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The meeting was called to order at 10.25 a.m. Y

AGENDA ITEMS 49 to 65, 68 and 142; 67 and 69 {continued)
CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS UNDER-ALL DISARMAMENT ANWND INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY ITEMS |

The CHAIRMAN: I call the representative of Canada, who will
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.i2.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Canada): The Canadian delegation is again pleased to
introduce the draft resolution entitled "Prohibition of the production of
fissionable material for weapons purposes". This year it is coatained in
document A/C.17/47/L.12 dated 28 October. The draft resolution is spomsored by
Australia, Austria, the Bahamas, Bangladesh, Belarus, Botswana, Cameroon,
Denmark, Finliand., Indomnesia, Ireland, the Netherlands. New Zealand, Norway,
the Philippines, Poland, Romania, the Russian Federation, Samoa, Sweden,

Uruguay arnd Canada: a group of States from every'continent.
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(Mr. Robertson, Canada)

I wish to.draw to the attention of representatives a number of ghgpggs
that have been mad@;in the text of this draft :esolptiQnAin relatiog}sQ_tpez
resolution oa this subject adopted by the GeneralaAssembly-;t its fq;ty—§§g:h‘
session. ‘

In addition to several purely technical updatings, the fourth p:eambyla;
paragraph is new. It has been igcluded{to give-apprapriateirecognitign tqﬁ.vv
important developments in the area ¢ auclear disarmament during’the}past_
year - both bilateral, between Russia and the United States of America{ agq gn
a series of unilateral undertakings. These develgpmgnts'a:g‘oi televgpce;tq;.
the goal of prohibiting the production mﬁ.fisgiqnabla materialsqu:{weégons’
purposes and—they further enhancg proSpects;fo; thetrgaliégtion 9§Et£is-gqal.k

The fifth preambular paragraph is a;solneﬁi In it thg<Géneral'A§sgmb;¥ -
would specifically welcome the recent decision ofv:pngnitéd;Stafqugot to. ‘.
produce plutonium or highly enriched uranium for g@glea;‘explosivé_pﬂrpo?gs.

Apart from these changes, the focus of this_gssgntial;y'g:qceﬂu:ai draftif
reéolution remains substantively u#ehanged from,that;of‘i;s{predéceésérs{

Canada strongly urgeskall delegations to lend thei: supgq;t §o_;hiﬁﬁd¥aft
resolution, whigh the sponsors hope mighgbbeuadqpted yith-evgn g;é$tgr”§up§p§g
than in the,pa;t.‘ E o o R T "7 g;;

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Nige;igﬁ;gyé_wiilvE ‘ |
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.5. . | ‘.4' | |

Mr. FASEHUN (Nigeria): It is an honour for me to intgqéuée,;bn ; :i_‘:'
hehalf of all its sponso:s,~draftf:esq;ptionﬁA/g.1/471L.§, gntiy;ea‘;ﬁnitéd  ,-
Nations Disarmament Fellowship, Training and Adviéory Serviceé‘ Progfémme",
Positive changes are taking place in the internaﬁtona14c§mmunity which>havé‘

made possible the achievements recorded in the area of diséfmamént.
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(Mr. Fasehun. Nigeria)

Before the current positive developmeants, the United Ngéions, conscious
of the importance of disarmament and arms control and the néed tq have young
diplomats trained in the field of disarmament, established éhe United Naﬁions
disarmament fellowship, trai#ing and advisory services progﬁamme. The
fellowship programme has produced 321 fellows, ex-patriots from'121 Member
States, and its advisory services arm has stretched out to the regions of
Africa, Asia and Latin America through the organization of regional
disarmament workshops.

Most of the former fellows are among us today, while others areAaccupying
important positions in the foreign ministries of their countries. Given its
impressive record of performance and the prevailing positive inéernational
eavironment, the programme should cortinue to enjoy the full support and
funding of the Unitéd Nations,

The draft resolution before the Committee is essentially the same as that
of last year. However, reflecting the popularity of the programme, the number
of sponsors has increased. To date we have over 38 sponsoré.

In the preamble of the draft resolution the General Assembly would note
with satisfaction that the programme had trained a number of public officials,
and -also that many officials of developing countries had acgquired expertise
through the training programme.

In the operative part of the draft resolutiorn the General ASsémbly would
express appreciation to the Member States that had rendered financial

assistance to the workshops corducted under the programme;
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{Mr., Fasehun, Nigg;i§)  o
‘Finally, I wish to take this opportunity to éxp;ess our appreciation e I
the different Member States that have pledged their £financial céntributiong to
the advancement of the programme. It is the hope of the spo#so?;tthat tﬁe
draft resolution wili, as in previcus years, be adoptad withoug a_vote; 
The CHATIRMAN: - I call on the»répreséntative of Venezuela; ?hg willl

introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.34.

Mr. SALAZAR (Venezuela) (interp:etatiog from ?panish):wvmhiglyga?_&
the Venezuelan delegation has the opportunity; on behalf of its §p¢gséf§.ct§
introduce draft tesolution_A/C.1/47/Lo34 on item_Ss_éf‘thg'agenda o£ iheA
General Assembly, eatitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer séaéef;- fhe
sponsors of the draft resolutiog are: Algeria, Aggén:ina, Aus;ralié, Bblivi;,
Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, China, Colombia, Costa Riea, Egypt,_sthiopia,b_ 3
France, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Ireland, the Lao |
People's Democratic Republic, Mexico, the Netherlands,ygigeria,,Bdmania, S;i
Lanka, Sweden, Ukraine, Viet Nam, and my own delegation,:V§negugla,_' |

These delegations consider it necessary to contipge_theﬁi#edepgh o
bilateral and multilateral efforts to achieve the objective of thé:pggqgfui_
use of outer space and to prevent the arms racé‘f:oﬁ”sé;gading £o;$pac¢,

Althbugh profounﬁ changes have taken place in theiwg:ld. inte:gst’ipighe ;
research an@ developmentypf defensive ;ystems which.céulqkbe Eléqeéti#VQQ#ég"'
space seems to be cog;inuing unabated. The great resou;ces_spégg é#;ﬁhis,*
objective and the‘qualitativevimp:ovement of certaip<arms,syst9m§ shqy_;hat  
the use of outer space could become, if it is not alre?&g; a‘sé;ien§,;isk'§q ‘

collective security.
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{Mr. Salazar, Venezuela)

This tendency, without a doubt, raises the possibility that this
geographical environment will become a further theatre for strategic and
military competition. The inadequacy of the existing legal regime applicable
to space is not the best guarantee of the preservation of this enviromment for
exclusively peaceful purposes. The search for juridical norms to prevent the
transferring of the arms race to outer space remains an item of primary
importance on the disarmament agenda.

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.34, which we are introducing today, follows
the general limes of last year's General Assembly resolution 46/33. However,
there have been some changes such as the reference to the Final Declaration
adopted by the Tenth Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned
Countries, held at Jakarta in September 1992, and emphasis on the need for
greater transparency ard better information ox the part of the international
communiﬁy regarding the use of outer space.

The delegations of Egypt. Sri Lanka and Venezuela have carried out
consultations with certain States and groups of States with a view to
soliciting suggestions for improving the draft resolution this year.

Before concluding, I should like to emphasize the participation of new
delegations in sponscoring draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.34. This shows how
importaat the prevention of an arms race in outer space is for the security of
Staﬁes Members of the United Naticns in the present ihternational context,
which is characterized by the many innovations and advances in the scientific
and technological field.‘

This draft resolution then stresses the neeé for the adoption of

additional legal instruments to make up for the inadequacies of the current
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(Mr. Salazar, Venezuela)
legislation on space and, to a certain extent, sSeeks to méet‘;he'concerns of
those States and, the international community-in this regard. ' = =« waro

" Mr. NEAGU (Romania):  As Chairman of the*Ad’Hdébemmiftee;qnftﬁ3*9—

Prevention of an Arms Race in‘OutgrASpace’at>this year's-ségsion,cﬁ’thea*?':,,;
Conference'on'Disarmament;"I feel‘moraliy bmund‘tOgjoipithé”spOﬂsorgzqf;the<; ,~
draft resolution just introduced by the represeptéﬁive,qf_Venezuela on'ﬁhé'uw,

continnation of efforts at the @anerence‘to;achiévé‘thefobjéctive‘of;énguring"

the prevention of aa arms race in outer space.” - . < WO LatoLwny




A/C.1/747/PV.24
i1
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In accordance with the mandate given to it by the Conference on
Disarmament, the ad Hoc~Committee continved, during its session this year, to
examine and, by substantive and general consideration, to identify issues
relevant to the prevention of an arms race in cuter space, taking into account
the existing agreements, as well as the relevant proposals, initiatives and
developments since the establishment of the Committee in 1985.

During the deliberations it was normal for different - sometimes even
opposing - views to be expressed. However, as is underlined in the report of
the Conference on Disarmament that is under consideration, the Committee made
progress in its efforts to identify areas of convergence suitable for mara
structured work.

But much remains to be done to prevent an arms race in outer space.
Therefore, the Conference decided to re-establisk the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, with an adequate mandate, at the
beginning of its 1993 session, taking into accourt all relevant factors,
including the werk done by the Committee since 1985.

My delegation believes that the coatent of draft reselution A/C.1/47/L.34
will encourage the Conference on Disarmament to continue its endeavours to
extend areas of convergence, taking into account relevant proposals and
initiatives, including those put forward by the Ad Hoc Committee at the 1992
éession of the Conference and those put forward at this session of the General
Assembly.

The CHATRMAN: I now call on the represeatative of Mezico, who will

introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.37.
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Mr. MARTIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The
question of a comprehensive ban on nuclea:-ﬁééﬁon‘tests haS‘béenvbn the’agehdé
of the First Committee for almost four ﬁééédés,'andﬂtﬁé»Genefaixhssembly has
adopted soﬁe 80 resolutions on the subkject. This'is cbmpeliiég evidence of
the importaance that the internatiomal éoﬁmﬁnity~attacheé>t§?the Suﬁject éhd of
the assiduity with which the Generaersseﬁbly”has pursued thiS‘Qoal.

For many years the First Committee conéiégred two draft resolutions on
the subject. Last year, however, the delegations of Australia, New Zealand
and Mexico succeeded in having the two drafts merged, ard today, for éhe‘V
second year in successicr, Mexico has the honour oﬁigreéenhiﬁgla-éingle'ﬁréft
resolution, which is contaimed in document A/C.1/477L.37: The draft
resolution is sponsored by the 66 States listed inm that document and by
Germany.

As they indicate in the preambie tc the dratt resolution, the sébnsdrs
are convinced that the possibility of securing a treaty prohibiting all
nuclear tests increased substantially in 1992. After recalling the various” "
resolutions on the subject and stressing the priority attached to them, we
reiterate our comviction

"that a nuclear war cannot'5e3won"ahd>mustlneverrbngoﬁght".“

In this draft resolution, as in resolution 46/29 of 1992;jthé General Assembly
welcomes |

"the improved relationship between the Russian Federation éndvthé'United

States of America and’their'éonSequent‘andbuhcemengs of Significant

measures, including unilatérai steps, whiéh'cowld'SiQhai.the reversal of

‘the nuclear-arms race",
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(Mr. Marin Bosch, Mexico)

as well as

and

“the Treaty between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics on the Reduction and Limitation of Strategic

Offensive Arms, signed oﬁ 31 July 1991, and the signing of a protocol to
this Treaty in which Belarus, Kazakhstan, the Russian Federation, Ukraine

and the United States of America undertake to give effect to the Treaty”

"the Joint Understanding of 17 June 1992 between the Russian Federation
and the United States of America on further reductions in their strategic
offensive arms".

Other preambular paragraphs make reference to unilateral measures ~dopted

by three of the nuclear-weapon States: the decisisn of the Russian Federation

to extend its moratorium on nuclear testing; the decision of France to suspend

its testing of nuclear weapons for 1992; and the recent decision of the United

States to implement a testing moratorium accompanied by a plan to achieve a

multilateral, comprehensive ban on the testing of nuclear wéapons. The draft

resolution also endorses the call made by France and by the Russian Federation

on the other nuclear Powers to suspend their nuclear tests.

The draft resolution reiterates the coanviction

"that an end to nuclear testing by 2ll States in all environments fer all
time is an essential step in order to prévent the qualitative improvement
and development of auclear weapons and their furtﬁer proliferation and to
contribute, along with other concurrent efforts to reduce nuclear arms,

to the eventual elimination of nuclear weapons".

Reference is made alse to the environmental and realth risks associated with

underground nuclear testing, and thsre is explicit reference to amn expert
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(Mr, Marin Bosch, Mexico)
study on these questions - which is contained document CD/1167 - prepared
under the auspices of the Norwegian Govermment. In this regard, the Assembly
would welcome

"the statement of the Russian Federation, when announcing its

nuclear-testing moratorium decision on 26 October 1991, which notred,

inter alia, the environmental benefits and economic savings to be

derived"”,

In this draft resolution the General Assembly would alse reiterate its
conviction

"that the most effective way to achieve an end to nuclear testing is

through the conclusion, at an early date, of a verifiable, comprehensive

nuclear-test-ban treaty that will attract the adherence of all Statas;.
and it refers to undertakings entered into in this regard by the original
parties to the partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 and the non-proliferation
Treaty of 1968. It notes with satisfaction the work dome by the Group of
Scientific Experts in Gemeva, and it recalls the process initiated a few years
agoe to amend the 1963 Treaty.

The preamble concludes with an expression of

“disappointment that the Conference on Disarmament was unable to

re-establish the A3 Hoc Committee on item 1 of its agenda, entitled

'‘Nuclear test ban', despite the improved political climate".

The operative part of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.37 comnsists of eight
paragrapns, according to which the General Assembly:

"1, Reaffirms its conviction that a treaty to achieve the
prohibition of all nuclear-test explosions by all States in all

environments for all time is a matter of priority which would comstitute
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(Mr. Marin Bosch, Mexico)
an @sssential step in order to prevent the qualitative improvement and
development of nuclear weapons and their further proliferation, and which

would contribute to the process of nuclear @isarmament:;
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(Mr Marin Rosch, Mexizo)

“2. Urges, therefore, all States to seek to achieve the early
discontinuance of all nuclear-test explosions for all time;

"3. TUrges:

"{(a) The nuclear-weapon States to agree promptly to appropriate
verifiable and militarily significant interim measures, with a view to
concluding a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty;

*{b) Those nuclear-weapon States which have not yet done so to
adhere to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and under Water:

"4, Reaffirms the particular responsibilities of the Conference on
Disarmameat in the negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban
treaty, and, in this context, urges the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc
Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban in 1993;

"5. Requests the Conference on Disarmament, in this context, to
intensify its substantive work begun in 1990 on specific and interreiated
test-ban issues, including structure and scope and verification and
compliance, taking also into account all relevant proposals and future
initiatives;

"6. Urges the Conference on Disarmament:

"{a) To take into account the progress achieved by the Ad Hoc Group
of Scientific Experts to Consider International Cooperative Measures to
Detect and Identify Seismic Events, including the experience gairad from
the technical test concerning the global exchange and analysis of seismi
data, and other relevant initiatives;

"(b) To continué ef >rts to establish, with the widest possible

participation, an international seismic monitoring network with a view to
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developing further a system for the effectiv.: monitoring and verification
of compliance with a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty;

"(c) To investigate other measures to monitor and verify compliance
with such a treaty, including on-site inspections, satellite monitoring,
and an international network to monitor atmospheric radioactivity:

*7. Calls upon the Conference on Disar.ament to report to ths
General Assembly at its forty-eighth session on progress made, including
its recommendations oz how the objectives of the Ad Hoc Committee on
agenda item 1 entitled "Nuclear test bam" sh)juld be carried forward most
effectively towards achieving a comprehensiv: test-ban treaty;"

"“8, Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its
forty-eighth session the item entitled °Comprehensive nuclear-test-ban
treaty'."

The sponsors of the draft resolution hope trat it will receive the firm
support of the members of the First Committee anc¢ then of the General
Agssembly. In this way the United Nations will be issuing aﬁ unequivocable
message on the importance that it attaches to the prompt conclusion of a.
treaty designed to achieve a ban on al; nuclear-test explosions by all States
in- all enviromments and for all time. A comprehensive test-ban treaty is a
necessary step in achieving a less insecure world and a universal system for
ensuring nuclear non-proliferation,

Mz, O'SULLIVAN (Australia): I am pleased to take the floor to speak
in support of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.37, ju:t introduced by the
representative of Mexico. I should like to take this opportunity to thank him
for his consistent support for the objectives of this draft resolution and in
particular this year for his leadership of the efforts to develop as wide

support as possible for it.



&7C.1/747/PV.24
is

(Mr. O'Sullivan, Australia)

This draft resolution is a successor to the merged resolution of 1991 -~
resolution 46/29 - introduced by New Zealand, which for the f;rst time allowed
the international community to express in one voice its hopes for an end to
nuclear testing. This year that objective can be repeated more strongiy
because of the significant evolution that has taken place: the foreshadowed
sharp unilateral cuts by the largest possessors of nuclear weapons in the
numbers of such weapons and agreement to cut deeply inte the most threetening
and destabilizing elements of their nuclear arsenals.® 7 |

As the military utility of nuclear weapons has cecme under increaeing
question, the need for testing to develop or medernize nuelear’ﬁarheade'has
disappeared. The arguments for testing, which ar2 besee on concerms regarding
safety and reliability, are questioned within the scientific and technical A
community.k So the stage is set now for the interaational eommunity teo moveﬁ
forward on one of the great long-sought disermameat objectivesz an end to the
testing of nuclear weapons in all environments and for all time. ‘We now have
moratoriums in place in four of the five nuclear—weapon States.k We call oh
the last remaining nuclear-test;ng Oower - Ch:na - teo Joxn the others in
exercising restraint. And we call on all five nuclear—weapon States to
convert testing moratoriums into a perhanenr ban. S S

The way that conversion should be dene is tlL:iough the eléboratien_bf a
multilateral treety in the Conference‘en Disarmaﬁent.a The Conferenee on
Disarmament has over the years completed a lot of work on aspect> of a
comprehensive test-ban treati, inter alia througl the prov;s;on by Member

States of draft texts of a treaty. I thank the celegat;ons of Russ;a and

Sweden for those contributions.

* Mr, Suh (Republic of Korea), Vice-Chairman, took the Chair;
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Disarmament has over the years completed a lot-of work on aspects of a
comprehensive test-ban treaty, inter alia through the provision py Member
States of draft texts of a treaty. I thank the delegations of Russia énd
Sweden for those contributions.

Taking into account all recent developments on the nuclear testing front,
Australia considers that it would be useful to submit ideas on elemeants of a
comprehensive test-ban treaty to the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty in the course of its work programme next year. Australia intends to
provide such elements for the consideration of the intermaticnal community.
These elements will take close account of the work already done in the
Conference on Disarmament, the existing law and practice relating to the
monitoring and regulation of nuclear testing and of course input, both
technical and otheréise, from the testing States themselves.

In developing ideas on how to monitor a comprehensive test ban trzaty,
the work done by the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to consider
International Cooperative Measures to Detect and Identify éeismic Events on
its second major tecnnical test (GSETT-2) and their subsequent report to the
Conference on Disarmament are importan; contributions. We would like to
encourage the participation of more States in the work of the Group of
Experts. As the possibility of a comprehensive test-ban treaty increases, we
hope the work of providing input into seismic and other aspects of
verification will also increase.

Australia believes that the international community has now, for the
first time since Presiéent Eisenhower called for a comprehensive test ban in
March 1960, a real opportunity to put into place =z lbng—sought disarmament

goal. We acknowledge that a nuclear-test ban will require careful and
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judicious thought and detailed negotiation. It will, like the chemical
weapons Convention, demand a mixture of technical expertise and political
judgement. It will also need a measure of determination and goodwill from all
negotiators. The achievement of a chemical weapons Convention should give us
heart that we are now in an international environment in which such outcomes
are available, We believe that a comprehensive test-ban treaty should be
achieved, or nearly so, by the time that the extension Conference of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is held in March 1995,

Mr, RICHARDS (New Zealand): I am pleased to speak today in support

of the draft resolution on a comprehensive test-ban treaty (A/C.1/47/L.37),
just introduced by the representative of Mexico and supported by the
representative of Australia.

The representative of Mexico has provided a detailed commentary on the
text, which I will not repeat. Nor do I want to reiterate New Zealand's views
on the importance of a comprehensive test-ban treaty, views which the
Permanent Representative of New Zealand placed on record in his statement to
the Committee on 15 October. However, I should like to offer a few comments on
some of the considerations taken into account in drawing up the draft
resolution before us this year.

Last year, for the first time in nearly twenty years, this Committee was
presented with a single draft resolution on a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
As resolution 46/29, that text received overwhelming support from the General

Assembly.
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(Mr, Richards, New Zealand)

New Zealand was proud to have sponsored that resqlution. We‘ére élso
pleased that the hopes expressed therein for further éeductions in nuclear
arsenals have been fulfilled. In 1992 we have all applaﬁded measureé
sigpalling the reversal of the nuclear arms race.

The year 1992 has also seen increasing momentum towards a comprehensive
test-ban treaty. According to draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.37, thekGeneral
Assembly would ackrowledge and welcomé significant steps takenkin recent
months by the nuclear-weapon States, the majority of whom hévé now suspended
testiﬁq for specified pexiods; Compared with last year, more than half as
many States again have sponsored the'te§£. This can be taken as a measﬁre of
the strengthening expeéﬁaéion of the world community that nuclear testing
should be halted once and for all.

The climate for progress has never been more propitious. It should be
possible to negotiate avcomptehensive test-ban treaty over the next few years
without compromisiné the security iﬁtetests of the nuclear-weapén States.
Such an achievement would greatly strengthen internafional effofts with a view
to non—prolifefation, which is regarded by many, including my:Government, as
the major secﬁtity problem facing the péét—cold-ﬁaf world.

In bringing to this Committee, at this session, draft thQéntionAon -
chemical weapons, the Conference.on Disérmament has justified the faith placed
in it as thé single multilateral disarmamentkneéoﬂiating forum. ”in:draft
reéolution A/C;1147/L.37 the Assembly would Eall’urbn the Coﬁféfénce on'
Disarmament to build upon that success and decide how it could most

effectively work towards its objective of a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
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Support for the text before us w;ll szgnal to ‘the Conference OB Lo
Disarmament that the 1nternational community is hehind;it~as,it hegins its 33

19923 work. It will demonstrate the existence of the pol;t;cal wzlllphat is. sn’

essential if that work is to be carr:ed towatds a successful conclus;on.,?

S ]

New Zealand commends the draft resolution to.all: membets.,mgygé-;@gzzﬁri
The CHATRMAN: I nqw call ugon,the rgpresentatiye.of‘Pq;u!Qwh§Jg;§§ -
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.6.: k

P DG

Mr, VASQUEZ (Peru) (interpretétionnfromfspanigh)g7 My ﬂelegataon has 7
the honour of introducing the draft resolution ent;tled_“rreaty on the ;11}3}' »
Non-Proliferation: of Nuclear'WEapons::;1995%Ccnfergn¢eiand:itsnptg?arégggyé;;‘
Committee", issued under the symbol A/C.1/47/L.6.- R :

Peru, as Chairman of the Fourth Amendment. Conference‘ofrthe_grea;y;}.iT'5*

on the an-Prol;ferat;pniof Nuclear Wéaponsf(NPT)¢~convgngd;hg:e-at:1:4 :

‘Headguarters the States Par;iQStto=thatfintérpational%instngmpntwgith’aiyigkg:‘i
to achieving a consensus»agrgeme#t{og'the'heginn;ng¥af thg.QQF?,Of ghe,¢{ﬁgkg'
Preparatory Committeevior the 1995.§qnfefence3 Thatxagreéﬁeﬁtiis:ggnté;heéqiﬁ :
the draft resolution which'my'aelegation is*introdﬁcing.ig: = “

According to thxs draft- resolut1on. the General Aassembly would rﬁcall

its resolutlonA2373 (XXII) of 12 June 1968, the annex to whzch contalns the

Treaty on the Non-Prol;feratxon of wuclear Wéapons. It.would'note,thef"

provisions of article X, paragraph 2, of that Iteaty. requ;r;ng the. hold;ng ef~;'”

a conferenceé 25 years after the entry into: force of:; the Ireaty. to decxde

whether the Treaty should continue in fOrCe=indefinite1y«or?shop;d_he*ex;ended" {f

for an additional fixed period.
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The Assembly would also note the provisions «f article VIII, paragraph 3,
of the Treaty, concerning the convening of review conferences, and would note
further that the last Review Conference toock place in 1990. It would recall
that the Treaty entered into force on 5 March 197G, and would further recall
decision 46/413 of 6 December 1991, approved by ccnsensus at the forty-sixth
session of the General Assembly.

In the operative part, the General Assembly wculd take note of the fact
that the parties to the Treaty, following appropriate consultations, had
decided to form a Preparatoery Committee for a Conference in 1995 to review the
operation of the Treaty and to decide on its extension, as provided for in
article VIII, paragraph 3, and in article X, paragraph 2.

The General Assembly would also note that the Preparatory Committee would
bhe open to all parties to the Treaty and, if that Committee so decided at the
outset of its first session, also to States not parties as observers, and that
the Preparatory Committee would hold its first meeting in New York from 10 to
14 May 1993.

Finally, the Assembly would request the Secretary-General to render the
necessary assistance and to provide such services as might be required,
including summary records, for the 1995 Conference and its preparatory
committee.

In view of the process which led to the agreament contained in the draft
resolution which I am introducing, and the fact that it was adopted by
‘consensus, my delegation hopes that this draff rezolutiom will be adopted
without a vote.

The CHAIRMAN: I now call upon the Secretary of the Committee to

make a statement.
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MEL_EEEQAD‘ (Secretary of the Committee): I would like to inform'

¥
At

the Committee that the following States have become co;sponsotsfof the

following draft resolutions:

A/C.1/47/L.5: Algeria, Bulgaria,-Caﬁada.‘Chiﬁa,_Czechoslovikia,

A/C.1/747/L.15%
A/C.1/47/L.18:
A/C.1/47/L.20¢

A/C.1/47/L.21:

A/C.1/47/L.24:

A/C.1/47/L.26:
A/C.1/47/L.29:
A/C.1/47/L.33:
A/C.1/47/L.35:
A/C.1/47/L.37:
A/C.1/47/L.38:
A/C.1/47/L.39:
A/C.1/47/L.41:

A/C.1/747/L.42:

Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Mongolia, Namibia, Russian Fiderationm,

Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania and the United States of America:

Bulgaria, Belgium, Romania and Costa Rica; '
Singapore; )

Costa Rica'and;bemocratie-People's Runblic of Korea;

Costa Rica;

‘Ruwait;

Costa Rica;

Costa Rica; - ... oo

‘Democratic People's ‘Republic of Korea:

Kuwait and Zambia;

Germany, United Rgguhlic'of'Tanzania and Zambia;

Islamic Republic of Iran;

.Costa Ricay
‘Democratic People's Republic of Korea;

Belgium and Norway.

' The meeting rose at 11.10 a.m.





