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The m in [ rder 10. 4
AGENDA | TEMS 45 TO 66 ARD 155 (continued)
CONSI DERATI ON OF AND ACTI ON ON ALL DISARMAMENT AGENDA | TEMS

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the representative of Sweden, who will introduce

draft resol ution A/C.1/45/L.47.

M. RYLTENIUS (Sweden): | am speaking to introduce draft resol ution
A/C.1/45/L.47, concerning the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use
of Certain Conventional Wapons \Wich May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or
to Rave Indiscrimnate Effects, together with three Protocols on non-detectable
fragments, on |andm nes, booby traps and ot her devices, and onincendiary weapons.

It is now 10 years since this Convention and its annexed Protocols were
adopted by a United Nations conference at Geneva. That Conference concluded its
work on 10 Cctober 1980. The Convention was opened for signature here in New York
on 16 April 1981, and the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations was designated as
the depositary.

The adoption of the Convention 10 years ago was the result of several years of
preparation. The fact that it entered into forceon 2 Decenber 1983 - that is,

l ess than three years after its adoption - was a very encouragi ng indication of the
&ire of the international community progressively to develop internationa
humanitarian lawin the field of weaponry and to give it effect. |In the draft
resolution the General Assenbly would note with satisfaction this positive

devel oprment, but it would also note the need for wider ratification of the
Convention and its annexed Protocols. The Assenbly would further stress the
possibility, laid down in article 8 of the Convention, ofreview ng the scope and
operation oftheregul ations and of setting further international standards

relating teother categories of conventional weapons notcoveredso far,
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Thirty-two States have acceded o the Convention and the three annexed
Protocols. In the draft resolution States that have not yet becone parties to the
Convention and its annexed Protocols are urged to exert their best endeavours to do
so as early as possible so that the instrunents mght ultimately obtain
universality of adherence.

The sponsors of the draft resolution are: Australia, Austria, Belgium the
Byel orussi an Sovi et Socialist Republic, Cuba, Dennark, Finland, France, Greece,
Ireland. Italy, the Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway, the Ukrainian Sovi et
Soci alist Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam Yugoslavia
and ny own country, Sweden. On behalf of the sponsors | would like to express the
hope that the-draft resolution in document AsC.1/45/L.47 will be adopted w thout a
vot e.

Speaki ng on behalf of my own delegation | would like to make some further
remarks. According to paragraph 3 of article 8 of the Convention, a review or
amendnent conference may be convened 10 years following the entry into force of the
Convention, that is, in 1993. It is the view of Sweden that the appropriateness of
such a Conference should now be seriously considered. Ia our opinion, some weapons
categories, such as incendiary weapons, should be nade the object offurther,

specific restrictions. A category such as naval mnes could, as has been suggested

in the United Rations study The Naval Arns Race, be made the object ofrestrictions
in a new protocol, preferably within the framework of t he present Convention. Asa
matter of fact, the Swedish Governnent has prepared a draft protocol on the use of
naval mines, in line with the 1907 Hague Convention relative to the Laying of

Aut omatic Submarine Contact Mnes and the 1981 Protocol on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Mnes, Booby Traps and Qther Devices. The latest

version of this draft protocol wae introduced at the neeting of the D sarmanent
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Commi ssion last May. It is contained in document A/CN.10/141. The draft protocol
is currently under discussion at a series of expert meetings organized by the San
Renp Institute on International Humanitarian Law. It is the intention of ny
Government successively to update and anend the draft protocol in the |ight of
those discussions.

In addition, as already pointed out by Sweden and Switzerland at the
twenty-fifth Conference of the Conmttee of the International Red Cross in 1986,
devel opnents in |aser technology should be followed closely. There is a definite
risk of the devel opment of |asers for anti-personnel purposes onthe conventiona
battlefield, It is thus technically possible to devel op and manufacture specific
| aser weapons the main effect of which would be to blind the adversary's soldiers
permanently. Such anti-eye |aser weapons would yield certain mlitary advantages,
but on bal ance, taking into account humanitarian considerations, it seems that such
| asers should be subject to prohibitions or restrictions on their use, either in a
new protocol annexed to the 1980 Convention or by some other neans.

Sweden has twice distributed an informal paper on the laser issue inthe First
Committee. Qur conclusion fromthe comments we have received is that the matter
merits international attention and that an international instrument prohibiting at
| east the systematic and deliberate use of |aser against individuals should be
consi der ed.

It is therefore gratifying to note that the International Commttee of the Red
Cross has so far held three expert neetings on the laser issue, one in the summer
of 1989, one in June 1990 and another in Geneva from5 to 7 November of this year.
Aneeting ofgovernnental experts will be held in April 1991. W understand that
the object ofthese meetings is to gather scientifically sound information on these

weapons and their effects for consideration and di scussion by Governments.
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Mr. AMIGUES e(Fran®reachtdrprewtion Ifrome Frengh): a t i 0]
has little to add to what Ambassador Hyltenius, the represeantative of Sweden, has

jurt said on behalf of the sponsors in submitting draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.47.
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My del egation would sinply like to associate itself with the call for all
States which have not yet done so to beconme parties to the Convention on
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wich My
Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, of
10 Cctober 1980. M country regrets the fact that only 32 States have, like
France, becone parties, although the Convention was opened for signature al nost
10 years ago, on 10 April 1981.

The consolidation of humanitarian law is, in our opinion, a subject that
merits attention, even though it is only indirectly related to disarmanent. Making
armed conflicts less inhuman is a noble objective, and one we can all support. For
exanpl e, nothing can justify either the use of weapons whose principal effect is to
injure with fragnents that cannot be detected in the human body using X-rays, or
the use of mnes, booby traps or other devices such as those prohibited under
Protocol 11 ofthe Convention.

M. NORHEIM (Norway): M delegation would like to make a nunber of
comrents on agenda item 64. This year marks the tenth anniversary of the adoption
of the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons Wiich May Be Deenmed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have
Indiscrimnate Effects, and its three Protocols. The Convention was the product of
many years of consideration by the international community, in particular the
United Nations and the International Conmttee ofthe Red Cross, ained at
prohibiting or restricting the use of specific conventional weapons which coul d
have excessively injurious effects. In the view of Norway, the Convention
represents a successful attenpt at devel oping humanitarian law in the field of

di sar nanent,
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The draft resolution on this iss e, A/C.1/45/L.47, just introduced by the
Anbassador of Sweden and sponsored by ny country anong others, enphasizes that
article 8 ofthe Convention deals with the question of anmendnents or new
protocols. Norway would like to stress that, if a conference of that kind is to be
convened, the issue should be subject to broad consultation between the countries
concerned: this applies to reviewing the scope and operation of the Convention, as
wel | as to any new categories of weapons which one mght wish to include.

In conclusion, the Norwegian delegation would like to urge countries that have
not yet done so to becone parties to the Convention and its Protocols. The aim
shoul d clearly be universal adherence.

M. CAIINS (Ireland): My del egation, in co-sponsoring draft resolution
AsC.1/45/L.47, introduced by the Arbassador of Swmeden, stresses its support for the
Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventiona
Weapons Wi ch May Be Deened to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscrimnate
Effects. The rules enbodied in the Convention and its Protocols represent a
significant step, albeit a l[imted one, in the devel opnent of humanitarian |aw
intended to protect civilians and reduce the suffering of victinms of armed
conflict, As this year marks the tenth anniversary ofthe United Nations "inhumane
weapons" Conference, which agreed the Convention and its Protocols, we are pleased
to note that the nunber of States parties to the Convention continues to increase.

By regulating the use of certain conventional weapons in certain
circunstances, the Convention gives humanitarian considerations precedence over
mlitary requirenents. However, it is not a conprehensive agreenment; in this
context | would recall that, atthe outsetof the "inhumane weapons" Conference,
the Irish delegation called for a total prohibitioa on the use of particularly

cruel or indiscrimnate weapons. W have also taken note of the suggestions which
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have been made at various tines for the provisions ofthe Convention to be extended
to cover additional categories of weapons.

Ireland has |ong supported the idea of establishing a consultative conmttee
of experts to investigate alleged violations of the Protocols. Such a neasure
whi ch woul d serve to increase the trust and confidence of States parties to the
Convention, could help to strengthen it and to pronmote universal adherence to it.
We note the possibility laid down in article 8 ofthe Convention for renew ng the
scope and operation of the Convention andits Protocols, and for setting further
international standards relating to other categories of conventional weapons not
al ready covered.

In conmending this draft resolution to the Conmttee, | would like to express
the hope that, as has been the practice in the past, the draft resolution will be
adopted by consensus.

M . WAGENMAEERS (Net herlands): The representative of Sweden,
Anbassador Hyltenius, referred in his introduction of draft resolution
A/C.1/45/L.47 to the fact that the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on
the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons Wiich May Be Deened to Be Excessively
Injurious or to Rave Indiscrimnate Effects was adopted by a United Nations
conference in CGeneva 10 years ago. The Netherlands woul d like to join Sweden,
France, Worway and Ireland in supporting the Convention, as expressed in the draft
resol ution.

The Netherlands has traditionally supported the goals and objectives of the
Convention; we therefore express the hope that the Convention will, in the near
future, command universal adherence. W urge States Members of the United Nations

whi ch have not yet done so to exert their best endeavours to becone parties to the

RGO S G S e R i L S A PR R
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Convention and the Protoools annexed thereto, as boon as possible. In its
operative paragraph 3, the draft resolution ia A/C.1/45/L.47 alro urges States to
do so.

The Netherlands believes that the widest possible adherence to the Convention
would add to 4ts authority. It is in this light that the Netherlands would welcome
the convening of a review coanference on the Convention in the future. The review
conference rhould also be geared to focusing the attention of States which are not
yet parties on the Convention and its merits. This should not be too difficult, as
State8 which are not parties to the Convention could participate in a future review
conference as observers.,

The Netherlands expects that the General Assembly will pay particular
attention at its forty-sixth session, when the subject will again be discussed, to
the possibility of a review conference in the near future; that would ret in motion
a process which, through practical steps along the road towards universality of

adherence, would benefit all States.
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The CHARMAN. | now call ¢en the representative oflndia to introduce
draft resolutions AsC.1745/L.25 and A/C.1/45/L.24,

M . CHADHA (“ndia): | have asked to speak to introduce two draft
resolutions. The first, entitled "Convention on the prohibition of the use of
nucl ear weapons", is contained in document AsC.1/45/L.25 and has been sponsored by
&Af ghani stan, Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Bolivia, Ecuador, Egypt,
Et hi opi a, | ndonesia, Madagascar, Ml aysia, Viet Nam, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Yugoslavia and India.

The rationale behind the draft resolution is sinple and clearly stated in the
preanble. It is accepted that the existence and use of nucl ear weapons pose a
threat to life on this planet. It is also accepted that the nuclear-arnms race only
serves to increase the risk of the use of nuclear weapons. The *'nuclear wnter"
studies by R Turco, 0. Toon, T. Ackerman, J. Pollack and C. Sagan (the TTAPS
group), by the Scientific Commttee on Problems of the Environnent of the
International Council of Scientific Unions, and in 1988 by the Secretary-Ceneral's
G oup of Experts have all concluded that the use of nucl ear weapons, even on a
l[imted scale of 1 per cent of the existing megatonnage, woul d produce
"irreversible consequences*' forlife on this planet. | quote further fromthe
study by the Secretary-Ceneral's Goup of Experts on the dinmatic and Qther d oba
Ef fects of Nuclear War:

"Scientific evidence is now concl usive that a major nucl ear war woul d
entail the high risk ofa global environmental disruption.

Thr ee- di mensi onal atmospheric circulation nodels with detailed representations

of physi cal processes indicate regional episodes of sub-freesing tenperatures,

even in summer. . . .
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"Beyond one month, agricultural production and the aurvival of natural
ecosystems would be threatened by a considerable reduction in sunlight,
temperature depressions of several degrees below normal and suppression of
precipitation and summer monsoons. In addition, these effect8 would be
aggravated by chemical pollutants, an increase in ultraviolet radiation
associated with depletion of ozone and the likely persistence of radioactive
‘hotspots’.
"... The widespread impact of nucleaix exchange on climate would
constitute a severe threat to world food production. The prospect of
widespread starvation as a consequence of a nuclear war would confront both
targeted and non-targeted nations. ... The direct effects of a major nuclear
exchange could Kill hundreds of millions: the indirect effect could kill
billions.
"The socio-economic consequences in a world intimately interconnected
economically, socially and environmentally would be grave. The functions of
production, distribution and consumption in existing socio-economic systems
would be completely disrupted,” (A/43/351, annex, paras, 22-X)
Those are only some of the irreversible consequences of a nuclear war

The Conference on Disarmament at Geneva, the single multilateral negotiating
forum i n which all nuclear-weapon States are represented, has been repeatedly
requested by the General Assembly to undertake negotiations with the objective of
concluding a convention that would prohibit the use of nuclear weapons.
Accordingly, we have submitted our draft convention to the Conference on
Disarmament for it8 consideration. It is therefore a matter of great regret that
the Conference on Disarmament has not been able to register any progress on that

priority item.
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At the same tine, no |ogical reason8 have been put forward as to why such a
convention should not be negotiated, To relate the urgency of preventing nuclear
war with preventing all wars is to deny the special menace that nuclear weapons
pose to mankind. We nust, of course. entirely rule out any kind of war as a
possible option. | reiterate, however, that while conventional wars nmay escal ate
into nuclear war, and while that fateful transition can be prevented, a nuclear war
cannot de-escalate into a conventional war. W are resubmtting our draft
resolution to underline the inportance of that issue and in the hope that the First
Committee will be able to bring the might of its noral authority to bear on the
Conference on Disarmanment to commeme= negotiations on that item

The draft convention is contained in the annex to the draft resolution. It is
based on the recognition by this forumthat the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons Wwould be a violation of the Charter ofthe United Nations and contrary to
the laws of humanity. That was accepted alnost three decades ago in Genera
Assenbly resolution 1653 (XvI) in 1961

The worl d community has since wel coned the statement by the United States and
the Soviet Union that *a nuclear war cannot be won and nmust not be fought**. Qur
draft resolution seeksto transformthat understanding into a legally binding
commitment. Such a prohibition in the formof a |egal agreement would hel p bring
about a gualitative change in security doctrines and policies and create the right
climate for negotiations |eading to the conplete elinination of nucl ear weapons.

On behal f ofthe del egati ons of Af ghani stan, Bolivia, the Byelorussiaan Sovi et
Socialist Republic, Hungary, Indonesia, Peru, 8ri Lanka, Venesuela and my own
del egation, Ishould now like to introduce a draft resolution entitled “Secientifiec
and technol ogi cal devel opnents and their impaet on international security",

contai ned i n document A/C.1/45/L.24,
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At the first special session ofthe General Assenbly devoted to di sarmanent,
the threat posed to international peace and security by the growi ng arms race was
acknow edged by the world community. It was agreed that, along with quantitative
measures, qualitative nmeasures in the field of disarmament also needed to be
negotiated if the arns race was to be halted. Mre than a decade has passed since
the adoption of the Final Docurment, a decade in which qualitative aspects of the
arns race have not received the attention they deserved. That concern was
reflected in our initiative at the third special session of the Ceneral Assenbly
devoted to disarmanent and in the 1988 Ceneral Assenbly resolution 43/77 A, in
whi ch the Secretary-Ceneral was requested:

*to follow future scientific and technol ogi cal devel opnents, especially those

whi ch have potential mlitary applications, and to evaluate their inpact on

i nternational security".
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In the report of the Secretary-CGeneral on this subject, it is nade clear that

"in some respects nodern technol ogi cal advances may be hindering rather than

hel ping the pursuit of international security." (A/45/568, p. 3)

The report identifies five broad fields in which scientific and technol ogi ca

devel opments shoul d be foll owed: nuclear technology, space technol ogy, materials
technol ogy, information technol ogy and biotechnol ogy. The cunul ative inpact of

i ndi vi dual devel opments in these five fields could substantively transform the
security environnent. Taking into account the illustrative set ofcriteria

el aborated in it, the report suggests that the international comunity needs to be
better equipped to follow the nature and direction of technol ogical change and
that, in this regard, the United Nations can serve as a catalyst and a
clearing-house of ideas.

The Conference on the peace and security inplications of new trends in science
and technol ogy, which was held in April 1990 in Sendai, Japan, saw a convergence of
views favouring the goal of nore active and effective multilateral collaboration in
the area of technology assessnent - in which the United Nations should play a
| eading role - the purpose of which would be to inprove predictability and foster
greater public awareness. It was al SO recognized that it is necessary for the
scientific and policy communities to work together in dealing fromatruly gl obal
perspective with the conplex inplications of technological change. The
Secretary-Cenersl has therefore been requested to continue to follow these
devel opments and to suggest to the General Assenbly at its forty-seventh session a
framework for their assessnent.

It i= interesting to speculate whethor the security environment woul d not be
better and safer today if attenpts by somescientists of the highest stature had
resulted in the creation of a shared awareness agai nst thedevel opnent of many of

the technologies, with their attendant military applications, withwhich we are
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burdened t oday. Tonorrow s weapons W || be more subtle, nore threatening and |ess
verifiable, and will give us shorter response times. The impact of some of t hese
can already be seenin the areas dealt with in the report, and many others can be
perceived dinmMy at present. However, it is soberingto realize that all weapon
technol ogi es and systems begin with the postulating of an idea; unrestrained human
i ngenuity does the rest.

Only watchful ness and collective action can restrain trends that underm ne
gl obal security. W have a comon future and nust denonstrate a common
determ nation to give SCi ence and technology a hunan face. The chal | enges of
eradi cating hunger, poverty and di sease and of solving the problens of gl obal
war m ng, ozome depl etion and environnment wanagement -~ al| of which have acquired a
gl obal di nmension - require inventiveness on our part and international co-operation
on an unprecendented scale. Scientific and technol ogi cal development nust
continue, but should be oriented entirely in favour of peaceful uses, forthe
benefit of mankind.

My del egation and the others on whose behalf we areintroducing this draft
resol ution hope that these proposals will receive the serious consideration and
universal support ofthe Conmttee that they deserve.

M . HoOU Zhitomg (Chi na) (interpretation from Chinese): In ny statenent
today | wish to outline the Chinese delegation's position of principle on the
question oft he prevention of an arns race in outer space.

Ever since the thirty-sixth session of the General Assenbly, the item
"Prevention of an arnms race in outer space"has remained hi gh on our agenda. In
resclution 44/112, Whi Ch was adopted by the General Assembly at it8 forty-fourth
sessi on, the Assembly reaffirms the importance and urgency of this question and
urges the United States and the Soviet Union, whieh possess major apace

capabilities, to intemsify their bil ateral negotiations with a viaw (0 reaching
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early agreement on the prevention of an armsrace in outer apace. It also requests

the Conference on Disarmanent to negotiate, as a matter of priority, an agreement
to prevent an arms race in outer apace in all its aspects.

Thanks to the concerted efforts of the people of the world, progress has been
made in recent years, and is still being made, in certain areas of di sarnmament. W
certainly wel cone these positive devel opments. Atthe same tinme, however, it
shoul d be pointed out that in the inportant area ofthe prevention ofam arns race
in outer apace the required progress has eluded us. It is disappointing that even
the two super-Powers, which possess the greatest apace capabilities, have to admt
that so far their bilateral negotiations on apace issues have failed to make
headway and that their agenda has al ways been confined to discussion of the
rel ati onshi p between of fensive and defensive capabilities, instead of being
directed towards reaching agreenent on the prohibition of apace weapons.

Meanwhi | e, research on and devel opnent of apace weapons has led to a
qualitative escalation of the arns race. This situation has not only had a
negative inpact on nultilateral efforts in the Conference on D sarmanent but al so
prevented that body's Ad Hec Conmittee on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Quter
Space from conducting genui ne and substantive negotiations on this question. This
serious state of affairs cannot but arouse concern and anxiety in the international
community.

In this context, the declaration of the 19908 as the Third D sar mament
Decade ~ a declaration formulated by the United Nation8 Di sarmament Commission fOr
adoption bythe General Assenbly at its current session - reiterates once again that

“The prevention of an arns race in outer apace renmains an inportant area to be

further addressed." (Az45/42. ©. 27)
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The international community believes that the prevention of an arns race in outer
apace, to which China has always accorded great inportance, has becone a new
priority itemin the field of disarmament. To give aninpetus to the First
Committee's consideration of this issue, the Chinese del egation has for the past
few years subnitted relevant draft resolutions

China has always been committed to pronotion of the early attainnment ofthe
obj ective of preventing an arns race in outer space. W areofthe view that
ef fective neasures should be taken to ban all types of apace weapons - anti-mssile
and anti-satellite weapons included - so as to bring about the deweaponiaation of
outer space. Meanwhile, it is also inperative that the use or threat of force as
well as any other hostile activities inouter apace, whether directed from the
Earth against outer apace or fromouter space against the Earth. be prohibited.

It needs to be enphaaiaed that the conplete prohibition and thorough
destruction of apace weapons represents the noat fundanmental and effective means of
preventing an arms race in outer apace. W share with the international community
the firmexpectation that the countries with the greatest apace capabilities wll
fully discharge their special responsibility toprevent anarnms race in outer
space, speed up inearnest their bilateral negotiations to this endand conclude an
agreement at an early date with a view to cessation ofthe devel opment and

depl oyment of apace weapons and the destruction of all such weapons nowin

exi st ence.
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As the arms race in outer space endangers international peace and security
the elimnation of this danger requires the concerted efforts ofall countries.

For that reason, China maintains that the Conference on Disarmanent and its Ad Hoc
Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Quter Space should, w thout delay,
hol d substantive negotiations on an agreement to prevent an armsrace in outer
space in all its aspects, to prohibit and destroy all apace weapons amd to ensure
t he deweaponi aation of outer space

In keeping with this position, the Chinese delegation will actively
participate in the relevant deliberations and negotiations in the General Assenbly,
the Conference on D sarmament and other disarmanent bodies and forums. W will, as
al ways, join other delegations in contributing to the realisation of the objectives
of preventing an arms race in outer space and of using outer space for peacefu
pur poses.

over the past few years the Chinese del egation, along with the group of
non-al i gned menbers and other parties concerned, has been commtted to the adoption
by this Conmittee of a single resolution on the prevention of am arns race in outer
space as an enphatic expression ofthe international community's comon aspiration,
demand and propositiou on this inmportant question. The Chinese del egation
appreciates the efforts made and the co-operative attitude displayed by all the
parties concerned in this regard.

This year ny delegation is ready to continue its contribution to this end. W
have noted with pleasure that in the consultations concerning the draft resolution
on the prevention ofan arns racein outer apace snooth progress has been nade and
good results have been achi eved under the guidance of Anbassador W Rasaputram.

The draft resolution contained in docunent A/sC.1/45/L.17 uphol ds the correct main

thrust of resolution A/44/112, adopted | aat year, and reflects in a fairly
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bal anced and conprehensi ve manner the common understandi ng reached by the
international community on the prevention of an armsrace in outer apace. Wile
reiterating its principled position and propositions, the Chinese del egation
bel i eves that the fundanental objective and orientation ofthe present draft are
basically in line with ours. Therefore, the Chinese del egation supports, and has
joined in sponsoring, this draft resolution

The CHAIRMAN  The next speaker is the representative of Mexico, who will

i ntroduce draft resol uti on A7C.1/45/L.29.

Mr. HERNANDEZ BASAVE ( Mexi co) (interpretation from Spanish): The present
state ofinternational relations undoubtedly offers the best prospects to date for
maki ng headway in the process of di sarmanent and arnms control. The arns reduction
agreenents entered into by the two super-Powers in recent years have contributed
greatly to inproving the international political situation

Forthis reason, it IS moreinportant than everthat the United Nations should
not be left behind in the area of disarmament. Miltilateral efforts within the
Organization can benefit significantly fromwell-informed world public opinion. |t
is particularly inportant at this stage that civil servants, the mass medi a,
non- gover nnent al erganizations, educational communities and research institutes, as
well as elected officials, should know, understand and support the work of the
United Nations in the field of di sarmanent.

That is why the main goals ofthe Wrld Disarnanent Canpai gn, which was
solemnly | aunched by the General Assenbly on 7 June 1982, are to inform and educate
the public and to ensure that the public understands and supports the goals ofthe
United Nations in the field ofdi sarmanent and armscontrol. Ever since it was
launched t he Canpaign has focused its activities on the organisation of regional

conferences and neetings, a broad programme ef publications and the helding of
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special events, such as D sarmanent Week, which always begins on 24 Cctober, United
Nat i ons Day.

The speed at which international relations are changing makesit inperative
that we have bal anced and objective information on the vast possibilities offered
by the United Nations for consolidating a systemof international security based on
mutual trust and for making progress in a true process of disarnmanment, particularly
nucl ear di sarmanent.

That | S why draft resolution AsC.1/745/L.29, on the Wrld Di sar manent
Campaign - which | have the honour to introduce under agenda item 57 (a), on behal f
of my delegation and the del egati ons of Bangl adesh, Bolivia, Bulgaria, the
Byelorussian Soviet Soci al i st Republic, Egypt, Indonesia, Mngolia, Myanmar, Peru,
the Philippines, Romania, SrilLanka, Sweden, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Venezuela and Yugoslavia - contains a recommendation that the Canpaign
focus its efforts even nore on specific activities that will contribute to
fostering an inforned debate on arns limtation, disarmanent and security, as set
out in paragraph 4.

According to the draft resolution the General Assembly woul d wel come the
report of the Secretary-CGeneral onthe Canpaign and the assessmentof its
achi evements and shortcom ngs. The report states that the main obstacle facing the
Canmpaign as it seeks to attain its objectives is its weak financial base. To
overcome that problem all Member States are invited, in paragraph 5 ofthe draft
resolution, to contribute to the Wrld D sarmanent Canpaign Voluntary Trust Fund.

In paragraph 6 the General Assenbly woul d decide that at the forty-sixth session
there should be a ninth United Nations Pl edging Conference, and woul d al so express
the hope that all Menber States that had not yet done so would announce vol untary

contri butions.
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The text of the draft resolution contains somenew elements and omts others
that in the past have caused concern to somedel egations. The sponsors of the
draft resolution trust that the Commttee will approve the text without a vote.

The CHAIRMAN. | call on the Secretary ofthe Conmttee, who w shes to

make an announcenent .

M. ICHERADI (Secretary of the Commttee): | wish to informthe Committee
that Costa Rica has become a sponsor of draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.21/Rev.1;
Si ngapore has beconme a sponsor of draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.53; and the United
Republ i c of Tanzania has beconme a sponsor of draft resolutions AsC.1/45/L.22 and
L.23.
STATEMENT BY THE CHAI RVAN

The CHAIRVAN At the 19th neeting of the Commttee, on 26 Cctober,

drew attention to the text of a letter fromthe Chairman of the Fifth Commttee,
whi ch has been officially circulated as docunent AsC.1/45/6. |t concerns the
request to the Main Commttees of the General Assenbly, including the First
Commttee, to comunicate their views to the Fifth Conmttee on the rel evant
programmes of the proposed nediumtermplan for the period 1992 to 1997.

At that nmeeting | requested that those nmenbers that w shed to express their
views on the subject-matter should transmt their conments to mein witing by
Monday, 5 Novenber, so that | could forward themto the Fifth Conmttee as
request ed.

Since | have received no comments from del egations on the subject, mayl take
it thatthe Conmttee authorizes me to informthe Chairman ofthe Fifth Commttee
that the First Coonmttee has considered the issue and that it has nocoments to
make on the subject?

It was SO decided.

The meeting rose at 11.30 a.m.




