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The mea tinS' was called to order at 3.20 P.:.!!!..

AGENDA lTE~S 49 'ro 69 AND 1151 (continued)

CD~IDERATIONOF At{) AC'1'ION ON DRAFT RESOLU'rIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. AL MCSAWI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic) s It is IT¥ honour to

introduce dra Et resolu tion A/C.l! 44/L. 1, wh ich is sponsored by Jordan, the Libyan

Arab Jamahiriya, the Arab Republic of Yemen and m{ country, Iraq. It ia submitted

under agenda item 63 (c), IIprohibi tion of the development, production, stockpiling

and use of radiological weapons ll
•

The international community's efforts ':0 conclude an international treaty

prohibiting the development, pronuction, stockpiUnq and use of radiological

weapons have been accompanied by increasing awareness that an attack upon nuclear

Eacili tip.s is tantamount 1:0 use of radiological weapons because of the reSUltant

release of radioactive forces whp.re harmful effects will not he confined to the

target. site hut .... ill extend acros~ the boundaries of the country under attack.

In its t980 proposal to the Conference on Disarmament Sweden voiced this

in terna t ional concern. It catlec1 for development of the 1977 Geneva Protocol

annexed to the 1949 Geneva Convention so as to prohibit attacks on nuclear

facilitics because ~",ch attacks would release dangerous radiation.

'PhiH view was underscored hy the qroup of expert3 appointed hy the

Secretary-General after the armed Israeli attack on the Tammuz nuclear reactor. in

1981. Their report, contained in document A/38/337, emphasized that any deliberate

attack, whether by conventional or nuclear weapons, against nuclear power stations

and certain other nuclear facilities would cause the release of enormous quantities

of radioactive ma tar ia la, th Le caus 1n9 the radiological contamina tion of large

areas.

The Chernobyl accident made it very clear that radioactive damage, whether due

to technical accident or armed attack, is dangerous to human beings llnd the
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envirmment wi thout Umi ta tion _ to area or dura tion. Such dangers are not

limited to one State or continent, and subsequent generations may also suffer as a

result.

These facts emphasize the need for an international oonvention for the

protection of nuclear facilities against deliberate attack. The Conference on

Di3armament has the fundamen tal task of working towards the ooncl us ion of such a

convention. The International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) also has a role to play

since it is technically and scientifically qualified to prepare studies and provide

the necessary expertise. The Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological weapons of the

Conference on Disarmament has already made an in1 tial oontr ibution by completing

its study m the prohibi tion of attacke on nuclear faciU ties. LMt July, Peru

submitted to the Ad HO£. Committee a draft convention Q'\ the prohibition of attacks

on nuclear facilities, CD/929 is the relevatt document. However, all of these

efforts are inadequate given the extreme qravity and magnitude of this problem.

That is why my delegatim is again submitting this draft resolution. It trlBts

that in so doing it will a~sist the international oommunity and its organizations,

partiCUlarly the Conference on Disarmament, in efforts to arr ive at posi tive,

concrete results in order to prohibit attacks on nuclear facilities.

In its preamubular part the draft recalls resolutions of the General Assembly

and the IAEA dealing with the prohibition of the development, production,

stockpilin~ and use of radiological weapons, atd invi ting COll'ltries to conclude an

international agreement prohibiting military attacks on nuclear facilities engaged

in pMceful pursuits.

It also expresses grave concern that military attacks against nuclear

facilities could be tlnt.mount to the us. of radiolog1cal w.pons, eV8n if suoh

attacks are carried out using conventional weapons.
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The Ilraeli attack on the Iraqi nuclear facilities, which were lubject to lAEA

lafeguardl, conltitutel an unprecedented danger to international peace and security.

Coming to the opera tive part, the first pdraguph r eaffirnw that armed attacks

of any kind against nuclear facilities are tantamount to the use of radiological

weaponl.

The second requests the Conference on Disarmament to intensify further its

efforts to reach an agreement prohibiting armed attacks against nuclear facilities.

The third requests the IAEA to provide the Conference on Disarmament with the

technical studies that could facilitate the conclusion of suc::n an agreement.

The fourth and last paragraph requests the Secretary-General to report to the

General Assembly at its forty-fifth session an the progress made in the

implementation of this resol ution.

We very much hope that this draft resolution will have the support of all

members.

Mr. DIE'I'ZE (German Democratic Republic) I On behalf of the delegations of

the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, Pol.,d, the Union of

Soviet Socialist Republics and my own delegation, I should like to introduce draft

resolution A/C.l/44/L.45, entitled "Security concepts .,d policies aimed

exclusively at defence".

For quite a while nQII, there has been an intensive dialogue lJ)ing on, both at

the reg iooal .,d the global level, on non-offens ive structures of de fence .,d

securi~ concepts. This is borne out in the documents adopted at the summit

Conference of the non-aligned countries held at Belgrade, the Indian action plan

for a nuclear-weapon-!r.e and non-violent world order, the Brussels declaration of

the North Atl., tic Treaty Organ1la tion Ind allo 1n the doclJrnentl adopted by the

Warsaw Treaty State. at Bucharest and Wlrlaw.
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In plenary meetings at the current session of the General Assembly a number of

Heads of State and foreign ministers have addressed the problem of seourity

oonceptl and policies aimed at defence. That issue has also been thoroughly

considered in the debate here in the First Committee. All of that reaffirms our

V11W that the dialogue on defensive concepts Ihould be given a strong impetus at

this selsion of the General Assembly.

There is no doubt that peace can be lalting and stable only if the rilks

inherent in a sYltem relying on deterrence are reduced and, I ~ight add, eliminated

once and for all. That, of course, is particularly true of Europe, the continent

with the highest density of all kinds of destructive potential. If it is true that

today in EUrope neither a nuclear nor a conventional war can be fought becaUle that

would mean self-aMihllaUon, then military concepts and the armed-forces

struoturel of all sides must adequately reflect that.

Given the declarations by the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty and the

members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization that neither side wants military

confrontation and that both sides want to prevent war, those declarationl must ba

made the basis for discussion of the military concepts of the two alliances.

No less important is that on the bas is of the manda te for the negotla tions at

Vienna - namely, eliminating the capability of launching a Burprise attack and

initiating large-scale offensive action - agreementa be reaohed and then gradually

implemented by measures to verify compliance by all Bides.

Also in the global context, it will become neoelsary to abantion tradi tional

.8curity concftpta, espeoially in light of the new quality of military

technologies. From cur point of view that would require, in partioular, a

rec:tlflnitlon of the military faotor in ensuring national security. The right to

Ult military foroe in self-defenoe i. recognized and reaffirmad in the Charter of
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the united Nations, and military preparedness is no less a basic feature of
'4'

national policy than it ever was. H~ever, the use of force to gain security at

the expense of other States is now considered unacceptable. It is evident that a

competitive, open-ended accumulation of weapons by nations aggravates political

conflict and incl'eases the risk of war and can lead to less, rather than to more,

security. That has never been more true than in the nuclear age. War has ceased

to be a means to attain political ends, and even more so since, in the nuclear and

space age, a nuclear war cannot be won and therefore must never be fought. We

believe that the power of logic and realism in politics urges that military

concepts be adjusted to those new requirements.

Therefore, in its preambular part draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.45 poirats to the

ongoing international dialogue on non-offensive security concepts, including the

search for common denominators for the ~ecurity requirements of different regional

The draft resolution also expresses the conviction of the General Assembly that

security concepts and policies Should be aimed at removing the danger of war and

securing p~ace at progressively l~er levels of armaments and armed forces.

Paragraph 1 or draft resolution L.45 considers the development of an

international dialogue on security concepts and policies aimed exclusively at

defence to be of great importance for proltDtiag the process of achieVing

disarmament and strengthening international security.

Paragraph 2 recommends that Sta tes should ini tia te or in tend fy the dialogue

on security concepts and policies aimed at defence at the bilateral, regional or

multilateral levels and keep the General Assembly informed about the progress

achieved.
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Finally, the draft r6so1ution suggests that the question of defensive security

concepts be included in the provisional agenda of the forty-fifth session of the

General Assembly.

The sponsors of draft resolution L.4S would hope that it will be given broad

support similar to that given the aforementioned documents and declarations from

South, East and West. We are prepared to enter into discussion in the next i~'h'

days with other interested delegations in a search for a text th4t could be

acceptable to all.

I should like to use this opportunity to introduce to the First Committee a

second draft resolution, A/C.l/44/L.46, entitled "Science and technology for

disarmament", on behalf of the delegations of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic, Mexico and the German Denocra tic Republic.

We are all aware of the sweeping changes in science and technology and the new

challenges we have to face. At the same time we see that developments in science

and technology open up unprecedented opportunities for successfully tackling the

glllbal problems facing mankind. Here we have a common chance to make science and

technol09Y a decisive factor in the promotion of peaceful oo~peration and

development, as well as the ch ance to prom:>te further progress in the disarmament

process.

In that context we have in mind, for example, the control of the

implementa tion of disarmament agreements, as well as the veri flea tion ot. campl ianoe

with obligations undertaken by the parties to treaties. That pr&supposes

state-of-the-art inforl'l8tion technoloqies fnd innovation in data colleoting,

transmission and Issellment techniques and the hardware involved. What is nee4ld

in the future, we believe, is the constructive use of scientific and technological

aohievements in connection with the prohibition of the development,
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production, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons. That is also true when it

comes ~ keeping outer space free from weapons systems and using it for peaceful

purposes.

As for conventional disarmament, we think that science and technology can be

used to verify agreement on troop ceilings or the limitation of military

activities. In that connection conversion becomes a practical task that makeR the

use of science and technology an urgent requirement. The conversion of military

industry to civilian production, the (·estruction of weapons systems 'dth proper

regard for the economic and especially the ecological aspects, are ~pical issues

that can only addressed swcC8ssfully if the latest findings are employed.
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The dra ft resolu tion is based Q"l the propos i tiQ"l tha t s 'i ence lSld technology

should be used effectively for the promotion of the disarmament process. In the

five preambular paragraphs of the draft resolution, the General Assembly would

point to the potential contribution that scientific and technologioal progress

could make to the support of disarmament negotia Hons S'ld to the implementa tion of

their resUlts. It would also welcome the activities undertaken in that area so tar

and underline the need for an intensification of activi ties as well os for

international co-operation.

In operative paragraph 1, the General Assembly would take note of national and

international activities to use scientific S'ld teohnological achievements for

disarmament-related purposes, while in paragraph 2 Member States and

intergovernmental a'\d non-governmental organiza tic!'\s would be called UPQ'l to

intensify such activities, to develop in ternational co-operation in that area, and

to keep the Uni ted Na Hons inforned about progress in that fi eld. In the last

operative paragraph, the Assenbly would decide to include in the provisional agenda

of its forty-fi fth sess ion ISl i tern on science ISld technology for development.

The sponsors hope that the menbers of the First Committee will all be able to

support draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.46, inasnuch as it deals with a problem that

all are interested in solving.

Mr. BAYART (Mongolia) (interpretation from French) I I should like

briefly to introduce the draft resolution cootained in document A/C.l/44/L.6l, on

agenda item 66 (k), entitled "Disarmament Week". The draft resolution is sponsored

by Angola, Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist RepUblic, Cuba,

Czechoslovakia, the Ger.man Democratic Republic, Japan, the Lao People's Democratic

Republic, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, the Philippines, the Ukrainian Soviet

Socialist Republic, Viet Nam and Mongolia.
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Since its proclanation by the General Assembly at its first special session

devoted to disarmament, Disarmament Week has been well known to all my colleagues.

Today, it is an integral element in the efforts of the international community in

the field of disarmament. It continues to serve as a useful tool for mobilizing

world public opinion in favour of disarmament. It contributes to the improved

co~rdination of the efforts of the United Nations and the potential of national

and international non-governmental organizations for strengthening international

peace and security and achieving disarmament.

Disarmament Week has always been considered by States Members of the Uni ted

Nations as an excellent opportunity for re-asserting their faith in the cause of

disarmament and for reminding world pl~blic opinion of that cause.

As to the draft resolution, it repeats to a large extent the provisions of

last year's resolution, which was adopi.:ed by the General Assembly without a vote.

To save time, I do not think it necessary to repeat those provisions. One new

element contained in the draft resolution this year is that the General Assembly

would request the Secretary-General to submit to it at its forty-seventh session a

report on the implementation of the provisions of the present resolution.

It goes without saying that changes in the date at which the report of the

Secretary-General should be submitted - in other words, the fact that the

tim~-limit has been extended - should in no way impinge upon the annual observance

of Disarmament Week. The objectives of the Week have lost none of their importance

and we must continue to observe Disarmament Week as widely as possible. That is

why - and this is the second new element - in the preamble to the draft r';!~olution

the Assembly would recognize the significance of the annual observance ol

Disarmament Week, including by the United Nations.
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I have given only a brief outline of the two paragraphs that could be

construed as new elements in the draft resolution, and its sponsors have undertaken

unofficial consultations with the delegations concerned. The draft resolution as a

whole enjoys general agreement and approval, and I hope that it will be unanimously

supported by the members of the Committee and ad:lpted without a vote, as was the

case last year.

Mr. GHAREKHAN (India): Our delegation has asked to speak today to

introduce three draft resolutions - A/C.l/44/L.39, A/C.l!44/L.40, and A/C.l/44/L.4l.

On behalf of the delegations of Algeria, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Ecuador, Egypt,

Indones ia, Madagascar, Malays ia, Roman ia, Viet Nam, Yugoslav ia and India, I would

like to introduce the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/44/L.39,

entitled "Convention on the Prohibi tion of the Use of Nuclear Weapons".

The rationale behind the draft resolution is simple and clearly stated in the

preamble. It is accepted that the existence and use of nuclear weapons poses a

threat to life on this planet. It is also accepted that the ongoing nuclear arms

race serves only to increase the risk of the use of nuclear weapons. The nuclear

winter studies by the TTAPS group, by SCDPE-ENUWAR, and last year by the

Secretary-General's Group of Cons ultant Experts, have all concluded that the use of

nuclear weapons, even on a limited scale of .1 per cent of the existing megatonnage,

would produce irrerversible consequences for life on this planet.

The euphemism of the term "irreversible" is quickly lost when a writer like

Gabrial Garcia Marquez reflects upon it:

"One minute after the final explosion, more than half of humanity will

have died, the dust and smoke of continents in flame will cefeat the light of

sun and utter darkness will reign anew upon the world. A winter of orange
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rain and icy hurricanes will reverse the tides of oceans and stem the oourse

of rivers whose fish will have died of thirst in the seething waters, and

whose birds will find the sky no more. Eternal snows will oover the Sahara

Desert, the vast rain forest of the Amazon, destroyed by hail} will disappear

from the face of the planet, and the age of rook and heart. tr ansplants will

revert to its glacial infancy.
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Th. f,w human b.ings be lurviv. the firlt ehock of f.ar ,~d those having h.d

the privil.g. of • laf. r.fug••t 3 o'clock on the Monday of the Paulti.n

catastroph. will b. Ipar.d only to die .ft.rwardl from the horror of th.ir

m.mori.l. Cr.ation will have corn. to an .nd. In the tinal ch.oe of d.mpn.ls

and .t.rnal nightl the only trao. ot life as it:. 000. was will b. th.

cockroach'l. "

Thol. ar. som. of thft "irr.v.rlibl. conlequenael" in a writ.r'l vision.

Th. Cont.renc. on Disarmament in Geneva, the 101. mul tila t.ral n.gotla ting

body wh.r. all nuclear-w.apon Stat•• ar. r.pr.l.nt.d, hal be.n r.pe~tA~ly requ.st.d

by the Gen.ral ASI.mbly to und.rtak. n.gota tions with the obj.otiv. of conoluding

a conv.ntion that would prOhtbit the us. of nuclear w.apon. Acoordingly, w. have

submitted our draft oonv,ntion to the Cont.r.nc. on Disarmament for itl

oonllderation. It is th.r.for. a matt.r of great regr.t that aft.r 80 many y.ars

the Conf.r.nce on Disarmament ha. not b.en able to r.gister Iny progr.ss on this

priority item. At the same time, no logioal realonl al" p.1t forward al to why suoh

a conv.ntion Ihould not b. negotiat.d. To r.late the urq.noyof prev.nting nuolear

war to prev.nting all wars i8 to deny the special menao. thar. nuol.. r weapon. PO"

to mank lnCl. IAtt me r.i t.ra te tha t conv.n tiCl"lal war I c In .Ioala te in to nuclear

war. Thet fateful transition, onc. it happ~ns, cannot be stopped. Nuclear war

oannot de -.soala t. in to conv.n tiooal war.

W. al" r~-Iubmittin~ our draft r.solution to und.rlin. th~ importance of this

issue and in the hope that this body will be able to bring th~ might of its moral

authority to bear on the Conf.r.no. on Disarmament 10 that the Conf.r.noe will

oommenoe n.gotla t.ion. on tJ. i. item.
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The draft convention is contained in the annex to the draft resolution. It is

based on the recognition by this forum that the use or threat of use of nuclear

weapons would be a violation of the Charter of the United Nations and contrary to

the laws of humanity. That was accepted almost three decades ago, in 1961, in

General Assembly resolu tion 1653 (XVI).

The world community has since welcomed the statement by the United States of

America and the Un ion of Soviet SCc ialist Republ ics declar ing that a nucl ear war

cannot be won and must not be fought. Our draft resolution seeks to transform that

understanding into a legally binding commitment. Such a prohibi Hon in the form of

a legal agreement would help lead towards a qualitative change in security

doctrines and policies and the crea tion of the right clina I:e for negotia Hons

leading to the oomplete elimination of nuclear weapons.

Draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.40, entitled "Nuclear·.arms freeze", is being

introduced on behalf of the delegations of Indonesia, Mexico, Pakistan, Peru,

Roman ia and Sweden as well as India. Our delega tions have warmly welcomed the

improvement in the bilateral relations of the United States of America and the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the signing of the Treaty on interfl'ediate-

and shorter-range nuclear forces, the INF Treaty. At the same time, we are only

too conscious that reductions under the INF Treaty are minuscule compared to the

existing nuclear arsenals. The Treaty's value lies in its marking a beginning. We

would like to believe that it reflects a realization of the axiom that reducing

nuclear weapons enha"ces the aecur ity not just of the two oountr iea that ~n them

bu t of the en t:l.re global communi ty. The log ic of the INF Trea ty di cta tee tha t the

deep cuts in United Btates and Soviet strategic arsenals currently under

negotia tions should be followed by mul tila teral negotia tions among all

nuclear-weapon States.
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For the reductions we are visualizing to make the desired impact, we must also

cap the nuclear-arms race. Strange as it may sound, even after the INF agr8ement

is implemented the two sides may atill end up possessing more warheads than they

started out with in 1988 - unless of course an agreement on strategic arms

reductions (START) is concluded. We are therefore convinoed that the quest for

more and newer weapons has to be terminated and the production of nuclear • "pons

and fiBsienable neterials intended for weapons purposes halted. Though not an end

in itself, such a measure would constitute an effeotive step towards preventing the

continued increase and qualitative improvement in nuclear weaponry, thus providing

a favourable environment for nuclear disarmament negotiations.

Our dra ft re.olu tion address. the issue t')f a freeze in two stage.. Pirst,

the Assembly would urge the United States and the USSR to reach an agreement on an

imll8dia te nuclear-arms freeze, which would imply a halt in the production of

nuclear weapons and a cut-off of the production of fissionable materials.

secondly, it would call upon all nucl ear-weapon Sta tes, through a joint

declaration, to agree to a comprehensive nuclear-arms freeze, which would inclu~ a

ban a1 testing, production and deployment of nuclear weapons and their delivery

vehicles, along with cessation of production of fissionable materials for weapons

purposes.

We welcome the announcement by the Soviet Fbreign Minister, Mr. Shevardnftdze,

in his statement at this session of the General Assembly that the USSR will cease

production of highly enriched uranium for nuclear weapons purpose. by the end of

1989. We understand that the Uni ted Sta te. Congress has for the present put a halt

on the production of tritium and plutonium. The politioal olimate is therefore

poei tive and conducive to negotia ting suoh an agreement. As a consequenoe of suoh

measures, fissionable material for peaoeful purposes only will be produoed, and it

can be subject to non-disorirnina tory in terna tional safeguard. on a universal
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bas iI. That development would be a poei tive s tap towards conver ting the

non-proliferation Treaty into a non-disoriminatory, universal agreement that oould

give legal effect to a binding oommitment of all threshold States not to cross the

nuclear-weapons threshold.

Lastly, on behalf of the delegations of the By~lorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic, Hungary, Indones la, Poland, Sri Lanka and Venezuela as well as Indi.. , I

should like to introduce the draft resolution contained in dooument A/C.l/44/L.4l,

ent! tied "Scien ti fie and technological developments and their impact on

international security".

At the first special session of the General As8el~ly devoted to disarmament,

the threat posed ~o in terna tiQ"lal peace, and aecud ty by the growing arms race wu

acknowledged by the world community. It was agreed that, along with quantitative

measures, quall ta tive measures in the field of disarmament also needed to be

negoUa ted if the ar'lns race were to be halted. A decade passed after the adoption

of the Final Document, a deca de in wh ich quali ta tive aspe cts of the arms race did

not receive the attention they deserved. That concern was reflected in our

initiative at the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament and in last year's General Assembly resolution 43/77 A, which requested

the Secret:ary-General to follow future scientific and technological developments,

especially those which have potential military applications, and to evaluate their

impact on international security. From the interim report contained in document

1./44/487 we find that five broad fields have been identified. information

technology, biotechnology, ma ter ials technology, space technology and nuclear

technology. After assessments in those individual fields are prepared, a

comprehens ive view needs to be taken to evalue te their impact 00 the in terna Honel

security environment.
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It will b. a new kind of .xerch. for the international community, and it is only

appropriate that this is being undertak.n in th, Unit'd Nationa framework. It

reflects th, ,merging role of the Organization and allo the indivisible r.tur, of

global s,curity.

We are all too awar, that the world standa on tKe thr.shold of a new arms

rac.. Th. cumulativ. impact of individual d.v,lopments in th, five fi.lds

id.ntified above could qualitativ.ly transform the s.curity .nvironment. Th.

int.rnational community m~t b. alert to this r.al risk, in the int.r.sts of

g,nuin, and lasting disarmam.nt.

It il int.r,sting to speculate Wh.th.r the s.curity .nvironm,nt would not b.

b.tt,r and 8af.r today if attempts by SOml aci,ntists of the high'lt Itatur. had

8ucc"ded in cr,ating a ahar,d awar.n,a. of the dang.r inh.r.nt in the d.v.lopm.nt

of many t.chnologies with th.ir att.ndant military applicationl with which w. ar.

burden.d today. Tbmorrow'a weaponl will b. more subtl., mort thr.at.ning, l.s.

verifiable, and will give u. short.r reapon•• times. The impact of 80me of th.ae

can already be seen in areas such as th~ graduat,d ua. of nucl,ar .xplosiv. pow.r,

miniaturization and larg,-scal. computing capabilities, dir.. cted .n.rgy and las.r

technology, fuel technology, artificial int'lUg.nc. and 10 on. Many oth.rl can b.

p.rc.iv.d only dimly at pres.nt, but it il a lob.ring r.alization that all wtlpon

t.chnologie8 and syst.ms begin with the postUlation of an idea. Unr.strain.d human

ing.nui ty do.s th, r'st.

Only watchfuln'.8 and coll.ctiv. action can r'ltrain this dangerous .scalatory

spiral, which will undermine global S8CUri ty. W. have a common futu~., II"Id mU8t

demonltrat. a common det.rmination to give .ci.no. and t.chnology a human f.c••

Th. ch.ll.ng•• of .radic.ting hung.r, pov.rty and di•••••• the problems of glob.l

w.rming, olon. depletion .nd environment manlg.ment, III of which h.ve Icquir.d I

global dimen.ionl th••e reqUire our inventiv.n••• and int.rnltional.co-oper.tion
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on an unpracedented 9cale. Sciftntific anti tftchnoloqical development muat continue

an~ be redolhlad, hut oriented Anttrely in favour of Peaceful uses, for the benefit

of manl<int'!.

Draft resolution l\IC.1/441L. 41 is a modeBt step down the road to

Aalf-preeervatil)n on spaceship Earth. We are all on the same ship) some may be

travelling first class and others on tha deck, but we all have a common future. We

need to understand the holistic nature of our existence and that the securit.y

environment iB an intlltgral part of it. Only 11 long view will qnable us to devise

Rtr~ teqies to deal lit tfactivel y wi th these fa te f ul iBsueB.

All of UB in my deleqation hope that the proposal~ we are introducing today

will recaive the serious consideration and universal support from this Committee

which thfty deBnrva.

Mr. MAR IN BOA CH (Mexico) (int.erpreta tion from Span ish) I The suhject of a

complete nuclear-test lan continues to figure prominently on the agenda of the

FirAt Committfte. 'l'hiA h:'lh-priority aSpRct of. nuclear disarmamt:'nt:. has been debated

In th~ Gftneral Assemhly for 3S years now\ on 10 October 1963, the partial

nuclear-test-ban Treaty entered into force, five days later, on 1.5 October 1963,

thlA {t'lr!]t Committee began ita debate on the item entitled "Urqent need for

nUHflPnaio., of nuclMr ant'! thp.rmonuclear tAAttng". For two weeks after that, the

CommlttP.O fOeUAOn almOAt eKclusively on that item. With few exceptions, the

Apeakp.rA welr:omerJ the concluAion of the partial nuclear.-teAt-han Treaty, and

emphal'llzp.o th", nMo for that b.!ln to he accompanied a8 aoon as posnihle hy a total

nuclear-te~t han.

The General AABembly, at the end of its aeBAion, adopted resolution

1910 (XVIII), in which, intar at..!!, it noted with aatisfac:O.ion that, in the

preamble of that Treaty the States parties stated that they were seekinq to achieve

tho discontinuance of all test Axploaions of nuclear weapons and were determined to
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continue negor,iations to that end) also, it: requested the Geneva Committee on

Disarmament to continue with • sense of urgency its negotiations to achieve the

objectives set forth in the preamble of the Treaty. Twenty-six years have passed

since the adoption of that resolution. Hun~reds of underground nuclear tests and

dozen. of resolutions later, the AllIembly ls still urging the Geneva Conference on

Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating forum on disarmament matters, to

condUct multilateral negotiations on a canplete nuclear-test-b., treaty.

That is the prime purpo.e or the draft re,olution in document A/C.l/44/L.ll,

which it is my honour to 'ubmit now on behalf or the delegations of Costa Rica,

Ecuador, Indonesia, Ireland, Myanmar, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Suriname,

Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Mexico. The lubstance of the draft resolution is very

similar to the texts we have submitted to this Committee year after year.

The preamble recalls certa in bas ic ract, rela ting to the vat tous Ita tements

made by the General Assembly and the Seoretary-General on this subject. It a180

refers to relevant provis ions of the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty, thtl

non-proliferation Treaty and the Final Declaration of the Third NPT Review

Conference. This year, we refer specifically to the disarmament declaration

adopted by the ninth summit Conterence on the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries.

The preamble refers again to the Stockholm Declaration, and notes with satisfaction

the continuing progress made by the Ad Hoc Group of SCientific Experts on

verification. The last part of the preamble contains a paragraph in which the

General Assembly expresses its concern that, after six years of efforts, the

Conference on Disarmament has not yet succeeded in establishing an !d hoc committee

on item 1 of its agenda, entitled "Nuclear-test ban".

In the operative part, the General A"embly reiterate, it' grave concern that

nuclear-weapon te.ting continue, unabated, and reaffirms that it attache. the

highllt pr ior1 ty to the achievement of the prohibl tion of all nuclear-te.t
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explosions for all time. It urges the nuclear-weapon States and the States members

of the Conference on Disarmament to conduct multilateral negotiation of a treaty to

this end. The draft also recommends to the Conference on Disarmament the

establishment in 1990 of an ad hoc committee with two working groups to deal,

reBpectively, wi th the contents and scope of the treaty and wi th canpl iance and

veri fi ca tion.

We, the sponsors of the draft resolution, trust that it will again receive

broad support, and that the nuclear-weapon States will finally give a positive

response to the repeated appeals of the international community for them to put an

end once and for all to their nuclear testing. In conclus ion, as the

Secretary-General observed in his address delivered on 25 October in connection

with Disarmament Week,

"••• unless the present positive momentum in bilateral negotiations on

var ious nuclear questions, including the urgent need for the cessa tion of

nuclear-weapon tests, is soon translated into concrete undertakings, the risks

of both vertical and horizontal proliferation will become more acute. The

threat of further proliferation of nuclear weapons is a very real one. If not

fully addressed, it may well jeopardize the constructive atmosphere that has

recently emerged in various international forums and reverse the positive

processes taking place in international relations generally". (A/C.l/44/PV.15,

p. 12)
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Mr. MOREL (FrancEr) (interpretation from French) I Today I should like to

Bet out the posi tion of the 12 members of the European Communi ty on agenda item

64 (a), relating to regional disarmament.

As the TWelve stated during the general debate, they consider the adoption of

regional measures for arms control ~d disarmament tQ be one of the most effective

means by which States can contribute to the overall process of arms control and

disarmament. Thus, they are pleased to note that, as evidenced by many statements

during the general debate here in the First Committee, there is a growing awareness

of the importance of a reg ional apprcech to disarmament in ensur ing interna tional

security and stability. The submission of a draft resolution on this subject,

which forrred the bas is of an ear lier resolu tion acbpted by consensUl!J in 1987 as

General Assembly resolution 42/39 E, attests to the interest that the Twelve attach

to it. They hope that the present session will afford a new opportunity to arrive

at a oonsensus within the international oorranun i ty on the draft resol ution sponsored

by 8elg iurn, which is Hmi ted to the idea of reg ional disarmament per se.

Of course the interest of the TWelve in regional disarmament can be explained

by their geographical situation. Indeed, as everyone knows, Europe is the

continent where the ooncentration of troops and armaments is highest. Thus the

Twelve take an active part in efforts to move ahead on that mat ter.

Within the framework of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe

(CSCE), the TWelve have participated in working out end implementing the Stockholm

document on confidence- and security-building measures, they have assisted in

arriving at a m~date for the Vienna negotiations on new confidence- ~d
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security-building measures designed to strengthen transparency cnd openness through

a better knowledge of military activities, thanks to new measures designed to

increase confidence cnd securi ty. Further, they have warmly we1comad the agreement

that led to the opening of negotiations in Vienna on conventional armed forces in

Europe, also within the framework of the CSCE process, between States belonging to

military alliances. Those negotiations, as is well knCMn, are in.:ended to

strengthen stability cnd securi t)· on the continent through a more stable and more

secure balance of conventional forces at lower levels, thus making it impossible to

unleash surprise attacks or large-scale offensive actions.

As many speakers emphasized during the general debate, the progress achieved

in the Vienna negotia tions is encouraging, cnd the 'lWelve hope that they will soon

produce agreements to achieve increased security and stability for all of Europe,

while safeguarding the legitimate security interests of each State participant in

the CSCE process.

However, although the Twelve attach special importance to the situation in

Europe, they still realize tnat regional disarmament initiatives in the spirit of

Chapter VIII of the Charter are a concrete and effective means of realizing the

fmdamental goals of the United Nations in other reg ions as well.

It is no happenstance that the security perceptions of the great majority of

States are closely linked with the conditions of security prevailing in their own

area. Thus the Twelve are C!>nvinced that it is up to the countries of each region

to decide on the format thaf- .:ill enable them to reach reg ional disarmament

agreements, which, taking into account the specific character of each area, can

contribute to greater global stability.
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Lastly, the Twelve believe that the disarmament process should not be l1mi ted

to action by the great Powers or military alliances alone, but that it must include

all States. For those reasons they rei tera te their hope that the efforts being

made in Europe will be echoed in other parts of the world.

Mr. IOU Zhitong (China) (interpretation from Chinese): It is an honour

for ~e to introduce to the Committee two draft resolutions, A/C.l/44/L.l4 and L.l3,

submitted by the Chinese delegation on nuclear and conven tional disarmament

respectively.

First, we are pleased to point out that draft resolutions submitted by the

Chinese delegation on nuclear a'ld conventional disarmament have been adopted by

consensus by the General Assenbly for several years running. That shows that they

have epitomized the common demcnds and aspira tions of the interna tional community

with respect to the two major issues of nuclear and conventional disarmament and

that they have set forth a realistic way towards, a'ld promising prospects for,

realizing our disarmament goals. We wish to express our appreciation to all other

delegations for the co~peratiro they have shO\\l1 in this regard.

The two draft resolutions submitted by the Chinese delegation this year are

based on the consensus resolutions adopted at the last session OL the General

Assembly, with certain necessary additions made in light of the progress achieved

during the past year in the fields of nuclear and conventional disarmament. Prior

to formal submission of the new draft resolutions, we solicited opinions from

var iOlE delegations and did our best, in a spirit of co-opera tion, to incorporate

their suggestions into the text wherever possible. Compared to General Assembly

resolut.ions 43/75 E and 43/75 F, adopted by consensus last year, the present draft

resolutions contain no substantlve changes but better reflect the latest

developments in the international situation.
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The put year has wit.nessed SOIftt pod tive developments in the field of nuclear

disarmament. The United St.at.es and t.he Soviet. Union are implement.ing the Traftty on

the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF

Treaty - 'It'hUe expressing rweUness to speed up negotiations Q'l reduoing their

strategic weapons. The draft resolut.ion on nuclea~ disarmament now before the

Committee (A/C.l/44/L.l4) gives full affirmation bO those posit.ive developments.

At the same time it voices the common des ire of the in terna tional communi ty by

continuing t.o urge t.he United Stat.es and t.he USSR to ful fll their IPtcial

responsibility for nuclear dsisarmsment «Id by expres.ing the hope that they will

reach early agreement. in t.he interests of international peace and security.

In this connect.ion we wish to com~d the Final Document of the ninth Summit

Meeting of t.he Movement. of Mon-Aligned Count.ries, which accurately reflected that

common will of the international community. We a180 wish to note that. similar

wish ea were epxressed in the documen ts is sued by the United St.at.es and t.he Soviet

Un ion .,d by the two ma jor mili tary all iances. We apprec 1a te the remarks of the

Secretary-General in his annual report that, notwithstanding the ~teps in arms

reduction taken by the two militarily mcet-pow~rful States II1d the proposals lI\der

consideration between the t.wo major alliances, "No complacency is reflect.ed in

noting the credit side of the balance," since it is apparent that, when we survey'

the entire scene, global stability and peace are still in danger. He eereeBeds

"It is apparent that, even when all their proposed reductions are achieved,

the merrbers of the two mil itary alliances will still have far more weapons

than all others together. 1I (A/44/1, p. 13)

The Secretary-General has indeed voiced the views of the int.ernationdt communit.y.
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In reoent years, the in t.erna tional oommuni t.y h as focused ever 91'. ter

attent.ion on the que.tinn of oonventional disarmament. ~he new negotiations

between the European countries on the reduotion of conventional armed force. havo

got. oft to a 900d Itar.t. With that start, a promising turn ~or the better has

em.r~ed in the European uonventional disarmament t~lk., which had be.n deadlooked

for many y.ars. Both sides have made conorete propolals and lome oountrie. havp

deoided un ila terally to reduoe or partially withdr.aw their troop. and w.pon.

abroad. The international community welaomee tho.e development.. and hop•• that the

negotiation. ~;ill r.sult. in the early oonolU8ion of aqreement8 b.nef~clal to the

security of Europe and the world at la1'qe. The draft re.olution on conv.ntional

di.armament before U8 91vftl a full, affirmative I •••••m.nt to tho.e developmentl.

While .tr .... ing the i,mportanoe of the European oonvenUonal diearmament talk. in

the preambular part, t.he dra tt r.solu don contain•• n.w opera tiv. pa1'aqraph to the

.trect that the Gen.ral Aalembly "welcomes the new negotiatione on oonv.ntional

arlMd forces in Europe".

Conventional disarmamftnt. ia a oomplicated is.ue involving many regione and

countrieR, and i. r.lated to many other questions in the field of dilarmament. A.

in preVious yearB, the draft re.olution submitted by the delegation of China aqain

tak ea 1n to account all the IIlpa cts of the ques don and tr i88 to address the

conc.rns and aocommodate the pooitions of varioul parties. The deleqation of China

hu nade great efforts to that end in its consUl ta tions with other parti.s. For

instance, although many oountri•• inoluding China regard the qualitative aspeot of

the conventional arme race ...omething not to b. ignored, in view of the praotical

difficultiel .xpr••••d by IOm. oountriel and for the .ak. of con.enlu. we have

demonltra ted I oonlid.fabl, .pirit of aooommoda tlorlo It 11 our hope that our good

will and co-operative attitude will be .,en in the proper light by all the
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parties concerned ard that they will join us in prorroting internatiooal

co-operation in the same spirit.

As in the past few years, China has only one purpose in sponsoring the two

draft resolutions - to strive for continued progress in the two priority areas of

nuclear and conventional disarmament so as to contribute to the strengthening of

internationa~peace and security. I wish to re-emphasize here that the two draft

resolutions before us contain no SUbstantive changes from the previous resolutions

on the same subjects, but that they present a better reflection of the current

situation and new developments over the past year. As a result, they are richer

and more balanced 1n content. We therefore hope that they will receive cont~nued

support from all delegations and will be adopted by consensus in the Committee and

also in th" General Assembly, th us once aga in express ing the common aspira Hen and

determination of the international community.

Mr. AZAMBUJA (Braz il) I On behalf of a large group of sponsors, my

delegation has the honor to introduce under agenr3a item 63 - "General and complete

disarmament" - a draft resolution entitled "Review Conference of the Parties to the

'l'rea ty on the Proh ib i tian of the Emplacemen t of Nucle~r Weapons and Other Weapolll!l

of Mass Destruction on tha Sea-Bad ",nd t:.he Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof",

cont~ined in document A/C.1/44/L.43. The draft resolution io being submitted by

the delegations of Australia, Austria, Botswana, BUlgaria, the ByeloruBsian Soviet

Rocialist Republic, Canada, Cos~a Rica, Cuba, Czechoslc)vakia, Denmark, the

Dominican Republic, the Fedfiral Republic o~ Germany, Finland, the lierman Denncra tic

RepUblic, Gre@ce, Hungary, ttJeland, India, Ireland, the Islamic Republic of Iran,

Italy, Japan, Malaysia, Mongolia, th~ Nethetlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama,

Poland, Portugal, Romania, Sweden, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
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the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland, the United States of America, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia and Bra.il.

My delega tiCX'\ took upon itself the task of co-ordina ting the presenta tion of

the draft re80lution to the United NationR General AII.errbly at itl forty-fourth

8e•• ion as a natural follow-up of our re.pon.ibilitie., Brazil having occupied the

pre.idency of the Third Review Conference of the sea-bed Treaty that waB held in

Geneva from 19 to 28 September 1989, in the perlon of Mr. Ser9io de Queiroz Duarte,

whose profesoionalism and skill in the discharge of his mandate have been widely

recogn hed •

The Review Conference was truly succesBful, not only because it wa. po•• ible

to conclude that the purposes set forth in the preamble and the provi. ion. of the

Treaty were bein9 fully realized, but a180 because of the atmosphere of good will

and the spirit of flexibility shown by all partioipating States. It is important

to underline in particular that the obligationl aSlumed under article I of the

Treaty, r ela ting to the core of that legal inl trument, have been fai thfully

observed by all St~tes parties, a fact that was registered in the Final Declaration

of the Conference. It la also relevant to point out that in the Final Declaration

all Statea parties to the Treaty confirmed that they had not emplaced any nuclear

weapons or ottler weapon8 of mass de8truct.ion CX'\ the sea-bed outside the zone of

application of the Treaty aB defined by its article 11, and that they had no

intention of doing DO in the future.

Another important conclusion of the Third Review Conference was the new

procedure to be applied to the convenin9 of the Fourth Review Conference, in whioh

the Secretary-Gtneral will have an importaflt role in reporting on technolQ9ical
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developments relevant to the Treaty and to the verification of oomplilno~ with it.

provisions, including dual-purpose teohnologies for peaoeful and specified military

end••

Aa a last remark, I would like to stress that the Third Review Conferenoe

ranewed its invitation to all States that had not'. yet done so to adhere to the

sea-bed Treaty, particularly tho.e possessing nuclear weapons or any other types of

weapons of mass destruction.

It is the expectation of the sponsors of the draft resolution that it will be

adopted without a vote. We would like to thank the numerous sponsors for their

co-operation and ask the members of the Committee to give the draft resolution

their full support.

MR. MASON (Canada) I I am pleased to make the Canadian statement in

support of the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/44/L.SO, entitled

"Urgent need for a comprehensive nucleu'-test-ban treaty". The ruU.zaHon of a

negotiated and verifiable comprehensive nuclear-teat-ban treaty continuea to be a

fundamental objective of Canadian arms-control and disarmament policy.

Canada believes that that objective can be achieved only through a

stap-by-step approach which, during the process itself, will build confidence and

elabora te an effective veri fica tion regime. We are pl eased to note the progr ess

that hds been realized in bilateral talks between the United States and the Soviet

Un ioo towards the ra ti fiea tion of the t hresholrl test-ban Trea ty and the TreRty on

Underground Nuclesr Explosions for Peaceful Purposes. It is our hope and

expectation that both of those Treaties will be ratified soon and that they will

form the basis upon which further restrictions on nuclesr testing will be

negoUa ted.
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We allo weloome ongoing work in the ar .. of verifioation applioable to •

telting ban. Seismio deteotion i. expeoted to play a central role in that regard,

and the .eocnd teohnioal te.t or the Group of Scientifio Rxpertl will be an

eesential el~ldnt in developing and perfeoting a global ayltam.
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Fotlowinq the firgt qtohal aeiamic tf'tlt in 1997, CAnada under.took tn upgrade

i t~ enntr ihuHon to an int8rnation"t l'Il'JiAmic <1ata lucchanqe by modernhing it.

Yetlowknit'e Seismic ArrtJy, locatftr' in the Canat11an North. That process waR

completed this year an<1 the modBrni1.od array openA~ in September during an

international workahop hOl!lted by Canada. We 'look forward to providing d3ta from

thiA renewed facility AA ~ practioal contribution to the ~Bvelopment of an

efffllctive international fleismic detection capahility ir. co-operation with other

Canada aqa in le plMAed to be IS sponRor of a draft resot ution enti tled "Urgent

ntffld fnr a comprehonA ive nuct ear-test-b..., trea ty" (A/C.1/44/L. 50) • It rema in!', in

our view, one ot the most important draft reaolutiona conRi~ered by thiA

CommittAp.. Our rtBtnqo'1t.inn par.t1cipatArt in thl! formulation of this text, which we

conAi~r to be 4 constructive rtocument worthy of careful oonsidoration by all

deleqations. We helieve that draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.50 provides a realistic

framework within which meaninqfuL proqrftsa bowarde ~ comprehensive test ban can be

achJev'!cL Wh1.te the prf.!!Ient text. rAcoqnlzes the proqreflS that has been made over

the pant ye.:lr in timitinq teDt:.inq, Ha essential thrust ann mesAage remain

unchanqAd. The sponsors e>epreAl'! '.:ho conviction that a treaty to achieve the

prohihition of all nuclnar teRt e>eplooiona by all Staten in all I';!nvironments for

all time rell\l\1ns a matter of funciamental importance, Md urge that specific,

immp.dI.1tp. ann concrp.t.f! AtepFl he t..lken in Aupport of that objActive.

Canada continUp.B to believe that the poUticular Rtrength of this draft

reRol ution and a pc indpal cause of the steaoy increaAe in support for similar

texts in recent years relate to its effectiveness in defining common ground among

the broad ranqe of v iews and approaches wh ich 'Iar ious countries bring to bea r on

this issue. Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.50 is a produr.t of negotiation 8I'ld
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oompromise. It renects, in our view, what is achievable in terms of praotical

eteps towards the larger objective. Canada oonsiders that t:he ~ratt relolution

strikes an appropr ia te balance. We urge delega tioM to lignal their CQ'\ tinuing

support by again voting in favour.

tiL. CHAOON (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish), I think it wal

Erik Horkheimer who said that politics is 11 nuch a struggle of ideas al a strugyle

ot interests. We bel ieve that those aspects clear ly Hlus trate the two dimensions

of the work we do at the United Nations or in the specialized aqencie. of the

United Nations system. It is a struqgle of ideas in the sense that we leek to

project our self-imtge II'ld mould action in terms of our world view. It is a

Itruggle of interelts in the s.nse that there is confrontation between locial

groups Itruggl ing to ule the machinery of the Sta te .,d its na tional .,d

international offshoots for their own benefit.

The Uni ted Na tions is a world organiza tion of a fundamentally poli tical

nature. It is untealistic to try to portray it as a technical body, because the

primacy of the poli tical component is always obIJ ious.

The Organization was established in response to the need to build a new world

order on the ruins of one that had demonstrated its indffectiveness, in a tragic

way, in the Secon~ World war. It waB conceived as an instrument for change aimed

at bu Hding a peacefUl world where freedom and aecud ty based on economic .,d

Rocial development, not on weapons, would prevail.

But from the very outset it was clear that there was a conflict between the

ideals of the Charter and the statutes of the specialized agencies on the one hand

end the real interests at stake in international politics at the other. Theretore,

the true intention - a creative United Nations - was loon forgotten and the world

embarked on an arms race, driven by the notion ot nuclear deterrence.
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In proposing the inclusion of item 151 on the agenda and introducing draft

resolution A/C. l/44/L. l7 , my Government is well aware that it is running against a

strong pro-armament tide manifested daily and based on deeply rooted concerns. But

we are convinced of the merit of what we are preaching when we act as we do.

We are a country without an army, and we have grown use<'l to living without

soldiers. We have learned to live in harmony with ourselves and with others,

turning to dialogue and respect for the rights c,f others - that is, pe3.ce - to a

recognition more of what unites us than of what divides us, and to cm almost

untrammeled utilization of freedom.

During a period nearly coincident with the lifetime of the United Nations we

have learned that weapons and armies serye only to destroy and to create

insecurity. We have also learned that it is not enough to reduce or eliminate

weapons and armies. We know that for the close link between disarmament and

developnent to be realized we need more than political or economic decisions by a

Government or group of Governments. An entire people must live the life of

disarmament and understand that problems can be solved with an open mind, a sense

of proportion, objective informa tion, and respect for human rights and fundamental

freedoms. Without those prerequisites - an aspect of education - the world cannot

be disarned.

That background is reflected in the draft resolution we have submitted under

agenda item 151. We view the United Nations as having been created to build a new

world not only in economic and social terms but also in terms of human

consciousness, and in the first preambular paragraph we invoke Article 2 of the

United Nations Charter, and in the second and third pre3.mbular paragraphs i&as

from the constitution of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural

Organization (UNESCD). We have not done this to draw that intergovernmental
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organ ha tion into disarmament negotia Hons, but rather to draw on the thi nk ing

reflected in those texts. As the General Asserrbly, at its ten~h special session,

evinced a keen interest in the ques Hon of educa tion for disarmament, we have

referred in the fourth preambular paragraph to the Final Document of that se~l!Ji"n,

specifically paragraph 106, as we believe that the World Disarmament Campaign 1~ a

valuable supplement to the educational work that should be carried out in Member

States' informal and formal educational spheres. We have included references to

paragraphs 99, 100 and 101 of the Final Document, and to the role of moulding

public opinion as a support for the national efforts of States.

We have been asked why we took account of the principles and recommendations

of the World Congress on Disarmament Education, held at UNESCO headquarters in June

1980. We did so, first of all, because that is the only world meeting to have been

held in the Uni ted Na tions ays tern for the purpose of reviewing problems of

disarmament education. Nearly a decade has passed since that Congress, but it

remains our only point of reference in which Member States and their experts were

involved. The recommendations contained in its report and final document retain

their full validity today.
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secondly, paragraph 107 of the Final DocumAnt of the tenth special session

statel! that

"The General AsselTbly welcomes the in i tia tive of the United Nations

Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization in planning to hold a world

congress on disarmament education and, in that connexion, urges that

organization to step up its programme aimed at the development of disarmament

education as a distinct field of study through the preparation, inter alia, of

teachers' guides, textbooks, readers and audio-visual materials. ... "

The previous paragraph urges Governments, in the words of the text of the Final

"

D:>cument,

... to take steps to develop programmes of education for disarmament and

peace studies at all levels".

As the Final Document was approved by consensus and as it is the only guide we have

so far as regards the disarmament priorities and the programrre of action, WE' think

that it is necessary to review what has been done to fulfil, in particular, the

request made by the General Assembly in its 1978 Final Document.

Thirdly, in the Report and Final Document of the World Congress on Disarmament

Educa tion a whole programne is estab1 ished, the general elements of which include,

first, guidelines for developing education and information on disarmament in

schools and un iversi ti es, educa tional methods, the tra in ing of tea cher s and

educators and the training of the armed forces and foreign policy servicesJ and,

secondly, guidelines for developing education for peace outside the schools and

universities, with informal approaches to adult education, education in the trade

unions and in the family, and also for carrying out campaigns to mould public

opinion. Lastly, the Report and Fina.. Document define a plan for the development

of reqearch in the context of educa tion and in forma tion for disarmament.

. ._ - _~ ~----
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We are well aware of the problems facing UNESCO, and we realize that it is a

sensitive point to refer to that international organization at this time. It is

not our intention to create difficulties and we do not wish to involve UNESCO in

disarmament issues. We are therefore prepared to make the necessary changes in the

draft resolution in order to smooth the way and to seek broad support from the

international community. For this reason, we shall today present a revised draft,

which we hope will be an effective response to the concerns that have been voiced

to us.

In conclusion, we would wish to stress once more the importance we attach to

this subject and to the resolution. We believe that it is basic, and by no means

of secondary imp:lrtance. We shall submit it to the General Assen'bly with whatever

reasonable changes may be needed. We hope that the General Assembly will agree

with us when it comes to taking its decision.

Mr. von S1ULPNArnL (Federal Republic of Germany): Today I would like to

introduce, under item 61: "!:eduction of military budgets", our draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.44 entitled "Military budgets", on behalf of the Byelorussian Soviet

Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Denmark, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Nigeria,

Norway, Portugal, Turkey, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and my own

delegation. This draft resolution differs from the approach taken so far in the

traditional drafts on this subject. Its purpose is to increase transparency in the

field of military budgets and to improve the prerequisites for transparency and

comparability by encouraging the broadest participation possible in the United

Nations standardized system for reporting military expenditures. Military

expenditure is not a quantity that can be changed in an abstract manner - either

unilaterally or by agreement - but depends on the security of States: the smaller

the threat, the lower are the military expenditures required.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



EF/U A/C. 1/ 44/PV. 31
43

(Mr. von StUlpnagel, Federal
Republ ic of Germany)

Today there is a gener a1 understanding that further progress in disarmament

negotia tions could and should logically lead also to reductions in mil i tary

expenditures, and that increased information on military matters, including

comparable data on military budgeting anG expenditure, is an important prerequisite

for achieving agreements on the reduction of armed forces. A necessary first

important step can already be taken. creating transparency. We remain convinced

that whatever the purpose of negotiations may be, transparency in this field

requires the elaboration of agreed methods of. measuring and comparing military

expenditurtts between speci fied per iods of time and between countries wi th di fferfmt

budgetil'\g systeltl!l. Accordingly, my delegation calls on all states to make use of

the reporting system introduced in pursuance of General Assembly resolution

35/142 B of Decerrber 1980.

In view of the experience gained through the implementation of

confidence-building measures, including those on greater transparency,

comparability, notification and predictability, on the one hand, and the lack of

tr ansparency which still preva i la in mill tary budgets owing to di fferent budge ting

and accounting systems on the other, we feel there is a need to give the subject of

transparency in military budgets the appropriate attention. Transparency is

imperative for generating increased confidence, which in turn makes it easier to

apprQ!lch, step by step, the goals of disarmament. In that sense, our draft

rp-solution iR linked with our initiative on confidence-huilrling measures.

We deem it necessary to bring the still unfinished set of principles, which iA

still under consideration by the United Nations Disarmament Commission, into ~

commonly accepted form. A catalogue of principles which does not have the support

of all oountries concerned will fail in its implementation and will not hring about

the results intended. Voting on this does not help.
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In paragraph 7 of this set of principles, which il still bAing negotiated by

the DiAarmament Commission, a consenSUB form of words se~mI to have emergBd fnr the

first two sentences, which state that all parties to such negotiations would be

required to have accepted Ind implemented tranBparency and comparability, that

agreed methods of mealuring and comparing military expenditure. betweftn specified

periods of time and between countries with different budgeting systems would be

required, and that the idea of transparency in this field is accepted as a

prerequisite for arms control.

There are indications that inspire hope that in the very near future more

countries, militarily important countries, will join those whioh are already making

use of the United Nations standardized reporting system. We warmly welcome these

efforts. In submitting draft resolution A/C. 1/44/1,. 44, it ill our intention to

encourage those who for various reasons still hesitate to take up this invitation

from the General Assembly.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Israel). I would like to say a few words regarding agenda

item 68 and draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.2l. This Committee is once again called

upon to discuss "Israeli nuclear armament". This item is celebrating its tenth

anniversary this year. There is no objective reason for this Committee to waste

its valuable time on this subject year after year. In his report on this item for

the forty-fourth sesson, the Secretary-General writes, in paragraph 2 of document

A/44/658, that

"••• no addi tional information has been forwarded to the

Secretary-General s inoe the submiBs ion of the lat report to the General

Aa.enbly on the subject (A/43/693)".
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t would like to quote the authorita tive statement made by 1.8rl1e1's

repres~ntative to the twenty-third Conf.erence of the International Atomic Energy

~~ency (IAEA), Dr. Yena S. Ettinger, Director General of the Israel Atomic Energy

Commission. Speaking about a similar resolution in that forum, he stated,

"This draft reso.lution misrepresents Isael's policy towards nuclear

non-prol He raHon and fa ill! to recognize Israel's author. i tati ve statemente on

this policy. I wish to reiterate that Israel aupports the principle of

non-proliferation and affirms the necessity of establishing a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East along the lines laid down by the

Tlatelol co and Ral'otonqa Trea ties. "

As we sta ted in our s ta tement in t.he general deba te,

"Such a nuclear-free zone would by its very nature provide full and

sa tisfactory answers to the ques tion of full-scope sa feguards. ".
No country has ever al.:ceded to any arms agreement without full and free

negotiations, and it is manifestly unfair to single out Israel for special

treatment. Paragraph 5 of the draft re"wlut!on befllre us requests Israel to submit

all its nuclear activities to IAEA safeguards. A call addressed to Israel alone to

accept full-scope safeguards is an act of singling out. There are many States not

party to the non-proliferation Treaty and not subject to full-scope safeguards.

And yet they are somehow immune from being addressed with similar requests and, at

the same tirre, thoy presulM to sit in judgement on Israel.

The ooncl usion of safeguards agreements is the statutory r iqht of a State.

That is provided by article III.A.S of the Statute of the IAEA. The voluntary

nature was also recognized in the technical study entitled '~odalities of

Application of Agency Safeguards in the Middle East" - IAEA document

GC(XXXIlI)/887, which statesl
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"The Agency cannot carry out safeguards within the jurisdiction of a

State without the latter's consent. Such consent must be recorded in a

specific safeguards agreement which the State negotiates and concludes with

the Agency on a voluntary basis."

In addition the draft resolution repeats the "ntruth about co-operation

between Israel and South Africa in the nuclear field. All the most authoritative

statementa of the Government of Israel, from the Prime Minister down, have clearly

stated that no such co-operation exists.

At a time when we are witnessing major moves towards a relaxation of tension

t.hroughout the world, we can only regret that the hatred of some Arab States for

Israel prevents any progress in our region.

I call on all peace-lov 1ng countr ies to vote aga inet dra ft resolu tion

A/C.1/44/L. 21.

Ms. MASON (Canada). I have the honour today to introduce draft

reeolution A/C.lI44/L.38, "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons". In

addition to Canada and Poland, the following 33 Member States ard also sponsors of

the draft resolutionl Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, the

Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, the German

Deroocratic Republic, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland,

Ireland, Italy, Japan, Malaysia, Mongolia, the Netherlands, Norway, the

Philippines, Portugal, Samoa, Spa in, Sweden, Turkey, the Ukra in ian Soviet Soc ial ist

RepUblic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern Ireland, the Unit~d States of America, Uruguay and V1et Nam.

As Memer States are aware, this draft reeol ut10n is tradi tionally the means

by which the General Assembly takes note of developl"'Jnt',1 relevlnt to ita lubject

matt.r since the Assembly's previous .ession, particularly 6Ivelopmente in the
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negotia t ions in the Conference on Disarmament on a conven tion to bM chemical

weapons, and expresses the interests and concerna of ita mentutra in advanoing arid

concluding as expedi tious1y as pos8ib1e such a conven tion. Since it has also

traditionally enjoyed oonsensus approval, it thereby represents in tangible form

the unaninous desire and will of the world oommunity to eliminate canpletely the

scourge of chemical weapons and to ensure that they are never developed, produced,

stockpiled or used again.

As has been noted several times in the general debates this year, both in the

General Assernbty and in this Committee, 1989 witnessed developments of the highest

importance in the effort to achieve our common goal. Last January the

representatives of nearly 150 States met. in Paris to consider means of reaffirming

the urqent necessity of strict observance by all States of t~. principles and

objectives of the Protocol for the Proh ibi tion of the Use in War of Asphyx ia ting,

PoioonouB or other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at

Geneva on 17 June 1925. I think all will agree that that Conference of States

parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and other interested States was a resounding

success, partiCUlarly in its development of a Pinal Declaration that, inter alia,

reaffirmed the prohibition established in the Protocol.

Further, with the renewed momentum provided by the Paris Conference, the

Conference on Disarmament heeded the Final Declaration's call to redouble its

efforts and undertook, during its 1989 session., unprecedented measures to intensify

its work on the negotia tion of a chemica l-weapons "'~n.

Thirdly, in september 1989 the Austral lan Government convened the

Government-Industry Conference against Chemical Weapons, where representatives of

both Govern ment and the chemical industry were able to discuss ways and means of

contributing to our common objective.
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Finally, we would note the encouug ing development" t.hat have concurrently

taken place in the bilateral discussions between the USSR and the United States, in

the framework of the mUltilateral negotiations, on issues related to this common

goal.

It il in the light of thOle several momentous ~velopment. that the authors

and sponsors offer the draft resolution for the Committee's consideration. We have

sought to reflect those developments in a number of paragraph.. The third and

fourth preambular paragraphs and paragraphs 4 and 6 of the operative part renect.

recognition ef the important achievements of the Paris Conference, in particular

the adoption of the Final Declaration, and call upon all States to abide by the

commitments un&lrtaken in that D"clarat.ion. The fifth and siKth preambular

paragraphs and paragrapha 7 ana 8 recognize the valuable impetus provided by the

Canberra Conference towards the goal of a ban on chemical weapons. Paragraph 3

recognizes the view of many Statea that tha forthcoming sese ion of the Conference

on Disarmament will, in the light of the continuing developments I have noted, be

of pivotal importance in t:.he continuing effort to conclude the negotiations on the

convention to ban chemical weapons.

The draft resol uUon before us is the result of intensive and hroad

consultations among many delegations, all of whom have demonstrated a spirit of

goodwill and co-operation, I am sure that they will not disagree with me if I

choose to single out among the many the partiCUlar contribution of the delegation

of Poland, which has co-operated very closely with Canada on this draft

resolution. Our two delegatinns also highly appreciate the generous co""'Operation

and valuable a••istance of Australia and France, as well as that of other

delega t 1008 that par ticipa teeS in the process of conI ul ta t ions.
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The sponsors ot the draft n"olution believe that it warrant:.s the unanimous

Auppnrt of the First Committ88, and they hope that it will again be adopted by

conflens us. Such a step will clearly and convincingly demonstra ee the firm

commitment of the world community to the goal of eliminating chemical weapons for

all tin. It will thus send a vital message to the Conforence on Disarmament that

t am sure will be heard and heeded.
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Mr. lOTEVSKI (YugoI1avia), On behalf of the State. menbers of the

Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, I Should like to introduoe two draft resolutions.

rirst, I have the privilege to introduoe th. draft relo1ution on item 67,

"Implementation of the Deolaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of P.oe",

contained in document A/C.l/44/L. 33.

AI members may reoa11, the General As••mbly at it. forty-third •••• ion, by it.

consensus resolution 43/79, deoided that th. Colombo Conf.rence on th. Indian OCean

should be convened in 1990. The pre.ent draft re.o1ution primarily deals with the

oonvening of the Colombo Conferenoe in 1990 and th. programme of work that the

Conference has to undertake.

The draft text in its prHlnbular Mction recalll the Declaration (r ••ol ution

2832 (XXVI)) and previous r.solutions adopted by the General Assembly on it&

implementation and reaffirms that the e.tablishment of zone. of peace in various

regions contributes to strengthening the security of Statel within such zones and

to international peace and security as a whole. It alIa rea ffirms the conviction

that the achievements of the objectives of the Declaration would be a substantial

contribution to the independenoe, sovereignty, territorial integrity and peaceful

development of the States of the region. It also says that the continued military

presence of the great Powers in the Indian Ocean area, oonceived in the context of

their confrontation, gives urgency to the need to take praotica1 steps for the

early achievement of the objectives of the Declaration. The final preambu1ar

paragraph sta tes that the Ad Hoc Commi ttee on the Indian Ocean ha. accanplished to

a great extent the preparatory work connected with the convening of the Conference

in 1990.

While - in paragraphs 1 and 2 - taking note and expressing appreciation of the

work done by the Ad Hoc Committee, in paragraph 3 the text r_fUrlNl full support

for the implementation of the Deo1aration of the Indian OCean a. a Zone of Peace.

Paragraph 4 reoa1ls the Final Dooument oontained in the report of the meeting of
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the Litt.oral and Hint.erland States of t.he Indian Ocean, held in July 1979.

Paragraph 5 decides that the Conference shall be structured in several stages.

Paragraph 6 decides to convene, in t.he first stage, t.he Unit.ed Nations

Conference on t.he Indian Ocean at Colombo, Sri Lanka, from 2 to 13 July 1990, with

the objective of I

11 (a) Reviewing the situation in the Indian OCean area with particular

reference to the continued dangers posed by the military presence of the great

Powers, and also other foreign military presences, whenever they are contrary

to the objectives of the Declara tion of the Indian OCean as a Zone of PeI!ce,

lI(b) Considering the principal alements of the Indian Ocean as a zone of

peace as contained in the Declaration of the Indian OCean as a Zone of Peace

and as considered at the Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland States of the

Indian Ocean as well as at the subsequent mee tings of the Ad Hoc Commi t tee on

the Indian Ocean, taking into account all its relevant work)

11 (c) Adopting a final document containing the principles, modalities,

machinery and programme of action for the furtherance of the objectives of the

zone of peace,

lI(d) Recommending to the General Assennly the future role and functions

of the Pd Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean bearing in mind its mandate as

defined in the relevant resolutions".

Paragraph 7 decides that the Conference shall endeavour to adopt modalities

and a programme of action embodying practical measures for the maintenance of the

Indian Ocean as a zone of peace in order to finalize an international agreement

with binding arrangements.

Paragraph 8 recommends that the participation at the Conference shall be at

the minister ia1 level. Paragraph 9 requests the Secretary-General to invi te the

parties listed in its seven sub-paragraphs. In paragaph 10 a requeRt is made to
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the Secretary-General to transmit to the Conference the reports and documentation

of the Ad Hoc Committee and of the Meeting of the Littoral and Hinterland States at

the Indian Ocean on their work, and all other relevant documenta tion of the General

AsIJenbly. Paragraph II invites the Conference to take into account those reports

and relevant documents in its work. In paragraph 12 the Secretary-General is

requested to appoint a Secretary-General of the Conference and provide other

necessary staff, services and other facilities, including summary records for the

Conference. In paragraph 13 the Secretary-General is requested to take all

appropr iate steps, including the provia ion of financ ial resources, for the

convening of the Conference.

In paragraph 14 the Ad Hoc Committee is requested to hold a session during the

first half of 1990, with a duration of two weeks, in order to continue itA

preparatory work, and submit a report directly to the Conference. In paragraph 15

the Secretary-General is requested to render all assistance to the Ad Hoc

Committee. Paragraoh 16 decides to include in the provisional' agenda of the

forty-fifth session of the General Assembly the item entitled" Implementation of

the Declaration of the Indian Ocean aB a Zone of Peace".

The present dra ft has been before the member s of the Ad Hoc Commi t tee on the

Indian Ocean since July this year. The i"tention of the non-aligned menbers of the

Ad Hoc Committee when the draft wu submitted to it was to provide a basis for

negotiations among interested groups and other States menbers of the Ad Hoc

Canmittee. Subsequently the non-aligned members decided to introduce the sanwt

draft in this Committee, with the clear understanding that they are open to

discussions and negotiations with a view'to reaching a consensual It is the

earnest desire of the non-align.d members to work to this end during the remaining

ti IM ava !lable.
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I may mention here that the Heads of State or Government gathered in Belgrade

at their summit conference in September this year expressed full support for the

convening of the Conference in Colombo in 1990 and called for the full and active

participation in it of the permanent menbers of the Security CflUncil and the major

maritime users, whose co-operation is essential for the success of the Conference.

We look forward to receiving any concrete suggestions that may facilitate a

consensus draft resolution that will enable the holding of the United Nations

Conference on the Indian Ocean, as agreed by consensus resolution 43/79 of

7 December 1988.

My delegation is also pleased to introduce, on behalf of the members of the

Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, the draft resolution contained in document

A/C. 1/44/32, entitled "Relationship between Disarmament and Development".

The proposed resolution is mainly a, procedural one, its main purpose being to

welcome the report of the Secretary-General and actions taken in accordance with

the Final Document of the International Conference on the Relationship between

Disarmament and Development, as well as to request the Secretary-General to

continue to take action, through the appropriate organs and within available

resources, for the implementation of the action programme adopted at the

International Conference.

In the draft we further request the Secretary-General to submit a report to

the General Assembly at its forty-fifth session, and we decide to include the item

on the agenda of its forty-£ifth session.

we attadl extreme importance to the subject dealt with in the draft

resolution. May I recall that on that matter the Heads of State or Government of

Non-Aligned Countries at their recent summit meeting held in Belgrade stated~

"The close relationship between disarmament and development must be seen as a

contributioo to the wider efforts to give precedence to economic development
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over the priorities imposed by the dangerous and irrational race for military

might." (A/44/551, Declaration, para. 5)

In that context the Belgrade Declaration also underlined that:

"Given enhanced disarmament prospects, new opportunities are opening for all

countries, especially those possess ing the largest nuclear and conventional

arsenals, for rechannelling additional financial resources, human energy and

creativity into development." (ibid.)

On an issue of such importance it is our sincere hope that the Committee will

be able to adopt the draft resolution without a vote. In that spirit, we value and

appreciate the statement made yesterday by the representative of France,

Mr. Pierre Morel, on behalf of the Twelve members of the European Communi ty.
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Mr. 8ELLINA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish), It ie ~ honour to

introduce to the First Committee today, on behalf of the sponsors, the draft

resolutions dealing with the work of the Conference on Disarmament on the

prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological

weapons, and with the question of conventional disarmament on a regional scale.

Peru, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the subject in the Conference on

Disurnament at its 1989 substantiv~ session, is sUhmi.tting the draft resolution on

the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological

weapons contained in document A/C.l/44/I•• 57. The draft: resolution was sponsored by

the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Hungary, the Netherlanda, Sweden, the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ann Peru. It seeks to encoura~e the Conferenc~

on Disarmament to continue its substantive negot.iation on the subject with a view

to the prompt conclusion of its work, taking into account all aspeetB of the

problem.

In that connection, my delegat.ion is pleased to note that th~ Conference on

DisarltlLltnent chose to set up two Contact Groups within the relevant Ad !!Q.£

Committee. We believe that that working method will make it ~)ssible to achieve

substantial progress in the handling of all aspects pertaining to radiological

weapons. We theroafore very much hope that such working methods can be u!le<.1 by the

Conference on Dis;l .. mament at its ne xt substantive sess ion.

The delr~gation of Peru also wishes to highlight the growing inlportance, within

that general then..:, of the question of att3c'ks on nuclenr facilities that could

have consequence~ equivale~t to those of radiological weaponR. We feel that it in

important tor that questioo to continue to be trp.ated as one of the elements of the

subject in general. However, we must also recognize the breadth of the

consequences of such attacks, which by their very nat.ure require a thorough
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oonsideration on a multi-disciplinary basis within a suitable negotiating

tramework. We teel that the Conference on Disarmament can make a major

contributioo to that end within its FJphere of compfttencft. My de1p.gation therefore

very much agrees that there is a need to deal with the question of attacks on

nuclear facilities at an appropriate time by the parties concerned within the

broader context of an ad hoc diplomatic conference on th~ subject.

fttj delegation has the honour of submit;ting - on behalf of Banqladesh, Bolivia,

Colombia, Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, PakiBtan, Panama,

Paraguay, the Philippines, Romania, Uruguay and Peru - the dratt resolution

entitled "Conventional disar.mament on a regional scale" for consideration by the

First Committee under agenda item 63 (m).

The drafting of the draft resolution, which has been distributed in document

A/C.l/44/L.56, seeks to reflect the new and important developments that have

oocurred ltince the last session of the General Asseooly. It also draws on the

basic texts for int.ernational disarmament negotiations that have been accepted and

ackl'\owledg~d by all States repreAented here.

As can be seen from the text, the thrett main points of tt,e present draft

r~solution ar.e, first, the complementary nature that can and must exist bet.ween

subre~ ional and reg ional e ffor ta for convent ional disarmament and those made at the

world-wide level, provided that regional and subregional efforts must properly take

into account the fea tures pecul iar to each reg ion. They must be fully agreed by

all parties concerned and implemented in conformity with the principles and norms

of the United Nations Chart~r.

Secondly, our draft resolution is based on the fundamental role whioh the

United Nations can play in the solution of regional and sub-eegional conflicts. We

Bee no n.ee! to e!well here on the prat.eworthy aohievementa of the United Nations,
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which has demonstr.l'Ite<1 its abilities ann its readiness to act, but we do consider

that we must give it nur full support so that it may the better achi~ve itA

obje ct ives.

The intrinsic and complex relationship between disarmament and development is

the third element of the draft resolution. In that context, the text proposod

covers the legitimate concerns of States for their security, while also pointing

out that the disarmament processes at the subreq ional and reg ional levels must take

into account as one of their principal foundations the allocation of resources

released from the military sphere for use in social and economic development.

I n that contAxt, we must refer to the mil itary appl ications of science and

technology, both because their imp.!l~t on the lIpqrading of conventional armaments

~ould make it increasingly difficult to distinguish them from other types of

weapons, and because of the vast resources consumed by Bo-called conventional

weapons, We who have repeatedly referred to that fact are pleased to note that it

is OM! that has already been endorsed by the Organization, which recently adopted

without a vote General Assel1't>ly resol utions 42/38 G and 43/75 F on that subject.

Reference to nuclear disarmament issues in this text is designed solely to

provide for an appropriate framework for the handling of all asp Gts of

conventional disarma ment, in keeping wi th the pr iori ties for disarmament

neqotiations established by the international community and contained in the 1978

Final Document.

It is irn\X>r.tant to emphasize that we cannot talk about disarmament at the

reg ional and subreg ional levels unless the par ties dire ctly concerned, as well aA

the enti re inter national commun ity, str ictly ab ide by the in ter national norl1lE of

conduct set fort.h in the United Nations Charter, in particular the principle9 of

refraining from the threat or use of force, respect for the territorial integrity
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and sovereignty of States, and non-interference in any torm whatsoever in the

internal affairs of States.

My delegation has recognized and welcomed in this and other internalional

forums the importance and value of global disarmament efforts. That is why we

believe that those efforts requir6 a parallel and concurrent effort at the regional

and subreg ional level. The draft resolution pursues tha t san objective.

In conclusion, my delegation wishes to emphasize my country's firm belief in

the urgent need for the development of processes of conventional disarmament at the

regional and subregional level. In that context, we believe in the importance of

unilateral initiatives of a constructive and real nature. That ~s why we view as

an essential condition the need for those processes to be carried out in a balanced

manner without detriment to the security of any party involve~ ',"d with the full

and free sovereign agreement of all the parties concerned in both procedure and

substance. We are quite ready to hear constructive suggestions for the improvement

of the text within the framework of its general objectives, and we seek the support

of all delegations for the draft resolution in the light of that fact.
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Mr. TOTH (Hungary), As a co-sponsor of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.4l,

entitled "Scientific and technological developmel'lts and their impact on

intarnational security", my delegation fully shares the view that monitoring 'future

scientific and technological developments having military applications and

evaluatinq their impact on international security have become imperative today.

These require the widest co-operation of States, especially those that take the

lead in scientific and technological research and development. Openness is also

needed to ensure the correct interpretation of intentions as resaarch and

development take place.

The position of my delega tion co incides with the view conta ined in the dr aft

:esolution, which states the importance of

"ensuring that scienti fie and technological developments are not exploited for

mi1iI..·~l" I)urposes but harnessed for the common benefit of mankind".

This, of course, as we understand it, can in no way impede research and development

for peacefUl purposes.

Access to sophisticated technology is often limited by b~rriers erected on the

grounds of the danger of diverting modern technology to militelry purposes. Hunqary

is aware that such a danger exists, but at the same time believes that appropriate

measures agreed upon by the users of sophisticated technology can preclude

('livp.rsion to military objectives. We on our part are ready to co-operate in

work ing out methods to prevent divers ion and measures to veri fy their applica tion.

In our view, at a later stage of t.he resolution's implp.mentation some

qualified expert work could be started on establishing guidelines for defining

technologies that can be used solely for military purpOAes, as a first step.

Agreed guidelines could also be worked out for dual-purpose technoloqies, including
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measures that would preclude their use for military purposes. Such distinctions

could facilitate access to technology, and this could in turn be complemented by

gradually diminish ing tr ansfer limita t ions on know-how and technoloC1/.

Tho~e are Bome of the considerations that led my delegation lo co-sponsor the

draft resolution and to recommend it for adoption.

I nC7ft' turn to draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.57, which has just been introduce'"

by the representa the of Peru.

AS a co-sponsor of the draft resolution, which i8 the "traditional" draft

resolution on the prohibi tion of the development, production, stockpil ing and use

of radiological weapons, my delegation would lik~ to outline the motives behind it~

l:iUpport for the draft and to offer SOIM considerations which might usefUlly be

tak~n into account when we contemplate charting some possible new directions for

future action on this issue.

My delegation's support for the draft resolution is not procedural. It cannot

merely be explained by the fact that a repr.esenta tive of Hungary served in 1989 as

the Co-ordinator of Contact GrolJp A of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radioloqical

Weapons. The real reason is more deep-seated. it is my country's full commitment

to the early prohibition of radiological weapons. Thus my delegation subscribes to

the main messagp. of the drat", resolution, as stated in paragraph 4, where the

Conference on Disarmament is requested to continue its substantive negotiation on

the subject wi th a view to the pranpt conclus ion of its work.

The "traditional" draft resolution on the prohibition of radiological weapons

11 one of the least contested draft resolutions in the First Committ.e, enjoying

consenlus-based supper t. It is a truism,' of cour De, that the main elements of the

draft resolution have remained virtually unch anged and procedural in na tur. dur ing

rtcent yt.rl.
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We hope that the textual continuity of the draft resolution does not imply

that there is sustained progress at the negotiating table. Ten years have now

elapsed since the Soviet Un ion and the Uni ted Sta tes presented, bacK in 1979, a

jo int clraft trea ty proh ibi tinq r adioloqical weapons. It would be fa ir ly di fHcul t

to pinpoint areas of the prohibition of radioloqical weapons in the traditional

sense where negotbtors are much closer now to final solutions than they were a

decade aqo.

I hdpe that my delega tion will not be conside red to be ignoran t of the

enornous amount of work which has been investecl in the negotiations if it concludes

that one of the most promising developments during these 10 years has been the

ever-growing recognition that the issue of the prohibition of attacks against

nuclear facillties should be addressed and settled. It took five years for such

recognition finally to becorm firmly embedded in the mainstream of disarmament

thinking, since it was back in 1984 that Sweden put forward its draft treaty

prohibiting not only radiological weapons, but the release of radioactive material

for hostile purposes as well.

Such a unitary approach, unfortunately, did not result in a final solution to

the two ma tters under consi dera t ion. Nevertheless, it was instrumental in bring ing

ahout Clnother conclusion now widely shared - thl'lt the issue of the protection of

nuclear facilities should be settled irrespective of the outcone of. negotiations on

radiological weapons in the tradi tional sense. Such a concl us ion has been

strengthf'ned by a negotiating pattern as a result of which opposing views on issues

not always directly related to the prohibition of attacks against nuclear

fac i 11 ties preven ted any kind of progress on th is ques t ion.

There have been some further developments recently which have strengthened the

prevailing tendency. One is the initiative taken by the Co-ordinator of Contact

Group B in moving towards the elaboration of possible elements relevant to the
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prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities. Another is the new approach

proposed by the Je1egation of P~ru in the form of a draft convention on the

prohibition of attacks against nuclear installations. '!'hUll the question of the

protection of nuclear facilities has now clearly become an independent issue,

demanding autonomous solutions. Such an assessment by us does not run oounter to

our readiness to prohibit radiological weapons, in the traditional sense, if and

when that is feasible.

Why do we so resolutely urge the prohibition of attacks against nuolear

facilities? First, contemplated attacKs against nuclear facilities have obviously

been integrated into warfightin~ scenarios, whether cohventional or nuclear.

secondly, even a conventional-weapons attack could conceivably equal the

consequences of the worst accidental mel t-d("\wn in terms of radiation disoharged.

Such a major retease might affect nearly 15 per cent of the territory of a country

similar in size to mine, requiring restr ictions, wh ich could last decades, on

occupa t ion of a signi ficant part, while the area in which agricul ture was

~eptricted might amount to half of its territory. Thirdly, existing legal

restraints in the 1977 Addi tiond Protocol to the 1949 Geneva Conventions are

insufflcten t.

My delegation is aware that some count.ries still cb not join in the consensus

on these points. We hope that they will give further positive consideration to

those concerns which are being raised by non-nuclear-weapon States in this

respect. The Hunqarien delegation is of the view that nuclear-weapon-State status

implies not unly additional power, but increased responsibilities towards those

States which gave up the nuclear option under the non-proliferation Treaty. The

non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the non-prol iferation Treaty have fUlfilled

their contractual legal obligations. While implementation of the provisions of the
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non-proliferation Treaty on nuclear disarmament is still pending, it is difficult

to understand that nuclear-weapon States might want to keep open such additional

nuclear options as the destruction of peaceful nuclear facilities. Even the

reduction of nuclear-weapon inventories might lose its meaning if that option were

to be kept open, with an ever-increasing number of peaceful nuclear facilities

around the world. What is more, under the terms of the Non-Proliferation Treaty,

the parties are not only entitled to enjoy, but are obliged to respect, the right

to ~he peacefUl use of nuclear energy - that is, the unhampered functioning of

safeguarded nUclear facilities.

The Third Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of NUclear Weapons sh~red that approach ~ declaring back in 1985

that armed attacks on safeguarded nuclear facilities could involve grave dangers,

owing to the release of radioactivity, and that such attacks or threats of attack

jeopardized the development of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. The Conference

acknowledged that the matter was under consideration by the Conference on

Disarmament and urged the oo~peration of all States for its speedy conclusion.
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Not nuch has happened since then, at least not in the direction of the speedy

conclusion of negotiations in the Conference on DiAarmament. Ackna.-lledging the

difficul ties encoun tered in the negotia Hons, the Conference on Disarmament as

early as in 1986 recommended that the ways and means of ha.-l best to proceed further

should be considered. As a reflection that the situ,ation has not changed nuch

since then - at leas t not for the better - it has become a tradi tion by now that

the Ad Hoc Committee concludes its report by saying that the work conducted by the

Ad HQ£ Committee has merely contr~buted to a more articulate presentation of the

different positions that continue to exist.

The underlyinq reasons for the lack of progress become even less

understandQble when we recall some of the events and developments that have

occurred since the Third Review Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation

of Nuclea~ Weapons, the Chernobyl accident, the Conventions on Early Notification

and on Assistance adopted in 198& within the framework of the International Atomic

Energy Agency (IAEA) ~ the Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and

Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty, the negotiations on the SO per cent

reduction of s tra tegic nucl ear-weapon inventories of the Uni ted Sta tes Md the

Soviet Union, the readiness of the two alliances to negotiate about the future

reduction of tactical nuclear weapons) and the 1988 agreement between India and

Pakistan on the prohibition of attacks against nuclear installations and fac!litiF:s.

My dl~legation can only hope that in 1990 real proqress will be achieved in

fulfilling the provisions of the Final Document of the Third Review Conference of

the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in that respeC't. We realize

that there are different ideas on the most appropriate ways and means of addressing

and settling the issue of the prohibi tion of attacks aga inst nucl ear facili ties.
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we paid due attentiat to the podtion eloquently articulated by the deleqation

of Venezuela in this forum last year when it stated that the preparation of an

in terna Honal aqreement to prohibit mUi tary attacks agains t nuclear facUi HeM was

not a disarmament matter but, rather, one related to the conduct of warring States,

and that it should there fore be discussed in a diploma tic conference ra ther th an in

the Conference on Disarmamant.

Nor did we overlook the opinion of the French delegation expressed in the

Conference on Disarmament this year, when it stated.

"The Conferenoe on Disarmament is not competent to ne~otiate an agreement in

this field. ~clear faciU ties are already protected by the Addi tional

Protocol to the Geneva Conventions of 1949, and if strengthening of the system

is necessary, it is within that framework that it woUld have to be negotiated. 11

My delegation is flexible on what might be the most appropriate framework for

dealing with the issue. we find that the points raised by the delegations of

Venezuela and France and shared by others are not unfounded and deserve ser ious

consideration. As a matter of fact, the 1977 Additional Protocol itself provides

for an eventual possibility that both delegations seem to favour by urging the

conclusion of further agreements to provide additional protection for objects

conta 1ning dangerous farces.

We believe that th~ Conference on Disarmament should be given another chance

to prove that the issue of the prohibi tion of attacks aga inst nucl ear fac ili ties

could be successfully dealt with within the framework of the Conference on

Disarmament, together with or independent of the prohibition of radiological

weapons in the traditional sense, thus making it superfluous for the Fourth Review

Conference of the non-proliferation Treaty and the next session of the First

Committee to outline possible new approaches.
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With those considerations in mind ffrJ delegation recommends adoption of draft:

resol ution A/C. 1/ 44/L. 57.

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

12 Sta tes member s of the European Communi ty, r should like to make a few

observatlons on agenda item 63 (1), "Review of the role of the United Nations in

the field of disarma~nt".

As I recalled in my statement on behalf of the TWelve during the general

debate on 16 October, the TWelve are convinced that, in keeping with the goals and

objectives of the Charter, the United Nations must play a central role in the

search for disarmament. In that context the Twelve have always supported efforts

aimed at strengthening the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament.

The views of States members of the European Community in that connection are set

forth in document ,"./CN.10/112, which was submitted to the Disarmament Commission by

the Federal Republic of Germany. In our opinion, efforts must be continued to

organize thp wOlk of the Unit.ed Nations in the field of disarmament more

effectively, particularly by continuing our support for Generpl Assembly resolution

42/42 N.

Beginning with the Walk done here in the First Committee, I should like to

express our satisfaction at the efforts that you, Mr. Chairman, have personally

undertaken to carry on the effort at rationalization begun in 1984 at the behest of

General Assembly resolutions. In the view of the TWelve, the First Committee, as

the principal subsidiary organ of the General Assembly entrusted with disarmament

and related quee tions of in terna tional securi ty, must con tinue fully to t:lay its

role. However, it is important that it do BO with increased effectiveness.

Aa I emphasized in my statement on 16 October, the First Committee's

credibility will be strengthened by the adoption of a greater number of resolutions
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by consensus, not by a larger number of resolutions being considered and put to the

vote. A serious and fruitful effort, supported by the. TWelve, was made at the

forty-third session. We hope that that encouraqing precedent will guide our work

at the present session and that consensus may be broadened. For their part, the

'tWelve are determined to make a posi tive contrlbu tia'\ to that end.

In the view of the TWelve the Disarmament Commission remains the proper forum

for dealing substantively with specific questions related to multilateral

disarmament, and we note with satisfaction the significant results obtained in that

field in recent years. We regret all the more, however, that despite improvements

in the international political climate it has not proved possible this year to

reach a consensus on any of the items on the agenda of the 1989 session. In the

view of the TWelve that state of affairs demands that some thought be given to ways

and means of rebu ilding the bas is of consens us. The '!WeIve are prepared t.o

co-operative actively in that regard.

As has been stressed in the past, the Twelve attach great importance to the

work of the Conference on Disarmament, the only mul tUa teral negotia ting organ on

disarmament matters. In our view, the Conference on Disarmament is an

indispensable forum in the disarmament field. The Twelve are awai tinq tl".e results

of the discussions held within the Conference on Disarmament, which we hope will

strengthen the effectiveness of the Conference in its disarmament effort~.

The TWelve attach special importance to ~he ongoing negotiations on chemical

weapons within the Conference on Disarmament at Geneva. We consider that the

speedy conclusion of convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons to:,at would

be general and comprehensive and accompanied by effective verification machinery

remains one of the most urgent priorities of the Conference on Disarmament and that

it would serve to strengthen its authority.
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The Twelve deem it essential that on all matters within the pur~iew of the

United Nations in the field of disarmament every effort should be made to use

available resources to the full and avoid useless duplication. In that connection

the Twelve consider that the Department for Disarmament Affairs plays a fundaMental

co-ordinating role, one it is performing with competence in 80 tar as its resources

permi t.
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In the view of the 'l\Ielve, United Nations studies on aisarrnament represent a

significant contribution to the examination of, and to debates on, disarmament

matters. The 'l\Ielve consider that, in accordance with relevant resolutions of the

General Assembly, the studies should deal with concrete and specific topics and

should entail appropriate consultations. The Twelve regard as most usefUl the

United Nations programme of disarmament fellowships, and we hope that it will be

continued.

Finally, the TWelve welcome the improvements that have been made in the

manaqement and work of the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research, to

which some of them mak~ voluntary contributions. We should like to express our

sa tiafa ction at the Secretary-General's ini Ha tive to restru cture the Advisory

Board on Disarmament Matters.

Mr. REYES (Philippines). I am, pleaAed to address the First Committee on

the dra ft resolu tions on disarmament that the Ph ili ppines is sponsor ing th is year.

In this brief statement, I will avoid going into a detailed analysis of the draft

resolutions. That task has already been perforrned~for us by the main sponsors, for

which we are grateful. In sponsoring these particular draft resolutions, the

Philippines does not wish to imply that other resolutions that it supports and

finds noteworthy are of lesser merit. Like other delegations, we have chosen to

sponsor the resolutions that fit best into our overall national strategy on

disarmament issues.

The Philippines is sponsoring draft resolution L. 25 under agenda item 51,

"Amendment of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer

Space and under WL'\ter", and draft resolution L.50 under agenda item 52, "Urgent

need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. report of the Conference on

iJiaarmamen t".
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The Philippines believes that, with the striking current developments in the

fields of disarmament, peace and security, now, more than ever, is the time to

begin in earnest an attempt to achieve a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban Treaty.

The Philippines is one of the 41 parties, composing more than ~ third of the States

parties to the Partial Test-Ban Treaty, that are advocating an amendment

conference, to commence with preparations in January 1990, and to be followed up by

conferences in May and June of that year and again in January 1991. While the two

draft resol utions that I have just mentioned are di fferent in approach and in the

forums they address, that are similar in that they are intended to achieve the same

end - a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. The Philippines sees no contradiction -

indeed, it seeD mutual reinforcement - in sponsoring these two draft resolutions.

The Philippines is sponsoring this year draCt resolution L.24 under agenda

item 63 (i), "Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons

purposes". It has supported the antecedents of this draft resolution in the past.

However, it believes that the draft resolution has special 8i.gnifican08 at this

tiMe, in the light of the implementation of the Treaty between the United States of

America E'nd the Union c.,l Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimination of Their

Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty. It is relevant in

the light of proposals made this year by Soviet President Gorbachev with regard to

putting a mutual verifiable halt to the production of uranium and plutonium for

weapons purposes. Similar proposals were made in the Baruch Plal1 of 1946 and by

united States Presidents in 1956 and 1964.

A bilateral ban on the production of fissile material could benef.it the United

Sta tee and the Soviet Un ion by put ting an overall ceiling Q1 the size of their

nuclear-weapon inventories. It would save the unnecessary expense of having to
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build new plmts to produce fissionable material for weapons purposes, to replace

the obsolescent ones now in existence. Moreover, it would prepare the United

States md the Soviet Unlm to negotiate an agreement to dispose of, rather than

recycle, nuclear-warhead materials, as a result of the INF Treaty and other

POBS ible future disarmament trea ties. Finally, it would help to convince the other

parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, who will soon meet at the fifth review

Conference in 1990, that the United States and the Soviet Union, in accordance with

article VI of that Treaty, ar.e indeed pursuing "negotiations in good faith on

effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date".

The Philippines is also sponsoring draft resolution L.38 under agenda item 62,

"Chemical md bact.riological (biological) weapons", as it believes that this draft

resolution best summarizes the preaent situation and current developments in the

field of chemical md bacteriological weapons and suggests the steps that should be

taken to secure, as soon as possible, a convention on the prohibition of the

development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons.

~rning to conventional weapons, the Philippines is sponsoring this year draft

resolution L.67 lI1der agenda item 63 (h), "International arms transfers", a! well

as draft resol ution L.56 under agenda item 63 (m), "Conventional disarmament on a

regional scale", because, as it has said repeatedly in its statements on

disarmament items, conventional weapons have caused most deaths and most

destruction in all wars since the Secc:ld World War. Indeed, a system mLBt be found

to control the production of, and trade in, conventional arms on a regional as well

as a global scale.

The Philippines is sponsoring draft resolution L.1S, under agenda item 63 (f),

"Objectlve informa tion on military matters", and dra ft resolu tion L.36 lIlder
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agenda item 61, "Reduction of military budgets", because it believes that the

principles of transparency and the progressive reduction of military expenditures

in favour of developmen t are ways in which the arms race c., be a boa ted and the qoa 1

of general and complete disarmament under effective international control gradually

achieved •

Finally, the Philippines is sponsoring resolution L.4 under agenda

item 64 (d), "World Disarmament Campaign", L.59 Ll'\der agenda item 64 (g~ "United

Nations disarmament fellowship, training and advisory services programmea report

of' the Secretary-General", L.6l LI'\ der agenda item 66 (k), "Disarmament Week", and

L.63 under items 64 (e), (h) and (i), which deal with the United Nations regional

centres for peace and disarmament in Africa, As ia and La tin America and the

Car ibbean.

We see these items as bei'lg interrelated and view the draft resolutions as

presenting different approaches to the raising of the consciousness and awareness

of various const'tuencies on issues of disarmament. In its sponsorship of these

draft resolutions, it agrees with the Preamble to the Constitution of the United

Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, which states that "~l~ce

wars begCl"l in the minds of men, it is in the minds of men that the defences of

peace must be constructed".

Mr. FAHMY (Egypt) I Two days ago a representative of the Proqramme

Planning CI"Id Budget Divis ion gave us an explanation of the procedures to be

followed this year with respect to resolutions that have programme-budget

implications. He explained, in particular, the novel situation that we have this

year in respect of the ContingencY Fund. If I am not mistaken, he said that

towards the end of this sess ion pr iori ties would be set as to how that flmd should

be used over the biennium.
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(Mr. Fahmy, Egypt)

I want simply to point out that it is the view.of my delegation that, in

setting priorities for the FUnd, one cannot ignore the substantive character of the

resolutions. We believe, therefore, that the intra-Secretari~tconsultations in

setting out the priorities should involve i at an appropriate stage, the Directors

or Under-secretaries of the 5ubsta1 tive departments. Pr iori ties must be set not

only on a financial basis but also on a basis that reflects the concerns expressed

by Governments throughout the discuss ion.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I understand that the

Secretar iat has noted fully, aod will take into account, the comments that have

just been made by the representative of Egypt.

Before adjourning the meeting, I wish to remind members that, in accordance on

our work progranune, as agreed, the Committee will proceed to take action on the

first cluster of draft reSOlutions tomorrow morning. However, as I have stated

previously, when the Committee is taking action 00 those draft resolutions we shall

continue to adopt a flexible attitude. Draft resolution L.S, which is in

cluster 1, will not be before us for approval, as consultations on it are

con tinu ing •
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It has been requested that the Committee postpone action on draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.27 in cluster 1. Once decisions have been taken on cluster 1, we shall

proceed to take a ct ion on cl us ter s 2, 3 an d 4.

In cluster 3, we must for the time being postpone action on draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.17, as the Secretariat has received a revised text of that draft

resolution, which will be circulated in due course. We shall also postpone

consideration of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.63, on which consultations are under

way.

Thus, tomorrow the First Committee will be taking action ~~ the following

draft resolutions: A/C.l/44/L.6, L.32, L.5l, L.62, L.43, L.52, L.4, L.59, L.6l,

L.23/Rev.l and L.49.

I call upon the Secretary of the Co~~ittee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the First Committee): I should like to inform

members of the Committee that the following countries h~;e become sponsors of the

following draft resolutions: A/C.l/44/L.12, Iceland; A/C.l/44/L.15/Rev.l, Austriai

A/C.l/44/L.25, Colombia, the Dominican RepUblic, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab

Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Suriname, Swaziland and Zimbabwe; A/C.l/44/r•• 32, the German

Democratic Republic; A/C.l/44/L.36, Chile and Colombia; A/C.l/44/L.39, Madagascar;

A/C.l/44/L.43, Canada and Yugoslavia; A/C.l/44/L.44, Turkey; A/C.l/44/L.47, the

Federal Republic of Germany; A/C.l/44/L.49, Bangladesh and Sri Lanka;

A/C.l/44/L.58, Turkey; A/C.l/44/L.63, Japan; A/C.l/44/L.50, Thailand; and

A/C.l/44/L.59/Rev.l, the Federal Republic of Germany.

The meeting rose at 5.55 p.m.
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