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The meeting waa called to order at 10.20 a.m.

AGENDA ITEM 741 EFFECTS OF ATOMIC  RADIATION8  REWRT  OF THE UNITED NATIONS
SCIENTIFIC COMMITTEE ON TNE JWFECTS  OF ATOMIC RADIATION (cont inued)  (A/42/210 and
A/SPC/42/L.2)

1. Mr .  FREUDENSCHUSS  (Austria)  raid that his coun’ry  was  happy to have acted aa
host  oncn again for the Scientific Committee , which had held i ts  aeseion at
Vienna. He w lcomed the participation in the work of the Committee for the first
time of a Chinese  delegation, for that could only enhance the Committee’s authority
and unlverrality.

2. The tragic accident at Chernobyl , which had not been . xgotten  in Austria, had
increased tho awarenera  of the riakr  aeiaing  from the use  of nuclear power and of
the importance of internationf.1  co-operation with respect to nuclear safety.  It
was  now clear that unilateral measurer  were not enough. That wan why hie country
had propolred to  ite  nsighboure  that they ahould conclude bilateral agreements to
reduce the risks  of tranaboundary  nuclear pollution.

3. As in 1966, Austria  was  a  aponaor  c.l draft rerolution  A/SX/42/L.2 and it had
alro  uponaored  reeolution  41/212  8 in which the Genera l  Assembly appsaled  to all
Covrtnmentr  to eneure  that  the highert  rtandaedr of safety  in the design and
operation of nuclear plant8  were applied in order to  minimize  rirke  to life and
health and to take into account the legitimate intereats  of neighbauring  countries
that could ba affected by trannboundary effecta  of the use of nuclear energy.

4. Hi8 delegation was  pleased to note that  the Scientific Committee had examined
meanr of collecting and analysing data on the Chernobyl accident in order to
rmpcove  protection against, and knowledge about , the effects of atomic radiation,
It  awaited with interest  the report  which the Committee was to submit  to  the
General. Aerembly at  i ts  for ty- third aeeeion.

5. Mr. IDRIS (Sudan) said that his  country wan a long-standing member of the
Scientific Committee and attached very  great importance to it8  work. The Committee
did much to make world public opinion more awar;  of the harmful effects of atomic
radiation, which WOY  the consequence of the ambition of certain Statem  to  impose
their  mili tary supremacy on other peoples.

6. In view of the importance of the Committee’s work for all mankind, the
budgetary restrictions imposed on it  were most regrettable, for its work might
suffer , , His delegation urged all the parties concerned to find a swi f t  solut ion to
the Committee’s f. lancial  nrobleme 80  that i t  could devote  iteelf  ful ly to its
tasks.

7. Hie country was beset with serious  economic problems, the effects of which
were impeding its development programmes , and it  objected vigorously to the
enormous waste of resources on nuclear research for military purposes.
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8 . Hia delegation noted with great concern the tendency for the big POWOCs  to
make the third world the etsge  for their  rivalriesl  a corollary of that proceea  WI8
the proliferation of nuclear weapon8 , and  the threatu  hanging over the countries  of
southern Africa and the Mid,jlle  East were a perfect illuetration  of that fact.

9. The nuclear co-operation between 18rael  and south Africa and the attack on
Iraqi nuclear inrtallationa  fell into the same category. Aware of the  threat8
hanging over mankind, his country welcomed t:re undertaking of the Soviet Union and
the united State8 to reduce the numbers of their medium-range mirriler.

1 0 . Like all other countrier, Sudan was  worried about the dangers of atomic
radiation and it  could not  clore it8  eye8  to tht  activit ies  of certain State8
which, 8hamele8aly  exploiting the  f inancial  difficultier  of some countries,  t r i ed
to ma1.w  them dumpinq-grounds for thoic  nuclear wastes. I t  objected to the rale  t o
poor countr ier  of foodrtuffr  polluted a8  a rerrult of nuclear accident8 and it
denounced the frantic &fort8  of certain States to sell radioactive mater ia l8  in
third world countrier, l xpo8ing their peoples to radiation risks.

11. Mr .  TIWEPBAEV  (Union of  Soviet  Socialist Republics) raid that the report of
the United Nation8 Scientific  Committee on the Effect8 of Atomic hdiation
(A/42/21C: demonstrated the  urefulnesa of the Committee’8  work .  The  information
and conclusion8 contained in the report brought out c lear ly  the great  danger O f
atomic radiation to thr health and life of peoples and it also providrd  a solid
scientific  bare which confirmed thr need to put an end to the nuclear-arm8 race,
totally prohibit nuclerr-weapon tertr and guarantee the rate  development of the
nuclear-energy indurtry  for peaceful  meann. The Committee had also made an
outstanding contribution to the negotiation of the 1963 Moscow Treaty Banning
Nuclear-Weapon Te8t8 in the Atmorphere, in Outer Space and under Water, which had
been the firrt  important  agreement on arm8 limitation; The ef fect ive  co-operation
established between thr Committee and the International  Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA), the United Nation8 Environment Progrrmme (UNEP),  the World health
Organisation (WHO) and other international agencies would no doubt continue to
develop. Hi8 country  rhared the concerns expressed about the budgetary
reatrictionr  impored on the Committee.

12. The  forty-second 8e88ion  of the General Assembly was opening in a particularly
favourable atmorphere  for the future of a safer  world. The accident at the
Chernobyl nuclear power rtation  had demonstrated that the peaceful uses of the atom
were not without silk. Win country wa8 grateful to a l l  the Governments and all the
organizationa,  in  particular the Scientific Committee , which had collaborated in
the efforts to cop8 with the consequences of that breakdown. The lesson8 drawn
from the Chernobyl accident and from accidents in nuclear power station8 in other
countries prompted reflection on matters connected with the safety of the u8e  of
atomic energy. The Soviet Union had prepared a long-term plan to improve
management. the Interaction between man and machine ,  and information and per8onnel
training, in particulrr  with regard to emergencies, Studiee were being made of the
!ong-term  coneequenoen  of the accident and vigorous effort8 were being made to
develop nuclear reactor8 equipped with safety devicee.  The accident had only
strengthened the convict ion that  the u8e  of the atom, for peaceful  purporee  or
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otherwime,  would alwaym involve risks. The harmful effeotm of stomic  radiat ion
demonstrated that +t had booome  more vital than over to achirvo  nuoloar disarmament.

13. The idea of univarmal ao-operation and m new political aQQCOaOh  was gaining
ground. Him country had in fact prmmontmd a wholo  l oriem of fmr-reaching
initiatives and conoroto  ~ro~ommlm for the maintenance of international security
which covered nuclear dimarmament am ~011. Thr now politiaal  approach  had prompted
the Soviet Union to preront  a programme drrignrd  to frao the planet from nuclear
weapons by the year 2000 and to form an integral part of the aomprohonmive SyStOm
of international paaao  and  wourity whiah it had propomed  mhould be l mtablimhed and
which was beginning to taka conareto  l hmpm. Tha recent agreemontm  reached in
Washington by Mr. Shevardnadmr l nd Mr. Shultm had drmonrtrat,ed  for the firmt  time
in himtory  that mankind was about to take  the path of nuolrar diearmamrnt and that
there was a real opportunity to l liminato part of thr nuclear armrnalm of the
Soviet Union and the United Statea  and to make progress in the negotiation of other
vital issues.

14. The Soviet Union was convincrd  that the  effort to l d nuclear-weaQonm  testing
must be given high priority. It Was an important and independent means of limiting
and ending the arms raoa  and would have major military, teohnical,  political,
international, lega  and moral impliaationm. Not only could nuclear testing have a
very dangerour impact on the environment but, above all, eaah tort was yet another
step towards the furthrr improvement of nuulaar  weapons and the dWmlOQKNIt  of mven
more lethal types. Am was wrll known, in 1995 the Soviet Union had imgomed  a
unilateral moratorium on nualoar explosions and had abided by it for  19 monthr.
That moratorium, whiah the Soviet  Union  was QCOQmrmd to rovort  to at any time
provided the Unitmd  Statmm doaided to end  its nuclear l xplomionm, had reinforced
demand8  for ending nuclrac torts. In that context, the agreement reached between
the USSR and the United Statmm to open, before 1 December 1997, full-mcale  phased
talks in a sing10 forum, the llltimato  goi)’ of whiah would be the cornration  of
nuclear temtm, was of the utmost importance.

15. The impcovemrnt in the politioml  alimato would undoubtedly help to further
international co-operation in the peaceful  umem  of nualear enrrgy. The
International Atomio  Energy Agency, aurrrntly celebrating i t s  30th anniversary,
played an important role in that regard and enjoyed the ruppoct of the Sovirt
Union. The entry into force of  thcoo  major inmtrumrntm - in the propsration  of
which the Soviet Union had been actively  involved - the Convention on Early
Notification of a Nuclear Accident, tnm Convention on Ammimtanae in the Cmme of a
Nuclear Accident or Radiological gnergency,  and the Convention on Physical
Protection of Nuclear Material, was gratifying, 1nternat:ional  co-opormtion in
promoting nuclear safety riemmmd  to hava entered on a new mtagm am a result of the
special session of the IAEA General Conferrnao , where the Soviet  Union had
prenented detailed proposals on the l mtmblimhment of an international rdgime for
the safe  development of nualoar onorgy. IAEA would undoubtodly continue to promote
international co-operation in the constructive uses of nuclear enorgy.

16. Unless there was widmmpromd l wmrenemm of thm nerd for joint a&ion  to rid the
planet of nuclear weaponm altogothor  and aroato adequate conditionm for exclumively
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peac*Cul  ~608  OC  atomic energy, undoc etrict  lntornational  control,  hopes for a
better future were unllkrly to be fulfilled. The relevant  bodler  and agencies of
the United Nation8 l y8tem, including the Scientific Committee on the Effect8 of
Atomic Radiation, could and mu8t  aontributa to the achievement of  that  lofty goal.

17. Mr. SVWO~  (Canada) 8ald that Canada , a8  8  member  of the Scientific Committee
rime it8  ortabllrhment,  wa8  once ag8in  8 co-8pon8or  of the rerolutlon  on the
effect8 of ionising radl~tlon. It  welcomd  the cl080  collaboration between that
Committee  and other lnternatlonrl  bodle8, lnoludlng  the  United Nation8 Environment
Programme, the World Health Organisation  and mart  notably the Internatlonai Atomic
Energy Agoncy. It  wa8  also particularly gratlflod  that a Chinese delegation h a d
taken part in the work of the Committee.

19. Canadian 8clentlrto  had alwayr played an aatlve part in the rclentlflc  work of
the Commlttee which though 8malI  warn  a highly competent technical body. The
EupQort of the Canadian radiation protrotion  l 8tablishmont for the Committee was n
prime indication oC the importance Can8da attached to the Committee’s role  in
arrerrlng  thr health rirkr  of radiation.

19. Canada rhared  the concern, l xpre88ed by Denmark on behalf of the European
Economic Community, about the Committoo’  lrck  of re8ourc.8. The Committee’s
work-load had increarrd  and would continue to do 80, not only becaure  of the
Chernobyl accld8nt,  on which a report we8  to be rubmltted  to the General  Assembly
a t  it8  f o r t y - t h i r d  re88lon ,  hut a18o becaure of  the oonclurionr  of the report of
the World Commirrion  on Environment 8nd Development
lonlzlng  rrdlatlon  to the environment.

, which empha8lzed  the danger of
For firunoial  rea8on8,  however, the

Committee had ken obliged to defer  a number of reportr and  to reduce the scope of
otherr.

20. Accordingly Canada, contrary to it8  cu8tom8ry  policy,  rtrongly  recommended
that fund8 rhould  b8 rllocated  to the Committee 80 th8t  an additional full-time
8cientlCic  officer could be recruited to arrirt  in  Clnallzlng it8  report to the
Alrembly  and thur complete the tark  a88lgned  to it.

21. With referonce  to the remark8 made at the prevlour  meeting by the
reprerentatlve of France, who had wondered whether the United States would agree to
carry out nuclear test8  in the north-cart  quarter of it8  territory, which bordered
on Canada,  he 8tre88rd  that the quertlon  ~88  not onr of choo8lng a new test site,
but rather  of agrreing,  a8 Canada had alwayr advocated, on putting a complete and
unlverral  rtop  to nuclear tertlng.

22. M r .  OKUDA (Japan) raid that hi8 coonCry had been a member  of the Scientific
Committee rlnce it8  ertabllrhment  and w a s  one of the rponror8  of  draft  resolutil
A/SPC/IZ/L.  2. The Committee’8 8clentlCic  work, which had made a valuable
contribution to a better understanding  of the  technical  and eclentlflc  aspects of
ionising radiation,  ~88 becoming lncrearingly  important  in view of the
ever-widening uw  of nuolrar  po!dar.
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23.  At it8  l a a t  seaaion,  the Scientific Committee had  hold fruitful diacuaeiona  on
phyaioal  aa  w a l l  aa  biologioal  topica. via  de leget ion  we8  partioularly  intoreated
in the  Committra’a aaaaarmant of tha long-term oonaaquenoaa of the Chernobyl
tragrdy  and waa gratrful  for the co-operation of all  the  partioa  oonoerned in
aaaambling the information for the report the Committom  was  called upon to submit
to the Aaaombly.

24. Hia  delegation aooordingly took note with l atiafaotion of the  Soiantific
Committoa~a  rrport  end hopod  that the  co-operation  batween the Committee and States
Member Of the United Nationa,  the l pecializad agenoiaa, inoluding tha International
Atomic Energy Agency, and varioua non-governmantal orgmiaetiona  would continue.

25. Mr. ABDULW  (Indonraia)  oongratulatod thr Soiantifio  Committaa  on the quality
of it8  work . Ita moat rooant report (A/42/210) olrarly  damonatratad ita
comprtance. Ita  l tudiea of the harmful rffoota  of ionising  radiation on man and
the environmant had become incrraa:ngly  important with tha growing global concern
about thoae dangera. The co-oparation axtended to the Canunittae  by apecialized
agenoiaa or United Nation8 organ8  such  aa  IAEA, WHO and UNEP  greatly facilitated
ita  work,

26. The budgetary roatriotiona  Lmpoaed  on the  Committea  wore  a matter  for regret.
The reaouroos  at the Committee’8 dirposal  were far below what had been approved in
the recant  part, while ita  mendate  waa becoming inoraraingly  oomplax. Tha
l hort-term financial support  which UNEP had Qrovidad had bean Qrovidontial.
Roqueata  for information had aaoalated ainoe  tha Chernobyl aooident  and,  in order
to reapond,  the Committee muat  have adrquata human and finanoial  caaourcea.  Such
accident8 could recur and, am no country wea  aafa from the risk of nuclear
pollution,  the Committee’8 atudiea on the effeota of atomio pollution were
extremely uaef.rl. Adequate financing would enable it to co-ordinata  ita  progranune~
in an effective m a n n e r .

27. The conclusion  of a comprehensive  ban on nuclear-weapon tasting  wan  of great
importance. Notwithatanding the higheat  priority given to the negotiation8 on that
iaaue, progrerr  had been impeded on various  gretexta.  It w a s  therefore more then
aver  important  that nuclear  weapon State8 should negotirte  in good faith  in order
to reach an agreement to ban tooting  in all environmenta .

26. Since its  inception, the Committee had played a unique role in influencing the
policies  of Governments and in exploring modalities  for the peaceful  uaea of
nuclear e n e r g y . The norma  of international  co-operat ion that had been developed
ainco the eatsbliehment  of the Committee were no leaa  important, For thoee
reaaone, hie  delegation would eupport  the Committee’8  programme of activities and
co-aponeor  draft resolution A/SPC/42/L.2.

29. Mr. SHAH (Pakistan) eaid that, while appreciating the need for a thorough
review of natural aourcea of radiation and of expoaure from the application of
radiation therapy for medical purpoaea, Pakis tan supported  a  moratorium on all
nuclear explosiona, that being the only way to preeerva the fragile environment of
the planet from the r isk  of future contamination.

/ . . .
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30. The Prime Minister of Pakistan hsd recently  rtuted  in the Qenorsl  Assembly
that Pakistan was prepared to rubscribe to a comprehensive test  ban in a globsl,
regional or bilateral context.

31. The Chernobyl accident had demonstrated the need for international rgresmonts
on nuclear safety and a rational and l quitablo system for co-operation in that
f i e l d . At  the thir ty-f i rs t  session of tha  Goneral  Conference of IAEA, in
September 1987, Pakistan had rponrorod  s resolution on thr sharing of informetion
on nuclear asfety. Given the dangers of rsdiosctivo  fall-out in the event of a
nuclear accident, a rational system of co-operation must be estsbliahed,  as a
matter of urgency, and measures taken to protect nuclear installations in case  of
armed attack. The industrirlized  countries must ass is t  the developing countrims in
maintaining the reactors which they oxported  and refrain from prohibiting the
supp ly  of essential  spare parts . Pskiatsn was also strongly opposed to the
restrictions imposed on the transfer of nuclrsr teohnology for pesceful purpusas)
that technology was  essential for daveloping countrios  faced with an acute shortsga
of conventional fuels and energy resources,

32. The effects of ionising radiation were a  mstter  of increasing  concern to world
public opinion and it was therefore l saontial to provide the Committee with the
necessary resources for continuing itr work.

33. Mies  BYRNE (United Ststes  of Amrrics) ssid  that the Chernobyl  sccidsnt  hsd
underscored in A  very  tragic way  that  thora was still  much to be learned about  the
relatively new technologies of nuclesr enorgy  snd the rffrcts  of radiation on
people and their environment.

34. A number of international bodies had been involved in responding to the
immediate need for improving nuclear safety and providing mechanisms for assistsnco
and notification in the rent of nuclesr disasters. The Scientific Committee had
initiated studies of the early l ffscts produced by high doses of radiation on the
human body and of the longer-term consequences of the Chernobyl accident. Her
delegation strongly supported the viaw of thr Committee that there had been a
world-wide increase in public concern about ionizing  rsdisticil,  which heightened
the importance of the regular and widespread publication of the Committee’s reports
which werr widely Lecognized  as authoritative.

35. Her delegation, in thanking the Committee for the professional and
non-partisan manner in which it had dischsrgad its msndstr, joined those
delegations which had commended the Committoe for the meritorious work which it had
accomplished to date and pledged continued support.

36. Mr.  JUDE (Uruguay) said that thr fact  that  Uruguay  was a co-sponsor of the
draft resolution submitted by  Sweden  implied not only that  i t  eupported  the w o r k  of
the scientific Committee but also that tha t  suppor t  must be viewed in the broader
context of UrJguay’e  posi t ion of principle  in supporting the exclusively peaceful
uee of nuclear energy and the noed to do everything possible to improve the
relevant safety nnohsniams. Notwithstanding diffrronces  of views snd of hopes
which had not been satisfied, the United Nations Conference for the Promotion of

/ . . .
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Intarn8tional  Co-oparation in the Paaarful  Uara of Muolrar  Inarqy,  held at  Qenova
in Macoh 1987, could provide  a halpful  l timulua to the oonvarqing rotiviti88  Of
IAPA,  UNEP  and WHO. The Soiontific  Committao  aould  not only make a aubatantial
contribution to tha follow-up moaauroa  racommondad  by Cha  Conference but could al80
play a more active  role  in arairtinq  IAEA to  promoto  internat ional  nuclear aacurity.

37. The Sciontifio Committao, during tha 32 year8  which it  had devoted to the
8tudy  of tha  offaota  and riaka of ioniainq radiation, had damonatrated  ita
competence. I t8  lart  teohnioal report,  following ita  annual mretinq held at Vienna
in Marah  1907, waa a olear  rxampla of ita  competanaa in phyaioa and biology. In
that oonneotion, the ralrvant  national aervicea  had been interrated  in the
Committee’8 t8chnical  dincu*rionr  on such  mattrra am natural sourooa  of radiation,
exposure  to  r8diation  rorultinq  from the production of nuclear energy  or the
carcinogenic affoata  of radiation. Hop08  were  alro  crntrrd on the forthcoming
diaouaaiona on the data collootrd  and procoaaad following the Chernobyl  accident
with 8 view to improving machaniama and method8 for protecting aqainat the effect8
of ioniainq radiation.

38. Tha  varioua rarolutiona  adopted by the Committoe  without a vote demonstrated
that there waa a oonaensua regarding aupport for the function8 and goals  of the
Sciontifio Committeal count muat,  however, alao  ba taken  of tha need to provide
the Committoe  with a mand8ta  that  would *nablo i t  to  make  general or apecific
rocommand8tiona  roqarding  act ion to k taken  at the  national, regional or global
level  to provant  or lo88.n  the rffoota  of ionising  radiation on man  and the
rnvironment. Qiving  the Committo*  a power of recommendation would mhance  the
ralovcrnoo  and urrfulnaru  of tha data which it provided and would alro  be  in the
intrre8t  of countries  thamaelvea. Hia deleqation  alao  aharad  the concern8
rxpreaard regarding the budgetary reatrictionr  recently impoaed  on the Scientific
Committee and hoped  that the financia. T l caourcea allotted to the Committee would
ahort ly b8  rertored  at their previour  level.

39. Mr .  MUNTASSER  (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) said that,  crlthouqh  his country waa not
a  momber  of tha Scientific Committee, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya had followed the
work of the Committee with great interart  in view of the increasing importance of
studies on the  rffaota  of  ioniainq radiation.

40. His doloqation  hoped that thr Committoo  would  co-operate  more closely with the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), the United Nations Environment
Progranrna  (UNEP) a n d  o t h e r  specialiaod  agencier. He urqod  all developed countr ies
to  submit periodic raporta to the Committee, supplying i t  with the data  i t  needed
to prepare its  report8,  which were l xtremaly important for all countries,
e8pecially  thoae that were exposed to riaka of pollution and J <eked  the means to
protect  themaelvoa. Libya alao  hoped that the Scientific Committee would be
authorised  to formulate recommendations on environmental protection measures to be
undertaken at  thh national, regional and international levels,

41. Hi8 country waa concerned by report8 of the rirk  of unprecedented marine
pollution from the radioactivity releaeed  by  nuclrar  teatinq, aa  a result  of o c e a n
currents and the movement of contaminated migratory firh.  Those  concerns were

/ . . .
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ju8tified  because  Libya had a 1,900-kilometre  Mediterranean coastline and the
Mediterranean was  ita  only accese  to fishing resources.

42. Libya flatly opposed nuclear testing for military purpoe.es,  dumping of nuclear
wa8te in the oceans and burial of such w a a t e  in the desert regions of the
developing countr ien, wh ich  lacked  the means to forestall  the short-term  or
long-term damage they caused.

43. Libya’8  porition  on nuclear  teeting  had been atated in a letter, dated
14 October 1967, from Prerident  Qaddafi to the Secretary-General. In that  lcttrr
the Libyan Prerident  had echoed the deep concern expresead  by representative8 of
prople’a  organieationr from New Caledonia, the Cook Ialandn, Fiji and Weetern  Samoa
regarding Franch  nuclear teatr  in the Snutn Pacific and report6  indicating that
Ioraol,  in co-operation with France, intended to undertake similar experiment3  in
the  regiont he had called on the international t:ommunity  to  assume ita
rarponribilitiee  with respect to those practices, which undermined all
international efforts towards nuclear disarmament.

44. The  Libyan Government had always opposed the arma race, both on land and in
Ipace,  and exprsered  itr  ratisfaction  at recent eigns of d8tent.s)  it  hoped that
negotiationa  between the partian  concerned would result  in an agreement for the
dirmantling of nuclear arsenals.

45. At the thir ty-sixth session o f  the General Aefiembly,  the Director of the IAEA
bud  drawn attention to  the rirk  of pollut ion by ionlzing  radiation, in the event
that nuclear installations  were attacked with conventional arms. Such attacks
could effectively trigger radiological warfare.

46. The attention of the international community should be drawn to the criminal
actionr of certain States  which, while claiming to  corrply with international law,
did not hesitate to violate the principles of the Char :er  and believed themoelvee
to  be inverted with a divine right to launch attacks under the guiee  of
#elf-defence. The unjustified raid on the Iraqi nuclear reactor might have had
rerioulr  consequences had the Iraqi authorities not taken the necessary preventive
mearurea. The retention of the relevant item on the agenda of t.he  General Assembly
attested to the international community’o  acknorladgement  of the eeriousnees  of
such attacks.

47. Mr. CHATURVEDI (India) aaid that a tragic accident like the one at Chernobyl
in 1986 warn  a reminder of the terrible consequences that ionizing  radiation could
have for man and his  environment. The leaeone of that accident and other8  made it
eeeential  far rcientirts  and policy-makere  to treat  the problem of nucLear  safety
with the greatest caution, urgency and seriouenees. Scientiets,  doctors and
mvironmentaliete  had begun to realize  that even the most minute amount of
radiation watt extremely dangeroue and long-laettng. I t  wao therefore urgent to
conclude international agreements on nuclear o.:fety  and to reinforce co-operation
in that  sphere,  in particular between  the developed world and the developing
countr ice.

/ . . .
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40. India wa8  aware of tha nerd to maintain the highert  nuclear safety  standards
and had co-operated clorely  with the United Nation8 Scientific Committee on the
Effrctr  of Atomic Radiation. Indian 8ci8ntirtr  and expert8 had actively
participated and contributed to the Committee’r an*ual meeting8 in Vienna, and the
Indian dolegation wa8  ploared with the ureful  rroommendatione made by the Committee
at ite  March 1987 aerrion. India  was dodicatd  to t1.a p8aoaful  uses of nuclear
energy, becaure  it had alway  conridered roience and technology a8 the means to
accelerate economic development. Rho primary objective of Indialrr nuclear energy
programno,  a8 defined in the Atomic Energy Act of 1948, wa8  the development,
control and UIJO  of atomic energy 80101~  for peaooful  purpo8e8,  such  a8 the
generation of electricity and the u8a  of nuolear energy in rerearch,  agriculture,
indurtry,  medicine and other area*. To achiovr  tho88  objectiver, it had
endeavoured  to  develop a  flexible  infrantruotura  of reroarch  faci l i t ies ,  ecientific
and technical manpower, raw-matorirl-proce88ing  oehtror and facilities for the
manufacture of the nuclear component8 and elrotronio  equipment neceaeary  for the
programme-

4 9 . In the pant,  the Scientific Committao had rubmitted compreheneive  reports to
the Qoneral Aoaembly. The ninth rubrtantiv8  report  of the Committee on the subject
of gonrtic  and 8omatic  offectr  of ionising  radiation had ken very well received.
iii8  delegation welcomed the annual progrrrr  report l ubmitted by the Committee and
hoped that i t ,  l ike procoding rrporte , would l nhanoe the knowledge of mankind on
the d88tructivr  effect8 of ionising  radiation. Hi8 delegation noted with
rati8frotion  that the  rrprrwntativrr  of th8  Wor ld  Health Organization  (WHO),  the
Intrrnational  Atomic Energy  Agonoy  (IAEA) , the  International Commission on
Radiological Protection  and the  International Commi88ion  on Radietion Unite end
M8arurrmentr  had been oloroly  co-operaking  with the United Nation6  Scientific
commit tee . He hoped that the Member Stater, the epecialized  agencies and other
United Nation8 organizationr , a8 ~011  a8 national and international scientific
organi8ation8,  would continue to make information available  to the  Scientific
Committee M that it8 report8 would be of aver-increaring  utility. He expressed
hi8 delegation’8 satinfaction at the growing co-operation  between the Scientific
Committee and  the United Nation8 Environment Programme (UNEP), and reaffirmed
India’8  continued support for the work of the United Nation8 Scientific Committee
on the Effect8 of Atomic Radiation.

50. Mr. RAUENKOVIC  (Yugoslavia) aaid  that hi8 delegation had carefully studied the_,-_  -
report  of the Scientific Committee on the Effect8 of Atomic Radiation and took a
poeitive  view of ite  work. Over the part 30 yearn,  the Committee had proved that
it was a very authoritative and useful  internatiotlal  body whose  activities were
beneficial for the whole of mankind. Co-operation with international governmental
and non-governmental Organi2atiOnU , a8 well a8  with the Mombe States, wae
eerential  for the 8ucco88  of the Committee’8 work, The Scientific Committee’s
report showed  that it work had been hamperad  by financial difficulties. Hi6
delegation coneidered it neceeeary to provide the Committee with sufficient
re8ource8  to enable it to carry out it8 work euoce88fully and, in that regard,
exprerrsd  it8 gratitude to UNEP to: its  financial rupport  to the Committee.
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51. Nuc’l1*,lr cnsrgy  opened up undreamed-of possibilit ies of improving l iv ing
cond i t. ionr; in all walks of life. Unfortunately, ever since nuclear energy had been
discovered, i ts  vast  potential  had attracted the attention primarily of those who
thought.  to  LIP<!  ita  destructive power to intimidate others and ensure  the i r  own
security. Hia delegation hoped that that period was now over and that the peaceful
uacs  of uuclenr  energy would in future receive more attention than its military
ueea. The experience gained so far had demonstrated that the useful purposes of
nuclear  energy  could be very dangerous because of  unforeseen failures and disasters
and that  i t  was  therefore necessary to handle such energy with the utmost care .
The responsibility  of the users of nuclear energy was  all the greater that the
harmful uffects,  particularly for man and the environment ,  could spread over vast
diat‘lnccn  including beyond the boundaries of the State where the accident had
occurred.

52. His delegation did use nuclear energy to generate electricity but it applied
comprehensive safety and environmental protection measures 80  as to prevent
pollution and more ser ious accidents. Yugoslavia therefore fully supported all the
efforts to protect the environment and to enhance the eafety of nuclear reactors.
Since international co-operation was essential  in that  area, his  delegation
welcomed the fact that a large number of international conventions had been
concluded but felt  that further efforts were needed in that direction,

53. Yugoslavia was in favour of strict implementation of the Convention on Early
Notification of a Nuclear Accident and the Convention on Assistance in the Caee of
d Nuclear  Accident or Radiological Emergency  as well as of all other internat ional
inqtruments  relating to that area, and it welcomed the statements made by the
nuclear Powers at Vienna, in 1986, concerning the dissemination of information on
accident+i  involving military nuclear objects . Yugoslavia considered that it was
neceosary  to promote international co-operation for the exploration and 1 tilization
of nucLear: energy ae well as for the prevention of harmful consequences t. 4 oughout
the war  Id. It supported a comprehensive nuclear-test ban so as to end the nuclear-
arms  race and to protect  the environment. That position was already well known and
was  reflected  in the documents of t  ! Eighth Meeting of Heads of State or
Government of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries held in Harare,  Zimbabwe, in
1986.

54. Mr. AL-HADDAWI (Iraq) said that Iraq had been one of the first developing_-.-A
countries to launch a programme for the development of nuclsar  energy. H i s
Government considered nuclear energy to be one of the most reliable sources of
cnerqy ant1  it knew that harnebsing such energy waa one of the keys to eCOnomiC
development, and it  attached the utmost importance to implementing its nuclear
energy programme. For that reason Iraq was followihg  very closely everything
relating to nuclear accidents and their effects on man and the environment  and was
participating actively in all  international meetings and conferences on the subject
and, in particular, in the activities of IAEA.

55. The constquencea  of a nuclear accident resulting from human error  or  technical
fa i lure, ;ilthough  ser ious, could not be compared with those which might result from
a premeditated attack on nuclear facilities. The raid on the Iraqi reactor might

/.  . *



~,3X/42/SR.4
English
Page 12

(Mr .  Al-Haddawi,  Iraq)

have had appalling consequences. The danger was not limited to civilian nucleer
power stat ions and any initiative designed to forestall nuclear disasters or to
attenuate their  effects must take into account  the r isks to which mi l i tary
facilities and nuclear weapons were exposed.

56. Paradoxically, those who had been most anxious to act at the time of the
Chernobyl accident were those who had sought by every means to impede the adoption
of international measures designed to prevent the Zionist entity from launching a
further attack on the Iraqi reactor.

57. The conclusion of an international convention banning armed attacks on nuclear
infrastructures was more necessary now than ever before; as many experts pointed
out, a radiological war could start with an operation carried out using
conventional weapons.

58. His delegation deplored the fact the Scient i f ic  Committee had not drawn
attent ion to those r isks in i ts  report . For the same reasons, his delegation would
have difficulty in endorsing draft resolution A/SPC/42/L.2,  in its  present form.

59. Iraq also wished to speak out against the paralysing polit ical pressures to
which  the United Nations organs responsible for matters relating to disarmament and
nuclear technology, particularly the  Conference on Disarmament  were  subject .  I t
was vital that such organs should preserve their  independence and object iv i ty  and
that  they should be free from the narrow political calculations which  had so often
led mankind to the edge of the precipice.

60. Mr. DANUS (Chilej,  speaking on behalf of the countries which were members of
the Permanent Commission for the South Pacific, said that the international
community was becoming increasingly aware of the effects of ionising radiation and
WRY perceiving the dangers of such radiation with increasing clarity. Chile and
the other countries which were members of the Permanent. Commission had circulated
document  A/39/343 in which they categorically rejected the nuclear  explosions in
the South Pacific, which entailed serious dangers to the marine environment and i ts
n;\tural  resources . The question of  the cessation of  nuclear tests was of
particlllar  importance to the Permanent Commission for the South Pacific which, on a
number of  occasions, had energetically protested the nuclear  tests carried out on
Mururoa atoll. They therefore supported the complaints made by the States of the
South  Pacific, which were the most seriously affected, and were ready to continue
denouncing,  within the international bodies concerned, the attitude of the
countr ies  which were violating the sovereign rights of  those States. It was clear
that, no matter who conducted them, such explosions , violated the most elementary
norms of  justice, since they affected vast  mar i t ime  areas  belonging to third States
which had not consented to the experiments, the results of which were uncertain and
doubtful.

62. The explosion at the Chernobyl nuclear reactor in 1986 had provided
indisputable proof of the dangers and the direct and indirect damage that  ionising
radiation could produce. He hoped that  the information to be derived from that
accident would serve to improve protection against the harmful effects of ionizing

/ . . .
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radiation. Those problems called more than over  for s t r e n g t h e n i n g  t h e  i m p o r t a n t
tasks assumed by IAEA by establishing appropriate safeguard claurea  and unannounced
on- site inspections of nuclear reactors. I t  was also necrraacy to  draft
international legislation c o n c e r n i n g  State responsibili ty to providing sanctions
for the direct and indirect damage caused b y ,  and the delaysd  effoCtS  Of,
traneboundary pollution, the legal bas is  be ing  the  concep t  of “miauae  o f  the  law”.
In that connection the Scientific Commit tee  should bs  congratulated for its
professionalism and the seriousness with which it had performed its task of
evaluating and studying ionizing radiation.

62. The international communi ty  should take note of the extent of the damage  f r o m
ionizing  radiation produced by such nuclear tests,  whether i n  space,  i n  t h e
atmosphere, on the surface of the earth, under the sea or underground, It was
therefore extremely impor tan t  fo r  the  Sc ien t i f i c  Commi t tee  to  cont inue  i t s  work ,
w i th  the  support  of the international  communi ty , w i th  an  eye  to  ach iev ing  fu l l
understanding and knowledge of the harmful effects of such tests and to maintain
close and permanent links with UKEP. It waa also essential to provide that
Commit tee  w i th  the  human and material resources it needed.

63. Chile appealed to the international community and, in particular,  to those
States possessing the latest  nuclear technology, to make an effort to  increase
co-operation in the peaceful deve lopment  of nuclear energy with countr ies requiring
that  technology for their aocio-economic development. That would help to
strengthen international peace and security, in accordance with the fundamental
purposes of the Charter.

64. Mr. POLICHTCHOUK (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) noted that the first
item on the Special Political Committee’s aqenda was one which interested all
States  wi thout  exception. The work of the Scientific’Committee  on the Effects of
Atomic JWliation  was extremely important and the conclusions  i n  i t s  r e p o r t
(A/42/210) confirmed the need to put an end to nuclear tests and avert the threat
of a nuclear war .

65. After the accident that  had occutred  in April 1986 at the Chernobyl nuclear
p o w e r  s t a t i o n ,  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  had n o w  r e t u r n e d  t o  normal. The damaged reactor was
solidly encased and totally isolated , and all danger was thus ruled ou t .
D e c o n t a m i n a t i o n  o p e r a t i o n s  had been  carried out within a radius of  30 kilometres
and the biological effects of the radiation were apparently no longer to be feared,
whether in the short or the long term. Many researchers at the Kiev Medical Centre
were studying the effects of the radiation on the nervous system. It ehould be
noted that the report prepared by Soviet experts on the Chernobyl accident had been
greatly valued by  international specialists, who had praised the exhaustive and
objective nature of the report  and t h e  s o u n d  b a s i s  of the measures  taken.

66. Many specialists and journalists who had gone  to the accident site had been
favourably impressed by the measure6 taken. As Mr. Gorbachev had declared, the
leeeone drawn from Chernobyi should serve the whole of mankind. An accident in a
nuclear power s ta t ion  havincl  had tragic effects , the destruction that would be
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caused  by &he  ure of atomic weapon8  could well be imagined. Nuclear energy must LX?
used only for the progress  of the whole of mankind.

67. The Ukrainian SSR supported the programme for devising an international  “ystrm
for the safe  development of nuclear energy submitted by the USSR to tne  General
Conference of AIEA. Among measures that would strengthen international
co-operation in nuclear safety, he mentioned the two inatruasnts  adopted in 1986
to which hia oountry had been one of the firat  signatories,  namely, the ConveatiJn
on Early Notification of a Nuclear Accident and the Convention on Assistance in the
Caac!  of a Nuclear Accid,ent  or Radiological Emergency.

68. Lastly,  he said  that his delegation supported draft  reuolution  A/SPC/42/L.2.

69. Mr .  GAUSSOT  (France) speaking in  exercise of the right of reply, said he
wished  to remind the Chilean delegation, which represented a country situs’led  7,990
kilometres from Mururoa, that many scientific studies  had amply demonstrated that
the French teeta  in the South Pacific had had no harmful effect on the health of
the population of the region or on the environment. Another speaker,  eepresentinq
d country even further f r o m  that  part  of  the world, had raised the question with a
v i ru lence  directly proportional to the distance which eeparated  his  country from
the Pacific. Many delegations would have been aurprieed  at the very special
intersat  shown  by the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya in the population of the South
Pacific. He hoped, for the sake of the inhabit,anta  of that region, that such
interest would not be manifested in the same  way ae the Jamahiriya showed vis-i-via- - -
some of ite  neighbours. The remarks of the Libyan delegation, whose concern for a
region so far away remained mysterious - although the political motivations and the
desire for destabilization  which inspired it were obvious - were devoid of any
basio  and did not deserve to have time wasted on them.

70. Mr. MUNTASSER  (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) , speaking in exercise of the right of
reply,  eaid that the arguments advanced by the representative of France were not
vsry convincing. A country’s interest in the region did not depsnd on its distance
from that region. The WOKld, as typif ied by the United Nations,  was today a n
interdependent whole and everything which influenced one region had repercussions
on the others. Furthermore, ionizing radiation k n e w  no frontiers.  Aa  a  Member  of
the United Nations, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya had the duty to concern it8eI.f  with
international affairs. Moreover, many popular  groups  and personalities of tk,:
region had applied in person or by correspondence to the Libyan Government
requesting it to  protest in international forumo against the nuclear  tests carried
out by France in the South Pacific.

71. - -Mr. BAUSSOT  (France) said he had no intention of denying the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya the right to interest itself  in other regions of the world, tie simply
hoped that  that  interest  would not end in harm for the population in question. H ,?
aaeured the Libyan delegation that ita country was hardly in danger of being
exposed to ionizing  radiation coming from Mururoa.

72. The CHAIRMAN, noting that the Committee had concluded consideration  of
item 74, auggeeted that the Committee should take  up  d r a f t .  resolut ion A/Spc,/4~/~.2.
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73. Mr. AL-HADDAWI IIraq)  cequertod  the rponrors  of the draft resolution to
include, after paragraph 1,  a  paragraph in  which  t!le  Genera l  Aarembly  would ca l l
for the elsbocation  of an international convention  catrgorrcally  prohibiting armrd
attacks against  nuclear installations designed for peaceful or other purporor.
That task could be entrusted to thr Aarombly or to the Conference on Dirarmament~
aLthough  Iraq had little  confidence in that body, which had had many failurar. The
proposed paragraph would read,

“Expreaeea  ita  recioua concern at the armed attacks againrt  nuclear
installations in the wor ld  and invite8  the Ccnfrrence  on Disarmament to
undertake immediately the elaboration of a draft con’  ntion  prohibiting ruch
attacka.”

7 4 . Mr.  LIDNER (Sweden) raid that the  rponnorr  would like conridaration  of the
draft  resolution to be postponed so as to *nab18 them to  s tudy thr  I raqi  amandmant.

75. The CHAIRMAN said that, if he had no objrction,  ha would take it that the
Committee agreed to postpone consideration of draft resolution A/SPC/42/L.2  to the
following meeting.

76. I t  wag so decided.

The meeting  r08a  at 12.20 p.m.


