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The neeting was called to order at 11.25 am
AGENDA | TEMS 45 TO 66 AND 155 (continued
CONSI DERATI ON OF AND ACTI ON ON ALL DI SARVAMENT AGENDA | TEMS
The CHAIRVAN. I apologize to representatives for the delay in starting

the meeting, Which was caused by the fact that several delegations wanted a little
more time to continue and finalize consultations.

The Committee will now proceed to take action on the draft resolutions in
cluster 7, nanely, AsC.1/45/L.1, L.18 and L.28. W shall then take a decision on
draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.51, in cluster 8. After conpleting action on those
draft resolutions, the Conmttee will moveon to take action on one of the draft

resolutions in cluster 9, nanely, A/C.1/45/L.13/Rev.1.
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(The Chairman)

In the Iight of ongoing consultations, and on the basis of special requests
recei ved from several del egations, consideration of and action on draft
resol ution as7C.1/45/L.56/Rev.1 in cluster 6 and draft resolutions AsC.1/45/L.39 A
and B and AsC.1/45/L.45 in cluster 7 have been deferred to a |ater stage.
Simlarly, consideration of and action on draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.24/Rev.1 in
cluster 9 have al so been postponed to a later stage.

Before we proceed to take decisions on draft resolutions, | call omnthe
Secretary of the Conmttee to make some announcenents.

M. KHERADI (Secretary of the Conmttee): The followi ng countries have
becone sponsors of the following draft resolutions: AarsC.1s45/L.17, Chile:
A/C.1/45/L.24/Rev.1, Costa Rica; ArsC.1/45/L.31, Togo and Cape Verde;, A/sC.1/45/L.51i,
Ecuador, New Zeal and, Suriname, the Central African Republic, Barbados, Togo and
Nigeria: and AsC.1/45/L.56/Rev.1, Sanoa.

The CHAIRMAN | shall now call on those del egations wi shing to introduce
draft resol utions.

M., MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): Apriority

question in the area of disarmanent, the total. prohibition of nucl ear-weapon tests,
has for moethan 30 years now had a promnent place on the annual agendas ofthe
CGeneral Assenbly, The 1963 Mbscow Treaty Banning Nucl ear Wapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Quter Space and under Water is an inportant |andmark in the history
of this item Its negotiation, in the mdst ofthe cold war was the result of
tenacious efforts by the leaders of the United States, the United Kingdom and the
Soviet Union owing in large part to the pressurxe of world public opinion, for the

worl d was alarmed by the dangers to everyone's health posed by nucl ear-test
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(M. Marin Bosch, Mexico)
expl osions, especially those in the atnosphere which produced oninous clouds.
However, tne main nuclear Powers had already found a way to carry out those tests
underground, and since 1963 there have been about 1,200 of these tests, prinmarily
with the objective of qualitatively inproving nuclear arsenals.

Nucl ear tests carried out underground were |ost sight of, and public opinion
al nost forgot about themin spite of the many ongoing nultilateral efforts to ban
them Indeed, year after year the General Assenbly has taken a stand on this
question and for nearly three decades the Conference on Disarmanment has been
considering it. But the five nuclear-weapon countries have continued testing,
whil e the inpatience of the other countries has been grow ng; hence, the initiative
of Indonesia, Peru, Sri Lanka, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Mexico and the request by
more thanm one-third of the States Parties to the partial test-ban Treaty to convene
a conference to consider an amendnent that would convert the Treaty into a
conmprehensi ve nuclear-test-ban treaty. On the basis of resolution 447106 of
15 Decenber 1989, the Meeting Orgamnization of the Amendment Conference was hel d
this year and the Conference itself will be held in New York from7
to 18 January 1991.

In connection with this item | have the honour to introduce draft
resol ution Aasc.1s45/L.31, sponsored by the following 49 countries: Afghanistan,

t he Bahamas, Bangl adesh, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam Cape Verde, Chile,
Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Fiji, Ghana, Quatemala, Honduras, India,

I ndonesia, the Islamc Republic oflran, Kenya, Lebanon, Liberia, the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, kal aysia, Mauritius, Mngolia, Nepal, N caragua, N geria,
Paki st an, Papua New Qui nea, Peru, Philippines, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Uganda, the United Republic of Tanzani a,

Venezuel a, Yenen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, 2Zambia, Zi nbabwe and Mexi co,
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The draft resolution is fundamentally procedural. In its preanble reference
I's made to resolution 441106 and the conviction is reiterated

"that a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty is the highest-priority measure

for the cessation of the nuclear-arns race and for the achievement of the

obj ective of nuclear disarmanent”.

Reference is also made to resolution 1910 (XVII11) of 27 Novenber 1963, in
which the General Assenbly noted with approval the partial testbanTreaty and
requested the Conference on Disarmanent "to continue with a sense of urgency its
negotiations*' to achieve a conplete ban on nuclear tests. Sinmlarly, it is
recall ed that the convening of the Arendment Conference was requested by nore than
one third of the parties to the Treaty. The conviction is reiterated

"that such a conference will facilitate the attainnent of the objectives set

forth in the Treaty and thus serve to strengthen itw.

The draft resolution takes notew th satisfaction of the holding from29 My
to 8 June 1990 of the Meeting for the Orgamnization Of the Anendment Conference and,
in operative paragraph 1, notes that the Anendment Conference will be held in
New York from7 to 18 January 1991.

Qperative paragraph 2 calls upon all parties to the Treaty to participate in,
and to contribute to the successof, the Anendnment Conference. In the next
paragraph, the General Assenbly reiterates its conviction that, pending the
conclusion of a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty, the nuclear-weapon States
shoul d suspend all nuclear-test explosions through an agreed noratorium or
unilateral noratoria.

The sponsors are convi nced that the success oft he Arendment Conference shoul d

be neasured in the light of its contribution to the achievenent of a
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conpl ete nucl ear-test ban. Hence, operative paragraph 4 recommends
"that arrangenents be made to ensure that intensive efforts continue, under
the auspices of the Amendment Conference, until a conprehensive
nucl ear-test-ban treaty is achieved*'.
At the same tine, it is reconmended that the Amendnent Conference
"establish a working group, or other means it deens appropriate, to study,
inter alia, the organization Of control, institutional nechanisnms and |egal
aspects of a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty and to report its

concl usions to the Conference".
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In view of the efforts that have been nade in other forums on this subject the
draft resolution enphasises the inportance of bringing about proper co-ordination
bet ween those forums. The Conference is thus part ofa nultilateral effort that is
of concern and is inperative to all of us. Thereis no doubt that the hol di ng of
the Conference will serve to pronote a debate on this priority disarmanent gquestion
and to facilitate a solution. W are sure that the States parties to the 1963
Treaty are prepared fully to carry out the commitments set forth in the preamble.

Tid¢Al RMAN: | now call on the representative of Pakistan, who will
introduce draft resolutions asC.1/45/56/Rev.1l and A/C.1/45/L.51.

M. KaMAL {Pakistan): It gives nme great pleasure to introduce the draft
resol uti on eantitled "Conclusion of effective international arrangements {0 assure
non- nucl ear - weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons**,
contai ned in document A/C.1/45/L.56/Rev.l. This draft resolution i s sponsored by
Australia, Bangladesh, Bulgaria. the |slamc Republic of Iram, Madagascar. Nepal,
New Zeal and, Sanmpa, Sri Lanka and Paki st an.

In previous years the CGeneral Assembly adopted t WO separateresol utions on the
i ssue of negative security assurances, submitted by Bulgaria and Pakistan,
respectively. This year also, two separate draft r esol uti ons, contained in
docunents AsC.1s45/L.9 and A/C.1/45/L.19, were submitted by Bulgaria and Pakistan,
respectively. However, taking into considerationthe views expressed by a number
of delegations at the last aessioa of the General Assenbly, as well as in the
general debate in the First Committee this year , sincere afforts ware undertaken by
Paki stan and Bul garia, along with otherinterested delegations, TO come up with a

tingle draft resol ution,
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It gives megreat pleasure to intormthe Commttee that, sfter a great deal of
concerted and tinme-consumng efforts, a single text has been agreed upom, and it is
now bef ore the Committee i n docunent AsC.1/45/L.56/%ev.1. The nerger of draft
resolutions L.9 and L.19 reflects the spirit of nutual understanding and
accommodation and is in keeping with the efforts of this Commttee to rationalize
its work. Cbviously, L.56/Rev.l replaces the earlier draft resolutions, L.9 and
L.19, both of which are w thdrawn.

Pol | owi ng agreementon the text of draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.56, some
further changes were proposed to inprove the new draft resolution even further. In
a spirit of acconmodation and flexibility sone of them were agreed upon. Those
modifications are nowreflected in draft resolution As/C.1/45/L.56/Rev.1,

May | now point out these changes: first, the sixth preanbul ar paragraph has
been dropped, as it duplicated the earlier third preanbul ar paragraph; secondly, a
minor drafting change has beea made in the ninth preanbul ar paragraph, where the
following wordsin the second and third lines - nanmely, "constitute an inportant
positive contribution" - have been replaced by the expression "contribute

positively**; thirdly, a new fifth preanbul ar paragraph has been added. which reads

as follows: "Welcomng the progress achieved in recent years in both nuclear and
conventional disarmanent". These three changes are all reflected in document
A/C.1/45/L.56/Rev.1.

We have consistently expressed deep concern over thethreat posed to
non- nucl ear -weapon States by the nuclear arsenals of nuclear-weapon States. The
most ef fective assurance against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons woul d
be their conplete elimnation. However, until this objective is achieved the
non- nucl ear -weapon States nust be provided with credible and |egally binding
guar ant ees agai nst the use or threat of useofnuclear weapons, Such assurances

are necessary t0 enhance the sense of security in non-nuclear-weapon States. The
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sl ow pace of negotiations on nuclear disarnmament nakes such assurances even more
imperative.

The nerged text of the draft resolution on this issue reaffirns the urgent
need for reaching anagreementon effective international arrangenents to assure
non- nucl ear - weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. It
appeals to all States to denonstrate the necessary political will to reach an
agreenent on a comon approach and to movetowards the adcption of am internationa
instrument of a legally binding character on this issue of vital inportance to the
security of non-nucl ear-weapon States.

I should like to take this opportunity to thank all those del egations that
have played an inportant and comstructive role in helping the del egations of
Bul garia and Pakistan in our conmon effort to evolve a nmerged text on the subject.

May |, finally, express the hope that draft resolution A/C.1745/L.56/Rev.1,
whi ch T have just introduced and which replaces L.9 and L.19, will enjoy the
support of the entire nmenbership of this Committee.

| have the honour now to introduce the draft resolution entitled "Regiona
di sarmanment”, contained in docunent A/C.1/45/L.51, onbehalf of Austria, Barbados,
Belgium, Cameroon, Canada, the Central African Republic, Col onbia, comaros,

Costa Rica, Ecuador, Djibouti, Egypt, Germany, Quinea, ltaly. Midagascar, Mali
Mauritania, Nepal, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Papua New Qui nea, Pery, Poland,
Sampa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sonalia, Surinane, Swaziland, Togo, Turkey, the
United Kingdom of Geat Britain and Northern Ireland. Ueneauel a, Zi nmbabwe and
Paki st an.

May 1 point out a mnor typographical error in operacive paragraph 3 in the
Engl i sh version of this docunent, where a comma should be added in the first line

after the words **wherever possible”.
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Since its inception the United Natioms has provided a focal point forthe
international community in itseffort8 to pronote the maintenance ofinternational
peace and security through disarmament, t he peaceful settlement of di sputes and
general co-operation. From the very beginning, disarmament emerged as a nmj or
element i n t he move towards gl obal security. As the world preparesto enter the
next millennium, disarmamsnt stands at the heart of any long-term sol ution to the
problem of ianteramatiomal peace and security.

The essential gquidelines f Or progress towards general aad conpl et e di sar manent
were adopted at the first special session Of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. Unfortunately, these goals and objectives are still far from being

achisved.
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We are however encouraged by t he improvement intheinternational political
Cimate and by the prospects Of genuine progresst ovar ds gemeral and complete
di sar manent engendered im recent years asaresult ofthe virtual end of
i deol ogi cal confrontation,and the new spirit of mutual co~operetion and
understanding bet ween t he long~term adversaries.

in the post-cold-war €ra, regi onal disarmawent has assuned i ncreasing
importance in the context of global peace and security. We all agree that a gl obal
response t 0 disarmameat nmust continue {Obe pursued sincerely. Sinultaneously with
globalef forts, it is imperative that collective endeavours are nmade by all
countries at the regional |evel to promete di sarmanment, nuclear non-proliferation
Sad confidence-building measures wherever end whenmever possi bl e. These measures
must of course t ake into account the specific characteristics of each region, and
must be takem with t he free agreement of the St at es concer ned.

Draft resolutionAsC.1/745/L,.51 treats these elements together in a
comprehensive manner, without singling out any owm of them. 1t therefore
transcends any particular point im time or any particular region. It conplenents
the existing global efforts and existing arrangements, andin noway undernm nes any
of them

Regional disarmament is thus an indispensable corollary tothe gl obal efforts
towar ds the achievement ofthe objective Of geseral and completedi Sar manent. The
gl obal and regiomnal approaches to di sar manent complement each ot her and shoul d be
pursued simultaneously With a view to pronoting regional and international peace
and security, <The objective of peace and security is SO important and conpel | ing
t hat all efforts, both gl ob81 and regi onal, have tO be deployed with a view *-
achi eving that end.

This is ths essence of draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.51. The draftresol uti on,

whi ch is the result of the collective endeavours of a number of countries
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representing various regions of the world, is transparent, realistic and
f orwar d- | ooki ng. It has equal relevance and applicability now and in the future,
and for all regions.

It is the expectation of the sponsors that this draft resolution will receive
the wi dest support of this Commttee.

M. STANKOV (Bulgaria): The Bulgarian del egation has asked to speak in
order to announce that it has withdrawn draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.9 entitled
"Conclusion of effective international arrangenents on the strengthening of the
security of non-nucl ear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons**,

wetake this opportunity, Sir, to express the belief that the merged texts on
this itemas contained in draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.56/Rev.1 i s wel|-bal anced and
| eaves open all possible avenues for making headway on the issue of negative
security assurances. Accordingly, we hope that it will receive the support of al
del egati ons.

W wish also to express ourgratitude to all del egations wth whichwe have
fruitfully co-operated in nmaterializing the overwhelmng will expressed in the
Commttee, nanely to rationalize common efforts on this issue

The CHAIRVAN.  The Conmittee will now proceed to take action on the

followi ng draft resolutions in cluster 7. AsC.1/45/L.1, A/C.1/45/L.18 and
A/C.1/45/L.28,
I now call on those delegations w shing to nake statements ot her than

expl anations of their positions on the draft resolutions in cluster 7.
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M. MORADI (Islamic Republic of Iran): M delegation w shes to comrent
on item 49 of the agenda, "Establishnent of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the
region of the Mddle East", and item 61, '*Inplenentation of the Declaration of the
I ndian Ccean as a Zzone of Peace"

Atthe outset | wish to express ny delegation's appreciation to the
Secretary-General, the Under-Secretary-CGeneral for Disarmanent Affairs and three
i ndependent consul tant experts for preparing a conprehensive study on effective and
verifiable measures which would facilitate the establishment of a
nucl ear - weapon-free zone in the region of the Mddle East, contained in docunent
Al45/435.

My zountry was pl eased to play host on two occasions to the experts and other
officials of the Department for Disarmanment Affairs who were conducting the study.
In the course of their visits, fruitful discussions were held between the officials
and experts of our country and the menbers of the mssion. W are of the view that
this conprehensive study could serve as a sound basis for pronoting future action
towards the realization of such a zone. Therefore, it deserves to be exanined and
carefully considered by all parties concerned. Atthe sane tinme, one cannot | ose
sight of the fact that a selective approach towards the content of this study could
be destructive and coul d backfire.

The overall political and mlitary situation in the Mddle East in recent
years can hardly be conpared with that of 1974, when my country initiated the
proposal forthe establishnent of a nucl ear-weapon-free zoneowing to the rapid

di ssem nation of nuclear technology in the region
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Politically, not only has no progress been made in the settlenent of

| ong- standi ng problems of the region, including the question of the occupation of
Pal estine by the Zionist regime, the occupation of southern Lebanon and foreign
interference in the internal affairs of the region, but also there has been a
further deterioration in the situation.

Mlitarily, on the one hand the nost advanced and sophisticated weapons have
been put at the disposal of the Zionist régime by certain big Powers; on the other
hand, the flow of arms to the arsenals of the countries in the region has increased
the current state of insecurity and instability in the region.

It is ironic tbat the said Powers are calling for the pronmotion of peace and
security in the Mddle East. In short, the problens of this region are becom ng

more conplicated and thus nore dangerous.
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The situation in the Mddle East rouses serious doubts with regard to ongoing
positive devel opnents in international affairs and as to whether the internationa
community will enter a new eraof co-operation and déteate. This unfortunate
reality is partly due to the fact that such devel opments have not yet been
institutionalised in various areas of international relations. It emanates also
from the absence of a collective security arrangenment among the Mislim countries in
the Mddle East. Such a security system, enshrined in the Charter ofthe United
Nations, could, as a rule of conduct, harnonize the relations anong these States on
the basis of conmon aspirations and nmutual interests and could prevent potential
threats and conflicts inthe region. In this regard, the ideal ofestablishing a
nucl ear -weapon-free zone in the Mddle East would contribute enormously to filling
the gap caused by the absence of a collective security system

The realisation of such a zone demands confidence-buil di ng measures, which
have al ways been considered as facilitating and conplenentary to disarnament
initiatives. The Islamic Republic of Iran, commtted to such measures, has adopt ed
confidence-buil ding measures, some of which are nentioned in docunent A/45/397
since the very inception of the Islamc revolution. Al though the Governnent of the
I slam ¢ Republic of Iranhas been prevented, owi ng to circunstances beyond its
control, from continuing and strengtheaiag such nmeasures, in 1986 it proposed to
the Persian Qulf States the establishment of collective security arrangenments in
the region. In that regard the Mnister for Foreign Affairs ofmycountry
submtted a letter to the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations, contained in
document $/18387 of 16 Cctober 1986.

The realizatioa of international peace and security is not feasible without a
secure and stable Mddle East. There is no doubt that the Security Council ina

dischargirg its responsibilities under the Charter of*he United Nations caa play a
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significant role in establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in theM ddl e East.
The Muslim countries of the region that would |lose their security because of the
establ i shnent of such a zone deserve the right to be guaranteed unconditionally by
nucl ear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

Another i ssue closely related to a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the Mddl e East
concerns the inplenentation of the Declaration ofthe Indian Ccean as a Zone of
Peace, This Declaration ~amosttwo decades have el apsed since its adoption by
the General Assenbly - denonstrates the will and desire of Governnents and nations
of the region to create a safe and secure enviromment conducive to nutual
co-operatioa and collaboration. Regrettably, someof the ultra-regional States
that consider the creation of such a zoue inconsistent with their own interests
have resorted to nunerous neans to prevent the convening of the Colombo Conference
for the i npl enentati on of that Deeclaration. M delegation believes that, had the
Declaration of the Indian Ccean as a toae of Peace been inplemented earlier, many
of the regional conflicts would have been prevent ed.

M . NEGROTTO CAMBIASO (ltaly): Onbehalf of the European Community and
its member States, the Italian delegation wi shes to nake astatementon draft
resolution asc.1s/45/L.28, on the inplenentation of General Assemblyresol ution
447104 concerning the signature and ratification of Additional Protocol | of the
Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin Anerica (Treaty of
Tl atel ol co).

The Twel ve believe that theTreaty of Tlatelolco continues to represent a
particularly inportant elementin the process of preventing a proliferation of
nucl ear weapons and of pronoting peace and security. In this context, theTwelve
believe it is inappropriate to continue the practice of singling out oae country

while omtting nention of others which have not becone full parties tO the Treaty.
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The Twel ve have expressed support for the creation -* nucl ear-weapon-free
zones i N various regions of the world. W consider that the creation of such zones
could contribute to stability in the areas concerned, to non-proliferation and to
the di sarmanent process ingeneral, provided that the States concerned are prepared
to participate oa the basis of agreements freely entered into and in keeping with
i aternational |y recognized principles.

In that context, it is our view that the General Assenbly mayin the future
wi sh to consider enlarging the scope of the pertinent agenda itemto read
“I'mpl ementation of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Wapons in Latin

Anerica and the Caribbean (Treaty of Tlatelolco) in all its aspects".

The CHAIRMAN: | call on those del egations w shing to explain their votes
before a vote is taken on draft resolutions in cluster 7.

M. CHADHA (India): The Indian del egation w shes to place on record our
views with regard to the draft resolution entitled "Establishnent of a
nucl ear -weapon-free zone in South Asia", document A/C.1/45/L.18, i ntroduced by
Paki st an.

The position of India on this issue is based on certain principles that form
part of our disarmanent policy. These are also contained in the conseansus Fina
Document of the first special session of theGenera3 Assenbly devoted to
di sarmarment, held in 1978. W have consistently naintained that nuclear
di sarmanent is a global and nota regional issue. Lasting world peace can only be
built on the basis of general and conplete disarnmament under effective
international control. Wthin this process nuclear disarmanent is accorded the
hi ghest priority, and this was accepted by the world community in the 1978 Fina
Document. The establishment of nucl ear-weapon-free zones does not, in our view,
accord with the global approach, Inthe action plan for ushering in a

nucl ear - weapon-free and non-violent world order presented in 1988 atthe third
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speci al session of the General Assenbly devoted to aisarmament we hi ghlighted the
i mportance of a global approach. Nucl ear zoning measures of the kind visualized in
resol utions such as that contained in docurent a/C.1/45/L.18 will mot |ead us to
our common objective of a global nuclear-weapon-free sone.

The gl obal spread of nuclear weapons and their deployment for possible use
anywhere in the world renders illusory the notion of a nucl ear-weapon-free zcne.
In addition, studies on the climtic and environnental conseguences Of a nucl ear
exchange, including the findings with regard to nuelear w nter, have shown that
there cannot be a distinction between conmbatant and non-conbatant when auelear

weapons are invol ved.
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In spite of these reservations, we recogni se the fact that nuclear-weapon-free
zones hava been established in other parts of the world as a result of arrangements
freely arrived at among the countries of the region. wehave therefore
participated in the global consensus in favour Of these nucl ear-weapon-free sones.
These arrangenents arise out Of the shared perception of the States of the region
regarding the special features and geographical extent oftheregioa, and as a
result ofprior consultations carried out toreach a consensus. Only after a
consensus | S reachedcan the United Nations play a significant role in endorsing
such au agreement.

The proposal contained in draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.18 does aot Carry these
qualifications. Since the proposal is clearly aot introduced §a this forumwi th a
view to achieving a regional consensus, it caa only be concluded tbat the iateat
behind the draft resolution is not serious.

Draft resolutions such as this, introduced asa ritwaland | acking in
substantive coatent and necessary qualifications, =umcounter tothe provisions of
the Pinal Document of the first speci al sessiom Of t he General Assenbly devoted to
disarmament In 1974 we, too,i ntraduced a draft resolutiom on this subject. Ie
was adopt ed by an overwhel m ng majorizy, but d4id not enjoy dconseasus among t he
States of the region. W have thereforedirected our efforts to coaseasusbuilding
and have aotengagedin the ritual submission oOf draft resolutions. A climate of
trust and confidence must be created and conseasus must be achieved on overcoming
the practical difficulties of the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free sone among
the States ofthe regiom. This requires patience, perseverance and sincerity, not
rhetoric or ritual draft resolutions.

For these reasoms, Ny delegation W || VOtSagai nst draft reselution

A/C.1/45/L,18,
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Mr.FERNANDEZ (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): M. Chairnan,
since this is the first tine that I have spoken in the First Committee, | wish to
associate nmyself with other speakers who have congratul ated you and the ot her
of ficers on the successful manner in which you have been guiding our
del i berati ons.

Bolivia's legal ties with the prohibition of nuclear weapons is nothing new
and isnot nerely theoretical. It is a confirmation of a humanist conviction that
i nvol ves repudiation of any formof violence, in particular the dissemnation and
use of nuclear energy as an instrunent of destruction and genocide.

For this reasom, ny country. together with the rest of the 21 States of Latin
America, signed the Treaty of Tlatelolco, joining the general trend in favour of
prevention of the manufacture, posession and use of nuclear weapons in the southern
hem sphere. It was an expression of our determ ned support for anything that woul d
prevent war and its nost evil expression - the use ofatonic energy as a neans of
ext erm nati on.

In the years that have el apsed since the Treaty of Tlatelolco was signed,
Bolivia has noted with great pleasure that the nmajor nuclear Powers have becone
parties to the Treaty. However, we are profoundly concerned by the fact that the
signing of the Treaty and its Additional Protocol | has in sone cases not been
followed by the necessary ratification.

As many del egations sai8 in the course of the general debate, the
international community's nmain objective is, if possible, to prohibit conpletely
the manufacture, stockpiling and use of nucl ear weapons. Therefore we commend the
United Nations for the work it is doing in support of maximum guarantees for State.
whi ch neither possess nor w sh to possess nuclear weapons but are dooned to suffer

t he consequences oftests that take place in diatsnt areas; testswhich, although
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they appear not to carry any risk, could result in atnospheric or climatic changes,
such as prolonged flooding or droughts, wth grave risks for the civil population.

Unfortunately, the devel oping countries, which lack sufficient resources to
meet €Ven their own mostUr gent needs, are the mostexposed and defencel ess in the
face of the negative effects of radiation and the consequent environnenta
pol | ution.

The del egation of Bolivia views with great interest, and supports, draft
resol uti ons asC.1/45/5.1. L. 18 and, in particular, L.28, on the inplenentation of
Ceneral Assembly resolution 447104 concerning the signature and ratification of
Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Wapons in Latin
Anerica, which at least ains at the establishment regionally of nuclear-weapon-free
zones and has as its objective the eradication ofthe nuclear weapon as a neans of

war f ar e.

M. NGUYEN DDC HUNG (Viet Nam): M del egation has asked to speak in
order to explain its position on draft resolution AsC.1/745/L.18, entitled
"Establishment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in South Asia".

As has been stzted on manyoccasions by its |eaders, Viet Nam supports the
est abl i shnent of nucl ear-weapon-free zones in all parts ofthe world because it
views this as a positive and practical contribution tothe attainment of the
ultimate objective of general and conplete disarmament and thus the pronotion of
peace and stability in the various regions and throughout the world.

In this spirit, mydelegation supports the establishment of a
nucl ear - weapon-free zone in South Asia. Atthe same time, we deemit inportant to
emphasize t hat, since the question is ofconcern to all countries im the region,
the draft resolution should reflect the views of thecountries concerned sad their

consensus opinion.
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Regrettably, draft resolution L.18 fails to achieve this. My delegation wll

therefore abstain on the draft resolution, and expresses the hope that the
countries in the region will join together and introduce a consensus draft
resolution ia the near future.

M. TAEB (Afghanistan): The Republic of Afghanistan supports the
establ i shnent of nucl ear-weapon-free zones in every corner of the globe. W
consider this positive process to be an integral part of general nuclear

di sar manent .
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However, with regard to draft resolution AsC.1/745/L.18, entitl ed
"Est abl i shment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zome in South Asia.", ny delegation wll
abstain, as it has done on simlar draft resolutions in the past. Qur reason for
taking such a position was explained in ny statement in the Conmttee on
26 Cctober.

In addition, | should like to makethe follow ng conmmrents.

First, the draft resolution on the establishnent of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone
in South Asia should be the subject, first, ofconsultations with the countries of
the region, in order to reflect the collective view and position of the States
directly concerned. W hope that the sponsors will keep that in mnd in the future.

Secondly, the draft resolution should not be politically notivated and shoul d
address the question taking into consideration all the problens in this respect.

V¢ believe that such an approach is necessary if we really want to work
constructively towards the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zome in South
Asi a.

Thirdly, the sincerity of the main sponsor of draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.18
shoul d be examined in the light of its refusal to accede to a universal agreenent
on nucl ear disarmanent, by which | nean the non-proliferation Treaty, and to accept
International Atom c Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards. W therefore hope that the
mai n sponsor will accede to the non-proliferation Treaty and accept the |AEA
safeguatds. Furthernore, it mustgive up its attenpts to produce nuclear weapons.

Lastly, we ate ofthe opinion that any |inkage with accesiont0 the
non-proliferation Treaty is irrelevant,

THec CHATRMEN:tee Wi ll now proceed to take decisions on draft
resolutions in cluster 7, beginning with draft resolution A/C.1/45/L,1, entitled

"Est abl i shnent ofa nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Mddl e East".
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This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Egypt at the
33rd neeting of the First Commttee, on 9 November 1990.
I call on the Secretary of the Conmttee to read out the |ist of sponsors.

M. KHERADI (Secretary of the Commttee): The sponsor of draft

resol ution AsC.1745/L.1 i s Egypt.

The CHAIRMAN  The sponsor of the draft resolution has expressed the w sh
that it be adopted by the Commttee without a vote. IXIf£ | hear no objection, |
shall take it that the Conmttee wi shes to act accordingly.

Draft resolution asC.1s/45/L.1 was adooted.

The CHAIRMAN: The Conmittee will now vote on draft resolution
A/C.1745/L.18, entitled *Establishment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in South
Asia." This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Pakistan at
the 30th nmeeting of the First Conmttee, on 7 November 1990.

I call on the Secretary of the Conmttee to read out the list of sponsors.

M. KHERADI (Secretary of the Conmittee): The sponsors of draft
resolution asC.1/45/L.18 are the follow ng: Bangl adesh and Paki st an.

The CHAIRMAN: A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Al bania, Australia, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Bel gium Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colonbia, Congo, Costa Rica, Codte
d'Ivoire, Czechosl ovakia, D ibouti, Dom nican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, Fiji, Finland, Germany, Ghana, G eece, Guatenmala, Quinea,
Quyana, Haiti, Iran (Islamc Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Janmmica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesot ho.
Li beria, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxenmbourg, Malaysia, Mldives,
Mal i, Mauritania, Mexico, Mdrocco, Mzanbi que, Nepal,
Net her| ands, New Zeal and, N caragua, N ger, N geria, Oman,
Paki st an, Panama, Papua New Gui nea, Peru, Philippines, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sanpa, Saudi Ar.bia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Srilanka, Swasziland, Thail and,
Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of
Tanzania, United States of Anerica, U uguay, Venezuela, Zaire,
Zanbi a, Zi nbabwe
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Auai ast : Bhutan, India, Mauritius

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Al geria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Brazil
Bul gari a, Byelorussian Sovi et Socialist Republic, Cuba, Cyprus,
Denmar k, Et hiopia, Ffrance, | cel and, |ndonesia, Lao People's
Denocratic Republic, Liechtenstein, Midagascar, Mngolia
Myanmar, Norway, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
Uni on of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam Yugoslavia

Draft resolution as€.1745/L.18 was adopted by 98 votes to 3, with 26

abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now proceed to vote on draft resolution
A/C.1s/45/7L.28, entitled *' I npl enentati on of General Assenbly resol uti on 44/104
concerning the signature and ratification of Additional Protocol | ofthe Treaty
for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin Anerica (Treaty of Tlatelolco)".
The draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Mexico at the
27th meeting of the First Conmttee, on 6 Novermber 1990.

| call on the Secretary of the Cormittee to read out the list of sponsors,

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Conmittee): The list ofsponsors of draft
resolution asC.1/45/L.28 reads as follows: Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas. Barbados,
Bolivia, Costa Rica, Dom nican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Genada, Guatenala
Hai ti, Honduras, Mexico, N caragua, Paraguay, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago,
Uruguay and Venezuel a.

The CHAI RVAN A recorded vote has been requested
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Arecorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Aqainst:

Abst ai ni ng:

Af ghani stan, Al bania, Al geria, Australia, Austria, Bahanas,
Bahrai n, Bangl adesh, Barbados, Bel gium Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Bot swana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam Bulgaria, Burkina Faso
Burundi, Byel orussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Caneroon,
Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Coéte d'Ivoire, Cyprus, Czechosl ovaki a,

Denmark, Djibouti. Dom nican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia
Fiji, Finland, Germany, Ghana, Geece, Guatenala, CQuinea, Quyana,
Haiti, Hungary, lceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamc Republic
of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwai t, Lao People's Denocratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,

Li beria, Libyan Arab Janmbiriya, Liechtenstein, Luxenbourg,
Madagascar. Mal aysia, Maldives, Malta, Mauritania, Muritius,

Mexi co, Mongolia, Mrocco, Mzanbique, Myanmar, Nepal,

Net her| ands, New Zeal and, N caragua, N ger, N geria, Norway,

oman, Paki stan, Panama, Papua New Quinea, Peru, Philippines,

Pol and, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sanpa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal , Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sonalia. Spain, Sri Lanka,
Swazi | and, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Aab Emirates, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of
Tanzania, United States of Anerica, Uuguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yenen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zanbia, Zi nbabwe

None

Angol a, Argentina, Cuba, France

Draft resolution A7C.1/45/L.28 WwaS adopted by 126 votes to none, with

4 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: | call now on representatives who w sh to explain their
votes or positions on draft resolutions in cluster 7,
Mr, GEVERS (Netherlands): | should like to explain the position of the
Net herl ands on draft resolution AsC.1745/L.1, '"Establishnment of a
nucl ear -weapon-free zome in the region of the Mddle East".

Asin previous years, ny delegation went along with the consensus on the draft
resolution on the establishnment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the M ddl e East.

I ndeed, the Netherlands fully supports the anbition of the States in the region to
achi eve such a zone.

My delegation listened with great interest and synpathy to the statement
pertaining to this matter nade by the representative of Egypt in this Commttee on
9 Novenmber. At the sane time, ny delegation wishes to underline the fact that the
objective of a multilateral agreenent on a nucl ear-weapon-free zone should be
freely negotiated by all States directly concerned.

W believe that this elenent should have been brought moreclearly into focus
indraft resolution L.1. This does uot nean, however, that it is notpossible in
the Meant i ne, to make efforts to ease the process |eading to the establishnent of a
nucl ear -weapon-free zone in the Mddle East. In fact, the report of the
Secretary-Ceneral, including the conmendabl e study on effective and verifiable
measuresthat would facilitate the establishment ofa nucl ear-weapon-free tone in
the M ddl e East, shows that States both in and outside theregion could takea
number of st eps that woul d havea beneficial, confidence-building effect on the
present tensions in the region.

Asis recogmized in the report, the application of International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA)safeguards to all relevant installations in the regioni s one of the

measures that woul d facilitate the astablishment of a nucl ear-weapou-free zone and
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could nake a significant contribution to preventing the further proliferation of
nucl ear weapons.

M. GROOP (Finland): | wish to explain Finland's vote on draft
resolution asC.1/45sL.18, "Establishnent of a nuclear-weapon-free son8 in South
Asia".

We voted in favour of the draft resolution because it is the general policy of
Finland to support efforts to establish nucl ear-weapon-free zones. Atthe San8
time, we consider that initiatives for the establishnent of such zones should cone
from States within the region and that the process of establishing a
nucl ear - weapon-free zone shoul d enjoy the support of all States concerned.

M. POERNOMD (I ndonesia): M delegation wishes to explain its vote on
draft resolution asc.1s/45/L.18, "Establishnent of a nucl ear-weapon-free tone in
South Asia".

The position ofny delegation on the establishnent of nuclear-weapon-free
zones is well known. It is based on the principle contained in the Final Document
of the General Assenbly's first special session on disarmanment, which, anong other
things, stipulates that the establishment of such a zone shoul d be based on
arrangenents freely arrived at between the States in the region concerned. As is
reflected in the Secretary-Ceneral's report (a/4s/462) on the subject, this
requirenent has not so far been fulfilled in respect of South Asia. 1In view Of
this fact ny delegation was constrained to abstain in the vote on draft resolution
L.18.

Mr. GIEROW ( Sweden): Sweden has onseveral occasions expressed its
positive attitude with regard to the estsnhlishment of nucl ear-weapon-free zones.
Such zones coul d have confidence-building effects, as well as a positive influence

on the political climate and the security situation in the regi on8 concerned.
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The establishnment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone requires that nuclear weapons
are not possessed by States in the zone, as well as the absence and non-depl oynent
of nucl ear weapons in such States. Another essential element is the commitment by
t he nucl ear-weapon States not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons agai nst
targets within the zone.

As to concrete proposals for such zones, however, one basic prerequisite nust
be acceptance of, and co-operation wWth regard to, the zomal initiative by al
States in the region. Inline with this principle, Sweden had to abstain in the
vote on draft resolution AsC.1745/L.18, Since some States concerned voted agai nst
the draft resolution.

M. BATIOUK (Ukrainian SSR) (interpretation from Russian): Wth regard
to the draft resolution just adopted, the delegation ofthe Wkraine w shes to state
that the WUkraine has been consistent in its support for the creation of a
non-nuclear world. In the declaration of the sovereignty of the Wkraine, which was
adopted by the Parliament on 16 July this year, it is stated that the goal of the
Wkraine is conpliance with non-nuclear principles. Therefore, we support al
peopl es who wish to free thenselves fromthe nuclear threat, a8 well as the idea
that this objective should be achieved through, inter alia. the establishment of
nucl ear - weapon-free zomes in various regions of the world, with the participation
and agreenent of all the States in those 'regions. W therefore supported the
adoption of draft resolutions AsC.1/45/L.1 and votedfor L. 28.

However, in respect of draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.18,"“Establishnent of a
nucl ear -weapon-free zone in South Asia®, ny del egation was obliged to abstain in
the vote, although we agree with the objectives of the draft resolution. W
abst ai ned, f£irst, because there is not full agreenent between the States oft he

region on the establishment ¢f a nuclear-weapoi-free 2one. Secondly, as we see it,
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the initiators of the proposal to establish a nucl ear-weapon-free zome there have
not yet exhausted all opportunities to reach agreement and adopt a common stand on
the issue.

We are sure that, if the States of the region are interested in inplenenting
the positive ideas contained in draft resolution L.18 and if they take the steps
necessary to ensure consideration at a future session of the General Assenbly of a
draft resolution agreed upor by all the countries of the region of South Asia, such

a draft resolution will receive support in the General Assenbly. Certainly the

del egation of the Wkraine will support it.
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Mr, DOJOWARI (Japan) ¢ | should like to explain Japan's vote on the three
draft resolutions the Commttee has just adopted. Japan participated ia the
adoption without a vote of draft resolution A/C.1/45/L.1, and voted in favour of
draft resol utions A/7C.1/45/L.18 and L. 28.

It has always been the view of the Japanese Govermment that the establishment
of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the Mddle East, in southern Africa, in Latin
Arerica or in any other region for that matter, would contribute to the objective
of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons as well as to the peace and security of the
region in question.

My del egation, however, w shes to reiterate its view that the establishnent of
such a zone would not contribute to the strengthening of the security of the region
in question unless certain conditions were met. Let meenunmerate some of the nost
basic of those conditions: the establishnent of such a nuclear-weapon-free zone
should be agreed upon at the initiative of the countries in the region, and with
the voluntary consent of all the countries concerned, including the nuclear-weapon
States, as the case may be; also, a nuclear-weapon-free sone should be established
in such a way that it would not only strengthen the peace and security of the
region, but also of the world as a whole. Furthernore, adherence to the
non-proliferation Treaty by all the countries of the region in question would be
highly desirable in creating such a zone.

Mr. LEDOGAR (United States of America): | have twoeexpl anations ofvote
to make. The first concerns draft resolution A/7€.1/45/L.18.,

The United States delegation this year againjoined insupporting the
traditional resolution on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-frse sone in South
Asia. | have two brief points in explanation of Lhis vote. First, we trust that
all States in the region will take particular note of paragraph 2, which urgesthem

to refrain from any action contrary to the obj ecti ve of the draft vresolution.
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Secondly, our delegation also wishes to note that the reference inthe third
preambular paragraph to the establishnent of nucl ear-weapon-free zones in other
regions ofthe world does not constitute endorsenent by the United States of such
zones ON a universal basis. For us there are specific criteria which any proposed
nuclear- veapon-free zone mustmeeti N order to be recomended.

2=we second expl anation concerns draft resolution &/C.1/45s7L.28. Our
del egation's vote onthis draft resolution was infavour only because of the United
States unwavering support for the Treaty of Tlatelolco. The draft resolution
itself is seriously unbalanced, and it contains glaring shortcomngs. W deeply
regret that this draft resolution focuses only on Additional Protocol | and not on
the issue of universal adherence by all eligible States. The draft resolution is
consequently patently one-aided. It singles out one State for criticismrather
than calling, as it should, on other eligible States in the region to becone
parties. Only when the Treaty of Tlatelolco together with its Protocols enters
into force for all eligible States can it makeits full contribution to regional
and international security,

In sum it is our considered view that this pioneering Treaty deserves a
better resolution than this one.

M. JANDL (Austria) (interpretation from French): Austria abstained in

the ve. ing on draft resolution AsC.1/45/L,.18, on the establishment of a
nucl ear - weapon-free zone in South Asia. M del egation would |ike toemphasize that
in general it supports the establishment of nucl ear-weapon-free zones, since such
zones can neake avaluable contribution tothe maintenance of international peace
and the reduction of international tensions, above all in the light ofinteraction
bet ween di sarmanment efforts at the regional and the gl obal |avela.

However, ny del egation believes that all the States ofa particular regionoOr

subregion should first adhere to the idea of establishing a nuclear-weapon-frss
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zone in that region or subregion. Austria therefore believes that it is timely to
propose the establishnent of such a zone within the framework of a General Assenbly
resolution only when all the States of the region have given their ageement The
States of the region in question here have expressed reservations concerning the
draft resolution, and Austria therefore decided to abstain.

The CHAIRVAN.  The Conmittee will now proceed to take a decision on draft

resol uti on As€.1745/L.51,which is listed in cluster 8. As there have been no
requests to make statementsOn thi s cluster, I shall now call on those
representatives who wish to explain their votes before the voting.

M. cHADHA (India): India fully supports proposals put forward in the
First Committee for regional conventional disarmament and on confidence-buil di ng
measures. I ndeed we have joined in sponsoring draft resolutions AsC.1745/L.36and
L.44 on these subjects.

Unfortunately, draft resolutioh asc.1s/45/L.51 does not fall into the sane
category. This draft resolution conbines unrelated approaches within the ambit of
regional disarmanent and thereby distorts the focusand undermnes the sinple
obj ectives of the other resolutions on the subject. It introduces flawed
perceptions about regional and even subregional non-proliferation. Such a text
di scards aconsensus approach in favour of polemics. India will therefore abstain
in the voting on this draft resolution

M. GROOP (Finland): | wish to explain the position of the del egation of
Finland on draft resolution AsC.1/45/1..51,entitl ed "Regional disarmanent".

In Finland's view, global and cegi ooal disamamentefforts conplenment each

other. The increasing attention devoted to the regional approach is welcome wthin

the overall context of disarmament and international security.
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The nucl ear non-proliferation Treaty (NPT) has the wi dest adherence of al
existing multilateral disarmanment agreements. In Finland's view there is no better
Treaty in signt. Finland considers that universal adherence to the NPT continues
to be the best way to secure nuclear non-proliferation in all regions of the world.

It is in this light that Finland sees thereference to possible regiona
nucl ear non-proliferation agreements in operative paragraph 3 of draft resolution
A/C.1745/L.51. Regional arrangenents are conplenmentary to and not a substitute for
the existing global régime. W are pleased to note that this point was al so
stressed by the sponsors of the draft resolution in their introductory statenent.
Wth these considerations in mnd, Finland will vote in favour of draft resolution
A/C.1/45/L.51.

M. RASAPUTRAM (Sri Lanka): Regional disarmament i S an i nportant
bui I di ng-block in the field of total disarmanent. Gven its general nature, draft
resol ution AsC.1s745/L.5% touches upon the subjects that have been di scussed and on
whi ch sone treaties have zlready been signed. Tensions have devel oped in the past
and are likely to develop in the future unless steps are taken by all concerned to
strengthen the commtnents to provide greater confidence for bothregional and
international security.

Sri Lanka woul d even have sponsored this draft resolution, had there been
reference only toregional matters rather t han to subregi onal matters as well, W
feel that reference to subregions mght |ead to narrow definitions of geographical
subr egi ons.

M/ delegation feels that thedraftresol ution provides a basisfor the
continuation of efforts forthe achievenent of total disarnmament, global peace and

the security of all nations. W aretherefore happy to support it.
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The CHAIRVAN: The Committee will now proceed to vote on draft resolution
A/C.17/45/L.51, entitled "General and conpl ete di sarmanment”, subtitled "Regi onal
di sarmanent”. The draft resolution was introduced by the representative of
Paki stan at the 35th neeting of the First Coormittee on 13 Noverber 1990.

| call on the Secretary of the Cormittee to read out the list of sponsors.

M. KHERADI (Secretary of the Commttee): The list ofsponsors of draft
resol ution A7C.1/45/L.51is as follows: Austria, Belgium Bulgaria, Caneroon,
Bar bados, Canada, the Central African Republic, Colonbia, comoros, Costa Rica,
Oji bouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Germany, Quinea, Italy, Mdagascar, Mali, Muritania,
Nepal . New Zeal and, N geria, Norway, Pakistan, Papua New Gui nea, Peru, Pol and,
Sanpa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Suriname, Swaziland, Togo, Turkey, the
United Eingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela and Zi nbabwe.

The CHAIRMAN: A recorded vote has been request ed.

ATl [ vote was taken.

In favour: A bania, Algeria, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangl adesh, Barbados, Belgium Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei
Darussal am Bul garia, Burkina Faso; Burundi, Byelorussian Sovi et
Soci alist Republic, Caneroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colonbia, Congo, Costa Rica, Céte
d'Ivoire, Cyprus, Czechosl ovakia, Denmark, DOjibouti, Dom nican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji, Finland, France, Cernany, Ghana,
G eece, Cuatenala, CQuinea, CQuinea-Bissau, Quyana, Haiti, Hungary,
| cel and, Indonesia, lran (Islamc Republic of),lraq, Ireland,
Israel, ltaly, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya. Kuwait, Lebanon,
Lesot ho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Liechtenstein,
Luxenbour g, Madagascar, Mal aysi a, Ml dives, Mali, Mlta,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mngolia, Mrocco, Mzanbi que, Myanmar,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zeal and, Nicaragua, N ger, N geria,
Nor way, Oman, Paki stan, Panama, Papua New Qui nea, Peru,
Phi li ppi nes, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Ronmania, Rwanda, Sanoa,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore. Sonulia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Swazil and, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Sovi et
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Ki ngdom of
Geat Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzani a,
United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, 2Zaire,
Zanbi a, Zi mbabwe
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inst: None

Abstainings Afghanistan, Angola, Argentina, Bhutan, Brazil, Cuba. Ethiopia
India, Lao People's Denocratic Republic, Viet Nam

Draft resolution As€.1/45/L.51 was adopted bv *20 votes to none, with 10

abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN. | shall now call on those representatives who wishto
explain their vote after the voting.

Mr. DONOMAKI (Japan): | wish to explain very briefly Japan's position on
draft resolution asC.1/45/L,51, which has just been adopted, as well as on draft
resol uti oa asC.1745/L.44, Whi ch was adopted yesterday.

Japan supported both draft resolutions. | wll not repeat here what I said
when we adopted draft resol utions AsC.1/45/L.36 and AsC.1/745/L.37 | ast week. |
just wish to stress again the fundamental inportance oftaking fully into account
the specific characteristics of the region when considering regional disarnanent
issues. Im this connection, we highly appreciate the realistic approach referred
to in the fifth preambular paragraph and operative paragraph 3 ofdraft resol ution
A/C.1/45/L.44.

M. GARCA MRITAN (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): M
del egation would like to explain its vote on draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.51, On
whi ch we have just taken a decision, and in addition refer to draft resolution
AsC.1/45/L.44, whi ch was adopt ed yest er day.

There is no doubt that the subject of regional disarmanent is one of
particular inportance and relevance. This is clearly reflected in the number of
draft resolutions on this subject that have beenintroduced in the Conmttee this
year . The delegation of Argentina has supported all of them for, |ike draft
resol uti ons asc.1s45/L.51 and AsC.1/45/L.44, they present the matterwith the

proper balance.
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Regrettably, however, this is not the case with regard to draft resolution
A/C.1745/L.51, on whi ch we have just had to abstain. W would have preferred to
see this draft resolution take a broader approach and not a selective one with
regard to regional disarmament. |In such a subject we cannot pursue only partia
goals or ignore other efforts such as unilateral initiatives and bilateral and
multilateral negotiations. Neither do we believe that one can be selective as to
t he weapons covered in regional treaties and ignore the inclusion of certain types
of weapons of nass destruction.

W hope that by giving greater thought to the subject and to the text of the

draft resolution it will be possible to find a better balance that in future wll

be satisfactory to all
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Mr, RIVERO (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): The draft resolution
(A/C.1/45/L.51) on regional disarmanent that has just been adopted contains many
i deas which in our opinion are inportant, such as the |ink between regional
di sarmament and gl obal di sarmanent and the need to bear in mnd the guidelines
adopted at the tenth special session of the General Assenbly, which was devoted to
di sarmanment, as a step towards general and conplete disarmanent. In the preanble
to the draft resolution, reference is made to the desire for peace, the elimnation
of the danger of war and the release of econom c and human resources now used for
mlitary purposes and their redirection to and the devel opnent of the peoples of
the third world in particular. However, in none of the operative paragraphs of the
draft resolution, which formulate specific action, is reference nade to the fact
that confidence-building and di sarmanent measuesneed to be the result of efforts
in the region and shoul d enjoy the support of all

Amatter which, in the view of mydel egation, seemsinportant, is that the
text does not say that extraregional Powers nust contribute to the establishnent of
clear egual ity, respect and confidence, which would permt the adoption of
di sarmament measures. Nor does it say that the nuclear Powers and extraregi ona
Powers nust assune responsibility and make a commtment with regard to
confidence-building and disarmament measures that may be adopt ed.

Every region has its own characteristics and peculiarities. Eisarnqnent can
only be carried out in a climate of confidence, in a climte of full respect, one
inwhi ch there are no practices such as the use of forceorinterference in the
internal affairs of States, on mlitary, economc or political acts of aggression
The presence of foreign mlitary bases, especially when they exist against the wll

of the people and Governnent, certainly does not eoxntribute to regional disarmanment.
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These matters, anmong others, constitute the basis on which international
relations nust develop and the sane applies to disarmanent. These questions are
not dealt with concretely in the draft resolution, and for that reason my
del egation had to abstain in the voting on it.

M. GAJDA (Hungary): Very briefly, the Hungarian del egation w shes to
state for the record that the positive vote which it has just cast was based on the
very sanme considerations as those that wereexplained in detail by the
representative of Finland before the vote was taken.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now moeon to cluster 9, to take a
deci sion on draft resol ution A/C.1/45/L.13/Rev.1. As there has been no request to
make a statement or to explain a vote before the voting on this text, we shall
proceed to take a decision on draft resolution A/sC.1/45/L.13/Rev.1, entitled
**Sci ence and technology for disarmament”. This draft resolution was introduced by
the representative of Gemanyat the 25th neeting of the First Conmttee, on
5 Novenber 1990.

| call on the Secretary of the Conmittee to read out the list ofsponsors.

M . KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors of draft
resol ution asc.1s45/L.13/Rev.1 are as follows: Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Byelorussian Sovi et Socialist Republic, Canada, Czechosl ovakia, Denmark, Finland,
Germany, & eece, Hungary, Italy, Mli, the Netherlands, Poland, Romania, Spain, the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Venezuel a.

| should like also to nake a statenent onbehalf of the Secretary-General with
regard to the draft resolution in docunent A/C.1/45/L.13/Rev.l, entitled "Science
and technol ogy for disarmanent*'. By the termsof operative paragraph 4 ofthat

draft resolution the General Assenbly woul d recommend that the United Nations
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shoul d give appropriate attention to the collection and di ssem nation of
information on scientific and technol ogi cal devel opnents in the fields of
verification and of conpliance, by parties, with agreenents on armscontrol and
di sarmament, application of technologies for inproved nmeans of verification and for
weapons disposal. In carrying out this task the Secretary-General would take such
actions as are practicable within the existing resources of the Departnent for
Di sarmanent Affairs and therefore there would be no additional programre budget
inmplications for the biennium 1990-1991

The CHAIRVMAN. The Commttee will now proceed to the vote on draft

resol uti on AsC.1745/L.13/Rev.1. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken

In favour: Afghanistan, Al bania, Al geria, Angola, Argentina, Australia
Austria, Bahanas, Bahrain, Bangl adesh, Barbados, Bel gium Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam Bulgaria,
Bur ki na Faso, Burundi, Byel orussisn Soviet Socialist Republic,
Camer oon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,

Col ombi a, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d' fvoire, Cuba, Cyprus,

Czechosl ovaki a, Denmark, Djibouti, Dom nican Republic, Ecuador
Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Chana, G eece,
Quatenmal a, CQuinea, CQuinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, Iceland,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamc Republic of), Iraq, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Janmaica, Japau, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Denocratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Liechtenstein, Luxenbourg, Mdagascar, Malaysia
Mal di ves, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia.
Morocco, Mbzanbi que, Myanmar, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zeal and,

Ni caragua, N ger, N geria, Norway, Qman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Qui nea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Sanpa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emrates, United Kingdomof Geat Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of Anerica,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zanbia,

Zi nbabwe

Against: None

The draft resolution was adopted by 132 votest0 none.
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The CHAIRVMAN: | now call on the representative of the United States for

an expl anation of vote.

M. LEDOGAR (United States of America): The United States del egation has
asked to speak in order to explain its decision to join the broad consensus on
draft resolution asC.1745/L.13/Rev.1, entitled "Sci ence and technol ogy for
disarmament*'. M delegation is grateful to the sponsors of this draft resolution
for casting it in termsthat, in contrast to those of a resolution on the sane
topic last year, placed the subject in a nore realistic and therefore generally
nmore acceptabl e context.

Wiile the United States del egation was pleased to join in the adoption of this
draft resolution, at the same tinme we wish to outline certain United States
-under st andi ngs which underlie our approach to it. First, the detailed issues
related to verification and conpliance with any arms control agreement are matters
for the parties to such agreenents.' Consequently, the international activities and
co-operation called for in the resolution nmust be based on voluntary participation

or specific arrangements agreed between the interested States.
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The rel evance, effectiveness and utilization of any technology for arms
control purposes can be determned only by the States directly involved in the
specific agreements. This applies equally to conversion.

Secondly, United Nations assistance inthe collection and di ssem nation of
information on scientific and technol ogi cal devel opnents related to arns control
and di sarmanent shoul d be guided by simlar considerations; in particular, a vote
for such assistance is not an endorsement of a generic role for the United Nations
in verification procedures or inplenentation.

Thirdly, the United States al so understands that this draft resolution does
not contenplate or endorse any new financial obiigations for the United Nations and
in that regard notes with pleasure the statement that was just read outby the
Secretary of the Commttee on behalf of the Secretary-Ceneral.

The cBAIRMAN: W have concluded the consideration of and action on the
draft resolutions in clusters 7, 8 and 9 for this norning's neeting. | am well
aware of the intensive consultations taking place anmong the del egations concerned
on various draft resolutions. To allow a little moretine for consultations, |
propose thz= We keep this afternoon free. |In taking stock ofthe situation so far,
I amina position, first of all, to say that the Conmttee has acconplished solid
work by adopting some 25 draft resol utions.

However, the mathematics of the situation are such that we still have some 29
draft resolutions and a considerabl e anount of consultations on someof themwth
three days left for vs to conclude ourwork on the disarmanent agenda itens.
Accordingly, | tppeal to all delegations kindly to expedite their efforts with a
view t0 coacluding their consultations in a timely fashion, In this way we will
ensure that our work will be conpleted within the allotted timefrarne,

The next meeting ofthe First Conmmttee will take place tomorrow morni ng at

111.30 a.m., when we shall take up draft resolutions A/C.1/45/L.40 in cluster 4;
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L.43 in cluster 5, L.56/Rev.1 in cluster 6. and L.21/Rev.1, L.46 and L.52 in

cluster 10. W shall skip those in cluster 11 and nove on to draft resolutions

L.8, L.17, L.26 and L.32 in cluster 12.

The meeting rose at 1.15 P.m



