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AGENDA | TEMS 45 TO 66 AND 155 (continued)

CONSI DERATI ON OF AND ACTION ON ALL Di SarmaMeNT AGENDA | TEMS

Mr. NEGROTTO CAMBI ASQ(Italy): On behalf of the twelve nmenber States of
t he European Community, | wi sh to make someconments on agenda item 56 (&),
regardi ng conventional disarmanent, on which a specific draft resolution is under
consi deration.

Nucl ear disarmament is one of the mostinportant priorities for the countries
on behal f of which | amspeaking. At the sanme time, the Twelve have regularly
emphasized that conventional arns control and disarmament are essential and nust be
pursued as a matter of urgency as an integral part of the process of general and
conpl ete disarmament, in which all States of the world, according to their security
situation, nust take an active part.

Since the end of the Second World \War numerous conflicts fought with
conventional weapons in all parts of the world have continued to cause death and
injury to mllions of people, bringing about unspeakable destruction and
suffering. As conflicts and tensions arising in particular regional situations
have been exacerbated by initiatives aimed at acquiring positions of political and
econom ¢ supremacy, it has becone all the nore urgent for all States to consider

measures of comnventiomal arns control and di sarmanent as a matterof priority.
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Inthis light it is incunbent wpenall States to intensify their effortsand
take appropriate steps in the field of conventional disarmanent, particularly
through regional agreenents that tkeinto account the particular characteristics
of each region. Such agreementsare |ikely to prove the mosteffective means of
achieving progress in the foreseeable future towards the enhancenent of peace and
security.

The Twelve strongly believe that agreements on conventional arns control and
di sarmanent shoul d be considered a fundamental objective. Such agreenents, while
taking into account the concern to meet the need ofall States for undi m nished
security, should include provisions on effective verification measures as an
I ndi spensabl e tool in ensuring conpliance.

The Twel ve stress the inportance of according priority, in the search for a
more stable and secure bal ance of conventional armed forces at |ower l[evels, to the
reduction of weapons systems Which are particularly suited to |arge-scale offensive
action and surprise attack, in order to remove destabilising threats and enhance
security.

Europe has enbarked on this path. The Twelve welcone the rapid progress in
the Vienna negotiations taking place in the franework of the Conference On Security
and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE}). They look forward to early and successful
agreement i N both sets of negotiations. They strongly enphasise that they attach
the highest priority to the conclusion, at the CSCE summt in Paris next month, of
a treaty on conventional forces in eurepe. Twenty-two countries are now engaged in
a process ainmed at reaching agreementon major reductions in their armed forces and
on disarmanent. The achievenent of a first agreement in the negotiations m
conventional armed forces in Europe will contribute to the subsequent pursuit of

more far-reaching measures ainmed atenhancing security and stability.
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The Twel ve hope that discussions will be started anmong the 34 ained at
establishing by 1992, after the Helsinki meeting, a new process of disarmanent and
confidence-buil ding measures open to all CSCE participants wishing to take part.
This first huge reduction of conventional weapons to be agreed upon multilaterally
in Europe will represent decisive progress towards greater stability and security
and nmake a substantial contribution to disarnmament in general.

Europe's experience indicates that successful disarmament negotiations are
significantly facilitated by the creation of appropriately favourable politica
conditions. In this respect, T would like to stress the continued deternination of
the Twelve to work for substantive and innovative results in the negotiations on
confidence- and security-building measures, in order, inter aiia, further to expand
contacts and exchanges of information on mlitary matters and foster greater
traasparency and openness.

The continued exchange of data provided for by the United Nations system of
standardized reports on mlitary budgets constitutes an additional and inportant
general confidence-building neasure.

The Twel ve reaffirmtheir resolve to pronote w der and better dissemination of
information on nmilitary capabilities and structures and other mlitary mattersasa
means of alleviating international tension and preventing overestimtion of
mlitary requirements deriving froma msperception of security needs at both the
regional and the subregional level. They wish to confirmtheir support for
resol ution 43775 G, on objective information on mlitary matters,in the
expectation thatits recomrendations will be followed by an increasing nunber of
Stares,

Atthe same tine, the Twelve share the opinion that greater attention should

be paid by the international comunity to the issueof armstransfers, which can



EMS/5 A/C.1/45/PV.27
8

(Mr, Neqrotto Cambjaso, Italy)
have serious inplications for disarmament, Restraint and openness are of the
utmost inportance for the creation of a climte conducive to realistic measures
dealing with arns transfers. The Twelve have taken note of specific proposals to
that effect made in the Conmttee and will not fail to give them careful
consideration. The study on ways and nmeans of pronoting transparency that the
Secretary-General is undertaking in accordance with resolution 43/7s | is expected
to provide the basis for a better understanding of the matter and for devising
viable solutions to this problemof such grow ng relevance.

The subject of conventional arms control and disarmanment should be kept at the
forefront of the nultilateral debate on disarmament. The Twelve wel cone the
agreenent reached by the Disarmanment Conmission, at its 1990 session, on the
question Of conventional disarmanment, after years of efforts in that direction.
This is a significant result which opens up new prospects for understanding on a
subj ect whose inportance is widely acknow edged. They al so wel cone the Di sar manment
Conmi ssion's recognition of the inportance of efforts to bring about disarmanent on
a regional scale.

In this connection, the Twelve believe that the experience in this field
gai ned, and yet to be acquired, in Europe can provide valuable references and
useful indications for workin other regions.

The CHAIRVAN: | call on the representative of the Union of Soviet

Socialist Republics, who will introduce draft resol uti on asc.1/45/L.50.

Mr.AGAYEV (Uni on of Soviet Soci al i st Republics} (interpretatioa from
Russian): Today the Soviet delegation is submtting draft resolution
A/C.1/45/L.50, on the subject of defensive security concepts and policies, which is

sponsored also by Australia, Austria, Indonesia and Sweden.

PP B e
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The world community is now entering a new post-confrontation period. The cold
war is a thing of the past. Anewspirit of co-operation and co-ordinated action
is beginning to prevail in international affairs. The first steps have been taken
towards genuine disarmanent. Power rivalry is giving way to a new nodel of
security which relies exclusively on peaceful means for the settlenent of

disputes. A legitimate question arises on the role of mlitary capabilities and

armed forces in this changed situation.
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It is our firmy held viewthat, as provided in Article 51 of the United
Nations Charter, States do in fact possess the inherent right to exercise

"individual or collective self-defence if an arned attack occurs against a

Member of the United Nations, until the Security Council has taken measures

necessary to maintain international peace and security."”

I ndeed, as recent events have denonstrated, defence against aggression remains a
crucial factor that nust be taken into account by States in defining their policies.
These policies should strictly conformto the requirements of the United

Nations Charter and rely on the norns ofinternational law. That iS why draft
resol uti on asc.1745/L.50 contains a proposal to initiate a discussion of approaches
to defence policies and possible options for rendering the mlitary capabilities of
States purely defensive in nature. This is an ambitious taskthat involves taking
tato account a multitude of political factors, including various concepts of
arned-force devel opment and different perceptions of the nature of relations anmong
States. This cannot, gquite obviously, be acconplished overnight, |et alone
unilaterally. It requires broad dialogue to review and address in concrete terns
the entire spectrum of eristing opinions onthe subject.

V¢ wel come the fact that such an exchange is already under way in Europe. It
has received a nmajor inpetus fromthis year*s seninar in Vienna on nilitary
doctrines, The forthconing agreement on radical cuts in armed forcesand armanents
in Europe holds out the hope that in that region a material groundwork may soon be
laid for the devel opment of entirely new perceptions of tberole and meaning of
mlitarycapabilities, FEurope, however, cannot remain an oasis of security. W
expect these positive trends to emerge el sewhere as well, obviously in fomsthat

Wl | refleect the unique features Of each particular region.
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In our view all United Nations Members nust strictly observe the provisions of
the United Nations Charter and, to this end, should join the process of defining
the paraneters and criteria of defence policies as an inportant factor in
strengthening security and stability and moving from confrontation to co-operation
in every region of the world. we therefore welcome the agreement of the Security
Conmi ssion concluded by representatives of five Central Anerican nations as an
important step towards |asting peace and an atnosphere of trust in Centra
Arerica, In addition to all. other considerations it has been an interesting
exanpl e of regional efforts in this area carried outwth the support of the United
Nat i ons.

W are pleased to note that at this session a nunber of delegations have
al ready called for making disarmanent a global process in which all nenbers of the
world comunity shoul d becone involved. we believe thatthatfeeling is fully
consonant with our proposals on defence concepts. and that it indicates a
wi | lingness onthe part of the international commumity to get downto practica
workin this field. W believe that, in practical terns, that objective w-ald be
wel | served by a United Nations study supported by CGovernnent experts, which is in
fact provided for in document AsC.1/45/L.50. Such a study could offer a
conpr ehensi ve picture of existing views and mapout the mafn avenues to be followed
in the formulation of defence policies, thus providing a sense of direction to the
di scussions that will be held on the subject.

For its part the Soviet Union has outlined its views with regard to defence
concepts and security policies in a letter addressed to the Secretary-CGeneral
(M45/556)i N whieh it has set forth the basic principles of Soviet military
doctrine and listed the practical measurertaken to inplenent ft. W hope that the
proposed study will help us, inter alia, and facilitate further steps towards the

achi evenent of our stated goal of adopting a purely defensive mlitary posture.
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In conclusion ¥ should 1ike to express our appreciation to the del egations of
Australie, Austria, Indonesia amd Swedenfor theft constructive co-operation as
sponsors of draft resol ution As7C.1745/L.50. \¥ al so earnestly hope that the draft
resolution now before the Committee Will obtain w despread support.

Mr. HERNANDEZ BASAVE ( Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): G ven t he
absence of negotiations on the total elimnation of nuclear weapons and the
rel uctance of the nuclear Powers to abandontheir nuclear mlitary plans, the
overwhel mng majority of countries in the internati onal community have set nore
nmodest goals for thenselves with a viewto halting and reversing the arms race.
Unfortunately, even those measures have not always enjoyed the support ofall
St ates and have not, therefore, achieved the desired success. For example, with
regard to the non-proliferation ofnucl ear weapons we still cammot say that the
international community has au effective | egal régime t 0 prevent the proliferation
of such weapoms. |ndeed. at the present timeexisting arsenals are not only
nunerically greater than they were 20 years ago but they al so have such a
destructive capacity thatif it were decided to detonate only a few of such devices
the eatire planet could disappear in but a few seconds. Hence itcannot be said
that initiatives to halt the proliferation of nuclear weapons have thus far been
successful .

Another measur e thatmany countri es have persistently advocated ia their
desire to rid thensel ves of the threat posed by nucl ear weapons is the ereation of
nucl ear - weapon-free zones in their regions of the world, but oven such initiatives
have not yiel ded the desired results. Mexico takes great pride in having actively
contributed to the preparation of the Tlatelolco Treaty for the Prohibition of
Nuclear \\eapons In Latin America, which crested the first nucl ear=-weapon-free sone

in aheavily popul ated area. The conclusion ofthe Treaty of Tlatel ol co has been

recognized by the Ceneral Assembly as am event eof historic significance in the
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efforts to prevent the proliferation of nucl ear weapons and to pronote
I nternational peace and security.

In order to ensure that the statute defined in the Treaty of Tlatelolco and
its goals will be fully effective, the Treaty includes two additional protocols,
which are open for signature by States that haveinternational responsibility,
de jure Or de facto, forterritories in the geographic zone set forth in the Treaty
and by nucl ear-weapon States.

Addi tional Protocol |l has been signed and ratified by t he nucl ear- weapon
States, while Additional Protocol | has been signed and ratified by three of the
four States to which it is open. The first country to accede to Additiona
Protocol | was the United Kingdom which did so nore than 20 years ago; the second
was the Netherlands, 19 years ago; and the third the United States of Anerica,

9 years ago. France signed Additional Protocol | in 1979 but has not so far
ratified it.

on behalf of the del egations of Antigua and Barbuda, the Bahamas, Barbados,
Bolivia, Costa Rica, the Dom nican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatenala
Haiti, Honduras, N caragua, Paraguay, Surinanme, Trinidad and Tobago, Uruguay,
Venezuel a and Mexico - all States parties to the Tlatelolco Treaty - | have the
honour to introduce, under agenda item 45 of the CGeneral Assenbly's current
session, draft resolution asc.1s45/L.28, concerning the signature and ratification

of Additional Protocol | of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear \Wapons in
Latin America.
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Asin pastyears, the CGeneral Assenbly would deplore the fact that France had
not yet ratified Additional Protocol | of the Treaty and would urgeit once more
not to delay any further its ratification. The 18 States parties to the Treaty of
Tlatel ol co, which are sponsoring this draft resolution, firnmy believe that
France's accession to Additional Protocol x would make asignificant contribution
to the full effectiveness of the Treaty and would thus contribute to realizing the
goals of the Treaty in support of nuclear disarmament and international peace and
security.

On 3 July 1990, the Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Wapons in Latin
Aneri ca (opamaL) deci ded, in its resolution 267 (E-V), to add to the legal title of
the Treaty the terns "and the Caribbean": this has tenduly reflected in operative
paragraph 3 of the draft now before us.

The caazrMaN: | now call on the representative of Sierra Leone, who wll
i ntroduce draft resol utions asc.1/45/L.39 and A/C.1/45/L.40 on behal f of the
Africax Goup of States.

M. BANGALI (Sierra Leone): | have the honour, on behalf ofthe Goup of
African States to introduce draft resol ution asc.1s45/L.39, deal ing wi th agenda
item 54 on the inplenentation of the Declaration on the Denuclearisation of Africa,
and draft resolution asc.1745/L.40, on agenda item56 (n), concerning the
prohibition of the dunping of radi oactive wastes.

As at previous Assembly sessions in recent years,the draft resolution on the
i npl ement ation ofthe Declaration on the Denuclearization of Africa hastwo parts.
Part Adeals with the inplenmentation of the Declaration and part B focuses on the
rel ated probl em of Sout h Africa's nucl ear capability.

For 26 years, African States have consistently and strongly reaffirmed the
obj ectives of the Organization of African Unity (0Au) Declaration on the

Denuclearization Of AficaSeeing it as an inportant measure desi gned te prevent
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the proliferation of nuclear weapons and to promote regional as well as
international peace and security. Since 1965, when the General Assenbly by its
resol ution 2033 (xx) of 3 Decenber endorsed the QAU Declaration, the Assenbly has
consistently supported the goal of Africa's denuclearisation and called for the
inpl enentation of the Declaration. The Assenbly has al so consistently condemed
any attenpt by South Africa to introduce nuclear weapons into Africa, view ng South
Africa's nuclear capability as a threat to international peace and security and, in
particular, as an inpedinent to the realiaation of the objective of the QAU
Decl aration on the Denucl earizatics of Africa.

South Africa's refusal to place all its nuclear facilities and programmes
under the safeguards of thelnternational Aton c EnmergyAgency (IAEA) and its
unwi I I ingness to accede to the Treaty onthe Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wapons

(NPT) cannot but raise serious questions about its nuclear intentions. W find it

difficult to understand why any country that is serious about non-proliferation
woul d col | aborate with South Africa in the nuclear field since South Africa has

done nothing to denonstrate its good intentions inthis field. W therefore seize

this opportunity once again to call upon all States, corporations and institutions
to refrain fromany collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear field until
South Africa unconditionally accedes to the NPT and places all its nuclear
facilities and progranmes under IAEAsafeguards. The proliferation of capabilities
for the manufacture of weapons of massdestruction is a threat to all countries and
to international peace and security as a whole.

Many studies have been done and many reports prepared on South Africa's
nucl ear capabilify and the concl usion has been uniform that South Africa has
attained the capability to manufacture, deploy and deliver nuclear weapons. This
is an alarmng and frightening fact which calls forurgent:and concrete action by

t'.= international community, W therefore urge the adoption and practical
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implementation Of the consensus recomendati ons adopt ed by t he pisarmament
Commission this year on South Africa's nuclear capability] and in part Aof draft
resol uti on asc.1s45/L.39 We call for concrete United Nations support for African
efforts to begin to advance the realization of the objectives of the 1984 CAU
Decl aration on the Denuclearisation of Africa.

After all the studies that have been dome on this subject, and in view of all
the other relevant devel opments that have taken place since the Declaration was
adopted, we feel that the question of a convention ortreaty on denuclearisation in
all its aspects should now be exam ned by us and by experts, focusing on the
nodalities, elements and other related issues. Forthat purpose, we envisage a
nmeeting of experts during 1991 in addis Ababa, the seat of the Organisation of
African Unity. For the organization and convening of that inportant meeting, which
shoul d be open to all OAU nenber States, we request the Secretary-General to
provide such necessary assistance as the QAU mayrequire.

As representatives are aware, the 1964 QAU Declaration on the Denucl earisation
of Africa envisaged the preparation of an **international treaty to be concluded
under the auspices of the United Nations**. Thus, inits resolution 2033 (XX) of
3 Decenber 1965, by which it endorsed the Declaration, the General Assenbly,
inter alia, requested the Secretary-CGeneral to extend to the OAUsuch assistance
and facilities as mght be requested in order to achieve the ains of the
Decl arati on.

I n subsequent resolutions on this subject, the General Assembly has made
simlar requests to the Secretary-General, including nost recently the request
contained in resolution 44/113 A of 15 December 1989.  we ar e therefore confi dent
that the Secretary-Ceneral will take the necessary neasures, not only to ensure the
i npl enentation of the present resolution, but also to facilitate therealization of

the objectives of the Declaration on the Denuclesrization of Africa.
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Menber States are requested, in part B ofthe draft resolution, to submt to
the Secretary-Ceneral their views and suggestions on the Secretary-Ceneral's report
on South Africa's ballistic missile capability. The Secretary-Ceneral is requested
to submt a report thereon to the Assemblyat its forty-sixth session. W feel
that it would be very helpful for the international comunity to have the views and
suggestions of Menber States on the inportant issues covered in the
Secretary-Ceneral's study in order to facilitate the taking of appropriate
decisions or actions on the matter. |If the international comunity is truly
serious about promoting non-proliferation, we are confident that it wll support
Africa's efforts to inplement the Declaration on the Denuclearisation of Africa.
Col l aboration with, or any sort of support for, South Africa's nuclear programes
can only undermine efforts at non-proliferation. W totally and unequivocally
reject any attenpts by South Africa to introduce conditions on international
demands that it accede to the NPT and place atl its nuclear activities under
international Saf equards and i nspection.

In conmendi ng draft resclutiom AsC.1/45/L.39t0 the First Conmittee, the
African Group hopes thatthe draft resolution, inits two parts, will receive the

unani nous support of all member States.
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| wish also to introduce draft resolution AsC.1/45/L.40, on prohibition of the
dunpi ng of radi oactive wastes. The draft resolution speaks for itself and deals
with a subject on which the international comunity is firmly united, nanely,
protection of the health and safety of human beings, all living organisms and the
environment as a whole fromthe devastating effects of radi oacti ve wastes.

Such wastes do not discrimnate between people ornations in their
destruction; they affect everyone exposed to them However, some countries or
regions are better prepared than others for dealing with such wastes. Some
cormtries, including nost of the menber States of the Organisation of African
Unity, do not produce any radioactive wastes at all: yet sone countries which do,
have illegally and callously used our territories for the dunping of such hazardous
wastes. ' This is a blot on the conscience of mankind as a whole which | am
confident the international community will readily erase by adopting effective
international instruments to prohibit the dunping of radioactive wastes. W
commend this draft resolution to the First Conmttee for adoption by consensus.

The CHAIRMAN | call on the Secretary of the Committee.

M. KHERADI (Secretary ofthe Conmittee): | have to informthe Conmittee
that the follow ng countries have become sponsors of the follow ng draft
resol utions: draft resolutions AsC.1/45/L.11, Jor dan; L.13, Czechoslovakia and
Mali; L.15, Kenya; r.16, the Byel orussian Soviet Socialist Republic; n.17, the
Li byan Arab Jamshiriya, N geria, Sudan, Swaziland and Zi nbabwe; .21, Bolivia,
I ndia and Surinane; t.22, L.23, L.24 and L.26, Bolivia8 L.28, Grenada; L. 29 and
L.30, Bolivia: .31, Chile, India, Kenya, the Libyan ArabJanmhiriya, Singapore and
Suriname; L.32, Bolivia; L.33, Bolivia and Myammar: L. 34, Bolivia and the
Byel orussi an Sovi et Soci al i st Republie; L.36, Bolivia and Nepal; L.37, Cyprus;

2.38, Australia and the Byel orussian Soviet Soci alist Republic) L.40 and L.41,




GW/8 A/C.1/745/PV.27
22-25

(Mr, Kheradi)
Suriname; L. 44, Nepal and Suriname; L.49, |ndonesia and Suriname; L.51, Austri a,
Col onbi a and Mali; L.52, Csechoslovakia and | rel and; and L.53, Bolivia and the

Phi | i ppi nes.



