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AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 65, 68 AND 142 (gontinued)

S

ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS UNDER ALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CBATRMAN: This moraing the Committee will proceed to take

N

action_qp draft resolution; inlcluster 2 (A/C.l/47/k.31/Rev.1),.cluster 4
(A/C.ll}]{L»QIRev.l and A/C.1/47/L.38) and cluster 5 (A/C.1/47I;.15IRev.1 and
A/C,1/41{;,32). For technical reasons, action will not be takén goday‘on
. draft. resolution A/C.1/47/L.13/Rev.1 in‘cluster 4. | ‘

I shall now call‘on those delegations_wishing to make staﬁements other
than explanations of their positions on draft resolutions;

With respect to cluster 2, I call on the representative of Australia for

an explanation of vote on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.31.

&

€5,
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Mr. NEUHAUS (Australia): Australia would like tolesplaimdts vote
on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.31/Rev.i, “Implementation of the Declaration of:
the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Pedte™. Australia will again abstain® oﬁ"ﬁlﬁs
draft resolut;o;. As States are aware, Australia has Eonght*éolplay»a RN AT
constructive ana active role inAtne Ad Hoc Conmittee‘on the“fndianéﬂééshﬁﬂE&VV 
which the draft\resolution‘refere. At its ‘session this yeir we prékéga7hard***

for the Ad Hoc CQmmxttee to cons;der new approaches to achieving " secnr1ty an&

cooperation 1n the Ind;an Ocean tak;ng into account ‘the changmng 1nte&hetlona1

51tuat1on. we are pleased to see rn the draft resolutxon a reguest tﬁat the
a4 Hoe Comm:ttee cons;der new approaches xn the futureuue 7

However, ‘the draft resolutxon is st111 m;re& 1n the«old thlnklng and
language. which refer to a d:fferent era and wh;ch have prevented progress on
thxs matter in the Ad Hoc Commzttee for so many yeats.: ws, with others, have
made strenuous efforts to have changes made to the araft resolutxon that would
overcome these problems; Unfortunately, it has not heenhpossxble ko ach;eve a
consensus on such changes. For those reasons Australla w111 ‘continue thzs
year to abstain on the draft resolution 6m the Indian Ocean. ca |

We hope.'however,‘that the oPportunity willﬁbe taken*at1the”neitJSéSSion -
of the Ad Hoc Commxttee to b id a consensus on the basxs of a completely new.,r
approach to securlty and cooperat;on 1n the Indlan Ocean. we aleo thank the f{
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Commxttee. tbe representat;ve~of er Lanka. for the‘

efforts he has made to move the Commxttee Ain that d;rectzon.~

The CHAIRMAN: - We -shall now vote on draft resolutxon

A/C.1/47/L. 31/Rev.1. "Implementatxon of the Declarat1on of the Indlan Ocean ae'

a Zone of Peace". A recorded vote has been reguestedof"

I call on the Secretary of the Committee. o R R R
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Mr, KHERADI (Secretary of the Fiyst Committee): The Committee will

[}

now proceed to take a recorded vote on draft reso.ution A/C.1/47/L.31/Rev.1,
the programme budget implications of which are set out in document
A/C.1/47/L.49. The draft resolution was submitted by the representative of
Indonesia on behalf of the States Members of the United Nations which are

members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Armenia, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Belarus, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Burundi, Camerocon, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cdte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic
People's Republic of Korea, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egyp%,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana,
Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Irag, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Marshall Islands, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micrenesia
(Federated States of), Mongolia, Morocco, Myanmar, Namibia,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Pussian Federation,
Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian
Arab Republic, Tajikistan, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzaaia,
Uruguay. Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen

Against: France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Albania, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada,
- Czechoslovakia, Demmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Greece.
Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Slovenia,
Sweden, Turkey

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.31/Rev.l was adopted by 98 votes to 3, with

31 abstentions.®

# Subsequently the delegation of Kenya advised the Secretariat that it
had intended to vote in favour; the delegation of Spain had intended to
. abstain.
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The CHAIRMAN: I shall now c¢call on reptesenhaﬁives whd wish‘ﬁo
explain their vote. o | .

Mr., LEDOGAR {United Stétes of Americg): My delegatidn voted agaiunst
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.31/Rev.1,'on,the-Indian Ocean as'a zomne qfﬁfeéce.
as we have done every year with'respect to similarx draft»resolutiantgince S
they were first introduced.

A large heasure of our collective work here is to build a peacefﬁl wufld
based on the foundations of security; balance,ISOVereignﬁy‘and-guaranteeﬁ  .,
freeéoms; including the freedom of navigation and the freedom of overflight.
But this draft resolution and the conference it propeses wnuld_suggést that;
international law be modified, not to guarantee tﬁe continueﬂ‘f:eééams‘oi :
navigation and overfiight but to erode‘them.- As we 109k~torte¢en§‘histofy in-
the Persian Gulf and to history being érittea today in-the—Hotn bffAfriéa;‘ﬁe‘
can see instances where the continued‘freedoms of navigati@n”énﬁvovéffliéht~"
are essential to the maintenance of world peace. It,is‘impOrtantIthatlthosg.1
free@ams be preservad. |

‘ My delegation cannot support a draft reSoluhjbﬁ'which‘wpulaiéomproﬁBSe“Lk'
those freedoms and permit the establishmgnt éf:a,cheékerbca;6 o£fzﬁﬁeéfwhefeiL
navies an@ military aircrafﬁ may or may not vae”freer;"Thét’wbﬁldfqplyf'i':7
constrain our collective efforts in‘the'purénit’df~p§acé;\ EEE

The CHATRMAN: We turn now to draft teSOJutionS‘ig c1us€et‘4. ?i?f
call first on representatives wishing to speak in ékplanétién'bf_vbﬁé'bgfofé 

the voting.
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Mr. ERWALL (Sweden): On behalf of the Noxdic countries - Denmark,
Finland, Icelaad, Norway and Sweden - I have asked to speak in order to
explain our vote on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l, "Israeli nuclear
armament". The Nordic countries attach great importance to the on-going peace
process in the Middle East, and it is our sincere hope that it will eventually
bring much-needed peace and security to this tormented region. The Nordic
countries welcome, inter alia, the fact that arms control issues are now being
discussed at the multilateral level of this process. It is iﬁperative that
all parties concerned contribute to the peace process. A positive atmosphere
conducive to further progress is essential. Suspicions and accusations must
give way to good will and cooperation. Regrettably, draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1l does not fulfil these expectations. The question of
.non-proliferation is a central element in international efforts aimed at peace
and security. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)
constitutes a cornerstone with respect to non-proliferation of such weapons.
The Nordic Governments urge all States that have not yet done so to accede to
the NPT without further delay and to conclude full-scope safequards agreements
with the Iuternational Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). However, the text ¢f the
draft resolution fails to take into account recent developments in the nuclear
field, particularly the fact that South Africa has acceded te the NPT and
concluded a full-scope safeguards agreement with IAEA. The Nordic countries
are therefore not in a position to support the draft resolution and will
abstain when the text is put to the vote.

Ms. HERZL (Israel): Once again this Committee is debating a draft
resolution -~ A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1 - that should not have been on its agenda at
all, either in title or in substance. This year more than ever before, this

draft resolution is not in tune with developments that have occurred both on
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(Ms. Herzl, Israel)
the intermational scene in generel and in the Middle East in partieu;a:.  Thek
world has seen many dramatic changes in recenh years. A new envirbnment‘bfbl
cooperation and dialogue now. exlsts and the dedle East will, we hope, henefat
from these developments. The peace process begun ip,Madrid tep:esentste{i'
concerted effort to address 311 bi1ete;a1 and,reéiohal‘issues. fThiS ﬁieeees‘
is gaining ground and deserves ehcouxegement f:om all pareies)‘:egi§nalﬂé§ﬁbe
extraregional alike. Due recognition of this process ﬁes showhkaithe,
Secretary-General 14 hie reeegg report on,the_establish@epg.of’a .
nuclear-weapon-free zone‘inithe Mid&;e East,vwhichkstates;b

"YThe ongoing peace initiative om the_Middlevﬁest offers a Qigﬁow'pﬁfL'

opportunity in the péocess of resclving theweve:ell‘sitqetiee;igeﬁhe‘e'

region. The Secretaty—Generaleearnestlf hopes that_the~effertéweg_eilnz

those involved will be rewarded with positive fesultsQ" (Al47/3§;, \ o

para. 5) A - )

At the 36th General Conferenee of IAF2, ﬁhich,cdnclu&ed.e’few weeksﬂege;
the agency resolved to dxscontxnue any further reference to a resolut;on on
Israe11 nuclear capab111t1es and threats with a 51mllar scope. Ig‘qur view,
it is in the lnte:ests of the United Natlons thatkthe General Aesembly be
inspired by the example of the Gemeral Conferenee of tAEAvand‘;eVite?Ie:aei ﬁo,
have faith in the equiﬁeble naﬁure of its dispositio#s.e | B o

The war in the Gulf demonstrated starkly fhat'it was.notIISEael ﬁhet
constituted a threat to the‘region. Indeed, Israel does not threaten any
State. At the time, Iraq successfully sponsored this draft resolutaon,
diverilng attention to a non-existent threat. It is in the face of such
threete‘that in the past 11 years Israel has been propesing to estab;ish,iq .

due course a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Mid&LeVEest based on free and
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(Ms. Herzl, Israel)
direct negotiations. Today this issue can be addressed in.the working group
on regional security and arms control within the framework of the multilateral
taiks on the Middle East. For this reason, yet another debate on this
rescolution in total disregard for the peace process constitutes yet another
primitive ritual which is bound to cast doubt on the sincerity of the United
Nations. Adoption of this draft resolution will not comtribute to the ongoing
peace process.

We hope that those parties from outside the region will take part in the
multilateral peace talks and act accordingly, on the basis of a realistic and
constructive approach, and that as we suggested, item 64 of the agenda, on
Israeli nuclear armaments, should be struck from the agenda altogether, title
and content, or be voted against. If the General Assembly musters a majority
in favour of any resolution under this title, Israel must conclude that the
General Assembly disregards the Middle East peace process - under which all
subjects pertairing to peace in the Middle East will be taken up in due
course - and is insisting on continuing to criticize Israel unreservedly.

Mrs. LAOSE;AQAYI (Nigeria): The Nigerian delegation wishes to
explain its vote or draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev. 1, “Israeli nuclear
armament”, which we voted for in the past and intend to vote for again this
year. MNigeria supports in broad terms the thrust of the draft resoluticn,
which in our view should facilitate the accession of all States in the region
to the Treaty on the Non-Priliferation of Nuclear Weapons {(NPT). Hence we
would hawve preferred it if the text appealed to all States in the Middle East
to sign the NPT and submit their nuclear facilities to full-scope safeguards
inspection. The Nigerian delegation believes that draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.11, on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the

Middle East, has taken sufficient care of the concerns expressed in draft
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{Mrs. Laose-Ajayi. Ni r:.)‘
resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev. 1. Indeed, draft reso.ut;on AIC 1/47/L 11 As not 3

.only balanced but moderately reflects current developments 1n the Middle

East. We note with satisfaction that draft resolutron)A/c 1!47/L 11 was. .

adopted without a vote.. -Regrettably, the appeai in draft resolut;on

A/C.1/47/L.9%9/Rev.1 is‘addressed;to'onIY‘one State. - Certa;nly;faccéssaonrby-;
one State in the Middle East. reglon to -the exolue o - of others cannot promote
the objective ofva~nuc1eareweapenmfree zona in the«regxon. Furthermore.r.zf:
Nigeria believes that the 'draft resolutionwshoulo have-confxneorztselr«to\.a‘
issues relevant to the region. We-appeal te all States in the Maddle East to.r'
take advantage of the ong01ng peace talks to promote -t cl;mate of confadence
and reconcilizticon. - o C :ﬂ;t~ ‘":fl:”fs:’*; s
It is Nigeria's sincere hope that there wiil-be.no;needcto.repent.draft{
resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1l next year. B o

Mr, LEDOGAR (United StateS’of-AmeriCa); The anted States bas asked‘

for the flcor to expla;n its positicn before a vote is taken on draft
resolution A/C.1/47/5L.38. "Amendment to the Ireaty: Bannzng Nuclear Weapons r
Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water”. .The Uhlted States.v
at the conclusion of. the Amendment Conference. un th;s Treaty in: January 1991,
stated that conslderatlon of the proposed amendment haa been completed w;th |
the conclusion of the Conference convened for;that purpose. It 1s the v;ew of
the United States that: there is no legal basis for. any further sess;ons or -
work to be carried out under the ausp1ces of the Amendment Conference.‘ The-
United States has gons on record that 1t would nexther part1c1pate An- any
further work on the amendment nor contrlbute to pay;ng the costs for any ;

addxtxonal meetxngs of the Amendment Conference. _~‘ : _
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(M. Ledogar, United States)
The United States remains fundamentally opposed to the proposal to amend
the limited test-ban Treaty. to turn it intoc a comprehemsive test-ban treaty
and to the holding of any additional meetirngs of a conference that has already
been concluded. Draft resclution A/C.1/747/L.38 is incomsistent with the
policy of the United States. which will therefore vote against it.
Mr. AL-ATTAR (Syrian Arab Republic) {interpretation from Arabic):
The draft resolution entitled "Israzli nuclear armament" (A/C.1/47/L.9) has
been the subject of several amendments, which have diluted its content and
substance that dealt with the gravity of the Israeli nucle-r threat in the
Middle East. My delegation would have liked to see the paragraphs of draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1l much more strongly phrased. For these reascas,
my delegation withdraws from the list of sponsors of the draft resolution

though it will vote for it.
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Mr. AL-NASSER (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic): I had the

lsdep wr *eeiwwa
(A/C.1747/L.9) which reflected the collectxve Arab position on th important

N - '\qwauioe%fza
issue and on its negative effects on Arab national eecurity and the secyr

of the Middle East region as a whole.

= ?2; hifided

Now it is my pleasure to apprise the members of the First Committee of
3 :;X‘
the fact that since that date, the Arab Group has spared no effort in
e il Perd

contact1ng and consultlng with all the delegatxons that w:shed to put forward,

I = LR
in a spirit of cooperat1on and understandxng, proposals a;med at amendin »

a1,

certain elements and provisions in draft resolutaon A/c 1/47/L.9.

In light of the forego;ng, allow me to enunciate the amendments ‘that have
been agreed upon in response to the pr;nc;pal wxshes of fr;endly delegatxons,
which, we hope, will support thms draft resolutxon, in the context of mutual
concern with our common issues, on the one hand, andrln response, on ourfpari.
to changang clrcumstances, on the ground, at the 1nternatlona1 and regxonal

1evels, on the other.

COnsequently, preambular paragraphs 4, 8 and 9 of draft resolutzon
A/C. 1/47/L 9 have been deleted. as has operatxve paragraph 4. Operatlve‘:%

paragraph 3 of draft resolutlon A/C 1/47IL .9 has become preambular paragraph 7 o

and reads: "goncerned at the cooperatlon between Israel and SOuth Afrxca din “

the military nuclear faelds,". we have also deleted the last part of 8

preambular paragraph 7, which now becomes preambular paragraph 6 1n drafr
resolution’A/C;l/47/L.9/Rev;1 and‘readsé'w“Deepig alarmgd by the 1nformat1on
with regard to the- oontxnuxng productxon. development and acqulsltlon of

nuclear weapons by Israel,". The phrese "that could enhance its p”
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(Mr. Al-Nasser, Qatar)
nuclear-weapons capability" in operative paragraph 6 of draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.9 has been amended to read "with the aim of enhancing its
nuclear-weapons capability" in what has become operative paragraph 4 of draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1.

Consequently, members of this important forum are urged to support the
revised draft resolution which aims, in its objective substance, at ensuring
collective security in accordance with international legality and the norms of
international relations in a manner that would lead to the consolidation of
security and stability in the region of the Middle East to the great bener .:
of all the peoples of the region.

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The decision on draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l, "Israeli nuclear armament", is to be taken by
recorded vote, It was introduced by the representative of Qatar, at the
26th meeting of the First Committee and, taking intoc account the statement
made at this meeting by the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic, is
sponsored by the following countries: Algeria, Bahrain, Djibouti, Eéypt,
Iraqg, Jordan, Ruwait, Lebanon, the Lib,:n Arab Jamahiriya, Malaysia,
Mauritania, Morocco, Omar, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Tunisia, the United
Arab Emirates and Yemen.

The Committee will now proceed to take a recorded vote on draft

resolution A/C.l/é?/L.QlRev.l.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistcn, Algeria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan,
Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burundi, China, Cuka, Cyprus,
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Djibouti, Egypt,
Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), .
Irag, Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,

. Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamazhiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Morocco, Namibia, Niger,
‘Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, -Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sri Lanka, Sudaxn, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Axab
Emirates, United Rezublic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen

Against: Israel, Romzaia, United States of America

Abstaining: Albania, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belarus,

. . Belyium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada, Chile, ‘
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Czechoslovakia,
Denmark, Ecuador, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Frange,
Germany, Gréece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary. Iceland, India, Ireland, Italy. Jamaica, Japan,
Kenya, Latvia, Liberia, Liechtenstein, Lithuanria,
Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islarnds, Mexico, Micronesia
(Federated States of), Mongolia, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal,
Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Samoa,
Singapore, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Togo, Ukraine, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Urnguay,
Venezuela : : - N

n A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1 w

70 abstentions.

Ehg_QEALEMQEQ We tuin néﬁ to diafﬁ resoluﬁion,A/C.i)47kLi$§;‘1‘
Separate votes on operativé péragraphsvl ahd 2‘ha§é been ?eqﬁesﬁed.‘wf M

I call on the Secretary of the Coﬁmittee;VF o o

Mr. KHERADI (Seéretar‘y of the Committee): Draft z;eso;lv.i;.tiion;: ,
A/C.1/47/L.38 is entitled "Amgndment of the Treaty Banning Nuélear Weapon -
Tests in the Atmoéphere, in Outer Spa&é and underyWaﬁer".’ I ﬁiéh tb poi&t Qut
ﬁhat by the‘draft ;esolutionréontaineéAin documéﬁt A)é.1/4%/L.38, thekdéﬁarai
Assembly would, inter a2lia, note thé 6ﬁgoin§.con$ult$££§n; beiﬁgvéoﬁductéd by

the President of the Amendment Conference of the States Parties to the Treaty
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{Mr. Kheradi)
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphére. in Outer Spacé énd under Wa;er
and the specialymeeting of sﬁates‘Parties of a brief duration to be held in
New York in the second guartér cE 1993 to reviéw tke developments on the issue
of nuclear testing, with a-View to examining the feasibility of resuming the

work of the Amendment Conference later that year.
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It should be noted that the speczal meet;ng and the’ possxble resumed
Amendment Conference would be. actxvztres of States partxes to the Treaty.f
has been the case 1n the past.‘conferences and other meet;nge of multllateral
disarmament treat1es such as the Amendment Conference of the States Partxes tor
the Treaty Bannxng Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere. An Outer sPace -and
under Water, of January 1991, and the bxolog;cal weapons Convent;on Ad Hoc
Group of Governmental Experts to 1dent1fy and examine potentlal ver;f;catlon
measures from a sc;ent;fxc and technzcal standpo;nt have covered the. related »
costs and no charges were made on the regular budget of the Un;ted Nat;ons.
It xs the understanding of thezSecretary-General that the spec:al meetrng of

P

States parties ‘to the>Treaty env;saged in the draft resolutzon would be

scheduled in close consultat;on thh the Offzce of Conference Servxces 1n-
order to ensure that the related regu;rements would not give rise to |
add;t:onal costs te the Organ;zatzon.‘;~v

In add;t;on, should a declszon be made by States partxes at the speclal ;L :
meetxng to resume the Amendment Conference later in 1993 1t is the

Secretary-General s understandxng that the cost of regu;red assastance or

services would not be a charge on the regular hudget of the Unlted Nat;ons and
that the assoc:ated costs of hold:ng the Conference would mave to be met 1n ﬁa”
accordance with the finpancial arrangements to be made by»thenpart;es tovthe_i'
Treaty. | - TR |

As you‘stated earlier, Mr. Chairman. separate'recordedivoteslhaue‘been’
reguested on operative paragraphs 1 and 2 or‘draftvresolutionvAZC;l/4llh.38;i»
and with your permission I shall now proceed to conduct thezthin§5é§;il'
specified. The Committee wiil vote first on ooeratiuejparagraph l~of'thatj‘

draft resolution.
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A r v Wi ken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin,
' '~ Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Cameroon,

Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic
People's Republic of Korea, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Gabon,
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraqg, Jamaica,
Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius,
‘Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Myammar, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay., Peru.
Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia

Againgt: Uniteéd Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America

Abstaining: Albania, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belarus,
’ Belgium, Bulgaria. Canada, Czechoslovakia, Dermark, Estonia,

Fiji, Finland, Germany. Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated
States of), Namibia, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Russian
Federation, Samoa, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Turkey

ngrgtlvg paragraph 'l of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.38 was adopted by
86 votes to 2, with 43 abgtenglons.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The Committee will now
proceed to take a regorded vote on operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution

A/C.1/47/L.38.
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A_recorded vote was taken, B ‘ ce T hed nome 4

In favapur: Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahamas, Bahrain. Bangladesh, Belarus,-
. . Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Bragzil, Brunei Darussalam, Burundx,
Cameroon, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus.
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Djibouti, Ecuador,
. .Egypt, Fiji, Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, India, Indomesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraqg, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, ‘Kuwait, Lao:
. People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, .
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexzico, Mongolia, Meroceo,
. Myanmar, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
" Papama,.Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi
. Arabia, Semegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
. -Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian-Arab Repub;:c. Thailand, Togo.
: Tunxs;a, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu. Venezuela, V;et Nam,
Yemen,  Zambia L o . - .

Against: United Kingdom of Great Brxta;n and Northern Ireland, Unxted,
- States of America’ ‘ . s

Abstaining: Albania, Argent;na, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Demmark,. Estonia, Finland,
Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland,. Israel, Italy;
Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta,
Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Namibia,
Retherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, ‘Republic
of Korea, Romania, Russian Federation, Samoa,. 81oven1a,
Spa:n, Sweden, Turkey : : : ~

. ggg g; e paragraph 2 of q;aft resolutlon A/C 1/47/L 384_§§_g_gp;g§__z
89 votes to 2, with 41 abstent L0S .

Mr._ KHERADI (Seétetaryvpf the{Cbmhittee)} “fhé_gommitté§1hillfh6w

proceed to take. a recorded vote oﬁjdtaftinesolntioh §?¢;;[47!@;58}5§1§fﬁﬁ§1é;;
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A recorded vote was taken.
In rs Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belarus,

Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burundi,
Cameroon, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic People's Republic of Korea,
Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, Jamaica,
Jorden, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongoclia, Morocco, Myanmar, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab. Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Turisia, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againgt: United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America .

Abstaining: Albania, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Canada, Czechoslcvakia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland,
Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy.,
Japan, -Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta,
Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Namibia,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Republic
of Korea, Romania, Samoa, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Turkey

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.38, as a whole, was adopted by G3 votes to 2,
with 40 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives wishing to

explain their positions on all the draft resolutions adopted in cluster 4,
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Sir Michael WESTON (United Kingdom): The European Community and its

member States have collectzvely ahstazned,on draft resolut;on f v
A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1. They agree that Israel should put all its nuclear
facilities under Internat;onal Atom:c Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards.‘ But
they disagree that such a call shouid be focused excluszvely on Israel, there
are other States that have not yet placed all the;r facllltles undex IAEA |
safeguards. The Commun;ty and ats member States have made the;r views known .
on this repeatedly. We d:slzke thzs s;nglxng out - even more so new that the
parties are serxously engaged in the dedle East peace process. |

We believe that the peace process, whzch offers 1nterested partxes the
possibility of a d;rect dxalogue. is an appropr1ate ﬁechan;sm by wh;ch to pw;’“
further disarmament in the Middle East. All States should apprec;ate the
delicacy of this process. They should exercise restraint and refraan from
throwing accusations at one another. Imstead they should~cdoperateiandvshde»
the necessary political will to discuss ail-items of eommen inte;est.e

The Community and its member'States note that at the Genere1~Conf§répcel;
of IAEA in Vienmna in September it was generally”felt that‘iﬁfview;ofvthe‘peace

process already under way in the Middle East. the aim of whxch was to conclude

a comprehensive and just peace in the region, and which 1nc1uded in partxcular -

discussions on the establishment of a'nucleareweapon-free»zone’:n thefMadd1e~'i
East, it would be desirable not to comsider the agenda*iﬁemVentitied’"Igieelif

nuclear capabilities and threat". We regret that the spdnSof§Ae£~draftfff*e‘;”
resolution A/C.l/47/L.9/Rev.1‘w€re un&illing'to'cdnsidergthe suggeet;eh;thatf‘

they should'agree to similar action in the Committee. e

* Mr, Suh (Republic of Kofea),‘Vice-Chairman.“took*thexChair.t'“
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(8ir Michael Weston,
United Kingdom)

The Community and its member States support efforts to achieve a Middle
East free of nuclear weapons. To that end, they call on all States in the
region to accede to the non-proliferation Treaty and to place all their
nuciear facilities under full-scope IAEA safeguards. In this context, the
Community and its member States recall their support for the initiative of
President Mubarak to make the Middle East a zone free of weapons of mass
destruction.

That should have been the message in draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1.

Mr. ARAR (Turkey): T should like to explain briefly my delegation's
vote on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l concerning Israeli nuclear
armament.

Turkey supported this draft resolution. By reason of its geographical
location, Turkey attaches great importance to the preservation of peace and
security in the Middle East. It believes that the search for a new security
structure and new security measures in the Middle East with a view to the
promotion of peace in the region is the responsibility of all the countries of
the region and that progress towards that end will make a substantial
contribution to the success of the Middle East peace process.

Turkey believes that nuclear facilities that are not placed under
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards constitute a factor that
inher: .tly undermines the climate of confidence. -That is why Turkey misses no
opportunity to call not only on Israel but on all States in the region to
accede to the non-proliferation Treaty and to place all their nuclear
facilities under IAEA safeguards. For that reason, we should have preferred

to have the draft resolution call on all States in the region to accede to the

non-proliferation Treaty.
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Mr., SERGEEV ( ussian Federation) (interprestation ﬁrom Russian) s fhe‘
Russian delegation would like tc explain its voteé on draft :esolutions‘ o
A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l and A/C.1/47/L.38. |

With regard to draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev;1,rve shéuld‘like to
declare that Russia has consistently favouredkst:engthening the nﬁcleéxﬁ
non-proliferation regime and actively advocated the idea of un:versal;z:ng the
1968 Treaty. We are convinced that if all Middle East States accedeu tG the
non-proliferation Treaty, if their nuclear activities were put under  
International Atomic Energy'Agency safeguards and if pfacéicallmeSSufés to ;_p
establisk a nuclear-weapon-free zomre in the Mlddle East were adopted. those
steps would coustitute an important contribution to achievxng progress in the
field of non-proliferation and to strengthen;ng r :3ce and,;nte:natxonal
security. |
Of course, much depends on the stance of fsrael. .We expect it to take

concrete action, in consonance wita the p051t1ve trends in the world w1th |
regard to the limititation and elimination of nuclear weapous”apd otper,
weapoas of mass destruction; At the same tima, we belleve that the era of :
beneficial changes that mankind has now entered and the spxr;t of cooperayxnn
and interaction that is steadily growxng stronger in 1nternatxonal relatzons
required us, the States Members of the United Natioms, to be cautiop;,agq
balanced in the decisions we take. We must overcdhe ﬁnjéstified atﬁitﬁdééﬁgg
confrontation, we must act.on the basié oZ reciprociﬁy anﬁ gene;a;rég;eemenﬁ :
if we are to make progress. In our view, this,isveépecié;ifrtrue todéy;w%ph
regard to the Middle East, in connection with the development of a process of
peaceful settlement in the region, which opens possibilities fo; real adyanqés

towards the resolution of one of the oldest comflicts of the twentieth century.
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(Mr rgeev, R ian Federation)

In view of all this, the Russian delegation abstained in the vote an
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L,9/Re§.1, as it did in the vote on the
corresponding draft resolution last year.

In explaining the reasons for the Russian‘delegation’s vote cun draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.38 entitled "Amendment of the Treaty Bauauing Hd;iaar
Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in‘Outer Space and under Water", we should
like to point out once again that Russia is ready to take advantage of every
opportunity to achieve a total ban on nuclear testing. Recently
President Yeltsin, speaking in tke Parliament §f the United Kingdom concerning
the fact that Russia had extended it : one-year moratorium to 1 July 1993,
stressed that the moratorium could be extended further if future conditions
were appropriate. He also expressed the hope that all countries would stop
nuclear testing.

In view of 6ur position of principle, and taking into account the
generally positive thrust of draft resclution A/C.1/47/L.38 and many of its
specific provisions with which we agree, the delegation of the Russian
Federation supported the draft resolution as a whole.

However, we were compelled to ask for a separate vote on paragraphs 1
and 2, in which we abstained. Paragraph 1 refers as if it were am established
fact to the idea that in the second quarter of 1993 there will be a special
meeting of States parties to the Treaty, even though, as is known, States
parties could not agree on that question during the consultations heid at the
beginning of this session. Those consultations also demonstrated that there
is no consensus on the gquestion whether the conditions necessary for
resumption of the work of the Amendment Conference have been met. Thus we
feel that the appeal to participate in that Conference, contained in

paragraph 2 of the draft resolution, does not seem eatirely justified.
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Ms. HERZL {(Israel): It is regrettable that draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1 has been adopted by the First Committee and that such is
the message that the Committee is sending to Israel.

We entertain no argument with our inveterate detractors;Aﬁho will stop at
nothing.to stoke the fires ofrenmity. It is to he'hofed that we shall be able
to change their attitudes. However, we must reg:ster cur.deep“sense.uf
dlsappoxntment with a11 those States that expect to be actxvely 1nvolved in
the peace process but, by their abstentxon, have made possxble the adoptxon of
a draft resolution that indicates a wish’to see Israéi subjected o punitive
measures and an unwillingness to cooperate with it. |

As representatives know, the éeneéal Conference of the'Interﬁational
Atomic Energy Agency was more forthcoming just a few weeks ago when it décided
te dispose of a similar draft resolution. We cannot help feeling that
considerations of an extraneous nature determined the voting»stance'of
abstaining States that participated in the peace talks - théﬁﬁthe cdnvictions
of those States were overrxdden by such consideratioms. Tﬁis‘is.not an |
unusual practxce, but Israelxs f;nd it d;ffmcult to accept.*

We hope that in future the sp;rxt of the mult;;ateral taikéiﬁﬁll prevail -
here too. To put it bluntly, draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1 contradicts -
the spirit and the purpﬁse of the peace talks. The-?irsﬁucbmmithee‘will come -
to realize that this draft résolﬁtion is the:oniy thing‘that thé;is:aeli‘
publié'ﬁill tefain‘of the Committee's message and of‘itS~atti£ude towatdé:th&ir
peace talks and that, as Israel is a demccracy, the perceptzon of 1ts publ;c

is something to be reckoned with.
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Mr, CHIRILA (Romania) (interpretation from French): My delegation
would like to explain its vote on 4raft resolution A/C.1/47/5.9/Rev.1,
"Israeli nruclear armament".

We have great respect for the delegations that submitted this draft
reéblg;ion and we share their concern regarding a nuclear-free zone in the
’ Miadle East. Romania is firm in its support for the non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons and we take an active part in efforts to consolidate this
regime at the global and regional levels. We are convinced that accession to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons by the States in the
Middle East that have not yet done so, the submission of all nuclear
activities to the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safequards and the
adoption of specific measures with a view to the establishment of a zone free
of nuclear and any other weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East: all
these measures would greatly advance the objectives of non-proliferation and
greatly strengthen international security in general. Here, of course, much
depends on the position of each State in the region.

We welcome the fact that, this year, the Commitiee adopted the d;aft
resolution - A/C.1/47/L.11 - on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middle East without a vote. We have noted that Israel is also in
favour of creating such a zone. At the same time we believe that at this
stage in internsatioral relations in which the spirit of cooperation and
interaction is becoming ever stronger, what is required is that States Members
of the United Nations choose and adopt measures that are carefully weighed and

balanced. A similar approach, by the way, prevailed this year at the annual

session of the International Atomic Energy Agency.
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(Mr. ghi;.ila, Romania)

As we stressed at the past session, when the dfaft'resoluﬁion‘on the same
subject was considered in the First Committee, such an appraach is FT> =
particularly significant in the context of the Middle East. where efforts are
under way to advance the process of peaceful settlement with prospects whzch,
without being guaranteed or very encouraging, still offer some hope. The
parties‘ﬁﬁ the éénflict’in"the-ﬁiddle—East~mustacontinne_;Q_QQEQEAiEEQ;Egﬁ_;‘;¥5MM“AM
dialogue and settle their problems, so that mutual ccndemnataan aafléivé;way
to mutual trust. | e

In our vote on draft resolutioa A7C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1l we ara'coatriﬁﬁting‘td
the promotion of new»languageg a dialogue aimed“at"graatiagga iaaliaﬁiégf‘ »
equitable, constructive and lasting settlement of the érpblems of;theiMiadla i
East. . |

Mr. CHANDRA (India): I wish to explain my~delegatian's;vate‘onz;
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l, "Israaii'nuclear armament". »Ia,ﬁheféastw
my delegation has supported resclutions on this subje¢t~hecaa5e ﬁheif‘baSia,ff
thrust was directed agaianst increased militafiaation. @ariposifiaa;ohathatl-
matter remains unchanged. | : a

This year's draft resolution - A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l »:contaias neﬁ;
language, in opérative paragraph 2. - It readss’ ‘ L )

"Urges Israel §0—accede toﬂthe'IreatY‘on»thedubneProlifafatian af;;q

Nuclear Weapons". | - N

My délegation's principled stand:on-the Treaty on the Non@Proiiferationfof: e

Nuclear Weapons is well known. Mbreover, the singlxng aut of one State on
this issue is not appropriate. My delegatlon has therefore abstalned An. the
voting on the draft resolution. Indeed, if .there had been a vote paragraph by

paragraph, my delegation would have voted against operative paragraph 2.
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(Mr. Chandra, India)

I would like to add that my delegation will continue to support all
efforts aimed at the total elimination of all nuclear weapons through a global
approach. My delegation remains fully committed. as in the past, to efforts
aimed at building peace and security in the Middle East.

Ms, MOULES (Australia): My delegation wishes to explain its vote on
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l and, on behalf of Augtxalia Aﬁd New
Zealand, to explain our position on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.38.

My delegation abstained on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l, oa which
we have a number of reservations. Auastralia has consistently tried tec urge
Israel and other States, both parties and non-parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) to live up to the standards of
international behaviour set forth in that Treaty. We call upon all States
parties to the NPT to conclude the safeguards agreements with the Agency
required by the Treaty. We appeal to the few remzining States not parties to
the NPT, particularly those that operate unsafeguarded nuclear facilities, to
accede to the Treaty.

Similarly, Iraq's violation of its obligations under the NPT has been and
remains a matter of continuing attention and concern. The past few years has
seen a substantial improvement in the security climate in several parts of the
world, including the Middle East where the peace process begun at Madrid has
continued. Australia has been pleased to join in the arms control and
disarmément»forum u#der'that process, focusing in particular on Middle East
regional security and arms coantrol issues. Therefore Australia has .

demonstrated interest in seeing well-balanced practical and comstructive arms

control proposals being endorsed for the Middle East region and more
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generally. We regret, however, that resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1’83es not '

fit into this category. We consider that the selective- focus oﬁ”xéféelféé;éﬁff

not contribute towards éractiéal_arms ¢ont£ol and'peabemaking; ?éﬁséiaiiélg;tﬁ;
abstention should not, however, be ipteiprétédkas‘anfthingwiegs‘tﬁéﬁifuiiféﬁd*“
complete support for calls on-Israel to adhere to tﬁe”nbnepfdlifetatidn Tfééﬁy

and to accept full-scoée“séfééuéfﬁs én'éil'iﬁsfﬁgéi;;;‘;;fi;iég;;fii?f%ffgfﬁiif N
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(Ms. Moules, Australia)

Conceraing draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.38, it is with regret that
Australia and New Zealand abstained from votiné on this draft resolution on
the proposal conce:ning the Amendment Conferénce relating to the partial
test-ban Treaty (PTBT). As all delegations will be aware, Australia and New
Zealand attach great importance to the achievement of a comprehensive test-ban
treaty. We are among the original sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.37,
which calls for the early achievement of a comprehensive treaty. Like most
others, in the past we have been frustrated by the lack of progress on
test-ban issues, and the 1991 Amendment Conference on the PTBT was a
manifestation of that. Fér our part, we recognize the opportunity that the
Amendment Conference provided for States to exchange views on test-ban issues
on an equal footing, even if it was clear at the outset that the Conference
could not achieve its stated goals.

We were obliged nevertheless to abstain oa draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.38,,hécause we are convinced that the most appropriate and
effective way to achieve a broadly supported, multilateral and comprehensive
ban on testing is thrcugh the mechanism of negotiations conducted in the
Conference on-Disarmament. The prospects for advancing that goal in the.
Conference are now better than ever before. We recognize that gquestions
concerning the need for enhanced participation by the members of the
international community in that forum remain to be addressed. Nevertheless,
as the achievement in 1982 of the chemical weapons Convention demonstrates,
the Conference on Disarmament remains the body best equipped to pursue and
achieve complex and politicall& sensitive disarmament objectives.

It is therefore with pleasure that our two Governments welcome the recent
~announcement by the Government of France that it intends to conduct

discussions with other nuclear States on test-ban issues. We see such
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(_L_md.eaa._&mﬂam

[
H

discussions as an inescapable and important support mechanism for tﬁe work

done in the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban in Gemeva. Ia contrast,=§t

is clear that not only would the Amendment Conference towthe»PTBT not”’

encompass all nuciear States, it would also not be capabie‘of‘engaging5thémﬁ1n,W

constructive dialogue.

Had the text of the draft resolutlon on the Amendment Conference been of

E ,»J,\,‘.». .

a more procedural nature, 31mp1y notlng the consultatxonl that Fore:gn

Mxnlster Alatas of Indones1a had carrzed out in accordance w:th the deczs;on

adopted at the Conference, we would have heen able to vote in favour of 1t.
Regrettably, the 1nc1us1on of a number of elements and assumptzons 1n the R
text, some of Whlch I have referred to above, prevented uS’from-doxng so;f’
Mr. TANAK2 (Japan): Japan abstalned from votzng on draft resolut;on
A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1, which has Just been adopted, and I would lake to state the

following for the record.

Japan welcomes the devtlopment of the peace process that 1s now under way fi’

and deeply appreclates the efforts made by the countr;es concerned. we :“;pﬁ;

51ncere1y hope that this process w111 never be jeopardlzed. but w;ll hn S

encouraged, ‘so that'xt will reach a successful conclus:on.v In thxs respect, ‘

however, I am not sure whether th1s draft resolutlon w;ll in fact help the

atmosphere of the peace process. We belleve that denuclear;za

and in the world’as.well.‘ Japan supports the efforts made by the States d'"“

oncerned thh a view to real;zlng denuclearxzatxon of the regaon and*urges i

the States that have not yet done so to accede to the non—prollferatxon Treaty

as early as poss;ble.




A7C.1/747/PV.34
38

(Mr, Tanaka, Japan)

I should also like to explain Japan's abstention on draft resolution
A/C,1/47[L.38. As a sponsor ofvdreft resolution A/C.1/47/L.37, on a
comprehens;ve nuclear-test-ban treaty, Japan is‘very supportive of any efforts
made hy,other coont:ies towerds achieving such a treaty. As for the Amehdment
. Conference of the States Parties to the partial test-ban Treaty ‘PTB?), i
should pointzooththat¢'ae notrall nucleer-weapon countries are parties to the
PTBT, the body best qual;f;ed to conduct d;scuss1ons on a comprehensxve test
ban 1s the Conference on starmament. of which all nuclear-weapon States are
members. Japan iefof‘the view that we should not diffuse, but rather
consolidate, our efforts to address the comprehensive test ban *n the
Conference on Disa;mament through the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee
on a Nuclear Test Ban next year.

~ Mr, ERWALL (Sweden): I should like to explein my Qelegation's vote
on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.38, "Amendment of the Ireaty Banning Nﬁcleer
Weapoh_teste io the Atmosphere, in Outer Spaceiand under Water".

’ The~po§itioo_of Syeden‘oh a nuclear-test ban is well known. Sweden has
consisteptlf:advocated negotiatiops on a comprehensive nuclea;-testebeh
treaty. Mg:de;egetioo has co-eponsored relevant resolutions in the First
COﬁmitte‘ehd the Geoeral Aesembly, My Government has aleorpresented.complete
drafts of treatxes 1n the Conference on starmament, the latest one in
July 1991. My delegatxon 1s sympathetxc to the thtust of draft resolutlon o
aArsC. 1/47/L 38.151nce ‘the a;m is to promote the 9051t1ve development of the
test-ban 1ssue.‘ Sweden welcomes the consuTtatlons conducted by the Pres:dent
_ﬂof the Amendment Conference of the part;al test—ban Treaty. My delegatlon has
taken an active part in these consultatzons. We hope that they w111 be

"btought-to;a’sucCessfulvconclusion.
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(Mr. EXwall, Sweden)
Nevertheless, Swedenvabstained £rom voting on this‘dfeﬁf'reédlﬁﬁi a. *Tye*:f]4
reason is that we consider that it is up to'the‘Stateébpaftféé ﬁo*tﬁé”parefﬁi- |
‘test-ban Treaty to agree on‘necessary measures with regard to poss;ble e

amendments of the Treaty:. We would therefore have preferred to see ‘a draff”é 8

resolution limited to addressxng the consultatxons held out hy the Pres;deﬁf

of the Amendment ‘Conference. ‘ ‘ _
Mr. BATIGUK (kaéine):-‘My’delegatidﬁ wed;éliiké‘ﬁbféiﬁféi&ﬁftsiééfé -
on draft resolution A/c.1/¢7/n.9/Rev.1,°"Is£éé1i-ﬁuéleér;étﬁéﬁént";f“é&iduﬁiiir;e
the prinmciple of non—acceptance of nuclear weapnns aska ‘means of warfare, and
taking into consideration the need to" adopt urgent 1nternatzonal measures for
their” non-prollferatlon, reduction and lxquldation, Ukralne has consxstently |
lent its support to all jnternational efforts aimed at the~prevent10n ef
nuclear armaments 1nvany countty in respect of wh;ch-there‘xs reasog to

believe that it is in fact”endeavoﬁting‘ﬁo'gein pGSSeésidn'of hueieaf:meahs_0£""

destruction: The nuclear amhltlons Ehat‘keep §6m‘f3tates cut of’the
non-proliferation Treaty or prevent their lmplementatxon of: thxs Treatyvlnv}T%
good faith zerve as a source of suspicion and‘tens;on. They'do not~contr1bute
to strengthenzng stability and are not conduc;ve to zmpro;e;Meecurlty of

States.

At the same time, the diéciiﬁihetdrybepﬁioech>that‘ié?é@iﬁéhﬁ°iﬂ;dreftf;{

resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.1, and which reflects the bloc philosophy and .~ .
confrontational atmosphere of the ndt?sdldisfentipaet'ﬁ'whéh#ﬁéhy?&refti
resolutions were submitted with a view, hot”té'aEhieQing*pfabtiééi7f§sn1t5}fj:

but to’ galnlng 1deoloq1ca1 ‘dividends - led us to absta;n from votzng ca thzs

draft resolution.
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(Mr. Batiouk, Ukraine)

While sharing the anxiety of the sponsors of draft reséluticn
A/C.1747/L.9/Rev.1l on the substance of the matter, the Ukrainian delegation
none the less abstained in the vote because of the discriminatory treatment of
the problem by certain nuclear-capable States which refused to accede to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

Ms, MASON (Canada): As a country which abStained in the vote on
draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.9/Rev.l, and which is a participant in
multilateral aspects of the Middle East peace process, Canada wishes to
associate itself with the exzplanation of vote given by the Nordic countries
before their abstention on that draft resolutionm,

Regarding draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.38, on which Canada abstained
ﬁotwithstanding our position as an original sponsor of draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.37, we wish to associate our delegation with the explanations of
vote just given by Australia cn behalf of itself and New Zealand, by Japan and
by Sweden. For similar reasons, Canada too was compelled to abstain in the
vote on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.38.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action on draft resolutions in
cluster 5:¢ A/C.1/47/L.15/Rev.l and A/C.1/47/L.32. I call first on the
representative of India.

Mr. CHANDRA (India): At an earlier meeting, my delegation had the
honour of iantroducing draft resolution A/C,1/47/L.32, "Scientific and
technological developments and their impact on international security”.
Similar texts have been submitted on behalf of the sponsors of this draft

resolution since the forty-third session of the General Assembly; it covers a
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(Mr ‘h n Indi )
theme that should be of universal concern, as it“ﬁertainé to the gualitative .
improvement of weapons and weapoﬁs systems and their impactrﬁn‘the'gidhél
security environment, ard to the'heed~to channel scientifié:aﬁdutééhﬁdiogicalﬁ
development into measures to me:t peaceful needs and beneflt manklnd.ba»s
The considerations underlying this draft reselutlon were spelt out by my
delegation when it introduced the text earlier ‘in thls~sessxon. Draft
resolutions on this subject~receivéd wide’ support atkthézforty-fourthaand: _—
forty-fifth sessions of the General Assembly, it is our hcpe that the presant o
draft resolution will continue to enjoy w;de support when it is. vcted upcn
today. This would express ‘the univerSalityvof.concern within the,E;rst -
Committee on this important.issue. » ;-‘ . 1, —l e
According to the Graft resolution, the General Assembly wbﬁldfrequest a
follow-vy to the interim report of the Secretary—Generai (5141/355) nf “;Mfw&x; rw
10 August 1992, which was prepared in pursuance of resolution 45/60. |
We thank the delegations which have cooperated with:ﬁs, and'hope-thapiﬁﬁﬁ{ri
draft resolution will enjoy wide support. - |
The CHATRMAN: The Committee will now take a decision om draft . -0
resolution A/C,1/47/L.15/Rev.1l. I call on the Committee Secretary. :

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

A/C.1/47/1L.15/Rev.1l, entitled "The role of science and technology in the

context of international security, disarmament and other related,fields", was’
introduced by the representative of Germany at the 28th meeting, held eon
10 November 1992, It is sponsored by the following countriess - Argentiana, -

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile,
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(Mr. Kheradi)
Colombia, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France,
Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Nepal, the Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Romania, the Russian
Federation, Spain, Samoa, Uruguay and Venezuela.

The CHATRMAN: It is my understanding that the sponsors of draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.15/Rewv.1l have expressed the wish that the draft
resolution be adopted by the Committee without a vote. May I take it that the
Committee wishes to adopt the draft resolution?

Draft resolution A/C.1/47/%L.15/Rev.l was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn now to draft resolution A/C.,1/47/L.32. I

call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr, KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): Draft resolution
A/C.1/47/L.32, entitled "Scientific and technological developments and their
impact on international security”, was introduced by the representative of
India at the 28th meeting, held on 10 November 1992. It is sponsored by the
following countries: Afghanistan, Belarus, Bhutan, Bolivia, Costa Rica,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Sri Lanka and Venezuela.

The CHAIRMAN: A recorded vote has been requested.
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W ken.,

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Armenia, Australia,
Bahamas, ‘ahraiu, Bangladesh, Belarus, Benin, Bhutan,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burundi, Cameroon,
Chile, China, Cclombia, Congo, Costa Rieca, Céte d'Ivoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Pecple's Republic of Korea,
Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Bungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran {Islamic Republic of), Irac. Ireland,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Marshall
Islands, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia i
(Federated States of), Mongolia, Morocce, Myanmar, Namibia,
Nepal, Rew Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, -
Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Slovernia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syriev Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vemezuela, Viet Nam, Yémen,
Z2ambia : : s

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Albania, Austria, Beigium, Bulgaria, Canada, Czechoslovakia,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Greece, Iceland, Isrzael,
Italy. Japan, Latvia, Liechtemstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Iialta, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugalp Roman;a,;;
Spain, Sweden, Turkey

Draft resolution A/C. 1/47/L,32 was adopted by 104 votes to 3. with 28

abstentiong.
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The CHAIRMAN: I now call upon those d-legations wishing to explain
their votes on draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.32, which has just been adopted.

Ms. MOULES (Australia): Australia has just supported draft
resolution A/C.1/47/L.32, "Scientific and technological developments and their
impact on international security". We wisk to register our view, however,
that it should not automatically be assumed that technological advances which
are applied to military purposes would necessarily have a negative impact on
the security environment. Australia believes that such advances can also
contribute positively to international security.

Mr. KONIK (Poland): . would like to explain the vote of the
delegation of Poland on draft r@solution'A/C.1/47/L.32, "“Scientific and
technological developments znd their impact on internatiomal security". My
delegation abstained on this draft resolutioa on the follewing grounds.

' First, sciemtzific and technological development is in itself neutral, and
it is only the application of the research in that field that may have
positive or negative effects. This was recognized ia fact by the Disarmament
Commission in its report (A/47/42). 1In our opinion, the draft resolutiom just
adopted tends to overestimate the negative aspects of the question and their
impact on international security, especially in the new international
environment free from bloc-to-bloc confrontation.

Secondly, it is evident from the report of the Secretary-General on the
subject (As/47/355) that assessment of the impact of scientific and
technolorical developments is an extremely qomplex task and as such requires
considerable human and financial resources. He are not sure whether it would
be fair to eangage the limited resources of the Office for Disarmament Affairs
in implementation of such a demanding task, without at the same time

envisaging the proper reinforcement of the Office.
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(Me. Konik. Poland)
Finally,‘be prefer the approach taken by the authors of the draft ’
resolution on‘; similar subject, draft resolution A/C.1/47/L.151kév.1) on the
role of sciené; and techrology in the context of international security,
disarmament aﬁ&.other related fields, As both subjects are considerédtin'the
same working group of the Disarmament cOmmiSSion; we wbuld have pteferiedbto

see the two questions reflected in a single, merged draft resolutiom.

The CHAY : The Committee has now completed its work on cluster 5.

t

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m.





