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The mea ting was called  to ordsr at 3.20 p.m.

AGENDA ITIWS  49 TO 69 AND 151 (cc,ltinued)

ODNSIDJDATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT R~OLW’IONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. ZA#)’IDCKY  (Czechoslovakia) I Ten years ago, Czechoslovak in submitted

the quest ion  of  in ternat ional  co-opera t ion  tar disarmament  to  the Firs t  Commit tee

of the General Assembly for its consideration. Al though  a  yea r  ea r l i e r ,  i n  1978,

t t  had been possible to adopt by consensus the Final Document of the first special

:le,4sl!>n  of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, it was not possible at that

tlrruz t o  d e s c r i b e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  co-operation  in  t he  f i e ld  o f  d i s a rmamen t  a s  a

routine  ma t t e r . T h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  political  s i t u a t i o n  a t  t h a t  t i m e  a n d  i n  t h e

yearn that  fol lowed was not  favourable , Confronta  tiar prevailed in in terna tional

rf+laticns  a t  b o t h  the b i l a t e r a l  a n d  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  l e v e l . That was the main

reason why the Czechoslovak Sxi.llist  Republic, together  with other  sponsors ,

.;oUgbt during  t h a t  d e c a d e  t o  p r o m o t e  t h e  i d e a  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a-operati.on  for

disarmament. Subsequent reso111  tiona, such as the in1 t  ial declaea tion of 1979, WCB

a p p r o p r i a t e  t o  t h e  condition,s  a t  t h e  t i m e  of  t h e i r  p r e s e n t a t i o n .

However, t h e  i n t e r n . 1  tional p o l i t i c a l  c l i m a t e  h a s  ch,anqed d rama t i ca l ly  i n

recent  years . Approaches  to t h e  banic ques t i ons  o f  s ecu r i t y  and t h e  implementatton

of concrete disarmament mt?aRures  have changed. T h e  c o l d  Jar p e r i o d  i s  becoming

mere ly  a sad stage i n  t h e  hintory  oE the d e v e l o p m e n t  PE i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s .

Wo want to believe that the forthcoming meeting between President Rush and General

Scretary Gorbachev in the Mediterranean will  he another important chapter in a new

per iod  characterized  by brosd Lnterna  t ional  co-opera t ion  in  al l  spheres.
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The  poqttive tendencies  in  recent  years  have made i t  poss ib le  to  concentra te

on the  subs tance  of  the  i ssue  under  cons idera t ion  by opening up addi t ional

possibili  t i e s  fo r  t h e i r  so111 tion, A l s o  i n  l i n e  w i t h  t h i s  t r e n d  waq Ihe r e s o l u t i o n

a d o p t e d  l a s t  y e a r  o n  t h e  q u e s t i o n  cf i n t e r n a t i o n a l  aoaperation  fo r  d i sa rmamen t ,

which was freed from most overlapping aspects and focused primarily on i to

e s s e n t i a l  e l e m e n t ,  t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o - o p e r a t i o n  f o r  d i s a r m a m e n t .

T h i s  w a s  & f i n i t e l y  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  v o t i n g ,

T h e  pxitivo i n t e r n a t i o n a l  t r e n d  h a s  n o t  s t o p p e d ,  a n d  i n  c o n t i n u i n g  f u r t h e r .

I t  !7as  no t  ye t  become  i r r eve r s ib l e , as  was repeatedly said  dur ing the  general

deba t e  a t  t he  fo r ty - fou r th  s e s s ion  o f  t he  &neral  Assembly ,  bu t  i t  has  a l r eady

become E i r m! ?� es t abl i shed in �he minds of poti ticians and of the internd  tional

pub1 ia. The international community is becoming more and more firmly convinced

that  only  through co-operat ion can the  global  problems of  humani ty  in  a l l  f ie lds  be

resolved.

�Phi!; i s  t r u e  i n  t h e  dlnarmament  fiel.d  a s  well.. ThcreEore  the de1 ega tiona of

Mexico, New Zealand and Cxechoslrx!ak ia dec ided  tc submit  to  thr: General  Assembly ,it

itn c u r r e n t  s e s s i o n  a d r a f t  d e c i s i o n  (A/C.1/44/L.l8)  afCirming  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f

fu r t he r  s t r eng then ing  intern,1 t i o n a l .  c o - o p e r a t i o n  in the f i e ld  of d i sa rmamen t .  �I�ho

sp.>nsor  6 are o f  t h e  o p i n i o n  t h a t  t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  h a s  a n  irrepLaceabla  role  tl:>

play in s e e k i n g  f o r  a b e t t e r  w o r l d  and i n  Einding s o l u t i o n s  t o  disarnument  i s s u e s .

Accordingly,  the  draf t  would have the Ac;;embly ca l l .  upon all Sta tes  to  conttihutx

to increan in(J  the II PEec tir�c?nr~s.c, sE t.he  Uni.ted N?tion:q  i n  Fulfillln~~  i t s  r o l e  did

re5;r)i)nSihil  tty in thtl :iphl?rP of 1.1 i :i a r ma rnc2  n t .
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The draft decision was actively discussed with the delegations concerned, and

all their observations and suqqestions were taken into account. In this context,

the Czechoslovak delegation wo~~ld like to thank the delegation oE New Zealand for

it: ct,nstrllctlve approach to the drafting of the text and to the delegation of

%?xico for the support expressed. We would also like to acknowledge with

appreciation  the support qiven to the draft by the delegations of Sweden and the

United Kingdom. Czechoslovakia vu?ues also the constructive discussions with the

Unit+rl Shades delegation, which resulted in the drafting of a universally

acceptable text.

The Czechoslo-vak  ?eleqatiDn has held a series oE consultations with

non-aligned countries, and on the basis of all. its discl)ssions,  can state its

be?iof that the draft decision has general support and can be adopted by the First

Commit tee without a vote. Although the Czechoslovak delegation would derive great

satisfaction from the adoption of this draft decision without a vote, it believes

that silth a result woul-l, first and foremost, he a victory for the idea of

;ntfrnational covperati.l>n  for disarmament and indicate support for the need to

~nhanre the role of the United Nations in this process, rather than a matter (3f

pre.itiqe.
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As is well known, our del.egation  has been introducing similar resolutions for

the past few years. The present draft, indeed, preserves some of the basic ideas

of its predecessors, which are intended t? give expression to OUT conviction that,

pending the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, various interim measures

should be adopted to strengthen the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. It

reflects the fact that proposals such as the prohibition of the use of nuclear

weapons through an appropriate international convention, the adoption of a policy

of non-first use of such weapons by all nuclear-weapon States and the establishment

of nuclear-weapon-free zones have gained wide support.

,...�-,--

i Best Copy Available
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The draft resolution also underlines the position of the sponsors on the need to

conclude an international legally binding and effective instrument or instruments

to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear

weapons.

While the draft resolution basically follows the language of resolution 43/68

adopted last year, it should be noted that some important changes have been

introduced, reflecting recent positive developments in international relations, as

well as the genuine wish to bring about a favourable political climate at the

ongoing negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament on the issue of negative

security assurances.

With regard to these changes, I should like to inform the Committee that in

the period between the forty-third and the forty-fourth sessions of the General

Assetily my delegation undertook consultations with interested delegations, both in

Geneva and in New York, Fn an attempt to widen the basis of support for the draft

resolution and to accommodate the concerns of delegations that traditionally shm

interest in the subject. As a resuLt of those consultations, the last preambular

paragraph of resolution 43/68 was deleted and important changes were introduced in

preambular paragraphs 1, 2 *a!nd 19, as well as in operative paragraph 2.

This approach is in keeping with our belief that the First Committee should

not prejudge the work of the Conference on Disarmament on the issue of negative

sr::!lt-it�y’  assurances; hence our draft resoLuti.on  can be s.?en as a timely impetus to

stimulate the negotiations within the framework of the Conference without trying to

prescribe the ways and means for achieving the firral goal. The amendments are also

an expression of the new climate of mutual understanding and co-operation which

requires .a high degree of FLexi?)ili%,f  an3 sense of compromise, as well as a

positive attitude towardr; the concerns of others. I should Like to express our
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qra ti tude  to  a l l  deleqa tion?  tha t  par t ic ipa ted  in  the  consul  ta t  ions  bn the

elaborat ion of  the  new text .

In conclusion, may I express the  hope that  the  amended draf t  resolut ion wi l l

receive the widest posn iblc  support in the Commit tel..

The  other draf t  resolut ion my delegat ion  would  Like  to  in t roduce  today is

conta ined  in  document  A/C.l/44/L.  291 i t  i s  en t i t led  �Convers  ion of  military

resources � . While i t  covers a relatively new area in disarmament, it  is l.n  cur

view of  basic impor tance  in providing an i r revers ible  and psychological ly  re l iable

character  to  the  process  OP arms reduct ion and digarmament. Therefore, we be1 ieve

that  all countr ies which are  real ly  in teres ted in  disarmament  should a lso  have an

i n t e r e s t  i n  c o n v e r s i o n . Thin in&rest could be expressed in the exchange of

inEormation,  n a t i o n a l  e x p e r t i s e , technological  and socia l  exper ience  and So on.  I t

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

rsg ion al and glob,31 aspects of convers  ion. The need for  such a dialoqus  is

dictatsd  by t h e  complicatsd  character  o f  t h e  procnsn  o f  c o n v e r s i o n .

BeEore such a process is ctirried  out, a c a r e f u l  s t u d y  of t h e  b a s i c  a s p e c t s  o f

the  reor ienta t ion  of mil i tary  product ion  and personnel  i s  needed. The

r e o r i e n t a t i o n  i t s e l f  w o u l d  requirr:  a  body  o f  leqislative  and  admin i s t r a t i ve

ml?anures on the e c o n o m i c ,  socL11, f i nanc ia l , budgetary and other  aspect:.  to  shape

the  respect ive  nat ional  convers ion programmes or  rrndela. I t  is  because of  the

c(-rmplexity  o f  thr?  p r o b l e m s  ttiat .? wi& i n t e r n a t i o n a l  dt?laque  o n  c o n v e r s i o n  a n d  i t s

qactir=aL  implementst.ior\  i s  require-l. I n  our vim t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s ,  given i t s

#In iver aal. dIaract.~t r , Cs the rllr),c,  t .?uit.abIe  fo rum fo r  beqinninq  such  a  dt,\loque,

�?�ho:gr?  conrJ  i dera t ions art? in F a c t  the suhgtanca  9P thv y r e a m b u l a r  p a r t  o f  draft

resal.uti.on L. 29. Thn  Ldnqllaqr!  in  cd reful ly hilaqcsd so  a.c, to take accl?un  t  nf the
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Operat ive  paragraph 1  invi tes  Member  Sta tes  to  submit  to  the  Secretary-General

thei r  v iews concerning var ious  aspects  of the  conversion  of  mil i tary  resources  to

c iv i l  ian purposes . Those views should ha submitted by 30 April  1991. That date

was  se lec ted  in  order  to  provide  enough t ime for  a  deeper  look a t  the  i ssue  wi thout

the  pressure  of  time which, in  the  case  of  convers ion,  might  he  counter-product ive .

Operat ive  paragraph 2  provides  for  the  inclus ion in  the provis ional  agenda of

the forty-sixth session of the General Assembly of an i tern entitled �Conversion of

mi l i t a ry  r e sou rce s  t o  c iv i l i an  pu rpose s � . The paragraph gives  due reqard to  the

appeal for some resolutions to figure on the agenda of the General Assembly on a

biannual  bas is .

1 s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  t h a n k  t h o s e  d e l e g a t i o n s  t h a t  t o o k  p a r t  i n  t h e  c o n s u l t a t i o n s

o n  t h i s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  a n d  t o  express t h e  h o p e  t h a t  i t  w i l l  b e  a d o p t e d  w i t h o u t  a

vo t e .

Nr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) I I  have the honour to

speak on hehal  f of the 12 States members of the European Community on the subject

of confidence-building measures.

In  t.he v i ew  o f  t he  delve, the amcept  o f  confidence-buiLdinq  m e a s u r e s  is

particuLarly  important  in  a  world  where  examples  of the  use  IX threat  of  use (IF

fl>rce coritilllles  t., be a  source  o f  c o n c e r n  t o  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  mmmunity.

Confi dence-bll  iLding  measures have played, a n d  w i l l  c o n t i n u e  to play, a  !~iqniEicant

roLe i n  multitatsral  disarmament aEEairs. T h e y  do n o t ,  hmever,  reprr?:;ent  .3

sub53  t i  tu to for ar:ns control or disarmament. We welcome this fact  that  VII?

ct~mpl~mentary  nature of conf idence-bu il.;lillq r,easures ha:; b e e n  br(xldLy accepted.

The  Pav:)ur able pal. i t ical clinu  te res ul tint]  from the var ious high-level

followinly  the minister ial me.2 tint]  in Wyoming , has created new condi. tionc; makinll i  1:
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poss ible  to  achieve s ignif icant  progress  in  the  arms control  and disarmament

process  and in  the  s t rengthening of peace. In such an environment,

conf idence-bui ld ing  measures can for  thei r  par t  cer ta inly  fos ter  the  arms control

and disarmament  process  s ince  they are  based on respect  for  the  provis ions

conta fned in the Uni ted Nations Charter. Thlrs they contr ibute  to  the  maintenance

o f  i n t e rna t i ona l  peace  and  s ecu r i t y .

The Twelve are firmly convinced that the development of confidence-building

measures  and the  fos ter ing of  greater  openness  and t ransparency in  the  mil i tary

sphere  is  a  key to  progress  on arms control  and disarmament ,  par t icular ly  a t  the

regional level. The adoption of steps contributing to greater openness and

t r anspa rency  w i l l  a s s i s t  i n  p r even t i ng  mi spe rcep t i ons  o r  m i sca l cu l a t i ons  o f

m i l i t a r y  i n t e n t i o n s  a n d  capabtti  t i e s , t h u s  l e a d i n g  t o  a  l e s s e n i n g  of i n t e r n a t i o n a l

tens ion .
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For example, the results achieved at the Stockholm Conference and the

encouraging experience acquired through the implementation of the Stockholm

Document have made a significant contribution to improved confidence in general and

to reciprocal confidence in Europe. As always, the Twelve will spare no effort in

contributing to that result.

We believe that the present system can be fUKtheK improved by encouraging

greater openness and transparency in the military field. The delve, together with

other States participating in the Confecence on Security and Co-operation in

Europe, are actively involved in the negotiations on confidence- and

security-building measures that began in Vienna last March and that were intended

to strengthen transparency and openness through better knowledge of military

activities, thanks to new confidene- and security-building measures. Similarly,

the Twelve support efforts mde in other parts of the world that can help to create

a climate consistent with reqional disarmament measures. We hope that those

efforts will be successful.

At the global level, furthermore, the Twelve are also encouraged by the

results of the Second Review Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the

Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological

(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction. They have welcomed steps

adopted on a voluntary basis to build confidence and hope for the largest possible

number of responses from States parties.

In 1488, after several years of debate and following an initiative from the

Federal Republic of Grrmany, the " sarmament Commission adopted a set of guideLines

Ear the development of confidence-building measures. The ’IGrelve welcome the fact

thst the General Assembly endorsed those guideLines in its resolution 43/78 Ii,

which was adopted by consensus, and that the Assembly recommended those guidelines
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to all States for implementation, fully taking into account the political, military

and other conditions prevailing in a region, on the basis of initiatives and with

the agreement of the States of the region concerned.

Mr. von ScLPNAaL (Federal Republic of Germany): I should like to speak

today on agenda item 63, entitled "General and complete disarmament", and to

introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.58, entitled "Contribution of confidence- and

security-building measures to international peace and security". I am doing so on

behalf of the delegations of Australia, Austria, Belgium, the Byelorussian Soviet

Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Denmark, Finland, France, the

German Democratic Republic, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Luxetiourg, Nepal, the

Netherlands, Norway, Pakistan, Poland, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Togo, the Union of

Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

Ireland, and the Federal Republic of Germany.

Confidence-building measures are of increasing importance in creating

favourable conditions for the settlement of existing international problems and

disputes and in paving the way for further progress in disarmament. Their

particular value has been generally recognised in paragraphs 24 and 93 of the Final

Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmament and by the unanimous adoption of the guidelines for confidence-building

measures in last year’s resolution 43,178 H. Those guidelines ace a standing

invitation to all States of the world. Their implementation - even if only partial

- can do much to defuse tense situations. Recent developments have indeed shown

the importance of confidence-building measures for progress in arms control and

disarmament. They illustrate that the process c>f confidence building is a dynamic

one in which the implementation oE first cautious measures gets Governments and

peoples used to those measures, in which the confidence gained through

implementation leads to agreement on more detailed measures, and in which



JB/5 A/C.L/44/PV.30
13

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

increaaim trus t  and conf idence  are  conducive  to  negot ia t ions  on  genuine

disarmament measures.

I should like first to touch briefly upon the European experience. The Second

World War le ft Europe separated in to two par ta divided by an iron curtain, with two

military blocks Pacing each other with mirtruet  and lear, and with a cold war

emerging and leading to  the  larges t  arms bui ld-up  tha t  the  world haa ever seen and

to a densi ty  of mil i tary  t roops  unprecedented in history,

It is in the context and by a large extent due to the process of the

Conference on Secur i ty  and Coaperat ion in  Europe (O;(X) that  EastWest re la t ions

have gradually been improving, that confrontation ia being replaced step by step by

ci>*peration  and that mistrust and fear are being replaced by mutual tronfidence  and

understanding. The Final  Act  of that  Conference,  signed at  Hels inki  in  1975,  Bet

the  course  i n  t h a t  d i r e c t i o n . Going in its entirety far beyond military matters

only ,  i t  has  a lso  provided the  hae is  Ear co-opera  f ive  meaaur e8 in  the  f  ieltl  of

recur ity. The Hels inki  Final  Act  conta ins  a  se t  of conf idence-  and

secur i ty-hu il ding measures, s u c h  as  obse rva t i on  and  p r i o r  no t i f i c a t i on  o f  c e r t a in

ml1 itary a c t i v i t i e s . Fallwing  the  poeitive exprience  wi th  the  implementa t ion  of

those  measur  es, a more r9 fined an4 elaborate sys tern of ccnf idence- and

!~r!611rity-buildIng  measures was worked out in the Stockholm Document, signed in

1986,  including for  the  f i rs t  t ine  in  an  arms-control  or  d isarmament  agreement

on-sit+  in spec t i ons  o f  m i l i t a ry  activities without  t he  r i gh t  o f  r e fusa l .

Implementa tian OE confidence- and oecuri ty-bu ildinq  measures proved to he

succes s fu l ,  t oo . The increas ing mutual  trust  and conzidence  created by thei r

implementation and the willingness of both sides to abide by the agreed provieionti

and to work together with the aim of creating a more etable and secure  Europe paved

the way for  two new sets of negotiation8  now taking place  in  Vienna.  The f irst
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was tr> fur ther  ref ine and expand already agreed conf idence-  and eecurity-blrilding

measure:;1 the second was to begin negotiating on diaarmament measures with a view

to reducing arm1 forces and weapons systems.

Those developments in Europe are not only of importance  for European

securi  ty . Peace and security in Europe can contribute to p-co an< security in

other parts of the world just as much aa stable situations in other regions of the

world  can contr ibute  to  European s tabi l i ty . lboent  developments in Europe are not

to be seen in isolation but constitute a part of the armnon endoarours of all

Stir tes to reach a more peaceful and atable world and to move forward from

conf rontn tion to co-operation,

St is wi th  tha t  understinding  that  we ask not  only  those States  di rect ly

involved in European matters , but all Sta tea in other regions of the world, in

Africa, in Asia, and in Latin America ,  to welcome the implementation of

confidence-building measures as contained in the Final Act of Helsinki and dn that

banis the positive experience gathered since 1987 with the implementation by the

CSCE States of the measures agreed at the Stockholm Conference on Confidence- and

Secur ity-buildi,ng Meaaures and Disarmament in Europe. We alen ask those States to

expct the  ongoing Vienna negot ia t ions  CKI conf idence-  and secur i ty-bui ld ing

measures to build upon and expand the results already achieved at the Stockholm

Conference wi th  the  a im of  e laborat ing and adopt ing a  new set  of mutually

complementary confidence- and security-building measures designed to reduce the

risk of mili.tary  confrontation in Europe, Final ly ,  we invi  tc! a l l  Sta  to8 to

n>nsider  the  poss ib le  in t roduct ion  of  conf idence-bui ld ing  meaaureu in  the i r

par titular region and, where poen!ible, to negotia to on them in keeping with

condi t ions  and rquirements prevai l ing in  the reapectiva  region.
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Concerning the la t tsr invitation I men timed, I  tmy r e c a l l  t h e  F i n a l  Document

of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, which

called upon all States to undertake measured specially designed to build confidence

in order to contribute to the creation of EavourabLc  amditione for the adoption of

additimal  disarmament measures and tu further the relaxrrtion of international

teneion.
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While it  can be observer1 that the implementation of confidence- and

secur i ty-bui ld ing measures in  the  European context  han proven to be a real  aucceda,

tha t  cannot  and mugt  no t  lea{1 ILL to  the  conclunion  that  exact ly  the  dame kind of

rnewsures  wilL Rhow  s imi l a r  resu l ts  i n  o t h e r  r e g i o n s . In  fac t ,  the  s i tuat ion  in

Europe has many par ticulari tiea, and any con4 i dera t ion of conf i dents-bu  il ding

measu re s  i n  o the r  part3 oE t h e  world ha s  t o  atart w i th  an  analysis  o f  t h e  a i t u a t i o n

in  the  region  in  qledtion. I t  i.s, i n d e e d ,  o f  u t m o s t  i m p o r t a n c e  t h a t  i n  t h e  reyions

themselves ,  issuan of  disarmament  .ana disarmament-re la ted mat ters  be  thoroughly

c o n s i d e r e d  a n d  discu.ssad  o n  t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  a n d  w i t h  t h e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  t h e  S t a t e s

of  the  region concerned. The United Nations digarmament  workehops, such as that

he ld  thio year  in  ;Ugos and that  to  be  held  next  year  in  Ksthmandu,  aa wel l  as  the

United Nations regional csntreft  for peace and diaarmament in Lo&,  Lima and

Kathmandu, offer an excellent framework for that endeavour and deserve our

suppor t . In  thei r  con3il1eration  of  arms-l imita t ion and disarmament  ~REIU~B,

confidence- and  sf?curi.ty-building  meaRureR  a l r eady  p l ay  a  ro l e ,  and  shou ld  con t inue

to  do  so .

We t h e r e f o r e  ank t h e  @neral  As~emhly t o  w e l c o m e  t h e  mnaitleratinn  i n t e r  alia

of confidence-buildirr~~  measuren in  United Nations  regional  dinarmament  workahopa

a n d  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  Netic>nR  r eg iona l .  rmntren  fl3r peace  and  di.Rarmnment in  Af r i ca ,

An ia an? h tin America.

Ict me conclude my !~tat~?ment  by reflffirming  that wherever disarmament and arms

c o n t r o l  a r e  a t  issurs i n  t h e  w o r l d  i t must ha  horne in m i n d  t h a t  c o n f i d e n c e - b u i l d i n g

paves  the way to diw armamen  t , and  t ha t  ififlarmament  i n  t u r n  generate8  c o n f i d e n c e .

T h a t  s p i r a l  o f  reason s h o u l d  be Rat i n  lTntion  world-wide.
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Chairman of the Diaarrramant  Commission for this year,  I have the honour to

in t roduce  draf t  resolut ion  A/C.L/44/L.9,  on  the  repor t  of the  Disarmament

Commit351  ion. The draCt rusolu tion  is spor,sored  by officers of the Commission t

A u s t r i a ,  Rahrain, Belqium,  Cameroon, Costa Rica, the German Detmocratic Republic,

Hai tl, Romania, Sri Lanka, Togo and Zaire, representing various ror,  ional  groups.

Also  sponso r ing  t he  d r a f t  resolutis~n  a r e  o t h e r  d e l e g a t i o n s  t h a t  e i t h e r  p r e s i d e d

over subsidiary bodies  off the Commiss ion or proposed the inclusion of i terns in the

Conunin  s ion, s aqenda I the Byelorusslan Soviet ,%cial ist Republic,  China, Ilenmar k,

Indonesia, Niger ia and Sweden.

A3 in previous y9ar8, the draft resolution  includes a number of basic elements

on the role and manda ta of the Disarmament Commission as a delibsra  tive body in tho
.

fl eld oP disarmament. I need not  expla in  paragraphs  which have appeared in

malogou3 t ex t s  Ear years . Ru t  t he  ope ra t i ve  pa r t  o f  t he  d r a f t  roaoLut.ion,  w h i c h

re f l ec t  t he  1989  suhst;intivo  sessit>n and the  fu tu re  work  oE t he  D ina rmamon t

Commisn ion, has been somewhat modified as compared to earlier resolu  tions.

F i r s t , i n  or&r to  r e f l e c t  t he  p rog re s s  a ch i eved  on  ce r t a i n  i t ems  during t h e

1989 substantive sesn ion, by paragraph 2 the Assembly would note that ths

I)inarmnmant  Comminnion  has y e t  tr, c o n c l u d e  ita c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  s o m e  it.c-!ms Qn its

agenda,  hut would noto also w i t h  a p p r e c i a t i o n  t h e  proyresfl  achieved  on ROme  of

t h e s e . lJeleq;lttonn may recal l  that , as  I  noted when presenting  the  repor t  of the

Disarmament Commission to the First Committee, in 1989 the Commisn ion made sot~lr?

p r o g r e s s  i n  c e r t a i n  arean, s u c h  as t he  nuc l ea r  c apab i l i t y  of  Sou th  Af r i ca ,  t he  ro l e

of  the  Uni ted  tQ tians in  the  f ie ld  of disarmament ,  convent ional  disarmament  and

naval armament3 and disarmament. Although the Disarmament Commission was unebla

this year to conclude its  work CXI those matters, I  hops  that  major  results  wil l  bs

achieved at the 1990 session.
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secondly, as delegationu  may recall, at the last plenary meeting of the

Commission�s 1989 session, held on 31 May, a nurrber of delegation8 stated their

views and made  proposals  on wayn to enhance the functioning of the Commisa ion,

including its efficiency and the rationalixation  of its work. In that connection,

the Commisaicn decided, for the purpose of coneultationn,  co entahliah bn

unofficial open-ended working group to include all Corrtiqisrion officera and the

Chairmen of eubaidiary  bodies. In recent weeks, that conrultation group - in which

many delegations joined - met three times, and many concrete propoeals  were put

forward. Many of the drlega tionrr that par ticipa ted in the conrul  ta tions did ao

with great interest, with a view to finding cormnon  ground or reaching agreements in

this field. Paragraph 5 of the draft rceolution refer8 to that state of affaire,

and in it the Assetily  would note

“th-t consultation8  on the question of ways and means to enhance the

functioning of the Disarmament Commission in the field of disarmament are

under way and the result could be clonsidered  at the Commiaeion@e

organizationsl  senflion in December 1989�. (A/C.1/44/L.8,  r?arrr,  5)

At coming consultation meetings common ground on certain propoaals  aould be

found, and the agreements could be incorpora ted into a revised text of this draft

reaolutic~n, 1 am counting on sincere  czoqn+rat.i(>n by 011 delegations in thin

regard.

With that brief explanattr,n  of come  new elomontn in draft resalutton

A/C,1/44/L,8,  I Bubmit the text for the connider,qtion  of the ??�irst  Committee.

Mr, McKINNON  (Canada) a I should like to introdixe  the draft resolution

contained in &cument A/C,1/44/L.19,  which ie entitled �Prevention of an armr mce

in outer space�. It is sponsored by Australia, Belgium, Canada, Mmce,
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the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands,  Norway, Spain,

Turkey a,td the United Kingdom of Chat Britain and Northern Iceland.

The ertabliehment  by the Conference on Dirarrnament  in 1985 of the hd Uoc

Comni  ttee on the Proven tion of an Arme Race in Outs r Space, and the

re-�rtablirhment of that Committee at every eean ion of the Conference on

Dtearmament rinoe then, trrtifies to the recognition by the international axmnunity

of the importance of regulating the military uue of, and preventing an arma race

in,  outer apace,

A rerolution  adopted on this crubjsct by the Qeneral  Aarrmbly should provide

the Ad Hw Committee on the Prevention of an Armr Raoo in Outer Space with thr

conriderrd view8 of the international oonrmunity with a view to facilitating and

guiding the work of the Commit he.
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What ir required of fluch  a resolution if it is to guide the work of the

Committee?  In  the  firat p lace , 1 t muet take into account the diff icul tier that

have ma& progress  ao nlow u far as the work of the Committee is concerned. These

difficultien npring essentially from two factors8 the two major apace Paver8 have

yet to arrive at the kind of understanding that would rsaLi~ticslly  make greater

progreea  in the multilateral domain possible) and the ptobloma invcrlved in the

prevention of an arm8 race in ou tar epace are genuinely  ccmplex.

Regarding the first ieaue , the sponsor6 of thin draft reeolution believe that

the world community murt continue to encourage the two major apace Powera  to

resolve their problem. It is therefore important to recognizs  both the importance

of the bilateral negotiations and the progrees that haa been made in the bilateral

ephare ainca late in 1985. Pull recognition of thie fact muet  be taken into

account to facil i tate further progroan*

Concerning the complexity  of the problerm the Conference on Diearmament must

reBolve,  vre cannot ignore the issueR that divide ue or diemiaa them by fiat. We

must try to resol\*e them through examination and discueeion  ISO that we can make

proqresu together. Progress will be made together or it will not be IM& at all.

In that regard, all. of us here must make every effort to enlure that the

coneiderod  guidance I referret  to above 10 given to the Conference on Disarmament

by the entire intarnatinnal  community, including the major space Pcwere,

Since 1985, when the A4 Hoc Committee wan firat established, there has been a

Aietinct,  extensive and even startling  change in the international environment,

Indeed, the dsliberatione  of thir Committee over the past two weeka have refLected

this development, IS they have been characterized by a definite eense of optimirm,

by a rec~~gni.tion of the favourable waya  in which the changing environment haa found

expre#eion in other multilateral and bilateral arrrm control and diaarmament forunw,



EF/7 A/C. l/44/PV. 30
22

(Mr, McKinnon, Canada)

and by a general expression of cautious hope regarding the future. T h i s  i s

speeches from all groups.

true of

We think that this change in the international environment has to be reflected

in our guidance to the Conference on Disarmament on outer space. Indeed p i t  should

permeate every preambular  and operative paragraph of a resolution bn this issue. 1

t he re fo re  urge a l l  d e l e g a t i o n s  to g i v e  t h e i r  a u p p o r t  t o  t h i s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n . The

c o - s p o n s o r s  h o p e  t h a t  i t  w i l l  a t t r a c t  s t r o n g  a n d  b r o a d  s u p p o r t .

Mr. KOTEVSKI  (Yugoslavia) J I  take par  titular pleasure  in  in t roducing,  on

behalf  of  the  sponsors - consisting of Algeria, Bangladesh, Brazil, Cuba, Ecuador,

Egypt, Eth iopia, India ,  Indone.sia,  the Is lamic Republic  of  I ran,  Kenya,  Madagascar ,

Malaysia,  Mexico,  Morocco,  Myanmar, Nigeria ,  Pakiatan,  Peru,  ROmania, Sri  Lanka,

Sweden, Tunis la, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zaire and Yugoslavia - the draft resolution

contained in document A/C. 1/44/L. 30~ �Report of the Conference on Disarmament�.

This yearr the general debate on disarmament has also revealed the existence

of  general  agreement  that  i t  i s  necessary  to  s t rengthen the  Uni ted Nat ions  and

reaff i rm mult i la teral ism as a whole , par t icular ly  in  condi t ions  where  new prospects

are  being opened up for  the  solu t ion  of  the  most  impor tant  ques t ions  of

dis armament. I n  t h i o  c o n t e x t , the work of the Conference on Disarrrrament  as the

s i n g l e  multilat.eral  nego t i a t i ng  fo rum and  t he  i r r ep l aceab l e  i n s t rumen t  o f  t he

in ternat ional  communi ty  in  the  field of  disarmament  deserves  par t icular  a t tent ion.

The s p o n s o r s  of this d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  c o n s i d e r  t h a t  t h e  Conference  o n

Disarmament should negotiate directly on t h 6 most  impor tant  ques t ions  of

diaacmament, the qus!;tionR t h a t  c o n c e r n  t h e  security  o f  a l l  c o u n t r i e s . However,

t h e  p r e s e n t  rwulLw  oP t he  work  <II t h e Conference laq far hehinl.1  i t,s

ceeponsihil  ities,
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This year�s report of the Conference on Disarmament has shown once again that

no progress has been made in the wnsidetation  of these issues, We are wary of

pas s ing  judqement,  hu t  i t  i s  r e a l l y  r eg r e t t ab l e  t ha t  t he  Confe r ence  on

Disarmament is  not  in  a  pos i t ion  to neqotiate on all  i ssues  U-I i t s  agenda. In  the

current  condi t ions , mu l t i l a t e r a l  e f fo r t s  and  b i l a t e r a l  nego t i a t i ons  muqt c o m p l e m e n t

edch o t h e r .

The sponsors  of  th is  draf t  expect  tha t  the  Conference  wi l l  be  able  to  achieve

concre te  resul t s  on  indiv idual  1. t e rns  on i t s  agenda.

&cording  t o  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n , the General Assetily would note with

sa t i s f ac t i on  t ha t  f u r the r  p roq re s s  ha s  been  nede i n  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n s  o n  t h e

e l abo ra t i on  o f  a mmprehensiv e oonvention  on chemical weapons. Through the

harmonising and adoption of the Convention, the world would he given a powerful

l ega l  weapon  i n  t he  s t r ugg l e  aga in s t  t he  pos se s s ion  and ,  i p so  f ac to ,  aga in s t  t he

use of one of the most lethal weapons of mass destruction.

T h e  s p o n s o r s  o f  tl-@is  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  a r e  anvinced tha t  f r e sh  impe tus  i s

needed today, pe rhaps  ~IIJCF!  t han  eve r  hefore, for  the  disarmament  neqotiations  at

a l l  l.evels. They are  therefore  mot ivated by the  desi re  to secure ful l  support  for

the  work of  the  Conference and to  have i t s  ro le  and s ignif icance confirmd  in  the

pr~x~ss  of  the  negotiations  on  the  quentlons  ti> which the  Uni ted  Nat ions  a t taches

g rea t e s t  p r io r i t y  and  u rgency .

In t:oncl.  us t>n , �I w o u l d  l i k e  to p o i n t  o u t  t h a t , e v e n  a f t e r  i n t r o d u c i n g  t h e

draf t  resold  t ion, we are aof course  open to  any const ruct ive  suggest ions  that  nray

c:)me from any delcgatia.>n or  group of  delegatians and that  :3re des igned to  promote

the  work oE the  Conference  (and  ensure  the  wides t  poss ib le  suppor t  for  the  draf t

resolutil>n  I  have  just i n t r o d u c e d .
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the Secretary of

the Committee to announce a number of technical corrections to the draft

resolutions before the Committee.

Nr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The follming technica!

corrections should be ma& in the following draft resolutions: in the third

preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.l2, the date should read 1988

instead of 1989 as it appears at present; in the sixth preambular paragraph of

draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.21, the resolution referred to should be

GC(XXXIII)Res/506  of 29 September 1989.

Miss .AL+WLLA (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic): I wish to thank the

Secretariat for correcting the error in the draft resolution in document

A/C-l/44/L.  21.

On behalf of the metiers of the Arab Group, of which my country holds the

chairman&i?  this month, I wish to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.21,

entitled "Israeli nuclear aramament", submitted under agenda item 68. The sponsors

of the draft resollltion  are Algeria, Bahrain, DerrPcratic  Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt,

T raqr Jordan, Lebanon, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania, Morocco, Qnan,

Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, the Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, the

United Arab Rnirates, the Yemen and my own country, Kuwait.
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Under the preamble to the draft resalutian, the General Assembly would recall

resolutions on Israeli nuclear armament adopted by the Assembly and by the General

Conference of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). It would also recall

that the Security Council, by its resolution 487 (1981),  called upon Israel

urgently to place all its nuclear facilities under IAEA safeguards, and would note

that only Israel had been specifically requested to do that. The Asse&ly would

also note that Israel has persistently refused to commit itself not to manufacture

or acquire nuclear weapons, despite repeated calls to make such a commitment.

Under the draft resolution, the General Assembly would take into consideration

the statement of the ninth summit meeting of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries

entitled "Internaticnal security and disarmament", in paragraph 12 of which Israel

is condemned for continuing to develop its nuclear military programmes and weapons

of mass destruction. The Assembly would further express deep alarm at the

information with regard to Israel’s continuing production, development and

acquisition of nuclear weapons and its testing of delivery systems in the

Mediterranean.

Operative paragraphs 1 and 2 of the draft resolution need no explanation.

Here the Assembly would Isiterate its condemnation of Israel’s refusal to renounce

possession of nuclear tzeapns, and of the co-operation between Israel and South

Africa in military nuclear armaments.

In paragraph 3, the General Assembly would express its deep concern at

Israel’s continuing production, development and acquisition of nuclear weapons and

testing of their delivery systems.

In the Eollming operative paragraphs, the Assembly would reiterate requests

and demands it has already ma& and resolutions that have already been adopted. It

would request the Security Council to take urgent and effective measures to ensure
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that Israel complied with Council resolution 487 (198L),  and would once more demand

that Israel place all its nuclear facilities under IAEA safeguards. It would

reiterate its request to the IAEA to suspend any scientific cooperation with

Israel that could contribute to its nuclear capabilities, and would request the

Agency to inform the Secretary-General of any steps Israel might take to place its

nuclear facilities under Agency safeguards. It would call upon all States and

organizations that had not yet done so to discontinue co-operating with and giving

assistance to Israel in the nuclear field. Lastly, the Assembly would request the

Secretary-General closely to follow Israeli nuclear activities and to report

thereon to the General Assembly at its forty-fifth session.

Israel’s persistence in developing its nuclear capability is a fact that the

international community should squarely face, rather than skirting around it. If

some States choose to deal with Israel on an exceptional basis, they should be

called upon to reflect on the consequenoss that some recent developments such as

the following could have:

First, Israel has Launched a satellite into orbit with its shavit missile.

Second, fsrael has transferred mch of the technology from its Lavi fighter-bomber

to South Africa; and it is well known that South Africa is going to incorporate it

into its air force under the name "Ariah". Third, South Africa has recruited more

than 75 Israeli technicians from the Israeli aircraft industry; they have been

:eLca.setf from the Layli project and will be employed in the delivery systems

i:trlustry. Fourth, there ~5 coLLabOration  between the Tel Aviv and Pret0Ki.a

rGqimos in test-firing a missile similar to Jericho II last *July from a c;i.tl? in

Snuth Africa to Prince Qiward Island in the Indian Ocean. Fifth, in mid-September

Israel test-fired another m?dium-range missile about 800 miles into the
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Mediterranean. Sixth, Israel and South Africa have continued their collaboration

in the development of a Long-range missile called Irah 3. Seventh, South Africa is

supplying uranium to Israel.

Is it reasonable to expect the international community to stand idly by while

these serious developments confront not only the region of the Middle East and the

Mediterranean but also the region of southern Africa - and perhaps other regions in

future? Is it reasonable to expect other countries to close their eyes to such

developments and to continue to assist Israel by, for example, supplying it with

sophisticated computer systems that would enable Israel to develop its nuclear

capabilities?

The sponsors of this draft resolution hope that the dangers inherent in

Israel’s nuclear armament will be clearly discerned and reflected in the vote on it.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I call on Mr. Kheradi,

Secretary of the Committee.

Yr. XHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): I wish to inform the Committee

that the following countries have become sponsors of the following draft

resolutions: A/C.1/44/L.l0, Cameroon and Viet Nam; A/C.1/44/L.18, Union of Soviet

acialist Republics; A/C.l/44/L.21, Egym; A/C-l/44&25, Fiji; A/C.l/44/L.35,

Nigeria; A/C.1/44,&.37, Greece and Fiji; A/C.1/44/L.38, Costa Rica; A/C.1/44/L.41,

Romania: A/C.l/44/L.43, Costa Rica; A/C.l/44/L.47, Costa Rica and Greece;

n/c.r/44/5. 54, Thailand and Singapore; A/C.L/44/L.58, Ireland; A/C.L/44/L.59/Rev.l,

Sweden; and A/C.L/44/L.63, Myanmar and Singapore.

The meeting rose at 4.20 p.m.


