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The  mrrtinq was cal led  to ordar a t  10 .45 a.mr

AQENDA ITEMS 51 TO 69, 139, 141 AND 145 (oontinuefi)

CONSXDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS OF DISARMAMENT ITEMS (oontinued)

M t .  PUGLIESE  ( I t a l y )  8 O n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  deleqat.ione  o f  A u e t r a l i a ,

Belgium, Canada, Frame, t h e  F e d e r a l  Republio  o f  Germany,  Japa’ the Nether land A,

Norway, Spain, Tut key, the United Kingdom and of my own delegation, I have the

honour  to introduoe  draft  resolution  A/C. 1/43/~.27  on the  prevent ion of  an  arma

raoe i n  o u t e r  rpaoe.

The  ieeue  of  the  prevent ion of  an arme raoe in  outer  epaoe  play8 a very

important role in the debates of this Committee and of the Conference On

Disarmament. W e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  this ia r i g h t l y  80 because  arm c o n t r o l  issues

rela ted to  epaoe have a very eiqnifioant  baariw on in ternat ional  fltahility  and

t h e r e f o r e  o n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  peaoe and  eeourity. There  ie no  doubt  tha t  the

i n & n a t i o n a l  oommunity  has  an i m p o r t a n t  r o l e  t o  play  i n  t h e  p r e v e n t i o n  o f  a n  arm8

raae in outer epaoe.

We aleo reaff irm in this context  our  v iew that  the  explora t ion and use of

outer  spaoe e h o u l d  b e  c a r r i e d  out  fo r  t he  bene f i t  o f  a l l  coun t r i e s ,  irreepective  of

thei r  degree  of economic  or  sc ient i f ic  development .

The  de legat ions  sponsor ing  th ie  drlrft resolu t ion  are convinced tha t  space

aotivitiee  can make an important contribution to international peace and security

and to arm8  control and disarmament. T h e y  b e l i e v e  rlao tha t  arms c o n t r o l  i s s u e s

concerninq  nuo l ea r  and  space  arms m u e t  b e  considered  i n  t h e i r  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n

o r d e r  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  agreement6  t h a t  w o u l d  e n h a n c e  strateqic  s t a b i l i t y .

There 8eeme  to be no doubt that a qreat reaponaihility  towards mankind as a

whole  fa l ls  on the  two major  space and nuclear  Powers  in  the  search for  effect ive

and ver i f iable  agreement .8  on the  prevent ion of  an arms race  in  outer  space  and it8

t e r m i n a t i o n  o n  e a r t h ,  a n d  t h a t  t h e y  s h o u l d  c o n t i n u e  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  i n  t h i s  d i r e c t i o n .
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(Mr. Pugliese,  Italy)

T h e  text of  our  draft r e e o l u t i o n  refleote  a  raaltatic a p p r o a o h  t o  this oomplex

problem and eeeka  P-0 address  the  i tem in  & praqmatic  and ooncrete  way. It takea

i n t o  aocount  the  e f fo r t s  made uo f a r  i n  tha  mul t i l a t e r a l  f i e l d  and  expreeees  t h e

oonviotion  that  furtnar effort8 ahould  he  made. I t  callfi a t t e n t i o n ,  h o w e v e r ,  t o

the  proqreea  made in  the  b i la tera l  neqotiations  between the  Uni ted  Statee of

America and the  USSR and under l ines  tile fact that  Rfqniftcant praqress  in the

mul t i la tera l  domain ie dependent  on  barJic understandinqs  achieved in the

a fo ramen t i aned  b i l a t e r a l  neqotiationa.

--- ---..---._  -..
-..-_
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The  relative emphaeie  that  the  eponeore  of  draf t  resolution  A/C.i/4”Lm27  have

plaosd on  t he  b i l a t e r a l  t a l k s  does  n o t  detraot from the  essent ia l  ro le  the  Genera l

Aeeembly and the Conferenoe on Diearmament oan and must play in the area of

prevent ing an arm8 raoe in  outer  epaoe . O u r  d e l e g a t i o n s  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e

mul t i la tera l  and the bi la tera l  prooeesre  may be mutual ly  complementary* We are

oonvinoed that the Conferenoe on Disarmament oan oontribute to the ooneideration of

ieeuee re la ted to the  prevent ion of  an arm6 raae in  outer  epaoe.  The Conference  on

Disarmament has for some years done geeful work on the subjeot. Substantive

q u e e t i o n e  h a v e  bren i d e n t i f i e d . Re l evan t  a epeo t e  o f  t he  l ega l  regime of  arm8

OOntrOl  and outer 8paoe have been considered  and propoeals have been brouqht

forward. In  that  spi r i t  the  eponeore  of  the  draf t  reeolut ion have a lso  welcomed

the agreement reached in 1988 on the re-establishment of an ad boo committee to

aoneidrr  our  ooneidera t ion  of  tha t  ques t ion .

The work undertaken durinq  1988 by the Conferenoe on Disarmament on the

prevention of an arms raoe in outer spaoe again showed the oomplexity of the

problems under ooneideration, the numerous appraaoher of many individual States to

the  issue and the  major  d isagreements  that  exis t , and  va r ious  interpretations  of

terminology. I t  i s  o l ea r  t ha t  the  sub jec t  of  t he  p r even t i on  o f  an arms r aoe  in

o u t e r  e p a o e  remain8  ex t r eme ly  s ens i t i ve . T o  a t t a i n  t h e  p o s i t i v e  goals beinq a imed

at  i t  ie therefore necessary to  mainta in  a oonet ruot ive  and realistic  approach.

Polemics ,  f inger-point ing and premature  in i t ia t ives  must  be  avoided i f  a  produotivc

rnvironment is to be qenerated and maintained. We must aleo carry out a thorough

analyeie of  the  area  in  order  to  obtain ful l  knowledqe and arr ive  a t  the

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 8  sui tab le  fo r  suppo r t i ng  our  endeavou r .  We  be l i eve  i t  i s  adv i s ab l e

for that  purpose , t o  re-eetahlieh,  a t  t h e  beqinninq  o f  t h e  1 9 8 9  s e s s i o n  OP t h e

Conference on Disarmament, the Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race

- ..-. --- -- .~_._
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in Outer 8paae, enruring  that  a l l  efforts are made for  the  oont inuat ion  and

in tenei f ioa t ion  of aubetant ive work. We are oonvinaed that the epproaoh foil-ed

during 1988 was a oonetruotive and roalieticr  one,

That ie the baokqround aqainet whioh the Rponsor  inq delegation&! would like the

draf t  reeolut ion to  be viewed by other in teres ted  deleqationo.  The  draft

r e e o l u t i o n  i s  n o t  i n t e n d e d  t o  o o n f l i o t  w i t h  o t h e r  d r a f t  reeolutionn  on the

eubjeot . Rather ,  i t  is t h e  expreslsion  of  a  ainoere  w i l l  t o  ao -ope ra t e .

I wish to oonolude by expreesinq  the mast fervent hope that the effort8 made

by the rrponeore and thei r  in tent ion to  avoid  oontroverwy and promote  co-opera t ion

and underetandinq wi l l  be  favourably  received. We are open to oo-operative efeorto

by othere.

Mr. KENYON (United Kinqdom) 8 The year 1988 has seen the twentieth

anniversary of the adoption by the United Nations General Aassmbly Of

reeolution 2373 (XXII) of 12 June 1968, which reooqnized the oompletion of the

negotiations on the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuolear Weapons (NPT) . I t

iEL  ala0 three  yeare ainoe the  Thi rd  Review Conferenoe on Lhe Treaty ,  and,  in

aaoo rdanoe  with  t h e  wieh o f  t he  partiee expreneed in  t he  f i na l  docurdent  a d o p t e d  a t

t h a t  C o n f e r e n c e ,  i t  IA t ime  fo r  t he  t h r ee  depos i t o ry  Powers  t o  start t h e  proceee  of

conveninq  the Fourth Review Conference, w h i c h  l a  t o  be h e l d  i n  1990. In compliance

with that duty the United Kinqdom, on behalf of the three d&ponitoriee,  convened a

maetinq of par t ies  to  the  Treaty  on 25 October , over which Ambaaeador  Badawi of

Eqypt presided. That meeting aqreed that the Fourth Review Conference should be

held at Geneva in the Auquat-September period of 1990. I t  a l so  ag reed  to  fo rm a

Preparatory Committee on the same baaia as that which prepared the Third Review

Conference., that is,  an open-ended committee formed of parties  to the Treaty

eervinq on the Board of  Governors  of  the  Internat ional  Atomic Ensrqy Aqencv Or
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regraaented  in the Conferel  -.! on  Diearmament , aa well  aa any party to the Treaty

t h a t  may expre8e i t e  intereet  i n  p a r t i o i p a t i n q  i n  the  work  o f  the  P repa ra to ry

Committecl. It wae agreed that the first mestinq of the PreparatOrY  Committm

rhould be held from 1 to S May 1989. D i f f e r e n t  viewa w e r e  expressed  ae t a  t h e

appropriate venue for  tha t  meet ing, and dieouesione  among the partiee On that

ques t ion  still  oont inue .

T h e  p a r t i e e  altso agreed  t ha t  a  d ra f t  resolution  a h o u l d  be plaoed be fo re  t h i a

Commit tee  requeeting  the  Seoretary-General  to  render  the  neoelaeary  &aaiatanoe and

provide euoh eervicen,  inoludinq aummary rroorde, aa may be required for the Fourth

Review Conferenoe of  the  Par t ies  to  the  Treaty  on the  Non-Prol i fera t ion of  Nuolear

Weapon6  and itsl preparat ion. I have the honour to preeont that draft resolution

now, dooument A/C.l/43/L.  45, on behalf of 47 States partiee to the Treaty. The

text  of the drsrft rceolut ion oonta ine  no more  than I  have  juet out l ined . It ia

comdletely  p r o o r d u r a l ,  a n d  i t  ie t h e  h o p e  o f  t h e  Statae p a r t i e s  t o  t h e  NVT t h a t  t h e

Committee will  agree to sdopt it without I vote, aa was the oaee with the very

eimilar  r e e o l u t i o n  a d o p t e d  f o r  t h e  e a m e  p u r p o e e  a t  t h e  t h i r t y - e i q h t h  session of  thFt

General  Ac4ermbly.

Mr. AL-KITTAL (Iraq) I I  ehould like to make a few remark8  concerning

aqenda i tem 54, “The eetabliehment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle

East, ‘I I t  ie our  view that  the  eetabl iahment  of  nuclear-weapon-free  zones  would

etreng then the drive towarda nuclear-arms control and diearmament and would also

et “ano the oonf idenoe-building pccoeee, With a nuclear-free zone we are one step

fur ther  away f rom the arms race  and the  possibi l i ty  of  war  and one e tep  c loser  to

peace and secur i ty .
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We are nleo aware that  ths  oreat ion of  a  nuolear-f ree  aone aoquiree  epeoial

impor tanoe  in  epeoia l  reqione  owing to oiroumetanoee and oharaoter ie t ios  of  those

reg iont3. The Middle Eaat ie one euoh region, and that ie why we Bugport  the

eetabl iehment  of  a  nuclear-weapon-free  aone in  the  Middle  Eaet . Now, one may aek

what  ir\ neoded  to  aolrieve  thie goal?
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To raepond objeotively  and real ie t ioal ly  to ruoh a queation,  one  ehould

ident i fy  the  exietinq  faote  in  the  region whioh are re levant  to  the  oreat ion of a

nuolear-weapon-f  r ee aone. Theee fao ta oan be eummed up aa f ollow~*

First, there are nuolear weapons  in the region. Iarael halr introduovd t h e

weaponm,  and i t  ia the  only  par ty  whioh pwweaaee  suoh WeaPQn~~

Seoondlv, all parttee whioh have nuolear proqrammee of any eiae in the reqion

have acoeded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)  . Ietael  remainrr t h e  o n l y

exoept ion,

Thirdly ,  the  only  eignifioant  nuolear  faoi l i t iee  oapabla  of produoinq  nuolesr

ma te r i a l  ueable fo r  t he  manufao tu r inq  o f  weapon6 a re  those l o o a t r d  i n  Israel.

Theee  f a o i l i t i e e  a r e  n o t  u n d e r  InternatIonal safeguards.

Those are important faots that deeerve to he kept olear and ready in our

minds. I aay that beoauee I believe awareneaa of them will leave no room for

ambigu i ty  am to  t h e  prooeee  o f  i den t i fy ing  t he  nroeeeary o o n d i t i o n a  f o r  t h e

eetabl iehment  of  a nuolear-weapon-free  aone in  the  Middle  East. A8 a  mattcrr  of

faot ,  we bel ieve  that  the  only  prao t ioal  way to  eetablteh that  aonr ie to take

praot ios l  etepe t o  oorrect t h e  s i tuat ion  I  have  juet o u t l i n e d . In our opinion,

this require8 t h e  f o l l o w i n g  a o t i o n .

Firet,  the  immediate  removal  of exie t inq  nuoleer-weaponr  stookpilex  from the

r e q i o n ,  t a k i n q  i n t o  aooount  thnt  I a ree l  ie t he  pa r ty  i n  poeeeeeion  of  thou@

etcokpileej

Seoondly, the undertaking by all pnrtiee not to manufacture or in any way

acquire  nuolear  weapons or exploeive devioeej  r l l  parties  in  the  reqion  except

Israel are  commit ted  to  th is  qoal  by their adherence  to the NPT - i t  ier for  Iersel

to  do  80 and without  fur ther  delay;

T h i r d l y ,  t h e  placinq  o f  a l l  n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t i e s  in t h e  r e g i o n  under

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  safequardsl this can  be ach ieved  on ly  i f  Inrae moceptu, a~ do tha
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other partien i n  t h e  mqion,  t o  submit a l l  its nuo laa r  faotlitisa t o  t h e

Intsrnational  Atomic Enerqy Aqsnoy eafrquardj

Four thly, the undartak inq by all partiee  not to aooept the deployment on their

t e r r i t o r i e s  O f  nuo lea r  waapona  t ha t  belonq  to  o t h e r  Strr t e a  a n d  n o t  t o  join  a

military al l ianoe i f  a  nuolear-weapon Stats  ie party ta that  a l l ianoe. Irrnsl  ia

the only party in the region known to have a strateqio  allihnoe  with a

nuolear-weapon state.

An important oonsideration  in thle reqard ie that euoh praotiorrl  steps should

have no neqa t ive et feo to on the r iqht of all par tiee to develop nuoleat enerqv  for

peaor tu l  rppl ioatiana.

Mr.  OARCIA  ROBLES (Mexiao)  ( in terpre ta t ion  from Spanish) r It ia my

honour ta introduoe drat t ranolution  A/C. 1/43/L. 40 on i tern 51 of the agenda of the

General  Aeeembly,  ,“Inplementation  of  Qeneral  Asaambly r e s o l u t i o n  42/25  c o n o e r n i n q

t h e  eiqnaturQ and  ratifiomtion  of  A d d i t i o n a l  P r o t o a o l  I of  t he  T rea ty  fo r  the

Prohibi t ion  of  Nuolarr Woapons  in  Lat in  Amsrion  (Treaty of  Tlat~loloo)“.

T h e  draft ie sponarored  bv t h e  drleqation8 o f  t h e  followinq  oountrieaz

Bahamaa,  Sasbadoo,  Sollvirr,  Caetn Rioa,  Eouador,  G u a t e m a l a ,  Nicfiraqua, Paname,

Trinidad and Tobnqo, Uruquay  , Vensrzusla Hnd Mexico. Itu t irst p*eamhulnt pnraqtfiph

Oontnine  a n  impreeaive  l i s t  of t h e  15 teeolution8  a p p r o v e d  by t h e  Gencrral  Aenembly

r e l r t i n q  t o  t h e  aiqninq  and catifioation  o f  Add i t i ona l  P ro toco l  I  of  t h e  TKeAtv  for

Chs Prohihicion Of Nuclear Weapon6 in La tin Amer  ica, known uo the Treaty of

Tla teloloo.

In the  eecond pK0ambUleK PeK@qKaph Rttention  ia d rawn  to  tho  fact  thatz

“within  the  zone of  appl icat ion of  that  Treaty , t o  whtch 2 3  sovereiqn  !3tnt.e@

a r e  already prrrtiee, t h e r e  a r e  Rome  t e r r i t o r i e s  w h i c h ,  i n  Apite o f  n o t  hsinq

aaverntqn  poltticrrl  enttt.ten, a r e  never thelsRR  i n  a  position  t o  K@CeiVe the
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benetite  deriving f rom the Treaty  throuqh ite Additional Protoool  I, to which

the four State8 that de jure or de taoto are internntionally  responsible for

those territories may become partlee”.

In the third preambular  parrqraph the  fol lowinq 18 added8

a . . . it 1s not fa ir that the peoples of some  of those tetr r i tor ice are depr ived

Of  such  benefita w i t h o u t  beinq qiver! t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  expreea t h e i r  o p i n i o n

i n  this oonneotion”,

The fourth preambular paraqraph recalls that

“three  of the State8  t3 which Additional Protocol I ie opened - the United

Kinqdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the Kinqdom of th.e Nether lands

and the United States of America - became partiee  to  the  anid Protocol  in

1969, 1971 and 1981 respeotively”.

T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  ends \.lith  t h r ee  ope ra t i ve  pa raq raphs ,  t he  last of  w h i c h ,

as la ouetomary in )’ d caoeu, decides to include the i tem in the ProVi8ional

agenda of the next #(ta8 ion of the Aeeembly. The t:ro previous paraqrapha, which

fa i th fu l ly  r e f l ec t  t he  f ee l inqe  o f  La t in  Amer i ca ,  are  dra f t ed  a s  fo l lower

“Deplores that the siqnature  of Additional Protocol I by France, which

took place on 2 March 1979, has not been followed by the corresponding

Katif ication, notwi the tandinq  the  t ime already elapsed and the  press ing

invita tione  which the General Assembly haa addrsesed to it!

“Once more urqee France not to delay any further such  ratification, which

has been requestfid 80 many times and which appears all the more advisable,

Since France fe the  only one of the fOUK State3 to  which  the  Protocol  i s  c+nn

t h a t  i s  not ye t  pa r ty  to  it”.

ln conclus ion , I  b e l i e v e  i t  a p p r o p r i a t e  bv w a y  o f  epiloque  t o  r e c a l l  c e r t a i n

facts  that  should  be borne  in  mind in  connect ion  wi th  th is  subjec t : t h a t  l a s t  year
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saw the twentieth anniversary of the openinq for signature of the Treaty of

Tlatelolco and its two Additional Protocols; that there are already 23 States

parties to this Treaty; that Additional Protocol II is in force for the five States

which POSSeSS nuclear weapons and to which the Treaty has been open&; that

Additional Protocol I, as is stated in the draft resolution I am introducing, is

already in force for three of the four States to which it is open; that France  is

the only one of these States that has not yet become a party to this intrument,

though France siqned it on 2 March 1979, that is more than eight years ago; that,

as has so often been said at the United Nations, it would not be right for the

peoples of the territories situated within the zone of application of the Treaty of

Tlatelolco - over which the States to whom Additional Protocol I has been opened,

to use the terms actually found in the Treaty "de jure or de facto have

international reponsibility" - to be deprived of the benefits deriving from the

Treaty "without having had an opportunity to express their opinion on it".
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Mr. KAMAL (Pakistan)  8 We have asked to speak today to introduoe two

draft reeolutione  wponeored by Pakietan. The first, whioh has aleo been eponeored

by Bangladesh,  relate8 to the  eetablishment  of a nuolear-weapon-free  zone in  South

Aeia and has been oiroulated  in document A/C. 1/43/L.S.  The eeoond deale with the

oonolueicn of  ef fect ive  in ternat ional  ar ranqemente  to aemure non-nuclear-weapon

States  aqainet the  urre or  threat  of uae of nuclear  weapons  and hae bcren  o i roula ted

in document A/C. 1/43/L, 18. O u r  intarest i n  theee  t w o  ieeuea stem8 f r o m  Pakistan’8

unwavering oommitment to nuolear non-proliferation and its deep ooncern over the

grave threat whioh humanity faoee as a reeult of the existenoe of nuclear weapone.

Pakiatan haa always eupported and pursued a comprehensive approach to nuclear

disarmament. In  our  view al l  d isarmament  meaeutee,  whether  g lobal ,  regional  or

bi lateral ,  i n t e r i m  o r  of  a  co l l a t e r a l  na tu r e ,  de se rve  euppo r t . Pending the

real iaat ion of  the  vital  ohjeottve  of nuclear  d iearmamant  we bel ieve that  the

es tabl ishment  ok nuclear-weapon-free  zonea represents  an  important  col’dteral

measure  that  can make a s ignif icant  oontribution towards  preventinq  nuclear

proliferation and in providing a measure of eecurity  to non-nuclear-weapon Stateu

of  the  region concerned.

In paragraph 61 of the Final Document. of lta firat special eesaion devdxd to

disarmament the General Aaaembly lnanimouely  recoqniaed  the  need  to  encouraqe  the

prooesa  of eatabl iehfng such zones  in  d i f ferent  parts of  the world ,  with the

ul t imate  object ive  of  achieving a nuclear-weapon-free  world . The immed ia t-e

object ive  for  the  es tabl ishment  of  a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in  a specif ic  reqion

would  be  to insula te  i t  aqainet  the  threat  of  nuclear  a t tack or  nuclear  b lackmai l . ,

118 wel l  a0 to  Prevent  the  geoqraphical  spread of nuclear  weapons,  and thereby

cont r ibute  to  the  process  of nuclear  disarmament . T h e  f i r s t  special  session aleo

c a l l e d  u p o n  t h e  n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  S t a t e s  t o  qive undartakinqs  t o  r e s p e c t  strictly the

sta tue  of nuclear-weapon-free  zones  and to refra in  f rom the use or  threat  of  use  of
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nuclear weapon8 againnt the States in euoh a region.

The Movement Of Non-Aligned S tatea haa aleo euppor ted the concept of

nuclear-weapon-free  zones. T h e  p o l i t i c a l  d e c l a r a t i o n  i a a u e d  at  t h e  oonolueion of

the Eighth Non-Aligned Summit Conference held in Harare  in September 1986, called,

i n t e r  alla, fo r  the e a t a b l i e h m e n t  of  nuc lea r -weapon- f r ee  zonen in  d i f f e ren t  Parts

of the world &Ja t.h the objective of achieving, u l t ima te ly ,  a wor ld  en t i r e ly  f r ee  o f

nut ?rJar weapons.

The  establishment  of nuclear-weapon-free  zone8 in  var ioua reqiona of the world

is  by no meana  an end in  i t se l f  nor  i s  it a substi tute for  a  global ,  general  and

comprehensive approach to Aiaarmament. However, nuclear-weapon-free  zones

constitute sn important partial measure, in  a step-by-atep  approach,  to  qeneral  and

complete disarmament, especia l ly  nuclear  disarmament . Add i t i ona l ly ,  t hey  de r ive

thei r  re levance from being impor tant  conf idence-bui ld ing meaeuree.

Pakistan ehares with the other States  of the South Asian region a deep

commitment to the objective of keepinq our area free of nuclear weapone. Al l  t he

States  of South Asia have made uni la tera l  declara t ions ,  at the  h iqheat  level ,  that

they will  not acquire or develop nuclear weapons. We bel ieve,  therefore ,  that

appropr ia te  condi t ions  exis t  in  the  South Asian region to  carry forward the

objec t ive  of t ransforming i t  in to  a  nuclear-woapon-free  zone-

Pakiatan’e  commitment to nuclear non-proliferation has been demonstrated by

various propoeal8  i t  has  made over  the  yeara to  ensure  the  permanent

denuclear ization of South Ania. We bel ieve  that  a regional  approach,  wi th  each

S ta t e  acceptinq  equa l  and  non -d i s c r imina to ry  ohliqstions,  ia the  moat foastble  and

e f fec t ive  means to  p r e v e n t  t h e  spread  of  nuc l ea r  weapons  in o u r  region. We are

t h e r e f o r e  i n  f a v o u r  o f  explcrinq  a l l  avenues  t o  f i n d  a n  aqreed baaie f o r  prOmtin

any arrangement  to  ensure  nuclear  non-prol i fera t ion on an equi table  and

non-diner  iminatory baa ts.
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We remain hopeful  that  the  adoption  of our  draft  resolu t ion  (A/C.  1/42/L*  5)

wi l l  enoouraqe  the  Statee of  our  reqion  to enter  in to  oonsultations  for  the

es tabl ishment  of a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in  South  Asia.

The draf t  resolut ion  i s  on  the  same l ines  as  the  correapondinq raeolution

42/29  which was adopted by the General Assembly  last year. I t s  p reambu la r  pa r t ,

in ter  8118, recoqnizes  the  importance of  the  es tabl ishment  of  nuclear-weapon-free

zone8 aa one of  the  measure8 which can contr ibute  most  ef fect ively  to  the objective

Of nuclear non-proliferation and qeneral and complete diaarmament. The opera t ive

par t  of  the  draf t  resolut ion urges  the  south  Asian States to  cont inue  to  make a l l

poss ib le  efforts to es tabl ish  a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in  South Asia and,  pendinq

tha t ,  to  r e f r a in  f rom any  ac t i on  con t r a ry  t o  t h i s  ob j ec t i ve .

T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  a l s o  r e q u e s t s  t h e  Secretary-GPneral  t o  a s c e r t a i n  t h e

viewa of the regional as well 88 other concerned States and to promote

coneultatione  among them with  a view to  explor inq  the  bes t  poss ib i l i t ies  of

furtherinq  tho effor ts  for  the  eatabl.iahmant  of! a nuclear-weapon-free  zone in  South

Asia.

W e  h o p e  t h a t  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  w i l l  r e c e i v e  widespread  s u p p o r t  i n  t h e  F i r s t

Committee and in the General Assembly.

The  second reso lu t ion  (A/2.1/43/L.  18) deals  wi th  the  conclus ion of  ef fect ive

internat ional  ar rangements  to  assure  non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes  aqainst the  use  or

threat  of  use  of  nuclear  weapons. Pak i s t an  i s  aware  o f  t he  f ac t  t ha t  t he  mos t

effect ive  assurance agains t  the  nuclear  threat  remains  the  complete  e l iminat ion of

nuclear weapons. However, u n t i l  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  o f  n u c l e a r  dinarmament  i s  a ch i eved

the  cr i t ica l  importance  of  credible  quarantees  to  non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes  cannot

be over-emphasized, Such asaurancea have become all  the more essential since

meaningful proqre.cia  on nuclear  disarmament does not  appear  to  be  in  qiqht.
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I n  t h i s  a o n t e x t  P a k i e t a n  has a a t i v e l y  p a r t i o i p a t e d  i n  t h e  eearoh f o r  a  viable

and aooeptable  in ternat ional  agreement , I t  ia a source of  deep dieappointment  for

us that while  there  are no objeotione,  in  pr ina ip le ,  to  the  oonoept  of  negat ive

amour i ty aatauranoea, the Conferenoe on Disarmament hae failed to register any

progress  on negot ia t ing an in ternat ional ly  b inding legal  ins t rument  on the

raubjeot. We therefore  consider  i t  impor tant  tha t  the  General Aeaembly oal l  upon

the Conference on Diaarmament  to  in tensi fy  i t s  ef for ts  towards  reaohinq an

agreement on a formula which would enable it  to elaborate and oonolude effeotive

internat ional  ar rangements  to  aaaure non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes  aqainet  the  use or

threat  of use of  nuclear  weapons.

The unilateral declaration&  In&de by some nuclear-weapon Statee on thie eubjeot

do not adequately meet the ooncerne  of the non-nuolesr-weapon Statee. ‘fho.se

deolarations  r e f l e c t  t h e  s e c u r i t y  aoncerne o f  t h e  nuclear-weapon  Powers

themeelves. My deleqation continue8  to believe that aseurancee to

non-nuclear-weapon Sta tee ,  in  orde:: to be effective, muet be unoonditional and of a

letqally  b indinq na ture .

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.18,  eubmitted by my delegation, haa been prepared

along the  lines of  the  reeolut ion  adopted  lae t  year. I n  its o p e r a t i v e  paraqraphe

i t  appeals  to  the nuclear-weapon States to  demonst ra te  the  pol i t ics1  wi l l  neceeeary

to reach agreement of a leqally bindinq character. I t  ie the  hope of  my deleqat ion

that  the  draf t  reeolut ion wi l l  receive  the  unanimous eu;rport  of  thi8 Commit tee .
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MI. THEGRIN (Sweden) ; I have naked to epeak today under the aqenda item

nVerification  i n  a l l  itn aepecte”,  i n  o r d e r  t o  i n t r o d u c e ,  o n  b e h a l f  o f  the  Stats0

r ep re sen t ed  i n  t he  S ix -Na t ion  In i t i a t i ve  - Argen t ina ,  Greece ,  India, M~txico,  S w e d e n

and Tanaania - draf t  reeolut ion A/C. 1/43/L.  2 ,  en t i t led  t’Verifioation  wi th in  the

United NationeM.

T h e  prooeee  of  d iea rmamen t  affects t h e  vitnl  Beaucity  i n t e r e s t8  o f  a l l

States. The brief r,istory  of post-war conf idenoe-butldinq  and diearmament

negotiatione  hae amply demotwtrated  the  eiqnificanoa  of  ver i f icat ion measuree.  By

their  very ecope and nature, major diearmament aqreemente, particularlY those cn

weapon8 of ma:88 deetruction,  have global  coneequencee .

The 1nternationa.l  community therefore has a etake in ~11 major disarmament

agreement8 and a fundamental intereet in the verification of compliance with them.

Al l  na t i ons  conce rned  have  a  l eg i t ima t e  aep i r a t i on  t o  bo i n  a  pos i t i on  t a  a s ce r t a i n

that euch agreements are etrictly complied with. The cr i t ica l  impor tance  of

ver i f ica t ion of ,  and compliance wi th ,  arms l imi ta t ion and diearmament  aqreements  iR

now univereally recoqnized.

The real i ty ,  however , ie tha t  c o u n t r i e s  hsve  quit@ d i f f e ren t  capabilities  i n

term8 o f  n a t i o n a l  t e c h n i c a l  mean8 o f  v e r i f i c a t i o n . I n t e r n a t i o n a l  v e r i f i c a t i o n

arranqements are one way to even out such  differences. Inter  national  ver i f icat ion

ie not meant  to  replace  bi la tera l  or  o ther  ver i f icat ion measures  a l ready nqreed

upon, but to complement them.

The Uni ted  Nat ions  kaa a  central  role  and pr imary reeponsibility  in  the  sphere

o f  disarmament. I t  stando t o  reaRon thAt t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  s h o u l d  b e  entrusted

with  a  corresponding ro le  and responsibi l i ty  in  the  f iald of verif icntion.

At the  specia l  minieterial  meetirq devoted to  d isarmament  issue8  of  the

Movement of Non-Aliqned Countries held on the eve of the third special session  of
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the General Aeeembly devoted to diearmament (SSOD III), the conoept of A

mUltilateCal  ver i f icat ion system wi th in  the United Nation8 was endorsed,

When a  propoeal  for euch a eyetem WAEI preeented  at  SSOD III  we noted with

great satiefaation t h a t  o t h e r  countriee  intereeted i n  t h e  f i e l d  o f  verifioation

etated  thst i t  wa$ a  moat w e l c o m e  i n i t i a t i v e .

In his addrwe at the opening of SSOD III, the  Secretary-Cleneral  aff i rmed that8

‘Thie ie an area in which the United NAtiOnA  might be able to make an

impor tan:  contr ibut ion. The United Nntione might be able to help apply, by

a l l  t h e  meana ACCepted b y  t h e  p a r t i e s  ooncerned, t h e  verificAtion melleures

p r o v i d e d  f o r  i n  multilAteral  t r e e t i e s . The United Nations miqht be Able to

c o - o r d i n a t e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  d e b a t e s  o n  queetione  related to  verificationr  to

p r o v i d e  t e c h n i c a l  AdViCe  And  to  ca r ry  out  r eeea roh .  Genert:l.ly  e p e a k i n q ,  t h e

partioipation  o f  o u r  O r q a n i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  search fo r  qena ra l ly  roceptahle And

effect ive ver i f icat ion measures  for  obeervance of the  aqrcamente  and the

expAnsion  of the f uno tions of informs tion and advice miqht make it poeei ble in

t h e  f u t u r e  t o  c r e a t e ,  u n d e r  itrr Auepioes,  ve r  ificAtion  mach ine ry . ”

(A/S-15/PV.  1, p. 28)

In  faot ,  the  Uni ted Nation8 already performs An important  ro le  in  the  field Of

v e r i f i c a t i o n ,  i n t e r  A l l a ,  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a l l e g e d  v i o l a t i o n s  o f  t h e  GeneVa  PrOt0COl

Of 1925 And  o f  o the r  ru l e s  o f  cuetomary  i n t e rna t i ona l  l aw  proh~t~itinq  t h e  use o f

chemical and bACteriOlOqiCA1  or toxin weapone. Such a ro le  is aleo envieaqed  in

the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nucleer WeApone  And Other

Weapons of MARA  Deetruction on the Sea-Red and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil

Thereof and the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developmenl:,  Production And

Stockpilinq of Raterloloyical  (n~oloqtcal)  and Toxin Weapons and on Their

Deetruction of 1972. Fu r the rmore ,  i t  may be  recAllad thet i n  1987, t h e
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Disarmament Commission agreed that the United Nations should examine the

possibility of compiling and managing a verification data base.

It is against this background that draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L.2  endorses the

principle of a multilateral verification system within the United Nations as an

integral part of a strengthened multilateral framework required to ensure peace and

security during the process of disarmament and in a nuclear-free world. Also, the

Secretary-General is requested to undertake, with the assistance of a group Of

qualified governmental experts, an in-depth study of the role of the United Nations

in the field of verification of arms limitation and disarmament agreements,

includincj preparations for an outline of a multilateral verification system within

the United Nations, and to submit a comprehensive report on the subject to the

General Assembly at its forty-fifth session in 1990.

Mr. BAGDEN  ADEITO NZENGEYA (Zaire) (interpretation from French): Allow

me first of all, Sir, to praise the efforts you made since your assumption of the

chairmanship of the Committee to assist it in the progress it has made.

Raving begun the stage of submission of draft resolutions for consideration

and adoption, I wish, on behalf of the African Group and as its Chairman for this

month, to introduce three draft resolutions produced by it.

These are the drafts found in documents A/C.l/43/L.72, A/C.1/43/L.31  and

A/C.1/43/L.4i  dealing respectively with the dumping of nuclear and industrial

wastes in Africa, implementation of the Declaration on the denuclearization  of

Africa and the nuclear capability of South Africa and the United Nations regional

centre for peace and disarmament in Africa at Lom6.
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T h e  placinq  of i t e m  64  K  o n  t h e  aqenda  of  t he  fo r ty - th i rd  seeeion  of  the

General Aeeembly by the Group of African Statee is in reeponse to the eerioua

oonoern expreaaed by the Head8  of State and Government of the Orqanization  Of

Afrioan Unity during their twenty-fourth aummit meeting, held in Addie Ababa from

25 to 28 May 1987, with regard to a new phenomenon whioh has been oocurrinq  Over

t h e  laet t w o  years i n  Afrioa. Thia  ie the  epreadinq praat ioe  of  the  dumpinq of

nuclear  and indust r ia l  waetee  in  Afr ican oountr iee  by t ranenat ional  corporationu

and other  enterpr  ieee of  the  industrialised  countr ies  - wnateu  whioh they cannot

diepoee  of within  the i r  own ter r i tory  or  in  the  countriee  in  which  those waetee are

pr oduoed

How can such a practice be explained? How oan there be continents dedicated to

improve the  qual i ty  of  l i fe  and the  environment  whi le  other8  are  exposed to

radioact ive  element8  of  nuclear  and induetr ia l  waetea which are  harmful  and

dangerous to mankind, marine fauna and thoee ecosystems on which the aurvival of

mankind depends?

Under  what  loqic or  what  e th ics  can  the  pol lu t ion  of  a cont inent  be  a l lowed,  a

cont inent  which  i s  80 ful l  of  hope and resources  ae Africa  and which,  in  addit ion,

producecl  numerous commodities and raw materials which are ueed by those Rarne

i n d u e t r i a l i z e d  c o u n t r i e s  i n  t h e i r  i n d u s t r i a l  a n d  m a n u f a c t u r i n g  proceaaee?

Althouqh  t h e  collusion  o f  c e r t a i n  Africans  i n  thiR o p e r a t i o n  haa b e e n

acknowledged, the crime of Aumpinq these wastes continuea and that collusion  in no

way abaolvee  ita authors .

Thus, the Head6 of State and Government of the Orqanixation  of African Unity

have decided to  under take  v iqourous  ac t ion  to  ban the  dumpinq of  these  wastes in

Afr ica .
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The African Group has therefore been entrusted with the task of presentin  a

draft resolution whose main points are as follows. It condemns all practices of

dumping nuclear and industrial wastes in Africa; demands that such dangerous,

immoral and illegal practices cease forthwith; urges all Member States to ensure

*effective control of a transboundary movement of nuclear and industrial Wastes;

reqUeStS the Conference on Disarmament to consider the matter and adopt a

convention prohibiting the dumping of nuclear and radioactive wastes in the

territory of other States; and requests the Secretary-General of our Organisation,

in consultation with the Director-General of the International Atomic Energy Agency

(IAEA), to submit to 'he General Assembly a report at its forty-fourth session on

this question in all its aspects, includinq the adoption of a convention to ban the

dumping of such wastes.

I am submitting this draft resolution in accordance with the following

resolutions of the Council of Ministers of the Organixation of Aft&an

Unity (OAU): CWRes.38  ( I I I ) , on the denuclearisation of Africa, adopted in Cairo

in 1964, and CWRes.1153 (XLVIII-23), on the dumpinq of nuclear and industrial

wastes in Africa, adopted in Addis Ababa last May.

I hope that the reasons I have qiven, Mr. Chairman, are sufficient to enable

YOU to have the draft resolution adopted without a vote. Here I recall that the

General Conference of the International Atomic Energy Aqency  has already adopted

its resolution GC (XxX11; /F!es.490  on the question.

The second draft resolution (A/C.1/43/L.31)  consists of two Parts:

A, "Implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearisation of Africa" and

B, "Nuclear capability of South Africa". The two parts are linked by South

Africa's persistence in acquiring that capability, thus frustrating the Declaration
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on the Dsnualear iaa tion of Afr ioa, wholee  aim 1~ ta keep Afrioa 118 6

nuolear-weapon-f  ree aone,

In feat ,  the SAFARI rssslaroh  reaotor, thb Koeberq power rsaotor and the

Psl indabn hot  oe l l  oomglex qive olear proof  of Bouth Afriaa’a nuclear  aagnhilitv

and have pereuaded the  Internat ional  Atomia Energy Aqenay to  impoae errfeguarde  on

those inetalla  tiona, whioh oontain nuolear mater ial. But 8outh Afrioa’e

semi-oommeroia l  enriohmt!llt  p lant  ie et111  not-  aowered  hy Agenoy aafequardej the

Aqenoy  i s  wa i t i ng  fo r  9outh Afrioa’a adh r r enae  t.;> t h e  Traaty o n  t h e

Non-Prol i fera t ion of  Nuolear  Weapona  before  oonoludinq a  safrquards agreement  wi th

that ooun try.

South Af r ion ie an important exporter  of uranium and haa a well-developed

nuolaar  programme rnt¶ oapability. Ite adherenaa t o  t h e  n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n  Treaty

raiam diffioultisa,  whioh that oountry  putx in  the  form of oondi t ionn . The

problsmla  aret firet,  riqhta end privileqea u n d e r  Artiola I V  of the T r e a t y ,

partioularlv  r o q a r d i n q  the ctxohanqo  of  equ ipmen t ,  ma te r i a l  and  teohnolcqy)

eeoondly, poaeih~liti~a  f o r  Y o u t h  A f r i c a ,  i f  it adhercle  t o  t h e  Treaty, t o  trnda i n

nuolear  raw materialr - u r an ium - au d o  a l l  o t h e r  produwr B, aub)eot  eololy  t o  t h e

a p p l i c a t i o n  of bqenoy enfequardn o r  Dimilar safequarda; t h i r d l y ,  t h e  ~XintkWVJQ a t

prdaent o f  dinoriminatory  n a t i o n a l  laqialation  i n  a  n u m b e r  of ocuntriea  wh ich  a r e

Biqnatoriee  o f  t h e  Trent+, whioh 18 oantrery  to the prinoiplou and rrpirit of

rPevera1 Artiolee  o f  t h o  Treaty1  f o u r t h l y , t h e  oxiatanae  o f  Un i t ed  Nntiona

rsaolutions  oallinq  for  a oomplete  halt t o  n u o l s a r  oo-operation  with  South  AfriaW

fifthl.v, ob)action~~  t o  the oredenttnla  o f  S o u t h  A f r i c a n  rapr@aantntivea  At aeaaionn

of the Genernl  ConfRrencn  of! the Intornntional  Atomic ibarqy Aqancy and Review

(Ionfnrsncon  o f  thn pnrtian t o  t h s  Treaty1  a n d ,  nixthly, thr, Iltacr imLnntary  n a t u r e
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of the Treaty in  80 far aa i t  distinquiahee  between nuclear-weapon Sta tes  and

non-nuclear-weapon Statee.

Thoee  are  the  condi t ions  chat the  South African deleqat ion hae ra ised with

repreeentativee  of the three depoeitory  Governments of the Treaty - the Soviet

Union, the United Statea and the United Kinqdom - during ta lks  in  Vienna on 11 and

12 August last on South Africa’s poseible  adherence to the Treaty.

Accordinq ts a letter dated 16 September lQ88  from the Permanent

RepreTentaLive  of South Africa to the Director-General of the IAEA:

“The  South African Government ia convinced, however, that the inter national

community  wi l l  unders tand that  South  Afr ica  cannot  a l low i tse l f  to exercise

i t s  s o v e r e i g n  r i g h t  t o  a d h e r e  t o  such an  impor t an t  T rea ty  be fo re  carryinq out

a ve ry  ca re fu l  cons ide ra t ion  o f  a l l  the  qi#estions  t ha t  such  adhe rence  r a i s e s . ”

In  view of  those  ma t t e r s , the  Group of  Afr ican Sta tes  proposes  in  par t  A of

the  draf t  resolut ion that  the  General  Assembly cal l  upon a l l  Sta tee  to  consider  and

respect the continent of Africa and i ts surrounding areas as a nuclear-weapon-free

zone! reaff i rms that  the  implementat ion of  the  Declara t ion on the  Denuclearization

of  Afr ica , adopted by the Aassmbly of Heads of State and Government of the OAIJ,

would L’z an important meaalrre to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons and

to  PrOmOte  in ter  nat ional  peace  and recur ityj expresses  once aqain  i t s  grave alarm

at South Africa’s possession and continued development of nuclear-weapon

capabilityt  condemns South  Africa's cont inued pursui t  of  a nuclear  capabi l i ty  and

a l l  forma of  nuc lear  co l l abo ra t i on  by  crny Sta te ,  c o r p o r a t i o n ,  institutton  o r

i n d i v i d u a l  w i t h  t h e  r a c i s t  reqime  t h a t  e n a b l e  i t  t o  f r u s t r a t e  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  o f  t h e

Declaration on the Denuclear ization  of Africa ,  which seeks to  keep Afr ica free from
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nuclear weapons;  demands that  the  racis t  rdqime of Scuth Africa refrain from

manufac tu r ing ,  teetinq, dep loy ing ,  t r anspo r t i ng , s t o r i ng ,  using o r  t h r e a t e n i n q  to

use nuclear  weapons  and that  i t  submit  for thwith  all  its nuolear ins ta l la t ions  to

inspection by the IAEA; and requests the Secretary4eneral to aseiut  the Afrioan

States  in  the  prepara t ioa  of  the  re levant  convent ion or t reaty on the

detnuclear ization of Af It ICR - of course,  under  the  controL of  the  consul ta t ive

se rv i ce s  I:or d i s a rmamen t  s t ud i e s .

In the 8ame context ,  par t  B of  the  draf t  resolut ion suqqests  that the  Assembly

condemn the massive build up of South Africa’s military machine, in particular, i ts

frenzied acquisition of nuclear-weapon capability for repressive and aqqressive

purposes and aa an instrument of blackmailj  demands that South Africa and all other

f ore iqn  in teres ts  put an immediate  end to  the  explora t ion  for  and exploi ta t ion  of

uranium resources in Namibia; requeets the Disarmament Commission to consider once

Again au a matter of priority dur inq its substantive session in 1989 South Af r loa’s

nuc l ea r  capahilityj  and  request8  the  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  t o  fo l l ow  very clOSelV S o u t h

Africa’s evolution in the nuclear field and to report thereon to the General

Assembly  at  it8 fo r ty - four th  sesaion.

On behalf of the African Group, Mr, Chairman, I requeet you to have both parts

o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/43/L.31  adopted w i t h o u t  a vote  i n  o r d e r  t o  s t r e s s  t h e

Rupport of! the whole international community for the denuclearization  of Afr ice and

i t s  hoinq made  a  rea?. nuclear-weapon-file  z o n e .

T h e  last draft r e s o l u t i o n  t h a t  I h a v e  t h e  h o n o u r  t o  p r e s e n t  o n  hehalf  o f  t he

Af r i can  S ta t e s  (A/2.1/43/L.41)  d e a l s  w i t h  t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  Reqional  Cen t r e  fo r

Peace  and Disarmnilment  in  Africa,  established in Lcm&, Togo, on 24 October 1986.
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Member8  w i l l  r e o a l l  t h e  oolloquium, orgnniaed jo int ly  by the  Depar tment  for

Diearmament Affair6 of the United Nations and the Organisation  of Afrioan UnicY,

whioh wag held in LOrnh  from 11 ta 15 Augurat 1985 and whoee theme waet peaoe,

eeour ity and diearmament in Afr -aa. ThiR ool loquium,  which  was in  faot  orqanized

within the framework of the World Dioarmament Campaiqr,  and in whioh I pereonallv

par tioipated, adopted the L&m6  Deolaration on Seourity, Diearmament and Devolopment

in Afrioa and the Oroqramme  of Aotion for Peaoe, Seourity  and Co-operation in

Afrioa. Endoraed by the Eighth Summit Conferenoe of the Movement of Non-Aligned

Countr ice, held at Harare in September 1986, and by thr twenty-third Conference of

Heada  of State and Government of the Organisation  of African Unit.v in July 1987,

this km& Deolaration,  oontaininq a proqramme  of action, ie being implemented by

the Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Af rioa, st Lom&.

If these aotivities  are to  Cont inue ,  there  muet  be  auff io ient  reeouroes  coming

from voluntary contribution6 by Me IbeK States  and international,  governmental and

non-governmental organizatione.

In  that  context ,  the  General  Aeaembly, under  the  draf t  resolut ion now before

the  Commit tee ,  would ,  f i rs t , commend the Secretary-General for his  effort8 to

bl.‘;uce  t h e  f u n c t i o n i n g  o f  t h e  Centre1  and , then, appeal to Member States and to

international,  governmental and non-governmental organizatione to make voluntary

c o n t r i b u t i o n a  i n  o r d e r  c o  strengthe;r  t h e  effeotivr  f u n c t i o n i n g  o f  t h e  C e n t r e .

I do not think there can be any objection whatsoever to this draft resolution,

fo r  i t  fit8 wi th in  t he  ve ry  objective6 of  our C o m m i t t e o .

I  should  l ike  to  rever t  to draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L.72  - the  fiK8t  text

that  I  submit ted today - and to  announce that  Romania  ha8 become  a sponsor.
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Mr. GARCIA ROBLES  (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish) : I have the

honour of introducing a draft resolution , co-sponsored by the delegation of MexicOl

relating to the item entitled “Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions”.

The preamble to this draft resolution - contained in document A/C. 1/43/L.  13

and sponsored by the delegations of nine countries: Ecuador, Indonesia, Pakistan,

Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Mexico - summarizes the major

facts that are necessary to gain a clear understanding of it. Amonq those facts

are the following:

The complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests has been examined for more than

30 years, and the General Assembly has adopted more than 50 resolutions on the

sub jec t . It is a basic objective of the United Nations in this sphere of

disarmament, to the attainment of which the Organization has repeatedly assigned

the highest priority. On eight different occasions the Assembly has condemned such

tests in the strongest terms, and since 1974 it has stated its conviction that the

continuance of such tests will intensify the arms race, thus increasing the danger

of nuclear war.

It should be recalled that the Secretary-General, addressing a plenary meeting

of the General Assembly on 12 December 1984, emphasized that no sinqle multilateral

agreement could have a qreater effect on limiting the further refinement of nuclear

weapons and that a comprehensive test-ban treaty was the litmus test of the real

willingness to pursue nuclear disarmament.

In the preamble to the draft resolution the General Assembly would also recall

that the three nuclear-weapon States that act as depositaries of the 1963 Treaty

Banning Nuclear-Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water -

the United States, the United Kingdom and the Soviet Union - undertook in article I

of the Treaty to conclude another treaty resulting in the permanent banninq of all
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nuolear- tes t  exploeione , inaludinq  a l l  t h o e e  e x p l o e i o n e  underqround,  and t h a t  auoh

an under takinq was re i te ra ted  in  1968 in  the  preamble  to the  Treaty  on the

NorrProlifera  tic,rl of  Nuolerr Weapona, s r t i o l e  V I  o f  whioh f u r t h e r  embodies  their

solemn  and legal ly  b indinq oommitment  to  take effect ive measures  relatinq to

oeeeat ion of  the  nuolear-arms race a t  an ear ly  date  and to nuclear  disarmam@nt~

It  was perhape for  that  reaeon that  the  Third  Review Conference  af the  Par t ic le

t o  t he  T rea ty  on  t he  Non-P ro l i f e r a t i on  of  Nuc lea r  Weapona, i n  ite F ina l

Declaration, adopted on 21 September 1985, oalled on the nuclear-weapon Statea

partiea t o  t h e  Treats to  reeame  t r i l a t e r a l  n e q o t i a t i o n e  i n  198s a n d  o n  a l l  t h e

nuolear-weapon Stacee to  par t ic ipa te  in  the  urqent  neqot ia t ion  and conclusion  of a

oompreheneive nuclear- tes t -ban t reaty , aa a  m a t t e r  o f  t h e  hiqheat  p r i o r i t y ,  itI t h e

Conference on Diearmament.

S i m i l a r l y ,  i t  ie r e c a l l e d  t h a t  t h e  leader8  o f  t h e  @ix State8 aeeociated  w i t h

the  f ive-cont inent  peace and dioarmament  in i t ia t ive  aff i rmed in  the  Stockholm

Declara t ion,  adopted c>n 21 January 1988,  that  “any aqreement  tha t  leaves room for

aontinued testing would not be acceptable”.

The operative part of the draft resolution  on which I am commenting proposea

that  the  General  Aaaembly re i tera te  once aqain

“it6 qrave c o n c e r n  t h a t  n u c l e a r - w e a p o n  toetinq c o n t i n u e s  unabated,  aqainst t h e

wishes  of the overwhelminq  majority of Member States”;

and  rea f f i rm it8 c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t

“a t r e a t y  t o  a c h i e v e  t h e  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  a l l  n u c l e a r - t e a t  explosiona  b y  a l l

S t a t e s  for a l l  t i m e  ie a  ma t t e r  o f  t he  hiqheat  p r io r i t y” ,

and  t ha t

“such a  t r e a t y  w o u l d  c o n s t i t u t e  a  c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  t h e  utmost  i m p o r t a n c e  t o  t h e

cessat ion  of  t he  nuc l ea r - a rms  r ace” .  (A/C.1/43/L.13,  paras. 1 ,  2  a n d  3)
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T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  ooncluden  w i t h  t h e  ouetomarv  requeet  for t h e  i n c l u s i o n  i n

the  aqenda of  the  Asaemhly’s  next  sess ion - t h a t  la, t h e  f o r t y - f o u r t h  s e s s i o n  - of

an i tem on this subject. It la preceded by three other psraqraphe which oan be

reqa rded  as t h e  p r i n c i p a l  provicrions of  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  a n d  u n d e r  whiah t h e

Aasembly would; urqe  onoe more  a l l  nuclear-weapon Sta tes ,  in  par t icular  the  three

depoeitary Power8 of the Treaty Sanninq Nuclear Weapon Tseta in the Atmosphere, in

Outer Space and Under Water and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear

Weapona,  to  seek  t o  ach i eve  t he  ea r l y  d i econ t i nuance  o f  a l l  tset  e x p l o e i o n e  of

nuclear weapons and to expedite neqotiations  to that end; appeal to all States

members of the Conference on Disarmament to promote the eetabli~hment  by the

Conference at the beqinninq of its 1989 session of an ad hoc committee with the

o b j e c t i v e  o f  carryinq o u t  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  n e q o t i a t i o n  o f  a  t r e a t y  o n  t h e  c o m p l e t e

cesestion  of nuclear-test exploatons; and recommend to the Conference On

Disarmament that Ruth an ad hoc committee should comprise two workinq qroups

deal inq , respect ivelv, w i t h  t h e  f o l l o w i n q  i n t e r r e l a t e d  q u e s t i o n s : c o n t e n t 8  ad

acope  o f  t h e  t r e a t y , and compl iance and ver if ica tion.



JSM/ljb A/C. 1/‘43/PV.  28
36

The CHAIRMAN8 Does any other delegation wish to speak on the draft

r e s o l u t i o n ?  I t  a p p e a r s  n o t .

The Commit tee  wi l l  reoal l  tha t  I  informed i t  las t  week of  my in tent ion to

d i e t r i b u t e  aa early as p o s s i b l e  t h i s  w e e k  an i n fo rma l  paper  a o n t a i n i n q  a  l i s t  o f

all the draft resolutions on the disarmament agenda items rearranqed in appropriate

o l u s t e r s . Following  i n t e n s i v e  c o n s u l t a t i o n s  among the  of f ioe r s  of  t h e  Committeer  1

am nW in a position to present a paper dated 3 November settinq out the Chairman’s

suggested programme, listing those draft resolutions under 15 different olustera.

I t  i s  now i n  t h e  proaess  o f  b e i n g  d i s t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  C o m m i t t e e .

In this oonneotion, I should like to indioa te that I have tried to distr ihute

the paper l isting the olueters as early as possible in order to enable Aeleqations

to undertake the necessary consultations and to seek instruo tions, as appropr fa te,

from their  respeatfve uapitals, with a  v iew to  faallitatinq  the  smooth  conduct  of

the  work of  the  Commit tee  dur ing the  vot ing procedure .  These  c lus ters  were  devised

bv the off ioers  of the Committee on the basis of the pattern that has evolved

durinq the past several years. In the process of qroupinq the various draft

resolu t ions ,  the  Bureau took in to  account the  most  loqical and pract ical  cr i ter ia

available and made every effort at the same time to qroup them accordinq  to related

sub j ec t  ma t t e r , t o  t h e  e x t e n t  f e a s i b l e .

1 should  l ike  to s t ress  tha t  no  o ther  s iqnt f icance  should  be at tached to  the

endeavou r s  of  t he  o f f i c e r s  o f  t he  Commi t t ee  t han  t he i r  de s i r e  t o  f ac i l i t a t e  and

expedite  the war k of the Committee with a view to util  iz inq our time and the

conference services  a l lo t ted  for  th is  phase  of  the  Commit tee’s  work in  the  most

effective and efficient manner possible,

W i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  t i m e t a b l e  f o r  a c t i o n  o n  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s ,  i t  w i l l  b e

m y  i n t e n t i o n  t o  m o v e ,  a,9 fa r  as  po.sgible, f rom one c lus ter  to  another  in  sequence
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the conclusion of aotion on each cluster. At  t h e  s a m e  t i m e ,  i n  applvinq this

prooedure  afi attempt will  be made to maintain the required deqree of flexibilitv.

I hope members will  understand when I say that I cnnnot  qive any PreOise

indioation  now of the days on which any pt,rticular  clusters  will be taken up, but

at the meetinq on Thursday morninq we will  start with cluster 1, and then proceed.

To the degree possible, I shall try to provide advance information as to how we

shall proceed at successive meetings of the Committee. I t  depends  on the  speed a t

which we are able to handle the var ioua clurter  a,

As for action on each individual cluster, members of Lhe Committee will f irAt

have the opportunity to make any statement, o ther  than explanat ions  of  vote ,  which

they  r ega rd  a s  neces sa ry  w i th  r e spec t  t o  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i ons  in  t h a t  c l u s t e r .

Subsequent ly ,  de legat ions  wishinq to  expla in  the i r  pos i t ions  or  votes  on  any or all

draft  resolutions in a particular  cluster  before a  decis ion is  taken,  wi l l  be  able

t o  d o  so. Then,  af ter  the  Commit tee  has  taken a  decieion  on the  draf t  resolut ion@

in a  q iven c lus ter ,  deleqations wiehinq  to  expla in  the i r  pos i t ions  or  votes  after

t h e  d e c i s i o n  la t a k e n  w i l l  b e  a b l e  t o  d o  s o . I would urqe deleqations to the

extent feasible to make a consolidated statement on the draft reeolutions  contained

in  anV indiv idual  c lus ter  wi th  respect  to  the statements and explanat ions  of  vote

or  pos i t ions  concerned. I hope that the suqqes ted proqramme of work and the

procedure  tha t  I  have  jus t  out l ined wi l l  he  acceptable.

I should now like to draw to the Cbmmittee’s attention document A/C.1/43/8,

dated 2 November 1988, which contains A  letter addressed to me bv the President of

the General Assembly, transmittinq  a letter from the Chairman of the Second

Committee concerninq aqenda item 12, entitled “Report of the Economic and Social

Council”.
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The Chairman of the Seoond Committee requeetr  that any views whiah members of

the Main Committees, inoludinq  the First Committee, miqht wish to express on

aspeats of  t he  quidelines fo r  i n t e rna t i ona l  decades  wh iah  mav  f a l l  unde r  the

mandate of their respeotive  Committees, be communicated to the Seoond Committee no

later than the seoond week of November 1988. A f t e r  discussinq t h e  m a t t e r ,  t h i s

Committee,8  Bureau aonaluded that members of the i! 1: at Committee aould express

their views on the aubjeot in wr itinq to the Chairman. Aoaordinqlv, I  i n v i t e  t h o s e

members of the Cnmmittee who may wish to communicate their views on the aubjeat to

do so in writing to me by 10 November, so that I may transmit them to the Chairman

Of the Second Committee within the required time period.

Mr. KENYON (United Kinqdom)  1 Mr.  Chsirman,  I  wish to  make a s ta tement  il

COnneotian  with the discussion in the First  Committee on Fridav,  4 November, about

your reply to the letter of 12 Oatober  from the Chairman of the Fifth Committee.

MV  de leqat ion ful ly  shares  the  conoern of  a l l  in  th is  Commit tee  for  the

maintenance of international peace and security and for the advancement of arms

limitation and disarmament ef for ta. I t  b e l i e v e s  t h a t  i t  is p r o p e r  f o r  t h i s

Committee to draw these  concerns  to  the  a t tent ion of  the  Fi f th  Committee1  snd

the re fo re  eupports  the p o i n t s  m a d e  t o  t h i s  e f f e c t  i n  v o u r  pr(jtjosed  rep ly .  My

delegat ion bel ieves ,  however , t;!at i t  i s  n o t  f o r  t h e  F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e  to p r o f f e r

adv i ce  t o  t he  F i f t h  Commi t t e e  a s  reqards  t he  s e l ec t i on  o f  Sec re t a r i a t  ataf f,
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My dsleqat ion  bel ieves  tha t  the  Seoretary-General  should  be  quidad in  hia

SehOtiOn of etaff by Art ic le  101,  paraqraph 3,  of the  Uni ted  Nat ion8 Char ter ,

whioh s ta tes  tha t  the  paramount  considera t ion shall  be  the  neoesaity of seourinq

t h e  h i q h e s t  s t a n d a r d s  o f  effioienoy, oompatenoe and integrity and that due rsqard

shal l  be  pa id  to  recrui tment  on  as wide a qeoqraphioal  bas is  au poaeible. MY

delectation much regrets that the amendment to your draft reply which we proposed to

take  aooount  of  the  f iret of  these  cr i ter ia ,  and which to  the  beet of  our knowledqo

met with no objection from any delegation, wa8 n o t  inoluded  in  you r  p roposed  r ep ly .

Mr.  Chtiirman, in  the  f ina l  moments  on Fridav, when you deolared the  draf t

adopted ,  my deleqat ion  a t tempted to  ca tch  your eve to reqis te r  i t s  objec t ion  on

t h i s  p o i n t , w i t h o u t  auccese. For  t he  r eco rd ,  t he re fo re ,  I  mus t  s t a t e  t ha t  my

deleqa t ion  d id  not  jo in  oonaensus  on paraqraph 6 ,  that  ils the  penul t imate

paraqraph, of your proposed reply to the Fifth Committee Chairman.

Mr. AKAUJVSKY  (United States of Amer ica) I Mr. Chairman, the United

S t a t e s  d e l e q a t i o n  f i n d s  i t s e l f  i n  P pos i t i on  ve ry  s im i l a r  t o  t ha t  of  t h e  d e l e g a t i o n

of the United Kinqdom. Like that delegation, in the closing moments of the

Committee’s meetinq last Friday, 4 November, my deluqation attempted to ask to

speak when you were about to pronounce as adopted the penultimate paraqraph of your

propoaed letter to the Chairman of the Fifth Committee. Unfortunately. we ala0

failed to catch your eye before you made that announcement.

Had my deleqation had an opportunity to speak at that moment it would have

re i te ra ted  it@ posi t ion  t h a t  i t  is n o t  for  this C o m m i t t e e  t o  advise  t he  F i f t h

Committee on matters rslatinq to personnel policieo  in the United Notions

Secretariat  and  certainlv  not  to  dev i a t e  f r om o r  i n t e rp r e t  t he  p rov i s i on  o f  t he

Charter ,  namely,  Article 101, paraqrlnph 3 , w h i c h  in t o  quide t h o s e  Policies.

Reqrettably, t h e  p e r t i n e n t  lanquaqe  i n  y o u r  p r o p o s e d  l e t t e r  ia i n  c o n f l i c t  w i t h
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this position. In the circumstances my deleqation is obliged to make it clear for

the record that the penultimate paragraph of that letter does not command consensus

in this Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: I have noted those comments.

The meeting rose at 12 noon.


