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hG~NDA ITEMS 4ij TO 69 (continued)

CONSIDERA'rION OF AND AC'rION ON ORAl'''1' H~SOuU'r10NS ON AGt:NDA l'l'b:MH 4ij '1'0 b9

Mr. FRIEDERSOOH~' (United States ot America): Today the United States

delegation is ple~sed to introduce a draft resolution dealing with the free

exchange of views on disarmament and related security issues. Thiu drdft

rp!'lollltion which falls under agenda item 62 on gtmera land cOlTlpLete disdrmdment,

was issued under the symbol A!C.l!4:l!L.b5 and Corr.l. Dur delegatioll welcomes the

co-sponsorship of this draft r eaolut ion by Canddd, tile l·'eder a1 Hepublic ut Germany,

Greece and Italy.
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(Mr. Friedersdorf, United States)

In his remarks before the Committee on 16 October the United States

representative, Ambassador Okun, pointed out that the United States has always

considered that an essential element for progress in disarmament is openness in

military matters. In our view a free and open exchange of views on disarmament and

related international-security issues has been very prod~ctive in our own country.

It has contributed to a better understanding of the role that arms-limitation and

disarmament arrangements can play in strengthening international security and

making this a more paaceful world. In our pursuit of that objective an informed

citizenry has helped our Government develop realistic and meaningful arms-eontrol

measures.

The United States is convinced that we can all help dispel international

suspicions and build international confidence in support of realistic arms-eontrol

measures by freely exchanging views and information on international-security

issues related to disarmament, among individuals, among non-governmental

organizations and among nations. The reach ot such free exchange should be

extended. Our draft resolution would lend support to that process.

The tradition of free and open exchange of views is a long one, and one which

is shared by many nations. Recently, movement towards greater openness in general

and about disarmament and related international-security issues in particular has

also become increasingly evident in countries with different traditions. Adoption

of the draft resolution we are proposing would acknowledge and encourage this

welcome trend, a trend that can help us all in our search for a common

understanding of the complex issues that the Committee has before it.

We are confident that there is a widely shared belief that Governments should

promote the open dissemination of information on their own armament pro9ra~nes and

on how these programmes relate to efforts for disarmament. We are convinced of a

similar sharing of views on the importance of permitting the dissemination of
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



RM/3 A/C. l/42/PV. 35
7

(Mr. Friedersdorf, United States)

literature, on the broadest basis possible, dealing with disarmament and related

international-security issues and, to the extent that the necessary facilities are

available, of encouraging international-expert participation in programmes on radio

and television dealing with these issues. We believe that there is a widely shared

view that Governments should respect the right of their citizens to assemble to

express their views on these issues.

Our delegation has been discussing its approach to this draft resolution with

many other delegations, and it is prepared to continue those consultations. We are

confident that the dratt resolution will command general support in the Committee.

Mr. RANA (Nepal): Following consultations with Asian colleagues, I have

the honour and pleasure to introduce draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.30, "Un1ted

Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia."

At the very outset I wish to emphasize that the draft resolution is not

conceptually different from General Assembly resolutions 40/151 G of 16 December

1985 and 41/60 J of 3 December 1986 for establishing the United Nations Regional

Centres for Peace and Disarmament in Africa and Latin America, respectively. I

also wish to draw the COlnmitt~e·s attention to the tact that the thrust of the

draft resolution now being introduced is in conformity with ueneral Assembly

resolutions 37/100 F of 13 December 1982, 38/73 J of 15 December 19d3 and 39/63 F

of 12 December 1984 on regional disar~ament.

That apart, the draft resolution now ~efore us seeks, very simply, to

establish the United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in what is

the world's largest continent, in terms of both area and population. My delegation

believes that the establisnment of such a centre would represent a practlcal means

of enhancing public awareness in Asia of the many complexities involved in

disarmament issues. We are also of the view that the centre would help in

co-ordinating the efforts of the Asian countries for peace and dlsarmament and in
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(Mr. Rana, Nepal>

building an atmosphere of mutual confidence and co-operation in this area of utmost

importance and priority.

In presenting this <Haft resolution the Nepale .•e delegation han been

particularly consr.ious of the present financial constraints of the United Mations

system. We have therefore taken care to recommend that the estllbl ishment of the

proposed centre be on the basis of existing resources and of voluntary

contr ibut ions r,y Men,ber States

While we also believe that Kathw.andu would be a suitable location for the

proposed centre, both in view of its central loc~tion on the Asian continent and

because of Nepal's well-known commitment to peace and dil::i.:lrlllament, I would also

like to draw the attention of the Committee to the modest scale of operations that

has been proposed.

This is underlined by the general sl.ipulation that ~he centre should be

establiShed on the basis of eXisting resources and of voluntary contributions from

Member States dnd interested organizations, as lndicated in operative paragraph 1.

More specifically, it is reflected in the reference in operative paragraph 3 of the

draft !esol\ltion to the fact that the establishment and function~nq of the centr~

should make full use of the existing United Nations infrastructure in Kathmandu

with ~ view to the full employment of available resources. I am able to conflrm

that His Majesty's Government of Nepal is prepared to make a contribution of nearly

a quarter of a million Nepalese rupees over the two-year ppri·::>d towards meeting the

local cost of establishing such a centre, mindful as it is o( the financial

problems besetting our Organizdtion at this Htaye.

I would therefore hope thcst the members of the Comrlit.tee :;ould adopt the draft

resolution without a vote, as it did in the case of similar e~rlier draft

resolutions establishing such regional centres in Africa and Latin America.
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Mr. INZKv (Austria) 1 The Final Declaration of the Second Review

Conference of the Parties to the Convention on th~ Prohibition of the Development,

Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on

their Destruction, stated, inter alia, the followingl

"The Conferonce, mindful of the Vrovisions of Areicle V and ArticJe X, and

determined to strengthen the aut~ority of the Convention and to enhance

confidence in the implementation of its provisions, agrees that the States

Parties are to implement, on the basis of mutual c~'operution, the following

measut.a, in order to prevent or reduce the occurrence of ambiguities, doubts

and suspicions, and in order to improve int~rnational co-operation in the

field of peaceful bacteriological (biological) activitiesl

"1. ~xchange of data, includiny name, location, scope and gener~l

description of activities, on research centres and laboratories that meet

very high national or international safety standards established for.

handling, for permitted purposes, biological materials that pose a high

individual and community risk or specialize in permitted biolo~ical

activities directly related to the Convention.

"2. Exchange of information on all outbreaks of infectiouR diseases and

similar occurrences caus~d by toxins t.hat seem to deviate from the normal

pattern as regards type, de~elopment, place, or time 0f occurrence. If

possible, the inform3tion provided would include, as soon as it is

available, data on the type ot disease, approximate area affected, and

number of cases.

"3. Encouragement of publication of result~ of biological research

directly related lo the Convention, in scientific journdls generally

available to States Pa~tles, as well as promotion of use for permitted

purposes of knowledge g~ined in this research.
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"4. Active promotion of contacts between scientists engaged in

biological research directly related to the Convention, includi~g

exchange~ for joint research on a mutually agreed basis."

(BWC/CONF.II/13/1I, p. 6)

Furthermore, the Conference decided to hold an ad hoc meeting or scientific

and technical (.. ::perts from States parties to finalize the modalitiea for the

e<change of information and data b; working out, inter alia, appropriate forms to

be used by States parties for the exchange of information agreed to in this Final

DeclaratiQI., tnus enabling States parties to follow a standardized procejure.

In accordance with the Final Declaration of the Second Review Conference, the

~d Hoc Meeting was held from 31 March to 15 April 19ij7, at Geneva. On IS April it

adopted, by consensus, its report contained in document HWl'/CONF.ll/EX/2. This

report specifies a large number of practical measures and modalities for the

implementation cf the decision made by the Review Con[erence. I would like to

m~ntion Home of them.

Firnt, to enable the States parties to follow a common prccedure for the

exchanqe of data on relf~vant research centres and laborator ies, a detai led

~tandardized form to be used tor such exchanye was worked out.

Secondly, as regards exchange of information on outbreaks of infectiOUS

diseases and similar occurrences caused by toxin8 that seem to deviate from the

normal pattern, the !\dJ}oc Meeting agreed that an initial report should be given

promptly atter cognizance of the outbreak and should be followed ~p by annual

reports. '1'0 enable states parties to follow a standi'rdized procedure, cl form to be

used for these purposes WdS wor ked out. !."ur thermore, in o[ue[ to improve

international co-operation in the field of peaceful bacteriological activities and

in order to prevent or reduce the occurrence oE ambiguities, aoubts and suspicions,

States parties were encouraged to invite experts from other States parties to
Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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assist in the handling of an outbreak, and to respond favourably to such

invitations.

Thirdly, concerning the encouragement of publication of results of biological

research directly related to the Convention, as well as the promotion of use for

permitted purposes of knowledge gained in this research, the Ad Hoc Meeting

recolnmended that basic research in bioscience, and particularly that directly

related to the Convention, should generally be unclassified and that applied

research to the extent ~ossible, without infringing national and commercial

interests, sh~uld also be unclassified. States parties were also encouraged to

provide information on their policy as regards publication of results of biological

research. Furthermore, the meeting discussed the question of co-operation and

assistance as regards the safe handling of biological material covered by the

Convention and expressed its support for efforts aimed at enhancing such

co-operation.

Fourthly, in order to actively promote professional contacts between

sciontists, joint research projects and other activities aimed at preventing or

reducing the occurrence of ambiguities, doubts and suspicions and at improving

international co-operation in the field of peaceful bacteriological activities,

States parties were encouraged to provide information, to the extent possible, on

planned international conf~rences, seminars, symposia and similar events dealing

with biological research directly related to the Convention, as well as on other

opportunities for exchange of scientists, joint research and other measures to

promote contacts between scientists enyaged in biological research directly related

to the Convention. Again, to enable states parties to follow a standardized

~rocedure, the Ad Hoc Meeting agreed on a form to be used for exchange ot

information under this item.
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Pifthly, bearing in mind General Assembly resolution 41/58 A, adopted on

5 December 19H6, in which the Assembly requested the Secretary-General to render

the necessary assistance and to provide such services as might be required for the

implementation of relevant parts of the Flnal Declaration, the Ad Hoc Meeting

concurred that all information agreed to above should be sent to the united Nations

Department for Disarmament Affairs and be forwarded promptly to all States parties.

The Ad Hoc Meeting also agreed that the first exchange of information and data

should take place not later than 15 October 19ij7 and that, thereatter, 1nformation

was to be given on an annual basis not later than 15 April and should cover che

previous calendar yeaL.

Finally, should any question arise in relation to the objective ot the

Convention or in the application of its provisions, includiny any question

regarding the information and data which States parties have undertaken to

exchange, attention was drawn t~ the possibility that, inter alia, the

Secretary"General might be requested to investigate - with the ass istance of

qualified experts and using procedures available to him - information that miyht be

brought to his attention concerning the possible use of bactcr1010yical or toxin

weapons.

I have presented the results of the t\d Iioc Meetiny ot experts ln some detdlL

This meeting was the first of its kind. No other review conference has ever

decided to hold such a follow-up meeting. The s~bstdntiv~ results achieve~ are

important and significant. With the implementation ot those concrete dnd practical

meaaures, the States parties to the Convention wilL, in a positive manner,

demon~trate their determination to strengthen the authority ot. the Convention and

enhance confidencp i.n the implementdtion 01 its provisiolls. This c0111111dnds the full

attention and support of this Commictee.
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The Ad Hoc Meeting met under the al'· hor ity of the President of the Second

Heview Conferen~e, Ambassador winfr1ed Lang of Austria. I am enerefore ~leased to

introduce draft resolution A/C.l/4l/L.4l entitled "Se(~ond Review Conference of the

Parties to the Convention on the Prohibitlon of the Uevelopment, Product1o~ and

Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their

Destruction. "

I do so also on behalf of Sweden, which provided the meeting with its

Chsirman, Dr. Bo Rybeck, and on behalf of the t~ree depository States, the United

States of Amer,l.l.:a, the Uni<m of Soviet. Socialir't N.eIJuhlics and the United Kingdom

ut ~teat Britain and Northern Ireland, aq well as on behalf of thr. followiny

countries: Ar4entin~, Auqtralia, Belgium, Bclivia, BUlgaria, the Byeiorussian

soviet Socialist Republic, l...."'nada, et.lle, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France,

the German Democratic Republic, the I"ederal Hnpublic of Germany, ereece, Guyana,

Hungary, t.le Islami.c Republic of Iran, Ireland ~ Haly, Japan, l'1ongo11 a , the

Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Homania, Sp<1in, the Ukrainian Soviet

Socialist Rep'lblic and Zaire.
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Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.4l, in its preamble, recalls previous resolutions

pertaining to the Convention, the meeting held by States parties at Geneva in 1986

to review the operation of the Convention an~ notes with satisfaction that there

are more than 100 States parties to the Convention, including all the permanent

members of the Security Council.

In the operative part it is noted with appreciation that the Ad doc Meeting of

Scientific and Technical Experts from States parties to the Convention was held at

Geneva from 31 March to 15 April 1987, and adoptea by consensus a report finalizing

the modalities for the exchange of information and data agreed to in the Final

Declaration of the Second Review Conference. It is also noted that the first

exchange of information and data should take place not later than 15 October 1987

and that thereafter information on an annual basis should be provided through the

Department for Disarmament Affairs of the Secretariat not later than 15 April.

Satisfaction is expressed that the first such exchange of information and data has

commenced. Furthermore the Secretary-General is requested to render the necessary

assistance and to provide such services as may ue required for the implementation

of the relevant parts of the Final Declaration. Finally, signatory States that

have not ratified or acceded to the Convention are called upon to do so without

delay, and those States that have not yet signed the Convention are called upon to

join the States parties thereto at an early date.

The draft resolution builds upon resolution 41/58 A, which was adopted without

a vote. The new paragraphs reflect the developments since the adoption of that

last resolution and draw upon the Final Declaration of the Second Review Conference

and the report of the Ad Hoc Meeting of Scientific and Technical Experts, both

adopted by consensus. Draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.41 is submitted in the same

s~irit of consensus, and I express the conviction that it also merits being adopted

without a vote.
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Miss SOLES6Y (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Nvrthern Ireland) I On

behalf of the delegations of Australia, Belgium, Qotswana, Canada, Denmark, ~rance,

the Federal Republic of 1ermanYf Iceland, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands,

New Zealand, Norway, Samoa, Spain, Swaziland, Turkey and my own delegation I have

the honour to introduce draft resclut~on A/C.l/42/L.2:l, entitled" "Objectlv8

information on military ~atters".

This draft resolution builds further on its prede~essors, Which were adopted

with increasingly strong support.

The sponsors of the draft firmly believe that the provision by State~ ot

objective information on militart matters will have a beneficial effec~ in helping

to establish an atmosphere of greater c\)nfidel'lce, a climate in which the likelihood

of an outbreak of conflict is correspondingly reduced. They accord a high ~riority

to the fostering of such a climate. Equally valuable is the contribution which the

availability of relevant information could make towards avoiding the sort of

erroneous assessments of military capabilities and intentions which could provoke

un~.cessary military build-Ups on the part of States. Recent events have confi~med

our belief in the importance of such openness and transparency. We have read with

considerable interest the statement by General Secretary Uorbachev in Septer,oer of

this year that he believw. that in the case of the Soviet Union comparison of

defence spending will be able to be made in the next two or three years. This

prompts me to express the hope that in the fairly near term more States which haVe

hitherto withheld such information will be in a position to provid~ more obj~ctive

and reliable military data.

I should like to stress that tele recummendationa made '.n the draft res\)lution

do not and are not intended to impinge on the vital secu~ity interests of dtates.

Rather, the General Assembly would urye the reporting of information which many

States already routinely make available to the public by way, for instance, of
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reporting to national parliaments. It would specifically invite States to consider

implementing m(llSUreS w~ic.:h would give practical effect to Lhe prlnciples ot

openness and t.rllr\spareoc)i. One such mp.asure would be the use of the United Nations

Standardized He?o[ti~q Instrument on milit4Ly expenditure.

We regard this inatrument as a highly useful tool in our efforts. But States

need not confine thamselvea to this instrument alone. Other measuros which would

compleme-nt and extend its effect would be most welcome to my Government and to

those delegations in whose name I speak.

The draft r~solution contains a r£~uest that the third special ression at the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament take into account the provision~ at the

resolution 011 the basis of a report from tile Secretary-tienerdl. We believe that

this is eapecially appropriate in view of the increasing recognItion of the

importance ot the sub] -ct.

Let me ~ay that we would welcome the commentH ot other deleg<.ltions un tile

draft resolution and are indeed in consultati.on with il number ut delegations. The

draft already takes account l)f Home cuncerns that have been expre!jsed to us. We

attach importance tu extending the area of Bu~port for these ideas and dre ready to

work further for thi.s.

While. am addressing the Committee 1 should like illso to introduce a second

draft resolution. I have tile honour to introduce on behalf of the dele\jations of

C...IlllerOOn, l"rance, the tierman Uemocratic H.epUblic, the \o'ede«ll I{e~ul>lll of ~erl\lany,

Italy, Japan, Nurway, Poland, Homania, the Union ut soviet tiocialisl Hepublics and

also my own deleqation tht~ draft resolution l:ontdlned in document A/L:.l/42/L.60,

entitled "United Nations disarffiament studies".

In each ot the [Just two years we lldve had the honour ol ultruduclnq cl draLt

resolution on this subject, both of whicll were adopted by the ~eneral Assembly

without a vote. In th(~se resolutionf:l Member ::it.ates were invited to submit their
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(Mis. Sol••by, United Kingdom)

view. and propo.als on how the work of the Unit.d Nation. in the field of

di.armament studies might be improved. We much a~preciate the fact that a number

of Governments responded both in 1985 and i~ 19ij6.

Resolution 40/152 K also contained a r~qu.8t to the Secretary-~en.ral to

invite the Advisory Board on Disal.Rdment Studies to prepare a compr.hen.ive rflport

on the matter for submi.sion to the General A.sembly at its forty-.~cond se.eion.

A. paragLaph 124 of the Final Document of the first special •••• ion of the General

Assembly devoted to di~armament records, the Advisory Uoard was B.t up to advi••

the Secr.tary-General on various aspects of United Nations disarmament stu3ie••
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The Advisory Board has now produced its report and this has been transmitted to the

Assembly in document A/42/300. The purpose of draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.60 is to

pursue the conclusions and recommendations of the Advisory Board's report.

The centrepiece of the Advisory Board's report is that, given the Board's tw~n

functions as the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Institut~ for Disarmament

Research (UNIDIR), it is well placed to provide advice on the best means of

implementing proposals for disarmament studies. It points out that it would be

highly desirable for Member States to submit proposals for study by the first of

September each year, to allow the Board to forUlulate advice at its September

session as to which means of carrying out a study would be the most suitable. I

should emphasize that the report does not suggest that this practice should be made

compUlsory for Member States and nor does our draft resolution. To meet the

concerns of some delegations on this point we propose to revise operative

paragraph 3 of the text so that it simply invites Member States to present

proposals for preference by the due date in order to give the Advisory Board the

opportunity to make its recommendations. Similarly, the report makes clear that,

while the Board would recommend, the final decision would, as ever, rest with the

General Assembly. This point is already refLected in the final paragraph of the

preamble to the draft resolution. However, to allay any doubts on the matter my

delegation and the co-sponsors propose to replace that preambular paragraph by an

operative paragraph affirming that the final decision on United Nations disarmament

studies rests with the General Assembly.

The draft resolution also takes up the Advisory Board's conclusion that the

principle of COnsensus should continue to apply to the preparation of stUdies.

This does not, of course, imply that there must be c~nsensus on every sentence of

the study, prOVided thdt the overall result lS balanced. On this point, to take
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account of conc.rn••xpr••••d to U8 by 8om. delegation., we propose to amend the

original operatlve paragraph ~ 80 that it simply "takes note of" the conclusion of

the Advisory Board on this matter.

The sponsorB ot draft re.olution A/C.l/42/L.60 trust that, as with the two

previous re.olution. on thiB SUbject, it will be adopted without a vote.

Mr. HAIDER (Pakistan)1 1 am speaking tOday to introduce two draft

r.solutions sponsored by Pakistan. The fir.t draft resolution, A/C.l/4~/L.~4,

which is also sponsored by Bangladesh, relatea to the establishment of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia. The second draft resolution, A/C.l/42/L.4,

deals with the conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure

non-nuclear-weapon Stato. against the use or thr~lt of use of nuclear w~apons.

Pakistan's interest in these two iSlu.s flows from its principled pusition on

and concern over the grave threat mankind confronts as a result of the existence of

nuclear weapons. Pakistan has always supported and l>ursued a comprehensive

approach to nuclear disl "mament. In our view all disarRl4ment n:lIJasuros, whether

91obal, regional or bilattlral, interim or of a COllateral nature, deserve support.

Pending the realization of the vital obj8ctive ot nucl~a, disarmament, we believe

that the establishment of nuclear-weApon-free zones represunts an important

collateral measure.

In para~rsph 61 of the Final Document of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament the Assembly unanimously recogni~ed the

need to encourage the process of establ \shiny such zones in dif ferent parta ot the

world, with the ultimate objective of achieving a nuclear-weapon-free world. The

immediate objective of the establishment ot a nuclear-w~apon-tree zone in a

specific region would be to insulate it against the threat of nuclear attack or

nuclear blackmail, as well as to prevent the geographical sprtlad of nuclear weapons

and thereby contribute to the process of nucle~r disarmament.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



RM/6 A/l:.. 1/41./PV .35
23

(t'r. Haider, Pakiatan)

The membBra of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countrie. have a180 8upport.d the

concept of nuclear-weapon-fre. zones. The political declaration i8sued at the

conclu8ion of the eighth summit conference of non-align~d countries held at Harare

~n September of last year called, inter ali~, for the e8tabliahment of

nuclear-weapon-frefl zon8. in various ~drt8 of the world, with the objective of

achieving a wor ld entirely free of nuclear weapons. The establishment ot

nuclear-weapon-ftee zones in various r8gion8 is lJy no meana ar. end in its.lf, nor

is it a substitute ~or a global, g~neral and comprehenslve approach to

disarmament. However, nuclear-wea~,on-ffee zones constitute an important partial

measure in the step-by-step approach to general and completa <:1isarmarl\ent,

especially nuclear disarmament. In addition, they derive their relevance fram

being important confidence-building meaBureB.

Pakistan shares with other States of the South Asia region a deep commitment

to the objective of keeping uur area free of nuclear weapons. Our South Asian

States have made unilatecal declarations that they do not wish to acquire or

develop nuclear weapons. We believa, ttlerefore, that appropri~te conditions exist

in the South Asia region to carry forward the objective of transforming it into a

nuclear-weapon-free zone.

Pakistan's commitmpnt to nuclear ncn-proliferation has been demonstrated by

various proposals it has made over the years to ensure the permanent

denuclearization of ~outh Asia. We believe th~t the regional approach i~ the most

feasible and effective means of preventing the spread at nucl~ar weapons in our

r~gion. We are therefore in favour of exploring all avenues in order tl) find an

agreed baa!f; for ~romoting an arrangement to ensure nuclear non-proliferation on an

equitable and non-discriminatory ba~i~. Pakiotan's recent proposal for a

comprehensiv'a test-ban agreement in the ceg'lonal or bilateral context shoul.d tie

seen in that perspective. Pakistan stands tor a complete ban un all. nuclear
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tests. The conclusion of a c6gicnal or bilateral comprehensive test-ban agreement

would serve to assure countri"& of the Asian reylon, as well as the rest of the

world, that no country in South Asia had any intention of pursuinC:l nuclear-weapons

options.
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This proposal finds expression in the fifth preambular paragraph of the draft

resolution.

My country has also recently made another proposal for the convening of a

conference on nuclear non-proliferation in South Asia, under the auspices of the

United Nations, to be held as soon as possible with the participation of regional

and other concerned States to prevent the elilergence of nuclear w""apons in our

region. Such a conference would enable the United Nations to address the

non-proliferation concerns in a serious and effective manner. Moreover, all

proposals, ideas and suggestions will be explored and the ~qreed approach will be

evolved. This programme is reflected in the sixth preambular paragraph of the

draft resolution.

In t~e draft resolution the Sacretary-General is albo requested to ascertain

the views of the regional a~d other concerned States and to promote consultations

between them with a view to exploring the best ~oBsibilities of furthering the

efforts for the eatablistment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia. We hope

that th€' draft resolution will receiv~ widespread !;upport in the CommittJe and in

the General Assembly.

'l'he second draft resolution, A/Cel, 4:l/L.4 J deals With the conclusjon of

effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against

the use or threat of the use of nuclear weapons. Pakiflt.an is dWarf' that the most

effective assurance against the nuclear thCf:!at remains the complete elimination of

nuclear weapons. However, until the objective ot nuclear dlsdrmament is achieved

the critical importance of \.:cedible guarantees to non-nuclear-weapon states against

the use or threat of the use ot n\.lcle..lr weapolU, cannot 1)(-' overt'lIlphasized. Such

assuranceg have bec()l\\~ all the more essential since mCdninqtul PCO<.1tl~S8 on nuclear

disarmament does not appear to be in sight.
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In this context, Pakistan has actively participated in the search for a viable

and acceptable international agreement. It is a source of deep disappointment to

us that while there are no objections in principle to the concept of negative

security assurances, the Conference on Disarmament has failed to register any

progress on negotiating an internationally binding legal instrument on the

subject. We therefore consider it important that the General Assembly call upon

the Conference on D.sarmament to lntensify its efforts to reach agreement on a

formula which will enable it to elaborate and conclUde effective international

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon St~tes against the use or threat of thp.

use of nuclear weapons.

The unilat~ral declarations made by some nuclear-weapon States on this SUbject

do not adequately meet the concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States, they reflect

the security concerns of the nuclear-weapon Powers themselves. My delegation

continues to believe that in order to be effective assurances to non-nuclear-weapon

States must be unconditional a~d legally binding.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.4, submitted by my delegation, has been prepared

along the linos of the resolution adopted last year. In its operative paragraphs

an appeal is made to the nuclear-weapon States to demonstrate the political will

necessary to reach agreement of a legally binding character. It is my delegation's

hope that the draft resolution will receive the Committee's unanimous support.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) I On behalf of the

sponsors - Belgium, Canada, the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan, the

Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Turkey, the United Kingdom ~f Great Britain and

Northern Ireland and my own country - I wish t·) introduce draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.ll, on the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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The text represents a pragmatic and concrete idea for preventing an arms race

in outer space. It takes into account the whole context of efforts made in this

field, whather the existing legal regime concerning the use of outer space and the

importance of respecting and preserving it, or civilian or military activities in

outer space and their possible impact on international security and economic and

social development.

The draft resolution stresses the importance and complementary nature ot the

multilateral process carried on in ~he Conference on Disarmament and bilateral

negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United States of America.

Far from preventing the Conferenc9 on Disarmament from making progress towards

preventing an arms race in outer space, as the representative of the Soviet Union

suggested, the draft resolution is intended to strengthen multilateral efforts in

this field and put them on a solid footing. The work at the Conference on

Disarmament this year has made it possible to achieve a better understanding of the

problems and a clearer view of the various positions, and we have taken that into

account in the text of the draft resolution. The efforts in Geneva must be

continued to enable the achievement of a level of understanding making it possible

to define the scope and specific objectives of multilateral efforts to prevent an

arms race in outer space. It is clear that that level of understanding has not yet

been reached. But, rather than eegard that as a failure, rejection or obstruction,

we must view it dB an invitation to deepen the work of the Conference in this

field. The way of compromise, which was prof~tably followed this year, shows that

it lS in everybody's interest to continue in this manner.

'fhat is why it is recommended in the draft resolution thal. at its l!:l88 ses8ion

the Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the Ad Hoc Co~nittee on the

prevention of an arms race in outer space, with an adequate mandate, which is to be
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defined in Geneva by the Conference itself, taking into account all the relevant

factors. The draft resolution does not prejlldqe the nature of that mandate or the

various positions relatins to the matter.

All the delegations which, through me, are putting forward the draft

resolution today are awars of tile considerable stake involved in preventing an arms

race in outer space. They therefore fully share the general concern of other

deleyations that have introduced draft resclutions on the same topic.
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We also base ours&lves on the positive practical experience acquired and the

progress achieved on well d~rined foundations, because that ia the only way to

guarantee real, and not symbolic, progress effectively to prevent an arms race in

outer space. That is '~hy, together with other delegations, we have str iven to

achieve a better underFits.nding in ord",r to rea.... l a common text.

Mr. KORSGAARD-P~~~ (Oenmark)z I have asked to speak in order to

introduce the draft res1olution in document A/C.l/42/L.12, under agenda item 62 (c),

"General and complete disdlmament, conventional disarmament".

At its forty first sausion the General Assembly adopted resolution 41/59 C of

3 December 1986, in which, inter al.~, it requested the Disarmament Commission to

consider at its session in 1987 the question of conventional disarmament. In the

resolution the Disarmamenl Commission was also requested to take lully lnto account

the reconunen.dations and conclusions contaiOl~d in the Stl,d.Y on Conventional

Disarmament as well as all other relevant present and tuture proposals, with a view

to facili~ating the ide~titication of possible mea3urEB in the field ol

conventional diuarmament. The resolution of the General As~embly was adopted by

consensus.

The outcome of the deliberations of the Disarmament Commission on this Buoject

is contained in its report (A/42/42).

As stated in the report, a Working Group waa established by the Commission to

deal with agenda item 9, regarding the substantive consideration ~[ iAsues related

t.O conventional disarmament. It was a privih:ye and honour tor my country that the

Commission elected a countryman of mine as Chain'lan of t.hat important Working Group.

We welcome the extensive exchange of views on tiubutantive issues which took

place in the Working Group. We think that the area of agreement establishud in the
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Group 80 far is considerable. A very active intere.t in the aubject-matter was

demonstrated during the discussions in the Working Group as well ~R through the

submission of various working papers. This interest was a180 reflected in the many

conference room papers mentioned in the report. In our opinion, the progress

achieved in the Disarmament Commi .n t~is year was e~~ouragin9 for the future

work. The draft report will provide a solid basis for further deliberations on tne

que8ti~n in the Commission.

The recommendation of the Disarmament Commission to the General Assembly is

very simple, but also very important:

"'l'he Disarmdmellt Commil:::>ion recommendl5 to the Gp-neral ARsembly that the

Commission should continue its work on conventional disarmament at its next

substan~ive session in 1988." (A/4l/42, para. 45)

It is against this background that my delegation has submitted draft

resolution A/C.l/42/L.12.

According to the pr~sent draft, the General Assembly would inter alia

ret:ommend that the report of the l'is.umament Commission should provide the basie

for further deliberations on the sulJject lJy the C,"'mmission. It wouJri lequest the

Disarmament Commission to inscribe on the agenda for its f..,rthcoming session in

1988 an item entitled "Sub~tantive consideration of issues related to conventional

disarmament, incl~ding the ~e~ommendations and conclu~ionb contained in the ~tudy

on Conventional Disarmament".

Thfl General AB~lembly would alno request the Secretary-lienHdl to draw the

resolution to the attention of the General A8~embly at its third special session

devuted to diBarm~~ent, and, finally, it woula decide to include in the rrovisional

agenda of its forty-third session the item entitled "Conventional disarmament".

I hope that the Committee is in Cl position to Hupport the drttft reAolution dnd

that it will thus be ddopted by the Committee without a vote.
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Ms. MAUALA (Samoa) I 1 am pleased to make the following statement on

behalf of all States Mbmbers of the United Nations that belong to the South Pacific

Forum. These States have as one of their key priorities in disarmament and as a

common objective the earliest possible entry into force of a comprehensive

nuclear-test-ban treaty outlawing all nuclear tests by all States in all

environments for 011 time. For this reason at every ~ession of the ueneral

Assembly since 1972 we have sponsored a draft resolution initiated by two of our

Members on the urgent need for a nuclear-test-ban treaty.

Our policy on the need for an end to all nuclear testing rests on the

following convictions. Nuclear testlny ls a danyerous and militarlly ~19nitlcant

activity which contributes to the nuclear arms race. An end to nuclear testing

would therefore make Cl significant contribution toward!:> the yoal of nuclear

disarmament, leading to the ultimate elimination Of nuclear weapons. It would also

strengthen the regime on the non-prolifp.ration ot nuclear weapons 1n the 'freaty, on

which subject a commitmftnt is made to put an end to all nuclear testing.

It is also of immenae siqniflcam.:e that dn end to clll nuclear testin<j has been

called for by the wor Id cOlnmunity for the Pd6t quarter of a century.

In our view, there should be no further delay in practical work, both

multilaterally IInd bilaterally, on the development of d ver it iable comprehensive

nucl~ar-test-ban treaty, which would be opened for siqnature by all States and, it

is to be hoped, attract universal adherence ••

We note that the United States of America and the Soviet Union are to begin

bilateral talks on Monday on nuclear-testing iSqUCB. '['his Cdn only be welcomed, as

a complementary development to the 101Iltllateral pIOL:eU1:l takiny place in (jenevd.

rt should be clear that our policy directed towards the {·mdinlJ of nuclear

testiny, as just indicdted, ru;tH on conceUI1:l <.1IH1 L:l)llvicll\IJlS or cl clllllprehen:..iive or

qlobal character. Bat we hdV(' an Idditional red110n [or wantinq to Hoe the elld to
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all nuclear testing, which is that we in the South P~cific suff~r from the conduct

of nuclear tests by France in our region. The fact is that the South Paci~ic is

the only reg ion of the wor ld where nuclear weapons ( Jnt inue to be tested outside

thft territory of a nuclear-weapon State.

Assertions that theae tests are safe and ~ose no environmental or other danger

are tendentious, to say the least. It simply cannot be aaserted that there is or

never will be danger to the environment and people~ of the South Paclfic from these

tests conducted by France. But, above all, it is simply not acceptable to us that

our region of the world should be used hy a nuclear-weapon State external to that

region as a testing ground for its nu~lear weapons development prograwne. We have

appealed to France to end toese tests, and we will continue to so. We have invited

France to accede to the Protocols of the Treaty of Rarotonga - the Treaty

establishing the South Pacific as a nuclear-free zona.
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Wc have asked FIance to reflect deeply on the charact.er and substance of its

~elatjon8 with the peoplo8 of the South Pacific, because we would prefer to nave

constructive relations with France, and we know that the peoples of our region are

angered by the continuing refusal of France to respond to the ca!ls we have made

upon it.

In conclusion, we ask for wide support for the draft resolt'tion that we have

sponsored with others, at this 8es8ion on the urgent need for: a comprehensive

nuclear-test-ban treaty - draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.77.

~r. KIBIDI (Zaire) (interpretation from French): As we near the end of

the general debate on disarmament at the forty-second session of the General

Assembly, I wish, Sir, to join in the w()Lds of praise addr~3sed to you by the many

delegations represented here. I wish alYo to congratulate all the officers of tt.3

Committee and the members of the Secretariat - in particular, Mr. Akashi,

Under-Secretary-General for Diaarmament Affalrs, whose devotion is an assurance of

the success of our work.

The delegation of Zaire is speaking in the general debate today to suppurt

dlaft resolution A/C.l/L.12, relating to conventional disarmament, presented by

Denmark. Zaire is happy to become a sponsor in view of the import~nce we attach to

the m."tter.

My delegation al~u gives its full support to dratt resolution A/C.l/4l/L.47,

on the review and implementation of the COnclUding Document of the 1welfth SFgcial

Session of the General ALsembly. The draft resolution is sponsored by Austria,

Bangladesh, Belgium, Bulgaria, Cameroon, canada, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia,

Denmark, Finland, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Hungary,

Ireland, Italy, Liberia, Malaysia, the N~therlands, Norway, Pakistan. Poland,

Portugal, Romania, Spain, Sweden, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

Ireland and ~aire.
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Finally, the delegation of Zaire i8 speaking in the debat. with regard to

dratt resolution A/C.l/42/L.67/Rev.l, concerning chemical and bacteriological

(biological) w..apons. My r;ountry ill also a sponsor of that draft resolution,

pres~nted by Australia.

With regard to the first draft resolution, i8~ued under the symbol

A/C.l/42/L.12, concerning conventional disarmament, the delegation of Zaire fUlly

shares the view of the many countries that believe that, in present-day conditions,

mo.t armed confli~ts in many third world countries are being fought with

conventional weapons, which since the end of toe Second Wor ld War t.ave caused

massive 10S9 of hu~.n life and destruction of all kinds to the economic and social

infrastructure. Therefore, it is clear that the use ot conventional weapons

entails aeriou. dangera for all countries. The international community ohould make

a concerted, planned effort to change this state of affaira.

Consequen~~y, my delegation hopes that the question will receive special

trea~nent during the current session, so that the draft resolution on the matter

will be adopted by consensus.

As for draft resolution A/C.l/4:l/l•• 47, concerning the review and

implementation of the Concluding Document 0f the Twelfth Special Session of the

General Assembly, and in particular regional disarmament, my delegation believes

that the effort to initiate disarmament begun by the great nuclear Powers should be

strengthened by regional disarmament, which implies a constructive and frank

dialogue at the regional level, together with the renunciation of the use of force

to settle disputes and respect for the sovereignt~ and territorial integrity of

each State.

Conflicts between countries in a single region often re6ult from border

disputes, different ideological outlooks, the desire for political and economic

domination or colonial or neo-colonial ambitions. That desire for domination
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engenders an unbridled arms race tJnd~r the prete.. t of guaranteeing border SQcurity

and better military protection for a country. That arma r~ce, wh1ch 1s imposed on

certain States to prevent any attempt at military invasion, unfortunately for many

States, and particularly for the least developed of t~em, results in a financial

haemorrhaging, which increases their dependence on the great Powera that supply

sometimes very sophisticated military equipment, thUd diverting their meagre

resources to military projects that have no economic benefits.

Sinc@ regional disarmament ia a factor for peace, serving to promote concerted

action for the economic and social development of ~ll our States, my delegation

fully subscribes to the draft resolution, While being aware of the complexity of

the problems involved.

My delegation believes that in this respect an example should be set by the

most heavily armed nations in order to create a climate fostering true regional

disarmament, under international control, of all the countries belonging to a

region.

The Statp.s of Central Africa have decided to take the lead in this respect.

They plan to hold in the coming months at Lame, Togo, uncier the auspices of the

United ~ations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament ane Development in Atrica, a

high-level technical meeting to discuss steps to strengthen peace, confidence and

security among ~ll the States in the Central African region.

I now return to the last draft resolution for which the deleyation of Zaire

wishes to express suppor~ in this statement - draft reSOlution A/C.l/42/L.b7/Rev.l,

under the agenda item "Chemical and bacteriological (bioloqical) weapons" -

ent Hled "Measures to uphold the a'lthor ity of the 19,,5 Geneva PLotoool and to

support the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention". It is to be noted that

the document recalls in timely fashion the provisions of the Protocol for the

Prohibition of thp Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or uther Gases, and of
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Bacteriological Methods of Warfare and the fact that the Conference on Disarmament

is currently negotiating a convention on the prohibition of the development,

acquisition, stockpiling, transfer and use of chumical weapons, including detailed

provisions for the on-site verific~tion of compliance ~ith the convention, and

calls for the speedy conclusion of those negotiations.

There is ne need to emphasize here tha inh~man results of the use of chemical

and bacteriological weapons and t.he devaatating effects when they are used.

I repeat that my delegation is a sponsor of the draft resolution presented by

Australia. We are acutely aware of the importance the international community

attaches to the unhesitating ~doption of. 8u~h a resolution. Consequently, it calls

for the solidarity of all States to ensure that the draft resolution is adopted by

consensus.

Mr. CHOWDI{UHY (Bangladesh): In statements made duriny the general debate

in this Committee, my delegation has already (lIJtlined the broad position of

Bangladesh on disarmament issues.

Tod~y I should like to identify more specifi~ally the particu1a~ areas in

which the draft resolutions will receive our support. ~hey are the ones that seek

the following: first, creation of nuclear-free zones and zones of peace, secondly,

assurances to enhance the security of non-nuc1ear-weapon StatesJ thirdly,

establishment of a comprehensive test-ban treatYl fourthly, banniny of chemical and

bacteriological weaponsJ fifthly, measures for verification and

confidence-building, and, finally, strengthening the role of the United Nations in

disarmament matters.

We shall do so because this would be in consonance with our external policy,

dedicated to the creation of a peaceful international environment conducive to

necessary development [Jurou lb;.
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Bangladesh has co-sponsored a number of resolutions in these areas. In

particular, we would like to commend to the COlwuittee draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.24 under item 52, entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone

in South Asia", introduced by Pakistan earlier this afternoon.

South Asia is a vast region that contains a billion people, one-fifth of

humanity. The problems of our peoples are many and varied. We require a regional

ambiance of peace to concentrate on obtaining for our peoples a more acceptable

quality of life. My delegation does not believe that involvement in a nuclear arms

race redounds to our benefit. Our intellectual and technological resources must be

more fruitfully utilized.

Bangladesh will support similar resolutions with regard to other regions.

Endorsement of draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.24 is a logical corollary of our

foreign policy objectives. I am confident that I share this perception with an

overwhelming majorit ' of delegations - perhaps all.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): In accordance with the

decision taken by the Committee at its 31st meeting on 3 November, we will begin

taking decisions on the draft resolutions concerning the disarlnament agenda items

on Monday, 9 November. The Committee will begin the process of taking decisions on

draft resolutions relating to the first cluster of items listed in the programme

which was suggested by the Chair. I might add that it is my intention to have us

take up the various clusters of items one after the other. As we finish taking

decisions on one group, we shall pass on to the next. I shall therefore not always

be in a position to tell you far in advance which clusters will be considered by

the Committee. However, as far as possible, I shall endeavour to let you know

which clusters will be considered at the following meeting.

The meeting rose at 4.35 p.m.
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