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The meeting was called to order at 11.15 a.m.
AGENDA ITMMS 51 TO 69, 139, 141 AND 14% (gontinued)

CONS IDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: As members of the Committee are aware, intensive
consultations have been taking place on draft resolutions in cluster ® and will
continue over the next few hours.

At this meeting and at the meeting thja afternoon, therefore, I shall take up
draft resolutions in the following orders in cluster 6§, draft resolutions
A/C.1/43/L. %, A/C.1/43/L, 6 and A/C.1/43/L.40) in cluster 7, draft resolutions
A/C.1/43/L.13, A/C.1/43/L.23 and A/C.1/43/L.%1y and in cluster 10, draft
resolutions A/C.1/43/L.10/Rev.l and A/C.1/43/L.15. I shall then revert to
cluster 2 and take up draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.45, and after that I shall go to
cluster 1l and take up draft rewolutions A/C.1/43/L.19/Rev.2 and A/C.1/43/L. 49,

I call on Mr. Sohrab Kheradi, Secretary of the Commi:tee for a statement.

Mr, KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee):s I should like to inform
members that the following countries had become sponsors of the following draft
resolutionss

A/C.1/43/L.12: Peru

A/C.1/43/L.45: Colombia

A/C.1/43/L. 673 Portugal

A/C.1/43/L.52/Rev.1s Portugal

A/C.1/43/L, 4V: Honduras
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The CHAIRMAN: I now call on delegations that wish to make statements
concerning draft resolutions in cluster 6.

Mr. OBEIDAT (Jordan) (interpretation from Arabic)s PFrst, I would like
to point out that I am speaking on behalf of the member oountries of the Arab
Group, because the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan is currently chairing that Group,
which consists of Algeria, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Iraq, Kuwait,
labanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania, Moroocco, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Somalia, Sudan, Syria, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates and Jordan. I shall confine
my statement to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.11/Rev.l, entitled "Establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East”, which was introduced by
Bgypt on 9 November 1988 under agenda item 54,

The Middle East region has played an important role in civilisation. Each and
every inch of its land is a testimony to that civilization) it was the seed-bed of
the three great religions and must therefore be preserved from the threat of
nuclear weapons, not only for reasons of self-defence but also because of its vital
role in civilization, which is an international responsibility.

On that basis, the Arab Group has alvays supported the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East. It has also supported the General
Assembly and Security Council resolutions concerning that matter, as well as the
recommendations of international organizations in that respect. Its position is not
oonfined solely to matters concerned with the Middle East, but is one based on
principles rooted in its civilization. We are in favour of establishing
nuclear-weapon-free zones in all parts of the world so as tc achieve the ultimate
goal of eliminating nuclear weapons and the dangers emanating therefrom.

The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East requires,
first, that all the parties concerned accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation

of Nuclear Weapons (NPT).
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(Mr. Obeidat, Jordan)

Secondly, all parties concerned should place their nuclear facilities unde
the international safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).

Thirdly, all parties should commit themselves not to attack, either by nuclear
or conventional weapons, nuclaar facilities devoted to pezceful purposes.

Fourthly, all parties should commit themselves not to stockpile any nuclear
material or nuclear weapons for non-peaceful purposes on behalf of other States, on
either a permanent or a short-term basis. Such stockpiling must not take place
either on sovereign territory or teiritory under the parties' jurisdiction.

Fifthly, all States should abjure clandestine or overt bilateral treaties that
provide for the stockpiling or importing of nuclear weapons from outside the
region.

When we consider objectively the circumstances of the region, we may observe

that Israel, since 1952, has adopted policies that have enahled it to produce and
stockpile nuclear weapons, it has collaborated with the racist régime of South
 Africa, and it has practised nuclear piracy that has since been discloaed. Israel
stands in the way of the implementation of the draft resolution with regard to the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Fast} it has consistently
ignored the will of the international community; it has always rejected accession
to the non-proliferation Treaty under the pretext of certain flimsy arguments) it
has ignored Security Council resolution 487 (198l), which calls on Israel to place
its nuclear facilities under IAEA safeguardsj; it ham also ignored the TAEA régime.
Iarael refuses to ahandon nuclear weapons, despite repeated calls by the General
Assembly, the Security Council and IAEA. The statements it made last week with
regard to draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.6 and A/C.1/43/L.11/Rev.]1 make it clear that
Arab Egypt has had some influence with Israel. However, Egypt's efforts were in

vain.
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(Mr, Obeidat, Ju.dan)

The countries of the Arab Group reaffirm my earlier statement with regard to
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zona in the Middle Fast and we take /nto
acoount the explanation given when the Araft resolution was introduced last week.
Therefore, the Arab Group will vota in favour of the draft resolution as a
contribution on its part to the promotion of the objectives of the first special
session sf the General Aasembly devoted to disarmament, which adopted a resolution
with regard to a nuclear-weapon-free one as a step towards eliminating nuclear
weapons,

The CHAIRMAN: Does any other delegation wish to speak on the draft

resolutions in cluster 6? If not, I now cull upon those delegations wishing to

speak in explanation of vote or position before the voting.
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Mr, 8 (India): This year once again this Committee has heen
presented with a draft resolution -~ A/C.1/43/L.5 = on the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free sone in South Asia. Such draft resolunticons are becoming a
rituval, and our position on them has been explained in the past. However, we
should he happy to place our views on record once again,

It has been the consistent position of India that nuclear disarmament is a
global, and not a regional), issue, and that this focus shculd not be allowed to be
diluted by measures which do not address the problem at the cores, but which may
give the impression of progress when in fact there has been none in addressing the
centrality of the subject.

India belaieves that lasting world peace can be built only on the hasis of
general disarmament and a just international order. We remain convinced that the
advent of nuclear weaponu has made a qualitative difference to the
international-security environment. Therefore, the highest priority has to be
accorded to the slimination of all nuclear weapons, a priority that was recoraized
universally and that wai reflected in the Programme of Action adopted at the very
ficst special session of the General Assembly devoted to dgqarmamont.

The objective of general and complete disarmament under effective
international control is our comnon goal. That applies most forcefully in the
nuclezr area. The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free szones, in our visw, falls
short of that objective. The objective of a world free of ruclear weapons cannot
be met by nuclear "zoning measures", Nucloar-weapon-free zones will not be immune
to the nuclear holocaust caused by weapons from regions which have such weapons.
The only answer is the elimination of such weapons, and not regional fencing

against a devastation that will descend equally on all,
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(Mr, Sharma, India)

We have had two recent prestigious studies on the environmental conseguences
of nuclear war, one conducted by the United Nations and tha other by the Scientific
Committee on Problems of the Environment. I am sure that members of this Committee
are familiar with those two studies and are aware of their conclusions. A major
nuclear war would lead to large-scale climatic perturbations. The system that
currently supports life on Earth would be extremely vulnerable. There would he
devastating societal disruptions. There would be unprecedented consequences for
hoth non-combatant and combatant countries alike.

Apart from the point of principle, there is the question of the practicality
of thesa measures. 'The prescnce of nuclear weapons on the ground and in the waters
bordering South Asia raises fundamental probiems of defining the viability of any
such zone. The problems here reinforce the perception that any attempted
geographic~1l delimitation in this field is fraught with difficulties, imponderab. as
and contradictions. It is self-evident that this draft resolution, unlike other
proposals of a similar nature, does not enjoy the consent of all Member States of
the region. Further, a precondition for any such initiative is the presence of a
climate in which declarations that national nuclear programmes serve only peaceful
purposes are credible and in which there does not exist convincing evidence to the
contrary,

It is therefore pertinent to note that in respect of the proposal for the
establishment of a nuclear-wesapon-free zone in South Asia even the basic criteria
are not met.

The Indian delegation recognizes that nuclear-weapon-free zones have been
established in other parts of the world and, as they represented a consensual and
closely co-ordinated approach, it has even supported them. It is clear that those

efforts enjoy the consent and will of all countries of the regions concerned. We
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(Mz,_Sharma, India)
accept that the United Nations can play a role by endorsing an agreement freely and
voluntarily arrived at bhetwean the States concerned.

As the present proposal could not have heen introduced in this forum with a
view to achieving regional consensus, the only conclusion that can be drawn is that
the intent behind the Araft resolution is not serious. We believe that such draft
resolutions, introduced as a ritual an2 lacking in substantive intent, run counter
to the provisions of the Final Document of the first special session of the General
Assembly devoted to disarmament. It is somewhat ironical that in the seventh
paragraph of the preamble to the draft resolution, the General Assembly would bear
in mind "the provisions of paragraphs 60 to 63 of the Final Document”, whereas
paragraph 60 of the Final Dooument clearl  states that the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free sones should be on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at
among the States of the region. Paragraph 61 of the Final Document states that the
special characteristios of each sone should be taken into account,

I trust this statement will make clear why my delegation opposes draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L.5.

Mr. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka): My delegation would like to make a few remarks
in respect of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5%, on the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zony in South Asia, on which Sri Lanka will cast a positive
vote,

8ri Lanka has supported the estahlishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
South Asia because of our helief that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free
zones in different parts of the world should be encouraged in the context of the
ultimate aim of establishing a world entirely free of nuclear weapons. Initiatives

at the regicral level should not be naglected pending the attainment of reaching

that overall goal,.
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(Mr, Rodrigo, 5ri Lanka)

Paragraphs 60 to 63 of the Final Document of the firat special sessaion of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament and the Declaration adopted by the
non-aligned co'ntries at their summit meeting at Harare deal with that concept.

We are fully aware that a viable sone can be established only through careful
consultations and on the basis of arrangemyunts freely negotiated and reached among
the States of the region concerned. The particular characteristics intrinsic to
each specific region or szone must, of course, be taken into account. The
establishment of a nuclear-weavon-free rzone in South Asia can reach fruition
through the efforts primarily of the States of the proposed zone, and we hope
sincerely that the necessary understandings can be reached.

Our detailed position on the nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia has been
indicated in our response to the Secretary-Ganeral's request for views.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action on Araft resolutions in cluster 6.

We turn first to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5. That Adraft resolution was
introduced by the representative of Pakistan at the 28th meeting of the First
Committee, held on 7 November, and is sponsored by the delegations of Bangladesh
and Pakistan,

A recorded vote has baen requested.
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A _recorded vote was taken.

In cavours Albania, Australia, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad,
Chile, China, Colomhia, Costa Rica, C8te Ad'Ivoire, Democratic
Kampuchea, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji,
Finland, Gahon, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hondurrs, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lesotho, Liberia, Lihyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Merico, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Z2ealand, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwan"a, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, 8ingapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lank\, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Thailand, Toao, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, United Arab Emir_tes, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Zaire, Lambia

Againsts Bhutan, India

Abstaining: Afshan!e' ), Algeria, Augola, Argentina, Austria, Brazil,
Bulgar:a, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Congo,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Ethiopia, France, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Iceland,
Indonesia, Laoc Peopla's Democratic Republic, Madagascar,
Mongolia, Nicaragua, Norway, Poland, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet
Nam, Yugoslavia

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5 was adopted by 99 votes to 2, with 32
abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take a decision on draft

resolution A/C.1/43/L.6, which was introduced by the representative of Jordan at
the 29th meeting of the First Committee on 7 November and is sponsored hy the
following: Algeria, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, lraqg, Jordan, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania, Morocco, Oman, Qatar, Saudli Arabia,
Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arah Republic, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates and Yemen.
Separate recorded votes have heen requested ov the sixth and ninth preambular
paragraphs of the draft resolution and on operative paragraphs 2, 5 and 65 a

recorded vote has also heen requested on the draft resolution as a whole.
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(The Chairman)

The Committee wil. therefore vote first on the sixth preambular paragraph of

draft resolution A/C.1/43/L,6.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Against:

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, China,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democrati. Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hunga y, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraa, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaraqua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Sasudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republir, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Fmirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia

Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, Norway, Portuga), Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Argontina, Australia, Bahamas, Barbados, Brazil, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Céte
d'ivoire, Dominican Republic, REcuador, Finland, Greece,
Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Japan, Lesotho, Liberia, Malta,
Mexico, Nepal, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Samna, Swaziland,
Togo, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire

The sixth preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6 was adopted by

77 _votes to 19, with 32 abstentions.*

The UHAIRMAN: The Committee will next vote on the ninth preambular

paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6. A recorded vote has been reauested.

*Subgequently the delegation of Bolivia informed the Secretariat that it had
intended to abstain.
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A recorded vote was taken,

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei parussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, China,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guyana,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab
Republic, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zambia

Againsts Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland, Ireland, Tsrael, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa,
Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Abstaining: Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon, Central
African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, C8te d'lvoire,
pominican Republic, Ecuador, Fiji, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras,
Japan, Lesotho, Liberia, Malta, Mexico, Nepal, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Spain, Suriname, Swaziland, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire

The ninth preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/c 1/43/L 6 was adopted by
69 votes to 21, with 35 ahstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee +il) now take a decision on operative

paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6. A recorded vote has been requested,
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botawana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byeloruasian Soviet Socialist Republioc,
Chira; Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
ranocratic Yemen, Djihouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German
Jamooratic Republic, Ghana, Guyana, Hungary, 1ndia, Indonesia,
iran {(Islamic Republic of), Iraa, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lso People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Ugenda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic¢, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia

Against: Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Iceland, Icrael, Italy, Luxembonzg,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America

Abstainings Australia, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brasil, Central African
Repuhlic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, C8te 4'Ivoire, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Fiji, Greeco, Guatemala, Honduras, Ireland,
Japan, Malta, Mexico, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, 3amoa,
Swaziland, Togo, Uruguay, Zaire

Operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6 was_adopted by 79 votes
to 19, with 28 abstentions,

The CHATIRMAN:t The Committee will now vote on operative paragraph 5 of

draft resvlution A/C.1/43/L.6. A recorded vote has been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angols, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Bycelorussian Soviet Socialist Republioc,
China, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Irag, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Moroocco, Mosambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Somalia, 8ri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swasiland,
Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanszania, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstainings Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Bra=il, Cameroon, Central African
Republic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Céte d'lvoire, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Fiji, Greece, Guatemala, Jamaica, Lesotho,
Malta, Mexico, Nepal, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Samoa,
Singapore, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Zaire, Zambia

Operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution 5[c.1/43/L.6'da0 adopted by 71 votes
to 24, with 31 abstentions.*

*Subsequently the delegation of Liberia informed the Secretariat that it had
intended to abstain.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on operative paragraph 6 of

draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A_recorded vote vas taken.

In favour:

AMainst

Abstainings

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, China, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Bgypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Morooco, Mosambique, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Ssnegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, 8ri Lanka, S8udan, Suriname,
Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialiet Rapubliocs, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Franoe,
Germany, Fedecal Republic of, Honduras, Iceland, Irelard, Israel,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New ’zaland,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, United States of America

Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Central African Republic,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, C8te d4'lIvoire, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Fiji, Greeoce, Guatemala, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Malta,
Mexioco, Nepal, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Samoa, Swaziland, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay,
Veneszuela, Zaire, Zambia

Operative paragraph 6 of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6 was adopted by 72 votes
to 23, with 32 abstentions.*

*Subsequently the delegation of the United Kingdom advised the Secretariat
that it had intended to vote against.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vote on draft resolution

A/C.1/43/L.6 as a whole.

A recorded voted has been requested.

A recorded vote was_taken.

In favour:

Mainsts
Abstaining ¢

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brasil, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Congo,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab Jamahitiya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Moszambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Gman, Pakistan, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qutar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, 8udan, Suriname,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of SBoviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zambia

Israel, United States of America

Australia. Austria, Bahamas, Barbados, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, C8te d'Ivoire, Denmark, Dominican
NPUb]-iO' mu‘dor' Fiji. rinl.ﬂd' France, G.I.'mlny, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malta,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Portugal, Samoa, Singapore, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uruguay,
Zaire

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.6, as a whole, was adopted by 87 votes to 2, with

45 abstentions.
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(The Chairman)

The Committee will now take up draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.40. The draft

resolution was introduced by the representative of Mexico at the 28th meeting of

the First Committee, on 7 November 1988, and has been sponsored by the following

ocountries: Bahamas, Barbados, Jolivia, Costa Rica, Bouador, Guatemala, Honduras,

Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Surinam, Trinidad and Tobago, Uruquay. and

Venezuela.

A recorded vcte has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Against:
Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Canada, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congc, Costa
Rica, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratioc
Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, BEgypt,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Honduras, Hungary, Ineland, India, Indonesia, Iran (I-lamic
Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Sierra leone, Singapors, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Surinane, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
UWanda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab BEmirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania,
United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia

None

Argentina, Centtal African Republic, CAte d'Ivoire, Cuba, France,
Senegal

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L,40 was adopted by 128 votes to none. with

6 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call upon those representatives who wish to

explain their vote on the draft resolution just adopted.
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Mr. WAYARABI (Indonesia)s The Indonesian delegation vishes to explain
its vote on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L.5, concerning the
establishment of the nuclear-weapon-freo sone in South Asia.

Our position regarding the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free sones is well
known., We are working actively to promote the establishment of South East Asia as
& nuclear-weapon-free sone in accordance with the Final Document of the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. As can be seen
from paragraphs 33 and 60 of that document, the General Assenmbly declared that the
establishment of nuclear~weapon-free sones on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the States of the region concerned, constituted an important
disarmament measure. 1In paragraph 61, the General Assembly further stated that the
process of establishing nuclear-weapon-fres zones in different parts of the world
should be encouraged and the States participating in such sones should undectake to
comply fully with all the cbjectives, purposes and principles of the agreements or
arrangements establishing the nuclear~weapon-free zones.

Noting the report of the Secretary-General contained in document A/43/305,
which reflected the fact that the countries in South Asia were still in the process
of achieving agresement on the issue, my delegation conlidoroh'that, pending the
conclusion of such an agreement, it should abstain on the draft resolution.

Ms. OOURTNEY (Australia)s My ‘delegation would like to make the fcllowing
explant"ions of vote on draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.5 and A/C,1/43/L. 6.

Australia voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5, which deals with
the question of a nuclear-weapon~free zone in South Asia. That vote reflects the
deep concern which Australia has about the mounting proliferation pressures in that
and a number of other regions in the world. Australia is vehemently opposed to

vertical and horizontal proliferation wherever and whenever it ocours. Such
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proliferation has sericus consequences both in the regional context and for
intecnational stability. For that reason, Australia supports the strengthening of
the non-proliferation rdgime, including strengthening through the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones. We therefore express the wish that all ocountries of the
South Asia region would implement this draft resolution.

Australia abstained on resolution A/C.1/43/L.6, entitled "Israeli nuclear
armament" for the following reasons. Operative paragraph 6, in requesting the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) to surpend scientific collaboration with
Israel, and operative paragraph 3, in calling upon all States and organizations
that have not yet done so, to disocontinue co-operating with and giving assistance
to, Israel in the nuulear field, could have implications for Israel's rights and
privileges of membership in IAEA,

Australia believes in the universality of membership of international
organizations, including, in particular, IAEA. Nor do we acoept the Lhesis in the
last three preambular paragraphs as having sufficient evidentiary basis. That
buing said, let me stress that Australia continues to be concerned about the
failure of Israel and a number of other ocountries to join the Treaty on the
Non~Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and it continues to urge that they do so at
the earliest possible date,

Mr. FRIEDERSDCRF (United States of America):t As in previous years, the
United States delegation has joined in supporting the traditional text concerning
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia, as contained in
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L,5. I should like to recall our basic approach to the
establishment of such zones. The initiative should come from States in the region
concernedy all States whose participation is deemed important should participate

there should be adequate verification provisions; the zones should not upset
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existing security arrangments to the detriment of regional and international
securityy it should effectively prohibit nuclear explosive developmant or
possession for any purpose) it should not restrain the exercise of rights, such as
freedom of navigation, and it should not affect the rights of States to make
arrangements for such matters as port calls and transit privileges.

My delegation is able to support the initiative to establish a
nuclear-weapon-free gzone in South Asia because the proposal appears to be in
harmony with those criteria. At the same time, it is clear that there are other
areas in which the conditions necessary for a nuclear-weapon-free zone would not be
satisfied, such as areas within the region ocovered by the North Atlantic Treaty
Organiszation. Acoordingly, my delegation wishes to note that the reference in the
thi'd preambular pargaraph to the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in
other regions of the world does not constitute for us an endorsement of such sones
on a universal basis.

My delegation has joined in support of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 40 as an
indication of the strony and abiding of the United States.for the Treaty of
Tlatelolco. At the same time, we wish to record once again our disappointment that
the draft resolution focuses on Protocol I of the Treaty and not on the issue of
universal adherence to the Treaty by all eligible States. 1In doing so, the draft
resolution singles out one State for criticism rather than calling, as it should,
on those other eligible States to become parties. Such a discriminatory draft

resolution that attacks only part of the problem loses much of its potential force

and is less likely to achieve its intended result.
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As we have pointed out in the past, only when the Treaty of Tlatelolco,
together with its Protoocols, is fully in force for all eligible States will it be
able to make its full contribution to regional and international security. We
therefore urge its sponsors to consider altering their approach should they decide
to introduce a draft resolution concerning this Treaty in the future.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): The delegation of

France abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.40.

We cannot agree to being singled out in this manner in the draft resolution
inasmuch as other countries located in the area of application of the Treaty of
Tlateloloo have not yeat signed that Treaty, or have not yet ratified it, or have
not made use of the clause that provides for its immediate entry into force in
tespect of themselves before all the countries ratifying the Treaty or the
Protocols have become parties to these instruments.

The French Government, at an appropriate time, will make a decision regarding
ratification of Alditional Protocol I, bearing in mind the status of the

ratification of the Treaty itmelf.

Mr., MEERBURG (Netherlands): The Kingdom of the Netherlands attaches

great importance to the Treaty of Tlateloloo, which exemplifies how, in certain
regions of the world, the proliferation of nuclear weapons can be prevented by the
oreation of nuclear-weapon-free zones. My delegation commends the Treaty. We
believe that the 23 sovereign States in Latin America that have acceded to it
deserve our praise.

As is recalled in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 40, the Kingdom of the
Nether lands is one of the three States with territories in latin America that have
signed and ratified the Additional Protocol I of the Treaty, thus bringing it into

force for the Netherlands Antilles and Aruba. Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.40 urges
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a fourth eligible State to ratify Additional Protocol I, which would result in the

Treaty's entry into force for the Territories of that State in the zone of
application of the Treaty.

While we would, of course, welcome such a development, wa also note with
regret that not all eligible sovereign States in Latin America have acceded to the
Treaty of Tlatelolco. For that reason my Government would strongly welcome all
apprnopriat~ actions by all States to which the Treaty is relevant that would
facilit-.te its full entry into force at the earliest possible date. We do not
understand why an appeal to this effect could not have been in_luded in the draft
resolution, and we sincerely hope that next year a more balanced draft resolution
will be presented to us.

Mr. NYBERG (Finland): I wish to explain the vote of Finland in favour of
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5, ent.tled "Estahlishment of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in South Asia®.

It is the policy of Finland to support endeavours to establish
nuclear-weapon-free zones. Initiatives to this end should arise from the States
within a region, and the process should enjoy the support of all States concerned.

Mr. GIEROW (Sweden): On behalf of the Swedish delegation I should 1ike
to explain Sweden's vote on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5.

On several occasions Sweden has expressed its positive attitude with regard to
the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. Such a development could result in
increased confidence and have a positive influence on the political climate and the
security situation in the cegion.

The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone requires the non-possession of
nuclear weapons by States in the zone, as well as the absence of nuclear weapons

from, and their non-deployment in, those States. Another essential element is the
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commitment by the nuclear-weapon States not to use or threaten to use nuclear
weapons against targets within the zone.
As to concrete proposals for such zones, one basic prerequisite must, however,
be acceptance of and co-operation with the initiative by all States in the region.
In line with these principles, Sweden hus had to abstain in the vote on draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L.5 regarding the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone
in South lsia, as States oconcerned voted against the draft resolution.

Mr. CAPPAGLI (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The delegation
of Argentina voted in favour of the draft resolution contained in document
A/C.1/43/L.6 - "Israeli nuclear armament" - as a whole but abstained in the case of
gsome of the paragraphs that were voted on separately. We are opposed, however, to
the request that has been put to States to subject their nuclear facilities to
supervision by the International Atomic Energy Agency.

Mr. NUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): As a non-party

to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, Cuba would like to explain its abstention in the vote
on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.40. The reasons for our not being a party to that
Treaty were endorsed hy the General Assembly in the final document approved by
consensus at the first special session devoted to disarmament. Paragraph 63 (a) of
that document says that the following is one of the measures that are especially
desirable:
"AMoption by the States conceined of all relevant measures to ensure the
full applicatiun of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin
America {Treaty of Tlateloloo), taking into account the views expressed at the

tenth special session on the adherence to it". (A/S-10/4, p. 8)

The opinion that was put forward by Cuba at that time - an opinion endorsed by the
General Assembly - is known to everyone, so I will not repeat it. However, we do

not renounce our right to hava the weapons that we need, inasmuch as part of our
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territory continues to be occupied by a foreign military force. That coudition has
been imposed on us. This ocoupation is an act of hostility, an act of aggressi~.,

and many other acts of aggression - id hostility have been perpetrated in recent

Years.

Mr. MASHHADI (Islamic Republic of lran): The Islamic Republic of Iran
voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5, entitle® "Nuclear-weapon-free
sone in South Asia". As we have repeatedly and unambiguously explained, it is a
fundamental part of our policy that the elimination of weapons of mass destruction,
inoluding nuclear weapons, must be given top priority in disarmament measures. In
this respsct the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free aone in South Asia, of which my
ocountry is oconsidered to be a part, is particularly important. The Islamic
Republic of Iran fully supports this draft resolution, having co-sponsored a
similar draft resolution in the 1970s.

The CHAIRMAN; The Committee will now take up the draft resolutions in

oluster 7.
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Ms, NIELSEN (Denmark)t The effort to achieve a comprehensive
nuclear-test han has been an issue that Denmark has highlighted for years in its
statementa. In our view, the conoclusion of a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty
is one of the priority i.sues of our deliberations in the First Committee. We see
4 nuclear-test ban not as an end in itself but as a means in the nuclear
disarmament process,

A comptehensive test ban will not lead directly to reductions in nuclear
weapons. It would, however, he a significant contrihution to lowering the risk of
further vertical and horizontal proiifctation of nuclear weapons. It would impede
development of new generations of nuclear weapons and assist in preventing the
emargence of new nuclear-weapon States.

In our view, it is important that the very positive developments we have seen
in the area of quantitative reduction of nuclear arsenals should not ba offset by
qualitative improvements in nuclear arms. The conclusion of a comprehensive test
ban would also serve to enhance the nuclear-proliferation treaty régime and the
attraction of that treaty for non-nuclear-weapon States.

For those reasons, Denmark finds it important consistently to urge and support
efforts aimed at the conclueion of a comprehensive nuciear-test-ban treaty banning
all nuclear tests in all environments by all States and for all time,

The goal of a comprehensive test ban enjoys widespread supprrt. Differances
of opinion, however, still exist on how best and most realistically to reach it.
Denmark has for many years been a co-sponsor of the Australia-New Zealand draft
resolution, this year introduced as document A/C.1/43/L.51. We fully subscribe to
the approach outlined in that draft resolution. Over the years, it has, in a
realistic way, taken account of current realities while outlining the most feasible

way of achieving a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
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This year, operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution urges the Conference
on Disarmament to intensify its consideration of item 1 of its agenda, entitled
"Nuclear-test ban" and to initiate substantive work on all aspects of a
nuclear~test-han treaty at the beginning of its 1989 session. The Conference on
Disarmament is the appropriate forum for multilateral negotiations on the test-ban
issue. We support and closely follow the work of the Conference on Disarmament in
that field. The efforts of the Conference on Disarmament in negotiating an
effective and verifiable comprehensive nuclear-test ban are complementary to any
bilateral negotiations on that issue.

We welcome the bilateral step-by-step negotiations between the United States
and tho';ovlct Union on nuclear testing, which we hope will lead as a first result
to the ratification of the two bilateral threshold treaties. By increasing mutual
trust and confidence and by expanding the area of agreed verification procedures,
those negotiations and the connected joint-verification experiments have a
significance that goes beyond the actual negotiations.

It is the hope of the Danish delegation that draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.51,
hefore us again this year, will attract widespread support.

The CHATRMAN: I shall now call upon those delegations wishing to speak
in explanation of vote before the voting.

Mr. SHARMA (India): I have taken the floor to speak on the draft
resolutions on a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty and my statement refers to
all draft resolutions on that subject.

The question of a ban on the testing of nuclear weapons has been a priority
issue on the multilateral disarmament agenda for almost 35 years. The objective
was clearly reiterated in the third preambular paragraph of the 1963 Treaty Banning

Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water, as follows:
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"Seeking to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear
weapons for all time..."

My delegation regrets that, despite the international community's repeated
calls negotiations on the issue have not commenced in the Conference on Disarmament
in Geneva. 1In our view, the Conference on Disarmament remains the most appropriate
forum to commence negotiations on this subject of vital concern, given the presence
of all five nuclear~weapon States around the conference table.

My delagation will vote in favour of the draft resolutions contained in
documents A/C.1/43/L.13 and A/C.1/43/L.23, However, my delegation notes that the
scope of the treaty, as envisaged in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13, is at variance
vith the generally accepted scope for such a treaty. 1In our view, the scope, for
the purpose of our work is clearly determined by the preambular declaration of the
1963 partial test-ban Treaty. Our vote in favour of the draft resolution is
therefore without prejudice to our position on the scope of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty to he negotiated in the Conference on Disarmament and as visualized
in the preamble of the partial test-ban treaty.

My delegation will not be able to support the draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/43/L.51. We bhelieve that the "onference on Disarmament is a
negotiating body and that a mandate calling for anything leas than negotiating
would reduce its role and downgrade the importance attached to this issue by the
world community.

We are aware of bilateral talks between the United States and the the USSR on
nuclear testing. However, as stated by the leaders of Argentina, Greece, Mexico,
Tanzania, Sweden and India associated with the Six-Nation Initiative in the
Stockholm Declaration, any agreement that leaves room for continued teating would

hot be acceptable.
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My delegation would also like to urge that, pending the conclusion of such a
treaty, all nuclear-weapon States suspend testing so as to facilitate a
comprehensive test-ban treaty.

Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom): I should like to comment on the Adraft
resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L.23.

As I explained in my statement in the general debate, the United Kingdom's
security will depend for the foreseeable future on deterrence based in part on the
poaseasion of nuclear weapons. That will mean a continuing requirement to conduct
underground nuclear tests to ensure that our nuclear weapons remain effective and
up~to-date.

A comprehensive test ban remains a long-term goal. Progress will be made only
by a step-by-step approach, taking account of technical advances on verification,
progress elsevwhere in arms control and the attitude of other States, We do not
believe that it would be appropriate to use the amendment procedures included in
the 1963 partial test-bun Treaty to change totally the nature of that Treaty, even
if all States parties were in favour of the objcotive of the immediate creation of

a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
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I must make clear that the United Kingdom would not be able to support the
outcome desired by those who have proposed the idea of holding such a conference.
We are ourselves opposed to the idea of convening the conference.

Of course, despite the United Kingdom's poaition un the substance of the
iusue, we will continue to fulfil in an objective manner our duties as a depositary
Power,

Mr. DOLEJS (Czechoslovakia): The Czechoslovak delegation is of the
opinion that all avenues should be considered and tried to make early and tangible
progress towards achieving a comprehensive prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests,
That is the reason my delegation supports all three draft resolutions relating to
this matters draft resolutions A/C.1/43/..13, L.23 and L.51.

The Conference on Disarmament continues to be an indispensable forum for
negotiating a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. We recognize the difficulties
encountered there, the nature of which leaves no doubt as to the complexity of the
issues involved. Yet we are of the opinion that the present differences in
position should no longer prevent the Conference on Disarmament from starting
substantive work. With a view to making a contribution to the advancement of that
work at the Conference on Disarmament, Czechoslovakia this year put forward a
proposal, in working paper CD/863,

"to initiate, as a first step towards achieving a nuclear-test-ban treaty,

substantive work on mpecific and interrelated test-ban isaues, including

structure and scope, as well as verification and compliance”,
That compromise proposal on the negotiating mandate reflects realistically the
present stage of discussions in the Conference on Disarmament, and we believe it
would provide a good basis for further meaningful work. It is our view that such

an approach can be put to use in the efforts to realize the objectives set forth in

R
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the three Araft resolutions before us, and with that underatanding we shall vote in

favour of them,

Mr. SOUZA E SILVA (Brasil): My delagation would liku to speak in
explanation of vote concerning draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13, on the cessation of
all nuclear-test explosions, sponsored by Ecuador, Indonesia, Ireland, Mexico,
Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venesuela and Yugoslavia.

The Bragilian delegation, following some new developments in the treatment of
this subject in the Conference on Disarmament, will vote in favour of that draft
resolution this year. That vote, however, does not mean that Brazil renounces the
draft mandate for an ad hogc committee on a nuclear-test ban presented by the Group
of 21 in document CD/520/Rev.2. As indicated in footnote 1 to document CD/829, the
draft mandate presented therein is an important show of flexibility by the Group of
21 which could lead to the superseding of document CD/520/Rev.2 only if duly
reciprocated by other parties involved.

Secondly, we should like to stress that our support of draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.13 does not imply any change in our long-held pop;tlonl of principle
regarding the specific and necessary scope of a nuclear-test-ban treaty and
regarding what is authorized in articie 18 of the Treaty of Tlatelcico.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action on draft resoiutions in cluster 7.

We turn first to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13. That draf: resolution was
introduced by the representative of Mexico at the 28th meating of the First
Committee, held on 7 November, and is sponsored by Ecuador, [ndonesia, Ireland,
Mexico, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia,

A recorded vote has been reaqueated.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favours

Againsts

Abstainings

abstentions.

Draft resolution A/C.1l

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Rotswana, Brasil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republioc,
Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, C8te A'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia,
Demoocratic Yemen, Denmark, Djihouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinsa, Guyana, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag,
Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mosamhique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabla,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of SBoviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tansania, Uruguay,
Venesuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia

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

Belgium, Canada, China, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain,
Turkey

43/L.13 was adopted by 118 votes to 3, with 13

The CHAIRMAN: We turn next to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.23. This

draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Mexico at the 29ti meeting

of the First Committee, held on 7 November. It is sponsored by the delagations of

Ecuador, Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Venezsuela and Yugoslavia.

A recorded vote has been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Against:

Abstainings

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brasil, Rrunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colomhia, Cunzo, Costa
Rica, C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Fijdi, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraag, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People's Dumocratic Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mosambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwvanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Ssuriname, Swasiland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Boviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tansania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia

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

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Japan, Luxembourg, Nethuerlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, Sweden, Turkey

Draft resolution A[C.l[43én.23 was adopted by 108 votes to 3, with 21

abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn next to Adraft resolution A/C.1/43/L.51. This

draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Australia at the 30th

meeting of the Pirst Committee, held on 8 November, and is sponsored by the

delegations of Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Barbados, Brunei Darussalam, Cameroon,

Canada, Colomhia, Costa Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Fiji, Finland, Greece, Iceland,

Ireland, Jamaica, Japan, Liberia, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Papua New Guinea,

the Philippines, Samoa, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Sweden, Thailand, Vanuatu and

Zaire.

A recorded vote has been requested.
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In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, Clte 4'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Lsechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Eocuador,
BEgypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, PFinland, Gabon, German Democratic
Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongclia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,
Saudi Arabla, Senegal, Sierra leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands.
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, S8udan, Suriname, 8waziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republio,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanszania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia

Mainst: France, United States of America

Abstaining: Argentina, Brazil, China, India, Israel, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L,51 was adopted by 127 votes to 2, with

6 abstentions.

The CHAIRMANs I shall now call upon representatives who wish to make

statements in explanation of vote after the voting.

Mr. FRIEDERSDORF (United States of America): The United States

delegation would like to explain its vote on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13,
entitled "Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions”. The United States was unable
to support this draft resolution because it is in fundamental conflict with United
States policy regarding nuclear-testing limitations, which we have stated here on
several occasions and with which delegations in the First Committee are quite

familiar.
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We were also compelled to vote againat draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.51,
entitled "Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty", because it is
in some respects also in conflict with United States policy. We regret this very
much, because the sponsors have worked closely and constructively with our
delegation in trying to resolve those differences.

Progress has been made in the last year on reduction of nuclear arms as
result of the constructive negotiations being conducted between the United States
and the Soviet Union. We have had the signing of the Treaty between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on the Elimination of
Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles - the INF Treaty - and we have
mada progress towards a strategic-arms agreement. We have completed a joint
recification experiment and talks continue towards ratification of the thresho'd
test-ban Treaty and the peaceful nuclear explosions Treaty. We app-eciate the
rrcognition of that progress offered in the fourtn and fifth paragraphs of the
preamble to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.S51.

As ve have stated in the past, the United States does not beliave that a
confersnce to amend the partial test-ban Treaty is an appropriate or practical
approach to the subject of a complete test ban. We have expressad our view again
in our vote on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 23, However, we wish to stat~ clearly
that the Uniced States will carry out its responsibilities as a depositary State in
regard to official requests for such a conference.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): Australia abstained in the voting on dr aft
resolutior, A/C.1/43/L. 23, buz that should not in any way be construed as indicating
that Australia does not oontinue to believe strongly that there is an urgent need
for a comprehensive test-ban treaty, as was reflected in our sponsorship of draft

resolution A/C.1/43/L. L1, which has just been adopted.
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At this stage the Australian Government has not yet taken a position on the
proposal to convene a conference to amend the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty. Having
made that clear, we conaider that the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva is the
body best equipped, in terms of authority, expertise and continuity, to address a
conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. Australia doubts that the proposed
amendment conference would possess those attributes to anything like ti.o same
degree as the Conference on Disarmament.

Dame Ann HERW(US (New Zealand): New Zezland has supported the adoption of

draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13, entitled "Cessation of all nuclear-test
explosions”". We were pleased to oe able to vote in favour of that text once

again. We note that a number of textual changes have been made znd, in our view,

these have resulted in a considerable improvement in the draft resolution,

There are a number of themes that are common to both that text and to the
draft resolution on a comprehensive test-ban treaty co-sponsored by New Zealand,
which has also just been adopted by the Committee. Both call for the Conference on
Disarmament to resume its responsibility to negotiate a comprehensive test-ban
treaty. Both recognize the need for adequate verification and the usefulness of
the work of the Ad Hoc Group dealing with seismic events,

We do continue to huve certain reservations about the draft resolution
contained in document A/C.1/43/L.13, however. In the first place, we regret thre
continuing, albeit now muted, emphesis on the responsibilities of the three States
which act as depositaries of the partial test-ban Treaty. All five nuclear States,
as well as other States, must be fully involved in the negotiation of such a
treaty. Se~ondly, we regret that the draft resolution fails to emphasize in an

unambigucus manner that a nuclear~test-ban treaty should apply to the test

explosions of all nuclear explosive devices.
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I should also like to take this opportunity to make some comments on draft

resolution A/C.1/43/L, 23, "Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions". New Zealand
abstained in the voting on that draft resolution. New Zealand prefers to put its
trust in the ability of the Conference on Disarmament to make progress towards the
negotiation of a comprehensive .ost-ban treaty. New Zealand will support the
avenue that appears most likely to yield practical and useful results on this
most-important issue.

Mr. HOULLEZ (Belgium) (interpretation from French): I should like to
explain my delegation's vote on the dratt resolutions in cluster 7 and specifically
on draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L. 51 and L.23., With regard to draft
resolucion A/C.1/43/L.51, my delegation is pleased that we were able to approve
it. As I pointed out in my statement on 21 Octobwr, my delegation welcomes the new
approach of the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on the question of nuclear tests and, in particular, the recent
developments in verification arrangements aimed at facilitating the ratification of
the 1974 threshold test-ban Treaty and the 1976 peaceful nucleaL. explosions
Treaty. We see here a reaffirmation of t"e policy we ha;n championed for years
aimed at the gradual and verifiable implementation of the final objective, namely,
the total cessation of all types of nuclear testing.

Lastly, we would repeat the appeal to all the members of the Conference on
Disarmament to consider, as soon as it resumes its activities in 1989, the proposal
suomitted by the representative of Czechoslovakia with regard to the mandate for an
ad hoc committee to deal with the question of the cessation of nuclear t.»ts to
allow for intensified consideration of the primary question before the Confu-ence,

namely, the consideration of a comprehensive han on nuclear-weapons testing.
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Turning to draft resolution A/C.1/43/L, 23, my delegation abstained in the

voting because we believe, am do many other delegations, that the Conference on

Disarmament represents the best framework for dealing, on the multilateral ievel,
with questions of the cassation of nuclear-test explosions, not isolated from other

aspects of disarmament.



PKB /fo A/C.lcﬁ?/PV.37

Mr, NUMATA (Japan)s With respect to Jiapan's abstention on draft
resolutions A/C.1/43/L.13 and A/C.1/43/1.23 I wish to state the following position
of Japan on nuclear-testing issues.

Japan has consistently attached importance to the early realization of a
comprehensive nuclear-test ban as a step of high priority in the promotion of
nuclear disarmament and has been working consistently towards that goal. Since the
agreement in September last year to start full-scale stage-by-stage negotiations on
nuclear testing the United States and the Soviet Union have been oonducting
intensive negotiations towards the early ratification of the threshold test-ban
Treaty of 1974 and the peaceful nuclear explosions Treaty of 1976. They have also
carried out the joint verification experiment successfully.

Japan welocomes these developments and strongly hopes that the ratification of
the two Treaties will become a reality without delay so that the two countries may
be able to proceed promptly to the second phase, namely, negotiating further
intermediate limitations on nuclaar testing.

Like many other delegations my delegation boliovestit is of vital importance
that substantive work be undertaken as soon as possible in the Conference on
Disarmament on item 1 of its agenda, a nuclear-test ban, at its 1989 session. In
order for this to come about all those concerned need to demonstrate a little more
tloxibility on the basis of an objective assessment of the reality, which includes
important progress in United States-Soviet negotiations. 1In our view, draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L. 23 does not reflect such an approach.

With respect to draft resolution A/C.,1/43/L.13 my delegation understands the
frustration falt by many at the lack of progress on a comprehensive test ban in
that multilateral forum for many years. However, Japan is firmly convinced that
the Conference on Disarmament provides the best avenue for reaching our ghared goal

of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban and cannot but have serious reservations over a
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course of action wiich might impair or aide-track the work of the Conference on
Disarmament on the subject,

Those are the reasons why we abstained on draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.13 and
A/C.1/43/L,23.

Mr, PETERS (Federal Republic of Germany): My delegation would like to
explain its vote on the draft resolutions on nuclear testing contained in
cluster 7, on which the Committee has just taken action. We voted in favour of
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.5]1 to underline our commitment to the realization of a
comprehensive nuclear-teat han, which we would like to see materialize at the
earliest possible date. The head of the Federal Government, Chancellor Kohl, has
reafficrmed this urgent wish on various occasions. The way towards the
aforementioned ohjective thri: seems to he the moat promising to us is a
step-by-step approach combining bilateral and multileteral efforts. We therefore
welcome the joint statement of 17 September 1987 in which the Urited States and the
Soviet Union announced their agreement to hegin full-scale, stage-by-stoge
negotiations on nuclear-testing limitations.

We attach great importance to the joint verification experiment successfully
concluded in the months of August and September 1988, We hope that the process
thus under way will moon lead to the ratification of the threshold test-ban Treaty
of 1974 and the peaceful nuclear explosions Treaty of 1976, We are confident that
this first step will consequently lead to further steps in the direction of
achieving the fina) objective of those neqgotiations. One should not, however,
mistake a cessation of testing or intermediate measures in the dirvotion of a
comprehensive test ban as being a substitute for suhstantial reductions of existing
nuclear arsenals.

For my Government, teliahle verification ot any ceasation of testing,

including a limited or an intermediate one, is a conditio sine qua non for such a
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meanure. We are convinced that the technical problems related to such verification
can be solved, the necessary technoloyies being cucrently developed.

An important slement in this process will be a global seismic monitoring
system. In 19835 we proposed its establishment in the Conference on Disarmament in
Geneva. In March 1986 we demonstrated in Geneva the capabilities of the Seismic
Data Centre established at Graefenberg near the city of Niiremberg to delegations
and seimmic experts of the Conference on Disarmament. We have, furtharmore, this
year furnished information obtained from that Centre on the test explosions
conducted under the joint verification expariment agreement. One of the key
features of this system is its free accessibility from everywhere in the world via
dedicated public network data links enabling any scientific entity elsewhere on the
glcbe to retrieve stored seismic data of the Graefenberg station for a period of
15 days backward from the date of request. In this context we interpret operative
paragraph 3 of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 51 as an invitation already fulfilled by
the above-mentioned government-financed data centre. We will continue to
contr ibute to the speedy development and installation of a global seismic
verification network. It is in the context of the establishment of such a system
that my Government will be able actively to communicate seismic data related to
possible nuclear explosions to the Secretary-General via diplomatic channels.

We do not support, however, hastening into full-fledged multilateral
negotiations on a comprehensive test ban or projects aimed at widening the scope of
the partial test-ban Treaty of 1963 to become a comprehens ive test-ban treaty
without the necessary groundwork having been laid in the field of verification.

We, therefore, did not vote for those draft resolutions which favoured those
approaches. What we advocate are legally binding, reliably verifiable undertakings

of interested parties) a step-by-step approach, ultimately leading to a complete
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cessation of all nuclear testing is, as far as we understand the formulations

contained in cperative paragraph 2 (0) of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L, 81, within

the range of solutions envisaged in that draft resoiution, on which we voted

favourably.

Mr, MEERBURG (Netherlands): My delegation voted ir fuvour of draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L.5L on the urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear test-ban
treaty. However, we have some observations to make. The promising developments
that have taken place on the issue of nuclear testing in recent years prove that
this matter cannot be viewed in isolation from the broader nuclear issues. The
joint communiqueé of the United States and the Soviet Union of 17 September 1987
started the process of full-scale stage-by-stage negotiations as a means of
achieving the ultimate goal of the complete cessation of nuclear testiny as part of
& wes@Otive disarmament process. There are prospects that, as a first step, the
United States and the Soviet Union will soon reach agreement on a set of effective

verification measures, which would make it possible to ratify the threshold

test-ban Treaties of 1974 and 1976.
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These developments have confirmed our belief that at this juncture the nuclear
testing issue is best served by a stage-by-stage approach linking reductions in
nuclear weapons to reductions in the number and results of tests. Now that the
direct approach of substantially reducing nuclear weapons is beginning to bear
fruit, we might ask ourselves whether the indirect strategy of suffocation of the
nuclear arms race has not lost much of its relevance. In our view, the
stage-by-stage approach, which has my Government's full support, has been
insufficiently reflected in draft resolution A/C,1/43/L. 31, whion therefore became
less balanced and realistic than we would have wished. As a result, the
Nether lands was not in a position to sponsor this year's draft resolution.

However, we voted in favour because of the importance that my Goverrnment attaches
to the issue as such.

My delegation would also like to explain its position on draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.13. In that draft, the more balanced and realistic approach, along the
lines I have just mentioned, im even less in evidence. Moreover, the appeal to
member States of the Conference on Disarmament to p:omf-.e, in 1989, the
establishment of an ad hoc committee with a negotiating mandate for a treaty on the
complete cessation of nuclear test explosions, as outlined in operative paragraph 5
of the draft resolution, cannot, for the reasons I have just mentioned, be
suppor ted by my Government.

We abstained on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 23 because we feel that convening
a npecial conference with the aim of amending the limited test-ban Treaty of 1963
to bring about a comprehensive test ban, is not an adequate way of dealing with the
{asue. Moreover, draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 23 does not in any way do justice to
recent important and promising developments leading to a step-by-step approach in

wvhich the test-ban issua becomes part cf a broader effective disarmament process.
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As I said in my statement on 31 October 1987, the time is not yet ripe for a
comprehensive test ban. There is no alternative to our efforts in the Conferenue
on Disarmament to try and achieve progress on a number of practical aspects of
nuclear testing. 1In our view, the Conference on Disarmament should take up its
work on such concrete matters as the verification provisions for the multilateral
test ban Treaty taking into account the commitments undertaken by the nuclear
Powers in the limited test-ban Treaty of 1963 and the non-proliferation Treaty of
1968.

Mr. CAPPAGLI (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The Argentine
delegation voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.13 on the cessation of
all nuclear-test explosions in view of the clarity of the mandate given to the
Conference on Disarmament to initiate negotiations to that end.

My delegation also voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 23, whose
objective is to amend the Treaty of 1963 which prohibits nuclear-weapon tests in
the atmosphere, outer space and under water.

Howevaer, I should like to record our well-known position with regard to the
Treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, to which Argentina is not a
party. I should also like to repeat that between the two paths proposed, we prefer
the muitilateral environment offered by the Conference on Disarmament for the
preparation of a treaty on the cessation of nuclear-weapon tests because the five
nuclear-weapon Powers are represented there.

The positions taken in the Conference on Disarmament fully justify that
alternative.

In spite of the improvements made in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L. 51, we
abstained in the vote on it because it still does not refer explicitly to

negotiations in the Conferaonce on Disarmament aimed at ending nuclear-weapon tests.
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Ms. SECRET (France) (interpretation from French): I should like to
explain the negative vote of the French delegation on draft resolutions
A/C.1/43/L.13, A/C.1/43/L.23 and A/C.1/43/L. 51 relating to the question of nuclear
tests. In our view those texts do not deal appropriately with the question of
nuclear tests. The prohibition of nuclear tests should be placed within the
framework of an effective process of nuclear disarmament. The Final Document of
the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament (1978)
notes this in paragraph 51. This can only happen when progress towards disarmament
has made it possible, without callirng into question the foundations of
international security. It therefore cannot be a pre-condition for the substantial
reduction of cheir nuclear arsenals by the most heavily armed nuclear Powers.
France is conducting nuclear tests to maintain its deterrent force at the minimum
level of credibility necessary for its security.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT {Venezuela) (intcrpretation from Spanish): Venezuela
supports the cessation of all nuclear tests by all States in all environments and
for all time. That position is reflected by the participation of Venezuela in the
Treaty on the partial prohibition of nuclear tests as well as in the proposal
which, together with 5 other member States of the United Nations, it has put
rorward with a view to amending that Treaty.

Without any doubt the best way to secure the cessation of the nuclear-arms
race, is by means of working together for a comprehensive Treaty on the cessation
of tests, whose application would involve all States, those which have the capacity
to carry out tests, those which have achievead a degree of technological development
which places them on the threshold of achieving such capacity and all the others,

whatever the degree or level of their use of nuclear energy.
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We consider that the cessation of nuclear tests is the most effective step
which can be taken immediately to contribute to rendering obsolete existing nuclear
weapons, to curb the increasing sophistication of such weapons, to reduce the risk
of horizontal proliferation, to prevent the development of new arms based on new
technologies which might be used in defensive strategic systems and to prevent the
replacement of arms which are being or will be eliminated as a result of agreements
concluded, or to be concluded, between the United States and the Soviet Union.

Venezuela voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.831 in spite of the
fact that we are not entirely satisfied with its approach to the work which should
be done by the Conference on Disarmament in oconnection with the prohibition of
nuclear tests.

In our view, the only activity which should be carried out by the Conference
should be to initiate, as soon as possible, substantive negotiations to work out a
comprehensive treaty banning nuclear tests.

Operative paragraph 2 of the resolution limits itself to requesting the
Conference on Disarmament to intensify its examination of that item, although in
recent years it has not received proper consideration by the Conference. It
requests substantive work to be undertaken when, in our view, what the Conference

should be doing is initiate negotiations as soon as possible.
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Mr. MASHHADI (Islamic Republic of Iran)s The Islamic Republic of Iran
voted in favour of draft resolntion A/C.1/43/L.13. In explanation of our vote I
should like to say again that we beli: e that the cessation of all nuclear-test
explosions is a first step towards disarmament measures. In addition to their
adverse effects on the or “cess of disarmament negotiations and, oconsaquently, on
the internatiunal atmosphere, these tests, according to documented evidence and
substantiated reports, have a deleterious effect on the environmental balance.

Such explosions must be stopped completely.

Mr. FISCHER (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spanish)s Uruguay voted in
favour of the draft resolution contained in document 3/C.1/43/L. 23, as it had done
on similar texts in previous years.

Wa have continued to support the principle of the prohibition of all nuclear
tests through a multilateral juridical instrument. As a matter of principle,
Uruguay did not oppose recourse to a procedure for which the Treaty of 1963 on this
subject makes specific provision. However, our delegation would like to make clear
its view that in order to ensure a viable, realistic and effective solution we must
prevent this yuestion from becoming a matter of diplomatic confrontation, and it is
essential to gain the support of States with the greatest influence and
decision-making capacity in nuclear matters by means of neg.tiations at the level

of the Conference on Disarmament.

T

IL i» our hope that the message contained in the draft resolution that has
been adopted will be added to draft resolutions A/C.1/43/L.13 and /C.!“43/L.51 and
will serve as a stimulus to the reactivation of these negotiations in the

Conference »n Disarmament.
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The CHAIRMAN: We have now concluded action on cluster 7.

At our meeting this afternocon we will take up the following resolutions:

oluster 2, A/C.1/43/L.45) in cluster 6, A/C.1,43/L.11/Rev.l) in ocluster 10,

A/C.1/43/L.10/Rev.. and A/C.1/43/L.15; in cluater 11, A/C.1/43/L. 49,

The meeting rose at 1.15 p.m.

in



