1990.

In  the  hope tha t  i t  wi l l  prove  poss ib le  to  achieve  agreement  on the  quest ion

of dates,  my delegat ion abs ta ined in  the  vote  on th is  draf t  resolut ion. We urge

All parties now to demonstrate flexibility so that a compromise  formula may be

arr ived at. &eden will  participcrte  in the amendment conference with the aim of

contr ibuting cons tr uctivel y to its work .

Mr. BATIOUK (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic)  (interpretation from

Russian) I The vote cast by the Ukrainian SSR on draft resolution

A/C, 1/44/L, 25/Rev .l was dicta ted by our position of pr inciple in favour of

ag reemen t ,  at  the  e a r l i e s t  p o s s i b l e  d a t e , on a Treaty to prohibit all

nuclear-weapon tes ta, On 25 October ,  dur ing th is  Comnitt.ee�e  general  dehate on a l l

disarmament  mattere,  the  Ukrainin  SSR*s Minis ter  for  Foreign Affairs ,

Vladimir Kravet8, statedr
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�A  comprehensive ban on nuclear testing is a ma jot priority for a aecuro

world . . . A number of constructive propaealr  have been made by var ious  States

to bring about an early rerolu  tion of the problem. .  l .

�Like many other countries, the Ukrainian SSR bel.iever  that one way to

achieve tnat  goal quickly ib to extend the 1963 Moscow  Treaty banning nuclear

tes t inq in three  environments to include underground tea ting a8 well.  We

support the idea of convening an international conference on that subject 9 �

(A/C. 1/44/PV.  9, p, 43)

F r o m  t h e  v o t e  o n  t h e  v a r i o u s  parts of  th i s  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t

at present  there  i s  a  d iscrepancy in  the  approaches  to  var ious  aspects  of  the

implementation of th is Convention ,
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We b e l i e v e  t h e  d e c i s i o n  WC! hav@ t aken  w i l l  mbilize a c t i o n  a n d  e n a b l e  a l l

countries  par t ies  to  the Moscow Treaty  to  use  the  remaining t ime act ively  to

prepare for  produckivs  work a t  the  conference, which would promta t.hr, achieverrmt

o f  good resulte.

On the basis o f  t h o s e  v i e w s , the  Ukrainian SSR,  aa a par ty  to  the  Moscow

Treaty Banninq Nuclear Weapon Tasts in the three environments,  and in the hope of

mobilizing  every possible  effort  with  the  object ive  of  achieving a  camprehensive

ban on nuclear-weapon testing ,  voted  in  favour of  draft  rrrolution

WC. 1/44/L,  25/Rev.l,

Mr. REESE (Auetralia)  1 Austra l ia  would l ike  to  expla in  tta vote  on  draft

resolution  A/C.1/44/L.25/Rev.l,  on  which  Amtralia absta ined. Attempt8  were made

by States  par t ies  intereatk;d  i.n  th is  amendment  conference  to  f ind  consensus

language regarding the convening of  the conference. We r eg re t  t h a t  conaenlua  wall

not found and that the draft reeolutian  was put forward in a form on which not all

Sta tes  could  aqree .

With  respect  to  the  votes  on separa te  paragraph@,  Austra l ia  absta ined on 8ome

of them not necesaar  ily because of ob jsctiona to their eirbatance  but because we do

not consider that a vote in the First Committee would be an appropriate way of

reeolvilq t h e  issuee  i n  q u e s t i o n .

We hope  the  draf t  resolut ion wi l l  not  be  regarded as  an  end to  the  mat ter ,  and

w e  h o p e  t h a t  t h e  State9 pa r t i e s  i n t e r e s t ed  i n  p l ay ing  a  c o n s t r u c t i v e  r o l e  i n  t h e

amendment conference, of which Australia is one, will  continue to work toqether to

find common ground.

Mr. PATOKALLIO (Finland) I My delegation has arked to rpeak in order to

s t a t e  t h e  reason8 f o r  Finland�8  a b s t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  v o t e  cn d t a f t  r e s o l u t i o n

A/C 1/44/L. 25/Rev.l,  entitled �Amendment  of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tertr

in the Atmcaphere,  in Outer Space and under Water�,
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We consider  tha t  the  isauea deal t  wi th  in  paraqraph 1  are  of  ruch a nat.ure

tha t  S t a t aa  partina  t o  t h e  Trea ty  need  t o  agree  a b o u t  t h e m  Cirnt, W e  regret t h a t

such agreement has so Car eluded the States parties. The viewe of  my deleqation on

the ~SSUO of the t iminq of tha amendment conference are already on record, in our

atatemsnt  to the Committee on 19 October. I  shall t he r e fo r e  no t  r epea t  t h e m  h e r e .

Aa to paraqraph 2, we are not in principle oppoaed to the formula of Cinancinq

recommended therein. However, i t  ie c l e a r l y  a  m a t t e r  for t h e  S t a t e s  parties

thamselvea,  and  fo r  t hem a lone ,  t o  decide  i n  t h e  context  o f  t he  ac tua l  preparationa

for  the  conference.

F i n a l l y ,  1 wish t o  say t h a t  da a S t a t e  p a r t y  t o  t h e  p a r t i a l  t e s t - b a n  T r e a t y

Finland wi l l  par t ic ipate  in  the  amendment  conference and wi l l  do  ao in  a

conetruct  ive s p i r i t .

Mr. DOLEJS  (Czechoslovakia) J The Czechos  lovak deleqa tion Jo ined the

majority of Member States in aupportinq draft resolution A/C.  1/44/L. 25/Rev.l

becaune i t  is e t ronqly  commit ted  to  the  achievement  of  nuclear  d isarmament .  One of

the basic  ways tn achieve that  goal includea ,  in  our  v iew,  tne comple te  ceeeatim

of nuclear -weapons explos ione. T h a t  i s  t h e  r e a s o n  ny d e l e q a t i o n  ia p r e p a r e d  t o

take an active part in the work of the conference on amending the Moscow Treaty on

,I p a r t i a l  t e s t - b a n , a9 i t  h a s  a l r e a d y  otatad s e v e r a l  times.

From the leqal point of view, my deleqa t ion has rt?aervat  ione on the decis ion

ju s t  t aken . Orqanizational  q u e s t i o n s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  t im ing ,  v e n u e  and  financinq  o f

the  conference  should  have first been aqreed amnq the  par t ies  to  the  Treaty and

the depositary Governments.

Ms. MASON (Canada) J I  should l ike  to  expla in  Canada�s  abetsntion  in  the

v o t e  o n  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  AK,1/44/L,25/Rev.ll Canada �a cancer ne reqarding  the

proceae  o f  an  amenbent  c o n f e r e n c e  t o  s e e k  t o  a c h i e v e  a  comprehenrive  t ea t -ban
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treaty are  wel l  known and need not  be repeated hers . In any event, a 8  I  made clear

in my openinq statement to the Firat Committee , now that the conference in qoinq

eorward we wish to  act  in  a  const ruct ive  fashion. l b  t h a t  a n d ,  daada h a s

par t ic ipated in  var ious  informal  consul ta t ions , a n d  i t  ia o u r  b e l i e f  tt!at a  w a y

could aad should have been found to allow a preparatory sees ion of the conference

to proceed in 1990 and a substantive session in 1991. Wa r e q r e t  t h a t  i n  t h e  e n d

the  S t a t e s  pa r t i e s  f a i l ed  t o  r each  aqreament o n  m e a n s  t o  lly3ve  t h i s  p roces s  fo rward

in a constructive and practical way and in a way that would take due account of the

role of the depoeitary Sta tea in the conven  irig of the conference, and of the Sta tea

p a r t i e s  i n  t h e  prepa ra to ry  process1

Without that agreement among the States parties, Canada could  not  suppor t  th is

d r a f t  r e so lu t i on .

Mr. TOTH  (Hunqary) J My delegat ion voted in  favour  of  draf t  resolut ion

A/C. 1/44/L.  25/Rev.l. Our afPirnative  vote merely represents an acknowledgement of

the  r iqht  of  Msrrber S ta tes  of  the  Uni ted  Nat ions  represented  in  th is  Commit tee  to

express their views in the form of recommendations on the issue of how best to

proceed to  a  comprehensive  nuclear- tes t -ban t reaty . Hunqary is  nei ther  a

&positary  o f  t he  pa r t i a l  t e s t -ban  T rea ty  no r  a  sponso r  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

A/C.l./44/L.2S/Rev.l,  b u t  as a  S t a t e  p a r t y  t o  t h e  Treaty w e  a r e  v i t a l l y  i n t e r e s t e d

in  seeing, on the one h&i, t h a t  o h l i q a t i o n s  t o  p u r s u e  t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  se t  f o r t h  i n

the p r e a m b l e  t o  t h e  Trea ty  be  fu l f i l l ed  i n  good  f a i t h  and ,  on  t h e  o t h e r  h a n d ,  t h a t

the integrity of the body of disarmament agreements be preserved.

Those aims, as we see it ,  are reconcilable only through concerted common

efforts based on the eearch for mutual compromise. Such an apprclach is  the  only

s o u n d  s o l u t i o n  t o  d i f f i c u l t  o u t s t a n d i n q  i s s u e s , be t hey  subs t an t i ve  o r  p rocedu ra l .

That  is a task to  be  faced by no one but  the  Statee  par t ies  themmelves  as a whole .
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I@ Proposal Put forward by any group of  States  par t ies  to  the  Treaty,  be  they

d e p o s i t a r i e s  o r  n o t ,  wi l l  promote  any of  those  object ivee  i f  i t  does  not  enjoy

conzlena us. No recommendation of the First Committee or the General Asscnhly  can

replace agreement reached on the basis at! coneensu8 amonq the States parties

themselves,

In  the  event  that  there  should  be a discrepancy  between the  approach se t  out

i n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C,1/44/L.25/Rev.l  ard t ha t  o f  a  q roup  o f  S t a t e s  parties

including the  deposi tar ies  of  the  par t ia l  tea t -ban Treaty ,  we can only  hope that

the  l i fe-cycle  Of the  preparat ions  for  the  amandment conference  wi l l  not  end  wi th

t h e  a d o p t i o n  o f  this dra f t  r e so lu t i on . We urqe Sta tes  partisa to  the  Treaty  to

resume their consultation8 on the modalities  of an amendment conference and arrive

at a mutually acceptable aqreement on the basis af the present recommendations of

the  Fi rs t  Commit tee  and taking in to  account  the  proposal  of  the  deposi tar ies .  We
.

urqe that  such consul ta t ions  be resumed a t  the  ear l ies t  poss ib le  t ime.
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M r .  DDNDWAKI  (JapanIt I  should l ike  to  expla in  Japan�s  vote  on draf t

resolu t ion  A/C.l/44/L.25/Rsv.l  and on draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L*ll,  on which the

Comnittee  t o o k  a c t i o n  yesterday  b u t  w h i c h  a lso  r e l a t e s  to a  nuc l ea r - t e s t  ban .

Japan has consistently attached great importance to the early achievement Of a

comprehensive nuclear-teat ban and has always been actively involved in effort8 to

achieve tha t  goal at  the  Conference  on Disarmament and in  other in ternat ional

for urns. We are convinced that in order to achieve a wmprehensive  test ban we have

to  work out arrangements  to  ensure  the  effect ive  and re l iable  ver i f ica t ion o f  a

t e a t  ban . At the same timS, we are convinced that such a test ban should be

achieved wi thout  jeopardizing  the  securi ty o f  States .

Working out  such arrangements  wi l l  require  a l l -out  effor ts  by al l  par t ies

concerned. Therefore, i t  would not he realistic in our view to try to achieve a

Comprehensive teat bon at once, simply by concluding an agreement or amending an

e x i s t i n g  t r e a t y . We be1 ieve that a s tey-by-step approach ir the soundest, and in

the f inal  analysis  the  fas tes t ,  way to  achieve  a tee  t  ban.

It is for that reason that Japan welcomes the progress we are now witnessing

in  bi la tera l  Uni ted  Sta tes-Sovie t  nuclear- tes t ing ta lks .  Thin  offers a very good

opportunity to commence substantive deliberations cm the issue in mltilateral

forums. My delegat ion bel ieves  that  the  Conference  on Disarmsmsnt  providss  the

best venue for reaching our shared goal of a comprehensive test ban. Japan

strongly urges a11 thoee concerned to make great efforts and shw greater

f lexibi l i ty  in  order  to  es tabl ish  an  ad  hoc  commit tee  wi th in  the  Conference on

Disarmamernt and  i n i t i a t e  subs t an t i ve  work  QI a l l  a spec t s  o f  a aomprehensive  t e s t

b a n  o n  t h e  bas i s  o f  a n  o b j e c t i v e  a s s e s s m e n t  o f  t h e  r e a l i t i e s ,  w h i c h  i n c l u d e s  t h e

important  progress  in  Uni ted  Sta tes-Sovie t  negot ia t ions .
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(Mr. Donowaki,  Japan)

As draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.l1  did  not  seem to  ref lec t  such an approach,  we

absta ined in  the  vote  on that  text ,  even though we share  the  goal  of  i t s  aponsor  ing

coun tr ies.

As for  draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  25/Rev.l,  Japan is  not  cer ta in  whether  an

amendment conference could achieve the common  goal without the understanding and

m-operat ion of  the  deposi tary  Sta tes  of the  par t ia l  tes t -ban Treaty . B u t  s i n c e  i t

haa already been decided to convene an amendment conference, my delegation wishee

t0 s t a t e  t ha t  J apan  w i l l  participte  i n  t h e  c o n f e r e n c e  i n  a mnstructive  manne r  i n

accordance wi th  the  posi t ion of  Japan aa I  have jus t  s ta ted it.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French)c Bearing in mind our

pos i t ion  on the  subs tance  of  the  ques t ion  deal t  wi th  in  draf t  resolu t ion

A/C,1/44/L.25/Rev.l,  I  wou ld  be  g r a t e fu l  i f  t he  Sec re t a r i a t  cou ld  i nd i ca t e  i n  i t s

report  tha t  my delegat ion did  not  par t ic ipate  in  the  vote  on that  text .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)1 We turn now to draft

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.67. As I  informed the  Commit tee  ear l ier ,  the sponeors of

draEt resolu t ion  A/C.1/44/L.S4  have decided thirt  the  Committee should  not  take

a c t i o n  o n  t h a t  t e x t . w proposal  on  the  same subjec t  hao been c i rcula ted  in

document A/C. 1/44/L. 67. I n  l i n e  w i t h  today�s  ag reemen t ,  may  I  t ake  i t  t ha t  t he

Commiktzae  winhes  t o  adopt  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.67  wi thou t  a  vo t e?

Draft resolu t ion  A/C.1/44/L.67  wao adopted.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanieh)  1 We turn now to draft

r esolu tion A/C, 1/44/L. 21. I  ca l l  f i rs t  on delegat ions  wishing to  make s ta tements

other  than s ta tements  in  explant  t ion cf  VQCQ.
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Mr. AL MOSAVI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic)1 Draft resolution

A/C,1/44/L,21,  en t i t l ed  � I s r ae l i  nuc l ea r  a rmamen t � , i s  o f  erpcial i m p o r t a n c e  t h i s

year  for  two reasons. F i r s t ,  i n c r e a s e d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  mderatanding  a n d  ddtenb,

along with many initiatives on arms l imitation and disarmament at the national,

regicnal  and international level, have made any movement towards armament deserving

of condemnation.

Secondly,  Israel  seema to  be  l iv ing in  another  wor ld ,  and appears to see

t h ings  d i f f e r en t ly  f rom the  tiy t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o m m u n i t y  s e e s  them. I t

c o n t i n u e s  to d e v o t e  it8 capac i ty  and :hat g iven  it by  o the r s  ti t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  o f

more weapons of all kinds. I s rae l  heB b e e n  f l o u t i n g  t h e  wishes  af t h e

in ternat ional  community and has been  wing the  h igh  sea8 and in ternat ional

sea-lane6  of the Mediterranean as  a  teet ing-ground for  i t s  miss i les  and del ivery

veh iclee  .
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(Mr. Al &mavi, Iraq)

In an at tempt  to  aver t  any repl ies , I would refer members to news broadcast by

NBC on 25 October  1989:  that ,  according to  Pentagon an? Centra l  In te l l igence

Agency (CIA) sourcesr  Israel has nuclear warheads and is developing launchers for

them. The broadcast  a lso  s ta ted that  Israel  has  ass is ted South Afr  ice  in  acquiring

nuclear weapons and long-range-missile technology, I would request that

representa t ives  bear  those  fac ts  in  mind dur ing the  vot ing on draf t  resolut ion

~/C.l/44/L.  21.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) I The Cormnittee  will now take

ac t i on  on  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C!.1/44/L.21,  en t i t l ed  � I s r ae l i  nuc1ea.r a rmamen t � . The

draft tesolutlon has 21 sponsors and was introduced by the delegation of Kuwait at

the Committee�5 30th meeting, on 7 November 1989. I  cal l  upon the  Secretary of  the

Committee t o  r e a d  o u t  t h e  l i s t  o f  s p o n s o r s .

Mr .  KHERADI (Sec re t a ry  o f  t he  Conittee)t Dr aft resolution A/C, 1/44/L. 21

has the following sponsors t AlgeT  ia, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Dj ibou ti, Egypt,

Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Mauritania, Mcrocco,

Oman, Qatar, Saudi  Arabia ,  Somalia ,  Sudan,  the Syrian Arab F&public,  Tunis ia ,  the

United Arab Emirates and Yemen.

The CMAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) I Scpar  ate votes have been

requested on the  s ix th  and tenth  preambul.ar paragraphs and on paragraphs 2, 6

alla 7 ,  a f ter  which act ion wi l l  he  taken on the  draf t  resolut ion as  a  whole .

The Committee will first take a vote on the sixth preambular paragraph of

draf t  resolut ion A/C.  1/44/L.  21.  A separate , recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour t Afghanistan,  Albania,  Algeria , Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Daruesalam, Bulgar la, Burkina Faso,
Burundi ,  Byelorussian  Sovie t  Socia l is t  Republic,  Cameroon,
Central  African Republic, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rical
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, bemocratic Yemen, Djibouti ,  Egypt,
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Atda inst8

Ethiopia ,  Fi j i ,  Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Guatemala,  Guinea,  Guyana,  Hai t i ,  Hungary,  India ,  Indonesia ,  I ran
(I8lamiC  Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People�s
Demcra  tic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar p
Malaysia, Maldives, bli,  Mexico, Mngolia, lvbrocco,  Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Niger, Niger ia, Oman, Pakistan, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian
Arab Republic, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Sot ial ist Republic, Union of  Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ics ,  Uni ted
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslav ia, Zamb is, Zimbabwe

Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany,
Fede ra l  Repub l i c  o f ,  I ce l and ,  I r e l and ,  I s r ae l ,  I t a ly ,  Luxembourg ,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States Of
America

Absta in ingt Argentina,  Austral ia ,  Bahamas, Barbados ,  Benin,  Bol ivia ,  Brazi l ,
Chi le ,  Ecuador ,  Greece,  Jamaica,  Japan,  Malawi,  Malta ,  Samoar
Togo, Uruguay, Venezuela

Preambular pa rag raph  6  o f  d ra f t  r e so lu t ion  A/C.1/44/L.21  was  r e t a ined  by

86 votes to 20, with 18 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) : The Committee will next vote

on the tenth pr eambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  21. A separate ,

recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour8 Afghanistan,  Albania ,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Bahrain,  Bangladesh,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Dar ussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
China, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovak ia, Demcra  tic Yemen,
Djibouti , Egypt, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana,  Guinea,  Guyana,  Hungary,  India,  Indonesia ,  I ran (Is lamic
Republ ic  of) ,  I raq,  Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait ,  Lao People �s
DerrPcra tic Republic , Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar I
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Niger, Niger ia, Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatarr
Roman ia, Rwanda, Saudi  Arabia ,  Senegal ,  Somalia ,  Sr i  Lanka,
Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Sovie t  Socia l is t  Republ ic ,  Union of  Sovie t  Socia l is t
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tan?sania  I
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe
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Australia, Auetr ia, Belgium, Canada, Cceta
Finland,  France,  Germany,  F e d e r a l  Republ ic

Rica, Denmark,
o f ,  H a i t i ,  I c e l a n d ,

I re land ,  I s rae l ,  I t a ly ,  Luxerrbourq,  Ne the r l ands ,  New Z e a l a n d ,
Norway, Par tugal, Swe&n,  United Kingdom of Great Br itcrln  and
Northern Ireland8 United States of America

Argentina, Bahamas, Bol ivia ,  Brazi l ,  Centra l  Afr ican Republ ic ,
Chi le ,  Ecuador ,  Fi j i ,  Greece,  Jamica,  Japan,  Lesotho,  Malawi ,
Malta, Mexioo, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Samoa, Spain, Suriname,
�Ibgo,  Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela

The  ten th  preatiular  paragraph of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.21  was re ta ined

by 73 votes to 22, with 24 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation f rom Spanish)% The Committee will  nm vote

cm paragraph 2 of  draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  21. A separate ,  recorded vote has

been requss ted.

A recorded vote was takec,

I n  f a v o u r  t Afghan is tan, Albania,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argent ina,  Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brvlei  Dar usaalam,
Bulgaria, Bur kina Faso,  Burundi ,  Byelorussian  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t
&tpublic,  Cameroon, China, Colomb  ia, Congo, Coe  ta Rica, Cuba I
Cyprus, Czechos lovak ia, Dsmocr  atic Yemen, Dj ibou ti , Ecuador,
Egypt ,  Ethiopia , Gabon, Gambia, German Denocra  tic &public,
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indones i a ,  I ran  ( I s l amic  Repub l i c  of ) ,  I r aq ,  J amica ,  Jo rdan ,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People�s Dembcratic Republic, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mongol ia I
Morocco,  Mozatiique,  Nicaragua,  Niger ,  Nigeria ,  Qnan, Pakis tan,
Peru,  Phi l ippinea,  Poland,  Qatar ,  Mmania,  Rwanda,  Saudi  Arabia ,
Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian
Arab Bpublic, Tunis ia, Turkey, Uganda, Okra in ian Soviet
Socia l i s t  Republ ic ,  Union of Soviet  Socialist  Republics,  Uni ted
Arab Emirates ,  Ckrited  Republ ic  of  Tanzania ,  Venezuela ,  Vie t  Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zamb  ia, Zimbabwe

Age inst t Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany!
Fede ra l  Repub l i c  o f ,  I ce l and ,  I r e l and ,  I s r ae l ,  I t a ly ,  Luxembourg ,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway.. Portugal, Spain, Sweden, mited
Kingdom of  Great  Bri ta in  and NOrthern I re land,  Uni ted States  of
Amer i ca

Abstaininqr  Aus t r a l i a ,  Bahamas ,  Bo l iv i a ,  B raz i l ,  Cen t r a l  Af r i can  Repub l i c ,
C h i l e ,  F i j i ,  Greece ,  J apan ,  Leso tho ,  Wlawi,  Ma l t a ,  Mexico, Papua
New Guinea, Sama,  mgo, Uruguay

Paragraph 2 of draft resolution  A/C.1/44/L.21  was retained by 88 votes to 20,

wi th  17  abs tent ions ,
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)% The  Conuni  t tee  wi l l  ncur vcte

on  pa rag raph  6  o f  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.21. A separate ,  recorded vote  has

been requested,

A recorded vote was taken.

I n  favour1

insttAga

Abs ta in ing %

AC ghan Satan, Alban ia, Alger ia, Angola, Arqen tina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei DaruSsalamt
Bulgaria, Burkina FaBo, B u r u n d i ,  Byelorussian  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t
*public,  Cameroon, China, Congo, Cuba, Qprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Dj inouti,  Plgypt,  Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic F&public, Ghana, Guatemala, Guifrea, Guyana,
Ha i t i ,  Hungary ,  Ind ia ,  Indones ia ,  I r an  ( I s l amic  Replblic  o f ) ,
I raq,  Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait ,  Lao People �s  Democratic  Republ ic ,
Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamah ir iya , Madagascar, Nalays Se, Maldives,
Mali,  Mongolia, Moroom, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Niger ia,
man, Pak i s t an ,  Po land ,  Qa ta r ,  Wanda ,  Saud i  Arab ia ,  Sr:negal,
Somal ia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sur iname, Swaziland, Syr ian At ab
Waeblic,  Tunis ia ,  Uganda, Ukra in i an  Sov ie t  Soc i a l i s t  Pewblic,
U n i o n  o f  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  F@puhlics,  Un i t ed  Arab  EMiratesI  Wited
Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Australia , Austr Se, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany ,  Fede ra l  Repub l i c  o f ,  I ce l and ,  Ireland, I s rae l ,  Italy,
Japan I Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spa in, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ire land,  Uni ted Sta tes  o f  America

Barbados, Ben in, Bo l iv i a ,  Braz i l ,  Cen t r a l  Af r i can  mpublic,
Chi le ,  Costa  Rica ,  Ecuador ,  Fi j i ,  Greece,  Jamaica ,  Mlawi, Malta ,
Maxim, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Samoa, Singapore, �Ibgo,  Turkey,
Uruguay, Venezuela

Paragraph 6 of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  21 was  re ta ined by 78 votes  to  22,

wi th  22  abs tent ions .
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)1  The First  Committee will  ncnv

trko a  separate  vote  on operat ive  paragraph 7 of  draf t  resolut ion A/C,l/44/L.21- A

separate, recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

Againstc

Abetriningr

Afghanistan,  Albania,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argent ina,  Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalamr  Burkina
Faso, Burundi, China, Colo&ia,  Congo,  Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti ,  FQypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana,
maternala,  Guinea ,  Guyana ,  Ha i t i ,  I nd ia ,  Indones i a ,  I r aq ,  Jo rdan ,
Kuwait,  Lao People�s Democratic I&public,  Leuotho, Libyan Arab
JamAhir  iya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mongolia,
Morocco, Masambiqua,  Nicaragua, Niger, Niger ia, Omtrn,  Pakistan,
Qatar, Wanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Mpublic  , Tunis ia, Uganda I
United Arab Ptnirates,  united Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zi&al;we

Aurtralia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany ,  Fede ra l  Repub l i c  o f ,  I ce l and ,  I r e l and ,  I s r ae l ,  I t a ly ,
Japlln , Luxembourg , Nether lands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, &eden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland,  Uni ted States  of  America

Bahamas,  Barbados,  Bol ivia ,  Brazi l ,  Bulgar ia ,  Byelorussian  Sov!et
SOCialist  Bepublic,  Cen t ra l  Af r i can  Republic,  Ch i l e ,  Cos t a  R i ca ,
Czechoslovakia, Ecuador, F i j i ,  Ge rman  Benrocratic  Mepublic,
Greece, Hungary, Jamaica, Kenya, Malawi, Malta, Mexico, Papua hew
Guinea,  Peru,  Phi l ippines ,  Poland,  Samoa,  Ibgo, Turkey,  Ukrainian
Soviet Socialia  t  r&public, Union of Soviet Socialist  Republics,
Uruguay, Venezuela

Operative paragraph 7 of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  21 was adopted by

68 votes  to  22,  wi th  31 abs tent ions .*

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)1 The Comnittee will now take

a decision on draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 21 as a whole. A recorded vote has been

reques ted .

* Subsequent ly  the delegat ion  of the  Is lamic &public  o f  I ran advised the
Secretar ia t  that  it had in tended to vote  in  favour ,



PM/22

A recorded vote WLLS  taken.

A/C.l/44/PV,  41
82

I n  favour8 Afghanistan, Albania,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argent ina,  Bahrain,
Bangladeeh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,  Brunei
Darussalam, Bu lga r i a , Burkina Faso, Burundi,  Byeloruasian  Soviet
LSocialiat  Bepublic, Cameroon, China, Colohia,  Congo, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador,
Ewpt  I Eth iopia,  Gabon, Garrb ia, German Denocra tic mpublio,
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India,
Indones ia ,  I r an  ( I s l amic  Pepub1.i.c  o f ) ,  I r aq ,  Jo rdan ,  Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People�s  Democrati> Republic,  Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagaecar, Malays ia, Maldives, Mali,
Mexico, t%ngol ia, 130rocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman,  Pakis tan,  Peru,  Phi l ippines ,  Poland,  Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,  Thailand, Togo,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukra in i an  8oviet S o c i a l i s t  Bepublic,
Union of Soviet Socialist  Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zanb  ia, Zimbabwe

Againsti Israel, United State6 of America

Abataininqr  Astral ia, Austria, Bahamae, Barbados, Belg ium, Canada, Central
African Republic, Chile,  Costa Rica, Denmark, Fiji,  Finland,
�France,  Germany,  Federal  Bepublic  of ,  Greece,  Iceland,  I re land,
I t a ly ,  Jamaica , Japan,  Luxetiourg,  Malawi ,  Mal ta ,  Nether lands,
New Zealwd,  Norway, Papua New Guinea, Portugal, Samoa,
Sinqapare,  Spa in , Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, Uruguay

Draft reoolution  A/C.J �44/L. 21, a8 a whole, wag adopted by 91 votes to 2, with

34 t.bstentiona.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) I I  now call  upon deleqatione

wishing to  make s ta tements  in  explanat ion of  thei r  vote .

Mr.  PELAEZ (Argent ina)  ( in terpreta t ion f rom Spanieh)  ( The  de leqat ion  of

Argen t ina  vo ted  in  f avour  of  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.l/44/L.21,  �Israeli  nuc l ea r

armament�,, a8 a  whole  and abeta ined in  the  vot ing on some  of  the  separate

paragraphs. I n  s p i t e  o f  t h a t , Argent ina  wishes  to  recal l  i te  wel l -known posi t ion

aqainet  put t ing  preaeure  upon States to  place the i r  nuclear  inetallatiorw under  the

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) aafeguards.
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(Mr. Pelaez, Argentina)

We also wish to point out that we voted in favour of operative paraqraph 3 in

spi te  o f  i t s  reference to  del ivery systems,  which,  in  our view,  deaerve to  be  more

careful ly  considered. We would suggest the desirability of not aseimila  tinq that

ques t ion  wi th  the  cent ra l  ques t ion , the product ion of  nuclear weapons.

ir. KASULIN  (Union of  Sovie t  Sot ialist Republ ics)  ( in terpre ta t ion f rom

Russian) a The Soviet delegation voted in favour of draft resolution A/.1/44/L.  21

as a whole. However, i t  abs ta ined in  *.he vot ing on operat ive  paragraph 7 .  We did

80 becauee  of our belief that at the present staqe of development in international

r e l a t i o n s  i t  i s  m o r e  t h a n  e v e r  i m p o r t a n t  t o  r e s p e c t  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  t h e

un ive r sa l i t y  o f  internattonal  o r q a n i n a t i o n s , s ince  one  of  the  under ly ing pr incip les

of the i r  good f u n c t i o n i n g  i s  t h a t  a l l  S t a t e s  s h o u l d  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e m . I n  t h a t

connection it  would hardly be correct to exclude any State from ca-operation with

an  i n t e rna t i ona l  o rgan i s a t i on . That  would  not  pronote the search for  a  balance of

intereet  in  each individual  case .

With  respect  to  the  ques t ion of  the  In ternat ional  Atomic  Enerqy Agency,  i t  is

o u r  v i e w  t h a t  i t  i s  t h r o u g h  t h e  i n v o l v e m e n t  o f  a l l  S t a t e s  i n  t h e  Agency�s

ac t i v i t i e s  t ha t  i t  c an  exe rc i s e  e f f ec t i ve  con t ro l  ove r  t he  peace fu l  Azve lopmen t  o f

nuclear energy and thereby foster the development of a stable foundation for

i n t e rna t i ona l  s ecu r i t y .

Mr. DONOWAKI  ( Japan)  I I  wish to  expla in  Japan�s  vote  on draf t  resolut ion

A/C. 1/44/L. 21. Japan abs ta ined in  the  vot ing on the  draf t  resolut ion because  i t

contains several paraqraphs on which we have reservations and on which we cannot

make judgemente owinq  to lack of objective information.

We have l i s tened  carefully  to  the  accusat ions  and a lso  to  s ta tements  in  reply

to them on the question of Israeli nuclear armaments. Japan, as  a  s t rong eupporter

of the  non-prol i fera t ion Treaty  regime, is  very  much concerned a t  the  pers is tent
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s tor ies  about  poss ible  Israel i  nuclear  armaments . Japan earnest ly  hopes  that

Israel  and other  countr ies that  are not  par t ies  to  the  non-prol i fera t ion Treaty

wil l  accede to  that  Treaty  as  soon as  poss ible  and fur ther  s t rengthen the  nuclear

n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n  rdgime, thereby removing the  apprehensions  of  the  in ternat ional

oommun i ty .

Mr .  AWAO (Syr ian  Arab F&public)  ( i n t e rp r e t a t i on  f rom Arabic)c Follcming

the  vot ing on draf t  reaolut ion A/C.l/44/L.47/Rev.l  I  a t tempted to  explain  my

Obuntry,s position, but the Chair did not see me asking to speak. I should

therefore  l ike  to  explain  my country�s  vote  in  favour  of  that  draf t  resolution-

The Syr ian  Arab Republ ic  has  v i ta l  na t ional  in teres ts  in  the  prohibi t ion  o f

chemical  weapona and a lso  in  the  banning of  a l l  weapons  of  mass  des t ruct ion,  in  Our

own region as well as in the wor Id aa a whole. My country  reaff i rmed that  posi t ion

by approving the  Final  Declara t ion of  the  Par is  Conference,  and i t  now rei tera tes

it  and reaffirms the need to link the prohibition of chemical weapons with the

banning of bat ter ioloqi  cal (biological ) weapons, as  s ta ted in  paragraph 45 of  the

Final Document of the first special session of  the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament, of 1978.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): We have thus concluded

consideration of draft resolutions under all disarmament agenda items with the

exception of agenda item 67, "Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean

as a Zone of Peace", in respect of which the Committee has decided to take no

action at this stage.

STATl3IENT  BY THE CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I should like briefly to

express my views about the first stage of our work. The weekend between this and

the next stage of our mrk affords us an opportunity to reflect on the way in which

the Committee’s work has proceeded over the past five weeks, and thus to gain a

clearer picture of the work that lies ahead of us. At the beginning of our mtk, I

said the Committee had been convened this year in a climate of hope. East-West

relations have improved noticeably. A number of regional conflicts have been

resolved and others are in the process of being resolved. Added to renewed

oonfidence in the United Nations as an international body, all this has contributed

to renewed hope and faith in the united Nations.

The tone of our debate benefited from those positive trends in the

international arena. Thus far, the Committee’s work has been carried out in a

constructive, co-operative climate) all delegations have manifested great

flexibility and a readiness to co-operate in discussing the items and adopting

draft resolutions before us.

What I wanted to stress was that this year there w&s an even greater reduction

in the nu&er of draft resolutions before the Committee. lb0 years ago there were

79, last year 74, and this year we had before us 64 draft resolutions. We have

adopted 57, of which 22 were adopted without a vote, thanks, undoubtedly, to the

combined efforts of all delegations and to the fact that fewer draft resolutions

were submitted on a single agenda item.
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In evaluating our work this year, I cannot fail to express my gratitude to the

Secretariat for all its work thus far. I must mention the Under-Secretary-General

for Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Yasushi Akashi, the Secretary of the Committee,

Mr. Sohrab Kheradi, and all the other Secretariat staff who have worked with the

Chairman. I also thank the other Committee officers , who have co-operated with me

in the first stage of our work.

ORG.ANIZATION OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): At its next meeting, the

Committee will begin debate on agenda item 70, "Question of Antarctica". I urge

delegations ti place their names on the list of speakers as soon as possible.

In the light of ongoing consultations, f propose that the deadline for the

submission of draft resolutions under agenda item 70 be extended to 6 p.m. on

Monday, 20 November. If there is no objection, I shall take it that the Committee

agrees to that proposal.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): With respect to the items on

international security which the Committee will be considering later in the

session, I have received a ammunication  from delegations of socialist countries

informing me that, bearing in mind the General Assembly’s adoption at this session

of a resolution on enhancing international peace , security and international

co-operation in all its aspects in accordance with the Charter of the United

Nations, the sponsors of agenda item 73, allocated to the First Committee for

consideration, will submit no draft resolution to the Committee on that agenda

item. It may therefore be pssible to reduce the time allocated for the

consideration of items on international security , and for the work of the Committee

to end one day earlier than originally planned, on 29 rather than 30 November.

The meeting rose at 6.50 p.m.


