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Ihe meating was called to order at 10,25 a.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 47 TO 65 (gontinued)

CONSIDBRATION OF AND ACTI ON ON DRAFT RBSOLUTIONS UNDER ALL DISARMAMENT AGENDA
ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the Secretary of the Committee for an
saunouncament.

Hx, KHERADD(Secrétary of the Commktteee):t o i n f o r m
the Committee that the fol |l owi ng countrieshave joined in sponsoringt he
follow ng draft resolutions:

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.4: Uni on ofSovi et Soci al i St Republics;
Draft resol uti on A7C.1/746/L.8s Afghanistan;

Draft resol uti on As7C.1/46/%.93 Bul garia, Turkey andUruguays;

Draft resol ution as€.1746/L.163 Si ngapore)

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.17: Afghanistan;

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.19: Afghanistan;

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L,22: Malta;

Draft resolution As/C.1/46/L.23: Afghanistan, Costa Ri ca and Venesuela;
Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.25: Afghanistan;

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.27s Bul gari a;

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.33: Sweden; and

Draft resol ution asc.1/46/1,343 |reland, Spaim, Togo and Uruguay.
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The CHAIRMAN:s | call om the representative of Mexico,who w ||
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.1.

Mr. HERNANDEZ BASAVE {Mexico) (i nterpretation fromSpanish): Thi s
session is takingpl ace at a time ofrapid and profound change in the world
political situation. The col d-war periodi S behi nd us for ever;this has
providedt he international communityW th great opportunities t0 Nove forward
towards the establishment ofan ef fecti ve system of peace and security.

The arns-reducti on andarms-elimination agreements r cached i n recent
yearsby the tWo super-Powers and the unilateral measures recently announced
by the Presidents oft he United states and the Soviet Uni on gi ve us reasoa to
hope that this is at 1ast the beginning ofan authentic di sarnmament process
thataoul d enable mankind tolive free ofche fear of total destruction by
nucl ear weapona.

Therefore, it 48 nore urgentt han ever that the United Natioms not | ag
behind i n t he sphere Of disarmament. Revitalising multilateral dissrmament
negoti ation8 is ofgreater urgency than ever, and we must endeavour to achieve
this. To reach that objective, it is mostinportant that public opinion be
wel I informed.

It 4s particularly importantt hat goverament officials,the massnedi a,
non-governnental organi sations, educators, academni c research institutions and
electud representatives know, uanderstand and supportthe work ofthe United
Nations in the field ofdaisarmament.

Fort hat reasem, the Wrl| d Disarmament Canpai gn | aunched in 1982 by the
Ceneral Assembly hadthe prinary objectives of informing, of educati ng and of
generating public usderstanding Of and support for the objectives of the

United Nations in thearea of disarmament and arms control. Sinceits
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i nception the Canpaign has focused on organising conferences and regi onal
meetings, on a broad programme of publ i cati ons and on the hol di ng of speci al
events such as Di sarnanent wWeek, whi ch al ways begins on24 October, Unit ed
NationsDay.

The rapidity and intensity ofthe current process of change makesit
vital thatwe have bal anced amdobjective i nformation on the vast
possibilities of the United Nations with respect to the establishment of a
system of i nternational security based om nutual trust, enabling us tonove
forward ina genuine process of di sarmanment, and especially in the area of
auclear di sar mament .

It is ny honour tointroduce draft resolution asc.1/46/L.1, entitled
*World Di sarnament Canpaign,', under agendaitem6l ¢@). | do so on behalf of
t he del egati ons ofafghanistan, Bangl adesh, Belarus, Bolivia, Costa Rica,
Egypt, Indonesia, the Islam c Republic of Iran,Mongolia, Myanmar, Peru, the
Philippines, Romania, SriLanka, Ukrai ne, Vemesuela, Yugos| avi a and MeXi co.
For the reasons | have stated, the draft resolution recommends in its
paragraph 4 that the Campaign furtherfocus its efforts on activities to
foster informed debate onarns limtation, disarmanent aad |nternational
security.

Inthe draft resol uti on the General Assenbly woul d weYcome the report of
the Secretary-General on the Wrld Disarmament Campaign. In paragraph 5 the
Assenbly woul d inviteal | Menber States to contribute to the Wrld D sarmanment
Canpaign Voluntary Trust Fund, aad in paragraph6 it woul d decide that at its
forty-seventh session t here should be a tenth United Nations Pl edging

Conference forthe Wrld Di sarnmanent Canpai gn and woul d express the hope that
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on thatoccasion all those Member States which have not yet announced any
vol untary contributions would do so,

I n paragraph 8 the Assenbly would decide to include in the provisional
agenda of the forty-seventh session the item eatitlad "World Di sar nanent
Campaign"”, a title agreed by consensusin 1982 - tbe sole tangible result Of
t he second speci al session of the General Assenmbly devoted to di sar manent.

As in 1990, the text ofthe draft resolution omts points that in the
past had been of concern to sonme del egations, whi ch demonstratest he
flexibility of the sponsors. |ndeed, this text wes revised |ast year and was
adopted without a vote at the forty-fifth session. For that reason, the
sponsors of the draft resolution trust that once again it cmbe adopted
without a vote by thie Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the representative of Canada, who will
introduce draft resol uti ons as7C.1/46/L.11, A/C.1/46/L.15 and A/C.1/46/L.36.
Ms. MASON (Chheda)honour amd privilege today to
introduce first draft resolution asc.1746/L.36, entitled "Chenical and
bact eriol ogi cal (biological) weapons". In addition to Cenada and Poland, the
follow ng 42 Member States are al SO sponsors: Afghamistan, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Chile, CostaRica,
Cyprus, Csechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germamy, G eece, Hungary,
Iceland, | ndi a, Ireland, |taly, Japan, Ml aysi a, Mongolia, Myanmar, t he
Net her| ands, New zealand, Norway, the Philippines, Portugal, Romania,Spain,
Sweden, Thai | and, Turkey, Ukraine, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
the United Kingdomof Geat Britain and Northern Ireland, the United States of

America, Uruguay and Viet Nam,
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(Ma. Mason, Canada)

A number of maj or devel opnments have taken pl ace in the |ast year that
have significamtly affected thecircumstancesi n whieh t he negoti ati ons are
taking place i n Geneva oa a convention on the conplete andeffective
prohibition of t he devel opnent, production, stockpiling and use of chem cal
weapons and on their destruction. | wll not commeat on those details now
except tosuggest thattheir cumulative inpact has been such as to nake nore
urgent than ever before the need for such a convention. Perhaps the single
most inmportant positive devel opnent, however, has been the decision of the
negotiators to intensify, as a priority task, their negotiations with a view
to striving to achieve a final agreenent on the convention by 1992.

Given that nmjor devel opnent, the sponsors of the draft resol ution
concluded thatit would be appropriate for the text to highlight the
i nportance ofthat decision. Moreover,as the negotiations areentering their
final phase, we considered that it would also be appropriate to introduce
ot her changes to the text tounderline the essential nessage thatthe
negotiations shoul d be conpleted nextyear. By establishing clear and
strongly focused expectations forthe negotiations, the Ceneral Assenbly could

make a significant contribution to their success.
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Accordingly, the draft resolutiom differsina number of significant ways
from that adopted at | ast year's session of the general Assembly, as foll ows.

First, we have slightly anended the first preanbul ar paragraph to include
the phrase "and use*, in reflection ofthe Conference on Disarmument's
decision to amend the negotiating mandate SO as to coverthe *use* aspect.

Second, we have amended the third preanbul ar paragraph to take particul ar
note of the Conference on Di Sarmament's changed mandate.

Third, in recognition ofthe importance of t hi s deci sion, we have added a
new operative paragraph 3 to commendthe Conference forits decision, which we
t hi nk every Member State W | | appl aud.

Fourth, we have amemded operative paragraph 4 so as to underline this
body's support forconcl uding the negotiations as sood as possible in 1992,

Fifth, as a further i | l ustration ofthe international community‘'s resolve
finally toachieve a convention, we have introduced new l1anguage in the fourth
preanbul ar paragraph to take note of thefact thatthe States participating in
the Third Review Conference of the Parties tothe Biological andToxim Weapons
Convention jpter alia declared thenselves in favour of the early conclusion of
the negotiations.

Sixth, given our concernthat the draft reselutiea shoul d focus as auch
as possi bl e on the desire to conclude t he negotiati ons, we considered the
several , diverse preanmbul ar paragraphs andcame t0 the coaclusion that the
elements addressed i N many oft hem ni ght now he taken forgranted as al ready
being factored i nt o t he negotiations, andthat these paragraphs m ght
therefore be deleted. However, in rscoguition of t he importance attached by

States to these el ements, we slightly amended operative paragraph 7 to take
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account ofths various initiatives takenin supportofthe negotiations aad to
urge furthersuch initiatives toachi eve rapid agreement in the negoti ations
on, and universal adherence to, the convention,

Seventh,i n the seme vein, we have added | anguage to the final preambular
par agr aph thatt akes motmn oft he statememts made by groups ofStates in the
last 12 months concer ni ng thei ssue of declarations of i Nt ent to become
original signatories to the convention.

Eighth, amd finally, in support ofthe goals of the convention - in
particular, the desirability of universal adhersace - we have amended
operative paragraph 8 tocall upon all States to consider declaring their
intention to becone original States parties. Innmaking such a call, we are
aware that sonme menbers ofthis body are concerned to ensure that their rights
and responsibilities, imparticular their constitutional responsibilitissto
their parlianents, are duly taken account of.

V@ are coavinced that the | anguage proposed - in particular, the call on
St at es to "comsider” such declarations - affordst he mnecessary protection of
these rights and responsibilities. The draft resolution contai ns no
implicatioun t hat States can or shoul d take actions that override t heir
constitutions.

Thedraftresol uti on before t he Committeei s the result of broad
consul tations among several delegations, all of which have demonstrated a
gratifying degree of cooperation and good will. In this regard, |
particularly wsh to express my deepest appreciation and gratitude to you,
Sir, and your delegation for yourcl 0Se collaboration |n prepacing the draft

resolution. W also sincerely aprreciate the constructive support and
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cooperation shown by al| the other sy>nsors, a8 wel| as other delegations, in
el aborating this draft. W regard this cooperation as aa encouragi ng sign of
the universal wish torealise finally the long-desired goal ofa convention on
chem cal weapons,

Por t he pastseveral years, asimlar draft reselutiom has enjoyed the
unanimous support of the Member State8 ofthis body. The spirit of
cooperation shown by all in the development ofthis year's draft encourages us
to believe thatMenber States will once again wish to adopt the draft
resol uti on by consensus. |n doing so, the MemberState8 wi || demorstrate the
keen desire we all felto achieve the convention, and will send a strong
message to the negotiators of thesupportoft he entire i nternational
community for finalising their work in 1992.

| nowturnto draft resolution asC.1/46/L.11,

The Canadian del egation is pleased to introduce again the draft
resol ution entitled "Prohibition ofthe production of £issionable materials
for weapons purposes®, contained this year in document A/C.1/46/L.11. This
draft resolution is sponsored by Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh,
Belarus, Botswana, Caner oon, Denmark,Finland, | ndonesi a, Ireland, New
Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, Romania,Sanpa, Sweden, Uruguay and Canada.
This group represent8 St ate8 from every continent.

| wish to drawthe attention ofrepresentatives to two substantive
changes {0 the draft resolution fromths resol uti on (45/58L) adopted onthe
subject atthe forty-fifth session ofthe general Assembly. The fourth
paragraph is new, and has been included to give appropriate recognition to the

i nportant devel opnent8 over recent nonth8 in the area of nucl ear di sarmament,
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notably t he conclusion Of the Strategic ArmsReduction Treaty amd the
uni | at eral nuclear-weapon initiatives subaeguent|y announced by President Bush
and President Gorbachev. These developments ar € of relevance to the goal of a
prohi bition on the producti on of gissionable materials forWeapoONnsS purposes,
and, indeed, enhance prospects fort he real i sation ofthis goal.

The secomd change is foundin paragraph 1 ofthe draft resolution. 1In
this paragraph the Conference on .isarmament | S now requested “t 0 continue to
pursue its consideration*@ of adequately verified cessation aad prohibition of
the production of fissionable material fornuclear weapons. This wording
acknow edge8 that the iasuo has been the subject Of consideration at the
Conf erence onDisarmament, i n the form Of interventions by representatives,
whi | e encouragi ng the Conference on Disarma=ent t 0 cOntinue its
consideration. |t is for the members of the Conference on Di sar manent to
deci de, ofcourse, how they wi sh to consider this subject.

Apart fromthese changes, the fozus ofthis procedural draft resolution
remaina substantively unchanged frOom resolution45s/58 L. Canada urge8 all
del egations to lendtheir support tothis draft resolution, which the sponsor8
hope will be adopted with broad support.

| now turn toconsi deration ofdraft resolution asC.1/46/L.15.

On behal f ofthe delematioms of Bul garia, N geria and Sweden amd myown
del egation, | hava the honour to introduce the tortof draft resolution
A/C.1/46/L.15, on t he subj ect ofthe prohibition oft he devel opnent,
production, stockpiling anduse of radiol ogi cal weapons.

Canada had the privilege this year ofchairing the Conference on

Disarmament's Ad Hoc Committee On Radiologica) Weapon8 and of wor ki ng cl osely
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W t h other Confersncoon Disarmament lelegations - im particul ar, the
Bul gari an and Rigeriam coor di nat or 8 of the discussions on track8 A and B - in
considering further relevant texts and elements. A8 the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committea, Mr. Robertson, noted in his statement t O the Conference on
15 Augustlast, e wereparticularly pleased W th t he very positivo,
cooperative and professional spirit displayed by al | delegations, whi ch we
regard a8 having beea a major factor 4a t he comstructive work carried out this
year. | N ourview,projresswas achieved on bot h tracks,but particularly on
track A, Where a potentially significamt al ternative proposal on scope and
definition8 was added to the text ofthe draft articles fora convention. In
addi tion, new agreed text8 were el abor at ed for other el enents of the draft
conventi on.

Further intensive work W | | , of course, be necessary On bothtrack8 to
enable the Conference t0 proceed effectively. To thisend, we strongly
support the recommendation thatt he Ad Hoc Committee he re-sstablished at the

beginning Of i t 8 1992 session.
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The draft resolution beforethe Committesis a Vvery straightforward one;
® croaatially it taker note of the work carried out this year and the
recommendation Dy the Conference on Disarmament for the re-eatablishment Of
the Ad Hoc Committee at it8 1992 session and eancourages the Conference to
continue i t 8 work expeditiously. |t isthus very similart O previous
resolutions Of the General Assembly. |n past years, those resolutioans have
enjoyed the unanimous support of all Member States. \\e therefore hope t hat
Member St at €8 Wi || omceagai n wish toadopt this resolution by consensus.

Lastly, | should |ike totake this opportunity to speakw th regardto a
Canadian Dbi bl i ography em arms-control verificati on.

Delegations mayrecal | that in November 1990 Canada promised t 0 continue
maki ng contribution8 tothe United Nations consolidated database On all
aspects Of verification andconpliance. Thatproni se was made inresponse t O
tha adoption of the consensus report on verification by the group ofqualified
governmental experts, a report whi ch called inter alia for coatributions to
the consolidated database by Menber States.

| ampleasedt 0 anmounce that We are making avail abl e today a detail ed
bi bl i ography on arms-control verification covering morethan 1, 500 entries,
from 1962 to 1991. Copies ofthat textare now available at the back ofthe
room. \Wore detailont he background to this Canadi an coatribution is i ncl uded
in the accompanying letter t 0 t he Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament
Affairs, Mr. Akashi.

A8 | saidin my Openi ng statement { O this Committee,Canada hope8 t hat
other statesw || be abl e tomake similar contribution8 in order to assist the

United Watioms in it8 @ ffOtts.
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The CHAIRMAN: | thankt he representative of Canada fort he ki nd
wor d8 she addressed tot ho Pol i Ssh delegation and for the outstanding work
whi ch hagsbeea done in orderto puttogether tho bibliography, which | think
is very important.

Mr. O'SULLIVAN (Australia): Mr.Chairmen, may | commence by
supporting and echoing your comment commending t he Camadiandel egation for the
excellent workon the bi bl i ography onarnB control whieh they arecircul ating
today.

| take pleasure this morning in presenting to the Committee a draft
rerolution on chem cal aad bacteriol ogical (biological) weapons, contained in
docunent asC.1746/L.16. |t has a wide group of sponsors and is directed at
supporting measures t 0 uphol d the authority ofthe1925Geneva Protocol. That
Protocol remainsthe majori nternational morm agai nst the wse of chem cal
weapons. |t continue8 to be the central concern ofthe sponsorsthat the
authority ofthe Protocol should be eahancedpendi ng the conclusion ofa
comprehensivecheni cal - weapon8convention. | ndeed, because that convention
still har notbeen concl uded, Australia decided, after consultation with a
wide group of countries, that it was worth while to present another draft
rerolution on the subject in 1991,

Inframingthe dr aft resolution this year,we have drawn largely on
el ement8 froma similar consensus resol ution in 1990, General Assembly
resolution 45/57 C.  We havo nodified the conteats ofthatrerol uti on to
reflect t he events of the past year.

This year's dr af t resolution recal | 8 thepreviouscondemmati on of the use
Of chemical weapon8 amd depl or e8 allthreats, especially those made most

recently, of the use Of chemical weapons. The draft resolution al SO repeats
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t he vigorouscondemnation of actions that vj ol ate or threatento vi ol ate the
1925 Protosol; renews the call to all States to observe that Protocol8
welcomes recentdecisions, decl aration8 and initiatives ofthe United Nations
ai med at upholdingthe authority ofthe Protocol; and supports activities by
regionalandi nt er nati onal disarmamert conferences and decisioas by nati onal
Governments aimed at hastening t he conclusion of t he chemical-weapons
convention as a step towardsthe elimnation ofal| weaponsofmass
destruction.

The £raming of SUCh a resolution after the events of 1991 has not been an
easy task. The bal anaed nature of thetext refloats the views of many
different nations. Nevertheless, we believe that in today’' s circumstances it
maker a helpful and substantial contri buti on tothe Gereral Assembly's
consi deration of this subject. Itis acontemporary ® rprer6ion ofour
determination t 0 avoi d the use orthe threat of use of chemical weapons by
observing t he principles ofthe 1925 Protocol.

May | take this opportunity to thank t he wi de end very representative
group of spousors, Bolivia, Chi| e and Singapore bei ng the most recent. 1 also
thank the mamy other countries which have indicated supportfor this draft
resolution, andl w sh to encourage those St at 88 whi ch have not yet don8 80 to
add their name8to the 1ist of sponsors, 80 that the interamatiomal conmunity
Wl be seent0 be continuing to enhance the aorms against the use or t hr eat
of use of cheni cal weapons. \\¢ commend t he draftresolution t0 t he Assembly
for adopti on by coascasus.

M2) WAGENMAKERS (NetharIanthet Eur opean Communi ty
and 1t8 member States, I wish to go on record concerning item 59 of our

agenda, on Chemical and Bact eri ol ogi cal (Biol ogical) Wapons.
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The negotiation8 in the Confereace on Disarmameat at Geneva on a
nmultil ateral coaveatiomon the complete end effective prohi bition ofthe
development, production, stockpiling and use Of chemical weapons and oa their
destruction have nade substantial progress t hi S year.

The yearstarted With some difficult political issues t O solve. Aftera
major policy change by the United State8 following the gulf conflict, a
cl ear-cut commitment nevertouse chem cal weapoms,w t hout any reservation,
coul d be included i N thedraft Convention. Less than a year ago the State8 of
the internati onal community werefaced With a situation i n which a serious
threat ofthe use Of chemi aal weapons existed. The experience ofthe Qulf war
ha8 demoanstratedonceagai n, however, thatthere is simply no place My more
for such repugnant Weapons.

The Twelve note Wi t h great satisfaction t hat the draft treaty now
provi des forthe destruction O all chem cal weaponsand all chemical-weapoans
producti on facilities Within 10 years.Agreementha8 beenr eached jinter alia
on the provision of assistance in the event of the use or threat of use of
chem aal weapons, oam the impositiom of sanctionsin the eveat ofviol ati on8 of
t he convention Ml oneconom a and technological cooperation. Otherarticle8
related to the granti ng of assistancei N case of the use or threat of use of
chem cal weapons, t0 sanctions in the caseofviolation ofthe aonveation, to
econom a and techmological aoogeration and to some Ot her subjects.

A few major complicated issues renain t O besolved. Paramount among them

is the question ofverification. Substantial discussions On challenge
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inspections and ont he verification of non-production of chem cal weapons in
the chemical industry have takeaplace. The TWelve want an effectively
verifiable convention amd W || continue toworkin a constructive and positive

way to achieve thatgoal .
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To thatendthey support an effective system ofrouti ne inspections of
chem cal plant8 whi ch are capabl e of produci ng chem cal weapons and t heir
precursors. [hey also strongly I UPPOrt provisions concerning t he ri ght of
i ntrusive challenge inspections as the final deterrentagai nst violations.

Other conpl ex issues t hat remai n to be solved include: hOow toensure
universality of membership for the future chenical weapoms convention, the
membership Of the executivecouncil of the future organisation forthe
i npl enentation of the chem cal weapon8 convention, amd the handling of ol d
and/or abandoned chem cal weapoas.

Many probl enB have been solved. A fewdifficult one8 remain. The
negotiators in Geneva are totally engaged in an attenpt to achieve a final
agreenent om the convention by 1992,

Avigorous collective effort amd the resolute determnation of all
participant8 in the negotiation8 will be required if the deadline of say,
md-1992 is to be net. It can be done.

Recent eveats in the Gulf, where there was a serious threat to use
chem cal weapons, have underscored the vital inportance of upholding the 1925
Geneva Prot ocol for the Prohibition of the use in War of Asphy=iating,
Poisonous Or Other Gases, and of Bacteriol ogi cal Method8 of Warfare.

The Twel ve have reatfirmed repeatedly the validity and inportance ofthe
1925 Geneva Protocol, in particular at the Paris Centereancei n 1989 and,

again, at the Third Revi ew Conference of the Bi ol ogi cal and Toxi n Weapons
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Conventi on where t hey pointed out the close rel ati onshi p betweenthre
Convention andthe Protocol.

Universal adherenceto both the future chemical weapons conventionand ta
t he Bi ol ogi cal and Toxim \Weapon8 Convention will be vital for these treaties
t 0 be effective.

The Twel ve express t he hope that States Wi || make :nr: comsitment to the
future chem cal weapon8 conventi on unambiguously clear. |t is important { hat
those weapons be banned everywhere and forever. The Twel ve have al ready
stated their intention tobe amongthe Original signatories t 0 t he conventioa
and appeal to all States to ensure ita carly eatry ianto force.

They also call om all Stat88 to declare their intention t 0 become
original State8 parties {0 the convention 80 a8 to assure i {8 early entry into
force, it8 etgectivei Ml ement ati on and i t 8 universal aharaater.

During the recent Third Revi ew Conterence of the Bi ol ogi aal andToxin
weaponsConvention, the State8 parties reaffirned their conviction that
universal adherence WOUl d enhance i nt er nati onal peace and security.

The Twel ve cal |l upon State8 that have not yetdone so to accede to the
Convention without delay.

The Conference nade further important advances in the fiel d8 of
confi dence- bui | di ng measuresand of verification,

The Twel ve believe that the inplenentation oft he newcontidence-building
measurescegime \\i | | enhancet he effectiveness oft he Bi ol ogi cal and Toxin
\Wapon8 Conveation and cal | upon a11 Stat88 toprovide the information

requi red underthe new regime onan annual basis.
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The Twelve further welcome t he establishment ofamad hoc G oup of
Goveramental Expert8 toi dentify and examine potential verificati on measures
from a scientific andtechnical stamdpoint. They express the hope that a8 a
result of that st udy, inplenmentation ofthe Convention wll become more
effective and secure,

Mr. KALPAGE (Sri Lanka): Mr. Chairman, since | am speaking in t he
Commttee for the first tine and al though my col | eague in the Committee may
al ready have done sa, may | commend you, Sir,fortheadm rable skill wth
whi ch you are steering our work andofferyou andthe officer8 ofthe
Committea Ny Dest wishes fOr the successful accomplishment Of your task.

| have been asked bythe Chairman of the Non-Aligned Group to introduce
draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.38 entitl ed “Implementation Of the Decl aration of
t he Indian Ocean a8 a sone of peace”. | deemit ax honour to do so since it
wasSri Lanka, with Tansania 88 a co-sponsor, that introduced the ori gi nal
resol uti on on this subject, adopt ed by the General Assembly i n 1971.

The preamble oft he draft resol ution is essentially t he same a8 itwas
last year. However, it differ8in the operative part because this yearthe ad
hoc committee considered that it8 preparatory workfor the holding ofa
conference in Col onbo ha8 beenl| argely conpl et ed.

The girst and secondpreambular par agr aph8 are e=zactly the samea8 they
were inthe draft resol uti on adopted by the Committee and subsequently adopted
by t he General Assembly.

The third preambular paragraph is al so the sane a8 1ast year with the
addition of the word8 "held in July 1979" - the date of the Meeting ofthe

Littoral and Binterland State8 of the Indian Ccean.
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The fourth, fifth, sizxth and seventh preambular paragraphr ar8 uanchanged
from last year's dr aft resolution.

Int he seventh preambular par agraph, however, there ims the addition of
oneword which ® ndoavourr toreflectthe reality oftoday. It refers tO “the
continued military presence oft he groat Powersin the Indian Oceanarea
concedved i nitially in the contextoft heir confrontatica®. The slight
difference is t he addition oft he word”initially".

The ei ght h preambular par agr aph is a new paragraph reflecting t he receat
positive developments in the internatiomal political situation. Itstatess

"Welcomingt e positive developments i N international political
relations enhancing peace, security and cooperation,and ® rpro88iBgthe
hope that the newspirit of internati onal cooperation wil|| bereflectead
in the establishment Ofa sone (f peace in the Indian Ocean."”

We believe thatwhatis happening in the worl d, particularlyin Bastera
Europe, inthe Soviet Uni on and elsewhere should also bereflectedin the

Indian Oceanr egi ON.
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The ninth preambular paragraph is the same a8 it war last year.
The tenth preambular par agr aph readss
“Considering t hat t he permanent member8 Oft he Security Council and
major Mariti me users of the | ndi an Ocean should work in close cooperation
wWth the littoral andhinterland Statesoft he Indian Ocean toensure f he
success of t he Conference andplay their part 4a the achievement ofit8
objectives”.
That al so reflect8t he new realities of t he i nternati onal situation. |t is an
expression Of t he conviction that t he permaneat member8 of the Security
Council and major maritime users Of the Indian Ocean must alSO join the
littoral andhinterland St at 88 in this endeavour.
The el event h preambular par agr aph readss
*Considering al so that the creation ofthe someof peace requiter
cooperation and agreenent among the Stateg of t he regi on t0 ensure
condi tion8 ofpeace and security within the area, a8 eavisaged i n the
Declaration”,
No matter What we may do wi th regard to Powers outsids t he regi on, itis
essential t hat Power8W t hi n theregionrhoul d al ro got together,cooperate
and agree among themselves to ensure conditions Of peace Ml security.
The twel ft h preambular paragraph refers to the agenda of the proposed
Conference .
As | raid, the preamble is largely the same, W th t he imtroduction ofa
few paragraphs to reflect the changed international situation,
Paragraph8 1, 2 and 3 of the operative part arethe same a8t hey were in

last year's resolution.,
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| n paragr aph 4the General Assembly not88 Wi t h satisfactioa t he
preparat ory workdons by the Ad Hoc Committee i N the implemeantation of the
mandate entrusted {0 it f Or the convening Of the Conference. Am | said
before, t he A4 Hoc Committee considers it8 tark to be | argely completed.

| n paragraph 5 the Assembly decides thatt he Confereace rhould be
structured i N more than One stage. The reasons for t hat are explained int he
report of t he Ad BoaCommittee.

| n paragraph 6 the assembly deci de8 thatthe first stageofthe
Conf erence atColombo i N 1993, ora8 soom a8 possible, rhould be held in
accordance with thepreseatdr af t reaolution.

I n paragraph 7 the Assembly recommeads t hat participation in the
Conference rhoul d be at snappropriately hi gh political level.

inpar agraph 8 the Assembly calls fOor the full amdactive participation
in the Conference of the permaneat nenber 8 oft he Security Council and t he
majormari ti me users oft he Iadiam Ccean.

| N paragraph O t he Assembly requestsi he Secretary-Gemerel toappoi nt a
Secretary-Ceneral ofthe Conference at an appropriate time.

In paragraph 10 t he Assembly requests t he Secretary-General toinvite all
State8 toparticipate in the Conterence.

Par agraph 11 refer8t 0 documentation.

In paragraph 12 the Assembly deci de8 thatt he Ad EcC Committee will|l hold
a session offive working days im 1992 to perform it preparatory functions
for the various stages ® nviS8ag8df or theConference.

Lastly, in paragraph 13the Assembly decides toincludein the

provisional agenda Of the forty-seventhsessiontheitem® ntit| 8d
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“Implementation of the Decl aration of the |l ndi an Ocean a8 a Zone of Peace®, to
keepthe matter alive until the Conferenceisheld in1993.

That is the essenceof draft resol uti on AsC.1/46/L.38; | presentt hat
draft resolutiom on behal f oft he Non-Aligned Movement and commend it tO the
Committee, and| hope that itwi || receive unanimous support.Before| close
my presentation, |should liket O thankal | those WhO assisted i n the work of
the Ad Ecc Committee, of Whi Ch | was Chairman in 1991, in partiaular M.
Kheradi, chi ef advisertotheAd EOC Conmittee, whose expertise was always
avai | abl e andinvaluable, and Mr. Matsouka, t he ConterenceSecretary, who,
| i ke me,was new tot he a4 Hoc Committee and Who di d hi 8 very best, forwhi ch
we are thankful. lalsothankal | My colleagues in t he A4 Hoc Committee.

Tz, BELLINK (Peru) dinterpretetion &romSpanisk): d t o}
i ntroduce onbehal f oft he del egation of Perudraft decisionA/C.1/46/L.10,
entitl ed “Conventional disarmament OB a regi onal scale*.

Peru is deeply committed toregional disarmament efforts and fully
convinced of the effuctivemess of the regional approach in achieviag real,
tangi bl e progress in the area ofarnB comntrol and arms reduction. Major
gl obal disarmament efforts Wi || he possible Only if their basic components are
regi onal arrangements. There can be no "islands of peace® in a worl d from
whi ch the potential causes ofconflict have not completely disappeared,
especially i n vi ow oft he growi ng interdependence ofal | countries.

Latin America ha8 ampiy demonstrated i t8 dedi cati on t o peace,fromthe
Treaty of Tl atel ol a0, the Ayacucho Declarationm, the Esquipulas agreementS and
the Galapagos Declaration to t he proposal made by Ny country‘s President,

Alberto Pujimori, OB regional disarmament, not tomention other €gi onal
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As at the last ® 0€e8i 0N, thedraft decision submitted by Perui s intended
to make it possible to retain in the provisional agenda of t he General
Assemblyat itS forty-seventhsession the item @ afitled “Conventional
disarmament ON a regiomal scale". Im the draft decision the Ceneral Assembly
also welcomes the report of the Secretary-General based ON the vi ew8 conveyed
by various Member St at €8 onthis question and invites States which have aot
yet doneso to ecomvey to t he Becretary-General their viewsoa the Nutter.

My country warmly thanks Member States that have submitted their reports
t 0 t he Secretary-General. We wish topresent a draft reselutiom On this item
once thereis sufficient information from Menber States, With e view toa
balanced and f ai r consideration Of al| aspects Of the process of conveational
disarmament on a regional scale.

The text presented for consideration is procedural in nature, and we

therefore hope t hat the Committeewi || adopt itw thout a vote,
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| should also |i ko totake this opportunity tointroduce draftdeci sion
A/C.1/46/L.39, entitled "Treaty on the Non-Proliferation Of Nuclear Weapons:
1995 Conferenceand it8 Preparatory Committee®.

A8 President oft he Pourth Review Conference ofthe Parties to the
Treaty, Peru convened a meeting here atHeadquartersofthe State8 parties to
the Treaty in ordertoachi eve comsensus agreement on preparati on8 for the
1995 Conference. Ihat agreement is ® nhodi 8d 4m the draft decision.

Int he draft decision t he General Assembly woul d take not e ofthei ntent
of the parties to formapreparatory committee i n 1993 for the Conference
called forin article X, paragraph 2, of the Treaty, and decide8 toinclude in
t he provisional agenda Ofitasforty-seventhsessionthe itementitled “Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation Of Nuclear Weapons: 1995 Conference and it8
Proparatory Committee*.

Ishould | i ke to add that the States parties also agreed to convene an
informal neeting atHeadguarters at the emd 0f1992 to deci de on
organizational aspects of t he Preparatory Committes, Whi ch should meet here at
Headquarters i n the first half Of 1993,

Taki ng i nt 0 account the process that | ed to t he agreenent embodied i n the
draftdecision, and t he fact that itwas adopted by conseasus, my del egation
truststhat the draft will be adopted w thout a vote.

The CHAXBMAN: | now call on the representative of Mexieco tO
introduce draftresolution A/C. 1/46/L. 28.

¥x. MARINNBOSCH (Meiico) (intmrpretation from Spanish): | f
oft he del egati on8 o Bolivia, Indonesia, Nigeria, Peru, the Philippines,
Sri Lanka, Theiland, t he United Republ i c Of Tansania, Venesuela, Yugoslavia

and Ny own delegation, | have the honour to iatroduco draftresclution
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A/C.1/46/L.28, ON agenda item 52, entitled "Amendment of the Treaty Banning
Nuclear \\apON Tests i N the Atmosphere, i N Outer Spaceand under Water",

In 1963 the Ori gi nal partiestO the partial test-ban Treaty undertookt O
work for the permanent suspension of al | tort explosions Of nuclear weapons
and to contiauwe negoti ati on8 tothatemd. |n spiteofthat commitment and the
urgent appeal 8 of the General Assembly for three decades, the international
community still does not have a comprohensive test-ban treaty.

The subject ha8 beendiscussed bhil atoral |y and trilaterally and at the
Conference 02 Disarmament in Geneva. Various probl enB connectedwitha
comprehensive test-ban treaty, partiaul arly the problem ofvorifieatioa of
compliance,havo been analysed. |t nay be raid that no other disarmament
queastion ha8 been St udi ed and debat ed marethant hat efa comprehensive
test-ban treaty. Itis simply a matter of | aak of political wil|.

In order to mobilize Worl d publia opinion further, particularly ia
countries where testing continues, a group of countries proposed a tow year 8
ago the convening of an Amendnent Conference, in accordance With tho procedure
1aia down in article llofthe partial test-bam Treaty, toturnit into a
comprehensive test-ban treaty.

The Amendment Conference hel d an organisational meeting from 29 Wy to
8 June 1990, and began |t 8 substantive workat a meeting hol d £rom7to
18 January this yoar. Tho draft resolution woul d take note of tho decision
adopt ed by the Anendment Conference t hat, since further workwas needed on
certain aspects of A comprehensive test-ban treaty, particularly With regard
to verification of compliance Wi t h the treatyand possible sauctions against

non-compliance, the President Of the Conferenceshould conduct comsultations
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with a view to aahi evi ag progress on those issues and resuming the work of the
Confereance at am appropri ate time.

Under par agr aph 3t he General Assembly Woul d welcomethe 0Ngoi NQ
consultations bei ng aonduat ed by the President ofthe Amendment Conference and
t he hol di ng 4m 1992 ofnore structured open-ended consultations, asvwel| a8
the establishment Of a group of fri end8 of the President in order to examine
vari OuS aspects ofd comprehensive nuclear-test ban, with a Vi OW t O resuming
the work of the Conference a8 soon a8 possible.®

By the draftresolution t he General Assembly woul d recall it 38
recommendation t hat arrangenent8 rhoul d be made to ensure that intensive
efforts8 cont i nue, under t he auspices of the Amendment Conference, UNti | a
conpr ehensi ve nucl ear-test-bMtreaty is achi eved. Therefore,undor
paragraph 4 the General Assenbly woul d call upon al| parties totho Treaty to
participate in, amd to aontribute tothe successof, the Amendment Conference
fort he achi evenent ofa comprehemsive nuclear-test bam at an early date, a8
an indispensable neasure towards i npl enent ati on oft hei r undertakings i n t he
preamble to the Treaty.

Purthermore,af t er urgi ng al | States, especially t hose nuclear-wespon
State8 whi ch have notyet doneso, to adhere t 0 t hO Treaty, the Assembly woul d
reiterate it8 conviction that, pending t he conclusion of acomprehensive
nucl ear-tert-ban treaty, the nuclear-weapon States houl d suspendall

nuclear-test explosions t hr ough an agreed NDrat Ori Uum or unilateral moratoria.

* Mr, Alpman ( Turkey), vice-Presideat, took the Chair.
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Underthe dr aft resolution t{ he General Assembly Woul d also recommenad that
arrangements be madein ordert 0 ensuret he fullest possi bl e participation of
non-governmental organisations i N the Amendment Conference. That is an
i mportant aspect, because publi c opini on 4is fundamental for the success of the
Conference.

Por yeara NOW the General Assembly has been reiterating itacoaviction
that a comprehemsive nucl ear-teat-ban treaty is the highest-priority measure
for haltingt he nucl ear-armrace amd bringi ng aboutnucl ear disarmameant. The
sponsors Of draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.28 share that conviction.

The CHAIRMAN: | now cal | onthe represeatetive of Yugosl avia to
i ntroduce draftresolutions A/C.1/46/L.8 and A/C.1/46/L.37.

M. ROTEVSKI (Yugoslavia): | have great pleasure in introducing two
draft resolutions on behal f oft he members oft he Movement of Non- Al i gned
Countries. Theyare draftresol uti on A/C.1/46/L.8, “Relationship between
disarmament and development”, and draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.37, "Bilateral
nucl ear - ar mnegotiations”.

The draftresol uti on ont he relationship between disarmament and
development isnuinly ofa procedural nature. 1Its purpose is to welcome the
report ofthe Secretary-General (A/46/527) and actioms taken in accordance
W th the Pinal Document Of the |nternational Conferenceon the Relationship
between Disarmament and Devel opment. The Secretary-General is reguested to
continua to take action forthe inplenentation ofthe acti on programme adopted
at the International Conference in 1987. He is also requested to submit A

report t O the General Assembly at it8 forty-seventh session.
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The Non-al i gned countriesattach particul ar importance tothisissue,
® rpuiallyinthecurrenti Nt er nat i onal eircumstances, which provide realistic
prospectsoff ul | inpl enentati on ofthe acti on progrummeadopted at the
International Conference. |t S our belief thatt he relationship bet ween
disarmament and development | S gai Ni Ng new momentum, particularlyin
preparationsfort he United Nations Conferenceon Envirommeat and Devel opnent,
tobe hel d next yearin Brasil. Ia thatcontext, | wish only to underlino an
idea thati n our opi ni on 4s extrenel y wvaluable, ome thatwe heard in the
general debat e ondisarmamenti n t hi S Committee, Wwhen t he Ambassador of Braszil
saids

"As We turn a newpage in history, democracy, development and disarmameat

should comstitute t he foundati ons supporting t he new structure of peace.”

(AZC.1/46/PV.4, p. 73)

This is an issne ofexcepti onal importance, and we earnestly believe that

the Committee Wi || adoptthe draft resol ution withouta vote.
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Thesecond(dl af t resolution which | have t he honour tointroeduce on
behalf of the NON- al i gned countriesisrel at ed t 0 bilateral yuclear arms
negotiations. The proposeddraft partiecularly hi ghli ght8 t he breakthrough i n
relationship betweent he Union of Soviet Socialist Republics andt he United
State8 that took pl ace since t he last session. The emphasis is plain on
signing t he Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty( START), a8 well a8 in t he recent
proposals of President Bush and Presi dent Gorbachev for furtherr educti on of
strategic weapons.

In our opinion, that clearly demonstratedthe wi || of the two Govornments
to continue these negotiations. W welcome t hese developments a8 a
significant contribution t 0 t he process ofdi sar nanent.

We also recall the stated inteamtion Of t he tWO Governments concerned to
pursue’ further negot i ati on8 on nucl ear and space arms, fol | owing the rignature
of the treatyen the reduction and limtation of strategic offensive arns, and
to give these negotiation8 the highest priority. At the same time, in the
vi ew oft he Non-Aligned Movement,it i S Particularly importantanati mely that
t he international community give a new impetus to the ongoing negotiations and
t0 stressthe need t 0 pronote the negotiati on8 onsome issues ofspecial
concern,such a8 t he achi evement of the comprehensive nuol oar-tort-ban treaty
and preveationm of the ar "B racei N outer space.

The positive cffects of t her e negotiatioms for the overall process oOf
disarmamsnt Al € indisputable. That is precisely Why t he non-aligmed countries
wish t0 ® npha8i se the inseparabl e | i nk betweenbilateral andmuitilateral
negotiations that should be conpl ement ary and mutually pronoti onal , Gemeral
and complete disarmament cannot be achi eved unless al | countries arei ncl uded

in these processes.
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| N that context we call UPON the Soviet Uni on and t he United Statesto
keep other Member States Of United Nations (Ul y informed of their negotiationms.

After ANy years, we arei N 2 situation wherewe have ONl Yy oneproposed
draft resolution conceraing this t Opi 0. Itds our firm beldeg that now
circumstancesi N international relations can ® Ohi OVO a breakthrough in
bi | at er al nuclear-arms negotiations andcreate the necessary conditions where
the internati onal community Woul d speak with one voice onthis topicof
extreme significance for the whole of nmanki nd.

The proposed draft, waich | have the honour tointroduce today, is the
result Of the earnest efforts Oof the non-aligned countries t0O reflect the
remar kabl e positive developments which have taken place i N bilateral
nuclear-arms negotiations, a8 well a8 their wish thatit represent the Opi Ni ON
ofthe General Assembly as a whole. We areaware t hat this proposal can still
be i nproved andthereforewe ® OO0 ourreadiness { O continue negotiations
W th all interestedcountries andgroups. There,we particularly have in mind
t he del egati on oft he United Kingdom, which i N previous yearsha8 submitted a
draft on behal f ofthe Western Group,W t h whose memberstherecontinues 0
exist an extremely goOod spirit of cooperation.

Bearing thati n mina, | woul d 1ike, i N conclusion, once again t O
emphasise ourwish and hope t hat this year's resolution on bilateral and
nuclear-arms negoti ati on8 should reflect the unanimity of the whole
international community and thatit should be sdopted W { hout a wvote.

M . (United Kingdom): The delegation Of Yugoslavia ha8 just
introduced draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.37 on bilateral auclear-arms
negotiations. A3 ho point.6 out, for the £irst time i N some years the United

Ki ngdom ha8 not introduced a rival draft. The delegatioms of the Uanited
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Kingdom and Yugoslavia di d work hard to try to produce a text before the
Aeadlineforsubmission, which coul d have commended consensusanong the
supporters Of DOt h Oflest year's resolutioms. | thankthe del egation of
Yugoslavia fort hei r effortsduring that period.

Sadl y, timeras out on us. However,i N order to demonstrate the strength
ofOUr wish tO see A single consensus resolution this year, noalternative
text was submitted Dy my delegation. | have asked tospeak,M . Chairnman, to
submit toyou,and through you to all delegations, Our view thati n this of
all yearsit would de wrysad if the Pirat Committee were notsble to welcom
by consensusthe momentous hi | at eral achi evenents oft he 1ast 12 months.The
self-same point has just been nmade by t he representative Of Yugoslavia.

Itis Not 3Just a question of welcomingt he f ul | Aimplementation of the
Iantermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles Treaty (INF) andt he signature
of thol ong awaited Strategic Arms ReductionTreaty (START), significant a8
they are, but also t he recent initiative ofPresidents Bush and Gor bachev
Wwhi ch bave given o dramatic new t Ur n tonuciear-armscontrol and disarmament,
seen Dy the pressindeed a8 t he stert oft N0 disarmament taco.

The United States and the Soviet Uni on have t Ol d us that they themselves
recoguiset hat it 4s only the beginuing ofa new phase and We aresure there
is no delegation here who80 Goverameat WOUl d notwish toj 0i N with the Wi der
international community i n ® ncouragi n9 and supportingt he t WO Governments i n
their continuing @ ffortm,a8 indicated | n operative par agraph 5 of
A/C.1/46/L.37. However,\hat is t he value i N adopting aresolutiom Whi ch is
not supported by bot h the Governments comcernmed.To achi evo this we need t O
avoid imcluding language, like tho current operative paragraph 4 of draft

resolution A/C.1/46/L.37, which ig notf act ual | y correct. Thatparagraph
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rewite8 the stated i ntention ofthe two Governmentsi n terms whi ch other
Governments WOUl d | i ke them to be but Wwhi ch do notcurrently reflect the
stated policy of the t WO principals.

These concerns ON a comprehensive test-ban treaty, and on preveation Of
an arm8 taco in outéyx space, are Of course Of groat comcerm to the wider
membership of t e United Nations, but thoy are already covered by their own
resolution,

Do we real |y need toinsist that these concern8 be pressed in a
resol ution whose prinary purpose is di fferent?

My dol egation intend8 to conmtimue negotiations in the traditional way
with the principal sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.37 in am effort t o
agree On those nodi fications to that text whi ch m ght makoconsensus possible.

I A addition teworkingin this traditional way with the delegation of
Yugoslavia and other8, we woul d be happy to explain to anyinterested
del egati on whi ch areas of A7C.1/46/L.37 causes di fficulty. wewoul d do se in
t he spirit of cooperation that theGoveraments of the United States and t he
Sovi et Union have al roady showa and forwhi ch they should be unanimously
t hanked.

Mr. WALKER (Jamaica): The Unit ed Nations mechanisms to control,
resolveand prevent comflicts, t hough developing t hr oughout thopart decades,
have gained momentumin receat years.

| A this connection, attention has beem drawn to the examinatioa Of the
possibility oOf regulation, limitation and QOgual reduction of armaments and the
armed force8 in a coordinated And comprehensive programme. At the same time,

t here ha8 been extemsive consi der ati on of the fundamentalrole Of
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coafidence-building,t he pronoti on of® ow ty amongStates,and mutual
cooperation.

The final documentadoptod in 1976 duringthe girst ® xtraordi Aary period
dedicated tO disarmament, provides i N | { 8 programme Oof acti on that agreements
and the adoption of other measures ai M Ng t O streagthen international peace
anéd security andt{ O =~romote confidence between States must pzoceed resolutely

ona bilateral, regiomal and multilateral basis.
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Simlarly, the WorldiDisarmament Canpai gn lauached by t he second special
session ofthe GensralAssembly devot ed todisarmament(1982) @ LéSH)eXHunfh a
series Of objectives and accomplishments refloated inm the Regional Centres for
yoace and development in Africa, in Asia and the Pacific, and in Latin America
and t he Caribbean, created duringt he last decade by t he United Nationms.

W have to recognise that, ON the ome hand, the practice of dialogue and
understanding ha8 @ vol vod a8 a means t 0 strengthen international relations.

On the Ct her hand, the sources Ofconflicthave ® I pandod toinclude ® o[ ¥ ¢4
whi ch today have acquired a new importance and require ourattention.

The task of t he Centres,whi ch woul d complementthe dscisions thatare
adopted in New Yorkand “at he regions, is every day morcrelevamt im t he
light ofthe elenment8 | have nentioned, particularly with aview to
strengthening the vossibility Ofincreasing the ® ff.  Cii V. A 88 Ofthe
Organisation's preventive di pl onacy and regi onal effortsi n thatr egar d.

M/ delegation, 4a it8 Capacity a8 Chairman Ofthe Latin American and
Cari bbean Group, i S introdvcing draftresolution A/C.1/46/L.14, ® ntit/l od
“Review and i Npl enentati on oft he Concl udi ng DocumentOf the Twelfth Special
Session oft hO General Assembly: United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and
Disarmament i N Africa, United Nations Regional Centre for Peace And
Disarmament inAsia and the Pacific and United NationsRegional Centre for
Peace,Disarmament and Development i N Lati n America and t hO Caribbean".

Represeutatives fromAfri ca and Asia will join i N supportingthe draft
resolution.

ini t 8 preamble, t he draft resolution referst O the resolutions Of the
General Assembly cal | i ng forthe ® at ablirhnment ofthe sforementioned Regional

Centres. Ital SO referstothe previous resolutions On I egi onal disarmament.
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The preamble also refevrstot he significanmt contri bution of the
programmes carcried out by t he Regional Centres, and to the need { O provide
Atability and £inancial viability inordert O facilitatethe ® ffoctivo
planning SE2 @ xoauti on oftheir activities.

It slso reiterates the coavicticn that the imitiatives and activities
mut ual | y agreed upon by Member States oft hO respective regionsthat are
directed tothe strengthening ofconfidence and nutual ® ourity, a8 w | amto
t he implementation and coordination of regional activities under the \Wr| d
Disarmament Canpai gn, woul d encourage and facilitate the development of
® ffeotivo measures Of confidence-building, ar N8B limitation and disarmament in
tboso regions.

The last preambular paragra hs give f Ul | recognitiont O the Member
States, A8 well as the governmental and non-governmental organisations that
have comtributed t 0 the trust funds of the three Regional Centres. Thoy also
take note, Wi t h apprecie:ion, of the Secretary-General's report (A/46/365),
and recognise hi 8 effort8 in provi di ng the necessary administrative mezsures
for the ® ffoativo functioning Of the fentres.

In oporativo paragraph 1 the General Assembly woul d ® naourogo the Centres
t O continue their effort8 in accordance With their mandate Wi t h a viewt O
facilitating the developmeat of ® ffoctive measures of confidonoo-building,
arms limitation and disarmamenc.

IAn operative par agr aph 2,the Assembly woul d commend tho
Secretary-General for hi 8 @ ffOttm in providing assistance to the Regional
COAtr. 8 forthe fulfilment Of their f UACt i OAS and request the coantinuation of

hi 8 support.
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In operative par agr aph 3 am appeal is made to Member States, a8 well a8
to international and goveranmental and non-governmental organisatioas to
continue contributing to thetrustfunds8 of each Regional Ceatre i n orderto
strengthen their respective programmes.

Ope-ativeparagraph 4 e tate8:

“Decides t hat, t0 e mrean continued fimancialvi ability ofche
centres, the administrative costs of the centres shall be financed from
the regular budget".

Iwish hero t 0 emphasise thatfundingfromthe regul ar budget ofthe United
Nations Wi | | provide stability tot he Regional Centre8 amdal | Ow usto assure
non-govern ental organisations and other potential domors that their
contributinns Wi | | be used exclusively f Or academic programmes.

| A view ofthe broad consemsus ont he draft resolution, Wwe trust and very
mich hope that itw |l be adopted wthout a vote.

Mr. NDIAYE (Gabon) (interpretation from Preach): Si nce this is t he

first time| am speaking in tho Committee, | should |iko to congratul ate
Mr. Mrosiewics On hi 8 election t 0 the chairmanship of the First Committee. |
shoul d aiso |ike to congratul ate the Other officer8 ontheir e |ootion.

On behal f oft he Africam Group, of Whi ch | nMm the Chairman for November,
| shoul d 14ke to associ at € myselfW t h previous speakers onitem 61 ofthe
agenda.

Indeed, Wi th the support of our Organisation, regi onal centres for peace

and disarmament have been established { O promotepeaceandsecurityt hr oughout

the world The conferences, workshops and seminars that have beean organised
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by the Centres have bun made possible through donati on8 from Member States.
Forsome time these CentresNave been experiencing serious fi nanci al
difficulties i N continuing their activitiee, particularly in termsof
administration. The purpose Of draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.14 is to assure
the financial viability oft he various Regi onal Centre8 for peace and
disarmament Ny means ofan entry in the regular budget oftheOrgani sation,

Onbenalfgof the African Group, I shoul d 1ike toarktho Committee to
lend its Cul | rupportto draft rerol uti on asC.1/46/L.14 i ntroduced by the
representative ofJanmi ca.

Mr. ACHARYA (Nepal): The representative of Jamaica ham just

introduced draftresolution A/C.1/46/L.14, On the United Nations Regi onal

Centres fOI peace and disarmament, on behal f oft he sponsors from Asiaand the

Pacific, Africa, and Latin americaand t he Caribbean.

According t 0 t hei r mandate, the Regi onal Centresshould provi de, on

request, ® H)O¢é ¢X¢ supportforthe initiativesand Ot her activities nutually

agreed UPON by Member States oft he regi on concerned fort he i npl ementation of

measures for peace and disarmament. In other words, establishmeant Of t he

Regional Centres representsrecogunition Dy t he General Assembly O t he growing

emphasistihat Menber States have beem pl aci ng on regi onal approaches to the
intricate questions of a- 8 control, disarmament and confidence-building
measures. Tho report of the Secretary-General, docunent A/46/365, gi ve8 an
® roollwat summary of the activities oft he Regi onal Centre8 over tho past

yoars .
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The Regiomal Contre for Peace and Disarmament for Asiaand t he Pacific,
| ocat ed i n Rathmandu, Nepal , haSbeen active in disseminating iaformatiom OA
activities ofthe United Nations i n t he area8 ofarms control and
disarmament. The Centre, howsver, har heen o B2 | n sonet hi ng oennore
important. Respondi ng to the need felt for contidence~building measures in
the Asia-Pacific region,t he Centre ha8 organise,two major meetings in
Kathmandu. Those meetings br ought together, in an informal rotting,
di pl onmats, experts and academicians- fromboth withinand outside the
region - inaneffort toidentify ar ea8 of common approach and elemeats for

possible future agreements.
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| do notneed toreiterate here that confidence-building measures arc not
and cannotbe a ® ub8tituto forarms-control And disarmament measures. Their
val ue ia creating conditions f avour abl o for arms-control agreements has,
however, been Wi del y recognised. The successof { he Conference 0N Soourity
and Cooperation i n Burope(CS8CB) and of tho Troaty on Conventi onal Arned
Porcesi N Buropsare ©® xAAplegthatreadily comato mind. Nor dol need to
reiterate thateach regi on has i t 8 ownseeurityconditi on8 and perceptions,
and ¢ hatl ® ucao88ful confidence-building measures fromone regi On cannot simply
be transplanted to other regions. Nevertheless, { he Buropean processprovi des
useful guidelines and examples, anong themthe incremental nature of the
oonfi denae- bui | di ng measures there. CSCEWAI developed t hr ough patieat and
protracted Negot i ati on8 spread overmanyyears. The Treaty On Conventional
Armed Forcerin Buropewas a direct result ofthose patieat endeavours.

My delegation believest hat t he potential of the Regional COAtr 08 should
be vi ewed against that background. The Regiomal Centre8 depend ® xal u8ivoly on
vol untary contributions fortheir substantive activities. The
Secretary-Gexneral has been providing t hem wit h ail feasible support. The
Department f or Disarmameat Affairs, under tho | eadership ofitsable
Under-Secretary-General, M . Akashi, deserves ourappreciation fort he opti nal
WO it has been making Of t he meagre resources availasle for the activities of
the Centres. The performance and poteatial of tbo Centres have recently been
attracting growing attenti on fromGovernments, foundations and
non-goverumental organisations. HNeedless to say, voluntary support is

predicated on the nui nt enance ofa m ni num of administrative structure.
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Itis Wt h those considerations in mind t hat the spomsorsOft he draft
resolution on Regi onal Centre8 have 4ecided toapproackt he GeneralAssembly
fort he tinamcing fromthe regul ar budget Of the administrative costs Of the
three Centres. Making t hat decision war not easy forus, aware as we are of
tho views of some Member State8 on matter8 of the budget. However, in the
larger interest Of the continued viability andeffectiveness oft he Regional
Centres, Ny delegation trusts t hat Member State8 Wi || gi ve overwhelming
support tothe draft resolution contained i n document As/C.1/46/L.14.

Mc. BASAPUIRAM (Sri Lanka)s | am very pleased to speak ia support
ofdraft resolutiom As/C.1/46/L.14, i ntroduced today by the representative of
Jemaica. The Regional Centres for peace and disarmament form a Vital 1ink
between disarmament effortsand confi dence-buil ding i n disarmamentatfairs.
Recent event8 have indicated the urgent needforregi onal measurestoi ncrease
t he peace and security ofthe entire Wrld. Regional di al ogue and regional
dissemination Of know edge would enable us to take steps f orward and achi eve
greaterprogress i N di sar manent atfairs.

The Regional Centre in Asiaha8 made alasting inpact on Governmeats and
non-goveranmental organisations. [A all matter8 relating to disarmament,
differing perceptions Oft he security interests (f States CM obstruct
progress towardS gemeral and complete disarmament unless we search formeuns
t hat are specifictoregionsand subregions and for means of Over com ng tho
problems that arespecific to0 them Wweknowthat cultural, ethnic, linguistic
and economic factor8 aro Anbng tho majort hreat 8 totho peace and security of
regions. Regional solutioms that cMmbeworkedi nto a gl obal framework must
necessarily energe f£rom \\é| | -i nf or med aiscussions and di al ogue8 within t he

regions.
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| N oxder to move forward towards our objective, it | S imperativet O
brosden and expand the areas Of understanding and interaction in seeking to
roach agreemsat on vuioua issues that tend to Aisturb regional stability.
The Asian Ceatre has conducted a number Of very useful seminars and workshops
to provide up-to-date information tO all intereated parties.

V& have t 0 strengthenthose imstitutioms not only toexchange i nfornmation
but alsetobuild onareas thataxewi thin @ a8y roach of agreement and t 0
e a8urat hat confidence-building measures have t heir expected i npact .

The resources required for the expaansion of t ho wor k of t he88 Regi onal
Centre8 woul d be am extrenely insignificamt portionofnilitary budgets. As
the Under-Secretary-Gemeral for Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Akashi, said in this
Committee, it is important to train and immerse the younger generations | N
peace-making and peace- keepi ng methodsf or the good ofthoir own futuro. The
Regi onal Centres arc appropriately situated to make the younger generations in
the region8 uanderstand the problems and tO assist Goveraments to work Wi t h
speed 1O arrive at acceptable solutions. Expansion ofsuch worki N the
Regi onal Centre in Asia, which has t he highest populatica and a | ow level of
education, would require additional resources. \\¢ appeal toal| members of
t he international community t 0 provi de continui ng and adoquatoresourcesto
carry out the important work of al | t he Regional Centres for disarmament,
whereverthey are | ocat ed.

| N order for the Centrestoplanandcarry out thoir programmes o¢ work
undisturbed Dy undertainties that affect the ® ffiaienay of t heir

administrative structure,i{ is | MpOrtant thatthe administrative costs of al |
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t he Centres be Net by regular budget of t he United Watioms. Thatwould @ nablo
tho Centres tO have t he services of qualitied people dedicatedt o wor ki ng for
t he cause Of peace.

As mentioned by the reprosentative of Jamalca, We are hopeful thatthe
draft resolution Wil| be adoptedw t hout a vote.

Mr. [BRECKON (Unitedd States af Amexdca): h a 8 a s k e d
to speak thisNDrning to expressi t8 vi ewd onissues raisedin draft
resolution A/C.1/46/L.4 regardi ng a comprehensive test-bantreaty.\Webel i eve
that @ |enmeate ofthat draft resolutiem perpetuate anumber Of mythsabout
nucl ear testing. Webelieve those Nyt h8 arcmisleading. Let me try to hel p
dispel them amt he membersoft he First Committee consider how t hoy will weote
on this draft resolutionm.

M ow me to meatiom a few. Myth number one: A comprehensive test-ban
treatywoul d halt the proliferation ofnucl ear weapoms. The fact, we bel i eve,
is thata compreheusive test-ban treaty would not achi eve such a goal. For
example, few i f My woul d seriously arguet hat Iraq's secret
nuclear-waapouns-development programme carried out in the absence of testing,
and similarongoi ng effort 8 elsewhere yould have beea af f ect ed by a testban.

Myth number two: Preventinggualitativeimprovemeats®[]1 ® xi8ti Agnucl ear
weapons WOUl d enhance stability. The fact, we believe, is that the lack of
qual itative inprovenment 8 woul d actual |y pronote destabilisatioa. Nucl ear
weapons havo to mot rigorous mafoty, security and operational standards. A
M Ni Mum sad prudeat programme Of testing, we believe, is required in order
t hat those standards can be met. Wt hout testing, no ome cam be suretha
weapons aro safe and Up t O standard. The resultiag uncertainty coul d result

i N miscalculation and thus greateri nsecurity.
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Myth number three: Testingcannot be conductedin an ® avlrommental |y
0SS way. The fact,\e believe, is t hat there is a large bhody of unbiased
scientificdat a which ettests tot he e nvironneatal safetyofproperly
conducted underground nuclear tests. OurPrenchcolleague al | uded t 0 some of
t herm reports i N his statemeat t 0 the Committee on 30 October. The quantity
and quality ofthere and other reports cannot and rhoul d not be ignored.

Myth aumber four: Testing 4s no | onger needed because of i Npr oved
cooperation between the major NUC| ear - weapon States and because Of the
build-down of nucl ear-weapons i nventories. The fact,we believe, is that
improved relations between the United Statesand t he Uniom of Sovi et Soci al i st
Republics have permitted very substantial reductions i n nucl ear weapons, bot h
negotiated reductions and unilateral reductions, but forthe United States
testing is still required for those weapons whi ch remain. Deterrence
continues tobe the foundati on upon which we and our Treaty allies base our
col | ective defence. Nuclear weapons remain an importaat part of that
strategy. Testingis required to naintain the safety, security and
reliability ofthese weapons se | ong as they exist.

The United Statenposition ON a comprehensive test-ban treaty is cl ear,
andbas motchanged, Wwesee a conprehensive testban as a | ong-term
objective, amdit mustbe viewed in the contextofa time when the United
Sctates and i ts aliies no | onger nerd todepend on nucl ear deterrence {0 eamsure
internationsl securityand stability, andwhen t he worl| d has achieved broad,
deep and effectively verifiable armreductions, substantially i nproved
verification capabilities, expanded confi dence-buil di ng measures and great er

balanece inconventional forces.
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The United states believes that the nyth8 which underlie elenments of
draftresol uti on asC.1/46/L.4 on a comprehensive tort-baatreaty rhoul d be
reviewed in the |ight of the fact8 a8 we se® them. The nyths appeal to our
hope8 fora juet world without the needfor arnB for deterrence and defence.
They have a powerful allure. Al ofus, however, have a responsibility to
look at the world realistically. Wiile we workto ameliorate the underlying
political aiffteremceswhi ch createtension, We must also be careful to
consider with prudence those essential precautions that are vital to
International stability end to our national security.

As del egations consider their votee onthe draft resolution 0On a
conprehensive tent-ban treaty, the United States del egati on asks that they
keep these coneideratione in mnd.

Mg, GARCIA MORITAN (Argentina) (interpretation fromSpanish)s |
ehoul d I'ike to note that ny del egation has juet |earned with great sorrow of
t he death of ambassadorRikhi Jaipal of India. W wish t0 conveyour Sincere
condol ence8 to the del egation of India upon the death of Ambassador Jai pal .
Ambassador Jai pal wae Secretary-Ceneral ofthe Conference onDisarmament and a
di stingui shed represeatative of [ ndia at the United Nations and ia various
countries. lie was a goodfriend of the Argentine Republic, and we felt deep
friendship forhim HBe was wi thout question one ofthe greatest nultilateral
diplomate of t he | ast half century. We regret the fact that i n the part few
weeksthe world community ha8 | ost two great champions of disarmament:
Ambassador (Ar Ci a Robles of Mexico and now Ambassador Rikhi Jai pal ofl ndi a.
With a profound sense of f ri endshi p, we express out condol ence8 to both

del egat i ons.
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Before I turnto draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.36, | rhoul d 1ike t O oxpress
my gratitude and that of my del egati on tothe del egati on of Prance for the
statements it made yesterday concerning the St udy Ofthe posaibility of
ratifying Additional Protocol | tothe Treatyof Tlateloleco, Whi ch ny
Goverament regard8 a8 a very valuable step. Weare also grateful to the
sponsors for deciding t 0 withdraw the draft reselution On t he issue that was
beforet he Committee. My Goverament\ | | study very careful |y thedraft
decision Whi ch the Ambassador of Mexicow || submit t 0 those concer ned.

X wisa now t o refer to draft resol uti on aAsC.1/46/L.36. Tha negoti ati on8
i n the Conference on Disarmament ON t he chemical-weapons convention finally
seem t 0 have prospects of concl udi ng seon. |t 4s particularly heartening to
note the flexi bl e andconstructive approacht hat has easbled & fresh impetus
to be given to a negotiating processwhose |ack of progreer was in marked
contrast { 0 t he positive i nt ernati onal cavironment. We therefore welcome the
political Wi || toconcl ude the converiion as soon as possible, so t hat 1932
may be the yearin which the Confereuce on D sarmament finally presents the
CommitteeWi t h its £irstnulti| ateral disarmament treaty,

The deadline 4s tight, but if anything positive can come fromt he
prol ongati on of negotiations on this matter for more thana decade, it is that
all t he participants are mow\el | aware ofthespecificareas i N wWhi ch we
should r api d| y concentrate ourgreatest effortsi n t he coming months, in this
last stage, in order { O esteblish a bolanced and effective text. There is no
justification fordel ay.

we are convinced that all countries that are members of the Conferenceon

Disarmament, even thoga necedi Nng more time forreflection, Wi ll|l help t 0 ensure
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that the First Committee begins itsconsideration oft he convenilon at t he
next seassion of t he General Assembly. The drzft resolution (A/C.1/46/L.36),
introduced Dy the Ambassador of Canada, will in our view give the matter the
proper impectus, and we therefore ful |y supportit.

The CHAIRMAN: I share the feelings @ Xpre88ed by t he representative

of Argent i na conceraning the untinely | ore of Ambassador Jaipal ofl ndi a.

Ihe meeting rose at 12,10 p.m.



