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The meeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) t I  c a l l  on  the  Sec re t a ry  o f

the Committee to make an announcement.

Mr. KKERADI  (Secretary of  the FirAt Commit tee) ; I  ehould  l ike  to  inform

the Committee that the following countriefi  have become co-sponsor8  of the following

d r a f t  reeolutioner A/C. 1/44/L.  17/Rev.  It Cdte d�Ivoire#  A/C.1/44/L.25:  M a u r i t i u s ,

Gambia and Uganda; A/C.1/44/L.341 Mongolia and Guatemala; A/C.1/44/L.52:

Argentina; A/C.1/44/L.55: Romania; A/C.1/44/L.lS/Rev.lr T h a i l a n d ;  A/C.1/44/Le47r

Thailand1  A/C.1/44/L,31/Rev.l; Romania; and A/C.1/44/L.36; Suriname.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spaniah)r As I  informed you yesterday,

the Committee will proceed to take action on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.17/Rev.lP

which ia inc luded  in clus ter  3 ,  and on draf t  resolution6 A/C.1/44/L.12,

A/C.1/44,/L.14,  A/C.1/44/L.24  a n d  A/C.1/44/L.34  c o n t a i n e d  i n  c l u s t e r  5 ,  d r a f t

refiOlUtiOn  A/C.1/44/L.3  and A/C.1/44/L.39  in  c lus ter  6 ,  and A/C.1/44/L.5,

A/C.1/44/L.9,  A/C.1/44/L.21,  A/C.1/44/L.42,  A/C.1/44/L.48  a n d  A/C.1/44/L.53/Rev.l.

in  c l u s t e r  7 .

Seve ra l  de l ega t i ons  have  r eques t ed  t ha t  d r a f t  resolutions  A/C.1/44/L.17/Rev.l

and A/C.1/44/L.53/Rev.l  should  not be  voted  on  unt i l  thiR af ternoon. I  have  a l so

received requests that  act ion on draf t  resolut ions  A/C.1/44/L.12,  A/C.1/44/t.21  and

A/C.1/44/L.24  should  he  defer red  unt i l  next  week. Thoae requests will be heeded.

I should  l ike to appeal to delegations to endeavour to abide by our prcqramme of

work so that we may be able to finish our work in accordance with the establifihed

timetable,
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(The Chairman)

We shal l  now proceed to  take  action QI those  draf t  resolut ions  in  clwter 5

that  have not  been Beferred,  namely drrrft resolu t ions  A/C.1/44/L.14  and

A&l/44/L. 34.

Draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L.  14 is anti  <led �Nuclear disarmament�. Thie  & a f t

resolut ion was  in t roduced by the  representa t ive  of  China at  the  3lst meet ing Of  the

First Committee on 6 Novenber 1989. I t  i s  sponsored by the  delegat ion of  China.

It has been requested that this resolution be adopted without a vote.

Draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 14 was adopted,
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The  CHAIRMAN  ( in terpre ta t ion  f rom Spanish)  8 The Committee will now take

a  d e c i s i o n  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.34,  e n t i t l e d  � C e s s a t i o n  o f  t h e

nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament and prevention of nuclear war�. It i s

sponeored by 17 delegations and was introduced by Arqen tina. I c a l l  o n  t h e

Secretary of  the Committee to read out  the  l i s t  of  sponsors .

Mr .  KBERADI  (Sec re t a ry  o f  t he  Commi t t ee )  t T h i s  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i s

sponsored by the folla,vinq  countries: Argentina,  Brazi l ,  the  Byelorues ion Sovie t

Socia l i s t  Republ ic , Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, the German Democratic Republic,

Guatemala, Malaysia, Mexico, Mongolia, Nigeria, Wnania, SWeden,  Uruguay, Venezuela

and Viet Nam.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): I  p u t  t o  t h e  v o t e  d r a f t

resolu t ion  A/(2,1/44/L.  34.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour; Al ban ia, Alqeria, Anqola,  Argent ina,  Austral ia ,  Austr ia ,  Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil1
Brunei Darussalam, Bulqaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byeloruesian
Soviet Socialist Republ.ic,  Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Canqo,  Costa Rica, C&e
d� Ivoire , Cuba, Cypr U S ,  Cnechoslovak ia, Denocra tic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Fiji,  Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
IJunqary, Ind ia ,  Indones i a , I ran (Is lamic Republ ic  of  1 I Iraq,
Ire land,  Jordan,  Kuwait , Lao People�s Democratic Republic,
Lebanon,  Lesotho,  Liber ia ,  Libyan Arab LJamahiriya,  Madagascar?
Malaw i, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,  Malta, Mexico, Monqolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua�
Niger ,  Nigeria ,  Oman, Pakistan,  Panama,  Paraguay,  Phi l ippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Singapore , Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden,  Syr ian Arab Republ ic ,  Thai land,  Togo, Tunis ia ,  Uqanda,
Ukrainian Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ic , Union of  Sovie t  Socia l is t
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yuqoslavia,  Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe
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Aqainata Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic Of, Italy,
Uxembou tg ,  Ne the r l anda ,  Po r tuga l ,  Spa in ,  Turkey, United Kingdom
of  Great  Bri ta in  and Northern I re land,  Uni ted State6  of America

Abstaininqs  Denmark,  Iceland,  Israel ,  Japan,  Norway

Draft reeolution A/C.l/44/L.  34 was adopted by 114 votes to 12, with 5
abs ten t ione. *

* Sub=wently,  the  delegat ions  of  Afghanis tan,  Benin,  Kenya,  Mauri tania
and Peru advised the  Secretar ia t  that  they had in tended to  vote  in  favour .
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The CIiAIIMAN  (interpretation from Spanish): The Committee will new turn

to the draft resolutions in clmter 6, draft resolutions A/C.1/44/L.3  md

WC. 1/44/L. 39. Does any delegation wish to make a statement with regard to either

of those draft resolutions, other than in explanation of vote7

Mr. BBYl!?E  (German Democratic Republic) : Follclwing consultations with

the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.3 and with other interested

delegations, my delegation would like to propose an oral amendment to the draft

resdLu tion. Before the penultimate preambular paragraph, the following paragraph

should be added:

“Noting that the Ninth Conference of Beads of State or Government of

Non-Aligned Countries held at Belgrade  from 4 to 7 September 1989 stressed the

need for the oonclusion  of an international agreement prohibiting all use of

nuclear weapons? 1.

With the inclusion of a footnote reference to the document of the non-aligned

lPee  ting , the text of the preambular paragraph of the draft resolution would follow

the practice of earlier resolutions adopted under this item. It also broadens the

references made in the draft resoluticn  to the importint subject of the non-use of

nuclear weapons  and the prevention of nuclear war.

We therefore submit draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.3, as orally amended, to the

@nEnittee  for its consideration and approval.

The CBAIEWAN  (interpretation from Spanish): The Committee will now

Proceed to a vote on draft resolution A/2.1/44/L.  3, as orally amended. Daes any

delegation wish to make a statement in explanation of vote before the voting?

Mrs.  BRIBE  de LOZANO  (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish) : As it did

in the case of General Assembly resolution 43/78 B and other similar resolutions

adopted in previous years, the delegation of Colombia will abstain in the voting on

draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L.  3, “Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of

nuclear War”.
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(Mrs.  Uribe  de  Lozano,  Colombia)

We feel  that  the  only  re l iable  guarantee  that  nuclear  weapons  wi l l  not  be  used

ie the  to ta l  e l iminat ion of  such weapons . Dec l a r a t i ons  o f  t he  non - f i r s t -u se  of

such weapons , as con t a ined  i n  pa r ag raphs  1  md 2  o f  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  be fo re  us,

imply the existence of nucIl.ear weapons and, in essence, they amount to a

legi timisa  tion  of such exis tence. The concept of non-first-use, when applied only

to  nuclear weapons , weakens  the  prohibi t ion  of  the  use  of force  oonta ined in  the

On1 ted Nations Charter . It  also obscures the need to avoid war of CRY kind l

Even were we to agree that nuclear war could be prevented through declarations

a lone ,  dec l a r a t i ons  on  non - f i r s t - u se  wou ld  no t  a f f ec t  p r e sen t  a r s ena l s  ard t h e

p o t e n t i a l  t h r e a t  t h e y  p o s e ,  nor  would they affect  the  poss ible  use  of  convent ional

or chemical weapons ,  wh ich ,  i f  u sed  i n  an  a t t ack , cou ld  ea s i l y  l e ad  t o  t he  u se  o f

nuclear weapons.

With  those  oonsiderations  in  mind,  ColonJsia  i s  a sponsor  of  draf t  resolut ion

A/C.l/44/L.  34, submitted by Argentina, which more properly expresses our pOSitiOn

On the  urgent  subject  of  the  prevent ion of  nuclear  war ,  the  non-f i rs t  use  of

nuclear weapons and the prohibi  tion of nuclear weapons,

The  CHAIRMAN  ( in terpreta t ion f rom Spanish)  :.- If no  o the r  de l ega t i on

wishes  to  speak in  explanat ion of  vote  on draf t  resolut ions  A/C.l/44/L.  3  or

A/C. 1/44/L. 39, the Committee will  nw proceed to vote on those drar�t  resolutions.

T h e  C o m m i t t e e  w i l l  v o t e  f i r s t  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l./44/L.3,  a s  o ra l ly

amended. The draf t  resolut ion is  ent i t led  �Non-use  of  nuclear  weapons  and

prevent ion of  nuclear  war � . It has six sponsors ard was introduced by the

representa t ive  of  the  German Democrat ic  Republ ic  a t  the  21st  meet ing of  the  Fi rs t

Commit tee, on 6 November 1989. The  sponso r s  o f  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  a r e : Bulgar ia,

Cuba, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia and Romania.

A recorded vote has been requested.



A recorded vote was taken.

In favour* Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, BYelOrUSSian

Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, China, Congo, C&e d'Ivcire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Csechoslovakia, Democratic  Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German
Denrocratic  Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic Of), Iraq,
Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People's  Denrocratic  Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Naldives,  Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Myanmar, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, man, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinartle,  Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Snisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab airates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet ham,  Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against2 Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
F&public of, Italy, Japan, Iuxembourg,  Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel,
Spain

Draft resolution A&.1/44/L.3,  as orally amended, was adopted by by 106 votes
to 16, with 8 abstentions.*

* Subsequently the delegations of Afghanistan, Kenya and Mauritania advised
the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): We turn now to draft

resolu t ion  A/C.l/44/L.  39 ,  en t i t led �Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of

Nuclear Weaponsm. The draft resolution has 12 spansor s and was introduced by the

representat ive  of  India  a t  the  3lst meet ing of  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee ,  he ld  on

8 November  1989. I  cal l  on the  Secretary  of  the  Commit tee .

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the F!rst Committee) t Draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.  39 is sponsored by the following delegations: Algeria ,  Bangladesh,

B h u t a n ,  Ecuador,  Egyp t ,  Ind ia ,  Indones ia ,  Madagasca r ,  Malaysia, mmaniar  Viet Nam

and Yugoslavia.

The  CHAIRMAN  ( in terpreta t ion f rom Spanish)  t I  s h a l l  n w  p u t  t o  t h e  v o t e

draft  resolu t ion  A/C.l/44/L-  39.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was tak.en.

In favour t Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh,  Barbados ,  Benin ,  Bhutan,  Bol ivia ,  Botswana@ Bras%
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, ByelOtUSShn
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, C&e
d�Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovak ia, Derrocra  tic Kampuchea I
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador I @ypt,
E t h i o p i a ,  F i j i ,  F i n l a n d , Gabon, Garb ia, German Demcra tic?
Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary,
Ind ia ,  Indones i a ,  I r an  ( I s l amic  Repub l i c  o f )  I I r aq ,  Jordan,
Kuwait,  Lao People�s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morooco,  Mozambique,
Myanmar, Nepa l ,  N ica ragua ,  N ige r ,  N ige r i a ,  Cman,  Pakistan,
Panama,, PapuP New Guinea,  Paraguay,  Peru,  Phi l ippines ,  Poland,
Q$ataiaRmmn  iar Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singaporer

y Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, �Ibgo, Tunis ia, Uganda, Ukrain ian Soviet
S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c , Union of  Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ics ,  Uni ted
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzan ia, Uruguay, Venezuela I
Viet  Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe
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Againstt Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republ ic  of ,  Ice land,  Italy,  Iuxembourg,  Nether lands ,  New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great
Bri ta in  and Northern I re land,  Uni ted States  of  America

Absta in inqt  Greece ,  l r e l and ,  I s r ae l ,  J apan

Draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  39 was adopted by 113 Votes to 17, with
4 abstentions. *

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) t I  ca l l  now on delegat ions

wishing to  speak in  explanat ion of vote .

Mr. �NOREEN (Sweden) I I with .o expla in  the  vote  of  the Swedish

delegation on draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  3, introduced by the representative of

the German  Democratic Republic, and draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  39, introduced by

t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of  Ind ia .

Regarding draft  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  3 ,  le t  me f i rs t  of  a l l  re i terate  that

the Swedish Government views unilateral declarations by the nuclear-weapon States

comni  tti ng them not to be the f i rat to use nuclear weapone as an important concept

in the effor t  tc reduce the  danger  of  the  oubreak of  nuclear  war.  We hope that  a l l

nuclear-weapon Sta tes  wi l l  f ind i t  poss ible  to  make such declara t ions . It i s

obvious  that  progress  in  convent ional  disarmment  and in  the  es tabl ishment  of

non-offensive  mil i tary  s t ructures  on a l l  s ides  would faci l i ta te  such commitments .

In the view of the Swedish Government a firm commitment not to be the first to

use nuclear  we3pons, made through clpl  in ternat ional  ins t rument  of  legal ly-binding

cha rac t e r ,  wou ld  be  an  importmt c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  s u c c e s s f u l  e f f o r t s  to p r e v e n t

nuclear war. That is one reason for the support my Government has given to draft

resolution A/C. 1/44/L.  3.

* Subsequent ly  the  delegat ions  of  Afghanis tan, Kenya and Mauritania advised
the  Sec re t a r i a t  t ha t  i t  h ad  i n t ended  t o  vo t e  i n  f avou r .
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(Mr. Noreen, Sweden)

However,  such an international instrument should deal solely with the concept

of non-first use of nuclear weapons and should not contain any further elements not

directly related to it. In fact, the Swedish Government considers that the

prohibition of the use or threat of use of force in international relations, laid

down in Article 2 of the Charter of the United Nations, is mandatory ad

sufficient. What is required is, rather , improved compliance by Metier  States with

the existing prohibition and with the obligation, also laid down in the Charter, to

Settle  their international disputes by peaceful means.

Sweden voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.39. We did so, as in

pr@ViOUS  yearsr since Sweden supports the concept  of prohibiting, in an

international legal instrument , the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. I t

seems #at such a prohibition corresponds to an international norm saying that the

use of nuclear weapons contravenes the laws of humanity and the dictates of public

conscience. Many rules  of international law and certain circumstances limit or

prohibit the use of nuclear weapons. Sweden considers that tinm is ripe to

investigate the possibility of comprehensively banning, in an appropriate

legally-binding form, the use of nuclear weapons. Since the prohibition of the use

of nuclear weapons is not deducible from the Charter of the United Nations, Sweden

has reservations concerning the sixth preambular paragraph of the draft resolution

and its interpretation of the United Nations Charter.

Dame  Ann HERCCE  (New Zealandjr It was only after the most careful

consideration, and with some regret, that New Zealand again decided to Vote against

the draft resolutions contained in document A/C.l/44/L.3, on the non-use of nuclear

weapons and the prevention of nuclear war , and in document A/C.1/44&39,  promoting

a convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons.
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(Dame Ann Hercus, .New Zealand)

The  dec is ion  to  cast a  negat ive  vote  on draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.3  w&e no t

t aken  eas i ly . The abhorrence of New Zealanders for nuclear weapon8 is wicleepread

md deep. It  has found express ion in  New zealad�s  nuclear- f ree  legis la t ion,  which

prohibits the entry of nuclear weapons into New Zealand under any citcunmtancee

wha taoever. The New Zealmd Government hae rejected the use of nuclear weapon8

even in art defence.

For that reason# a major thrust of my delegation�s work at the United Nations

is maximizing  New Zealand�s contribution to working for a world in which no country

feels it must depend for its security on nuclear weapons or other weepone of mass

d e s t r u c t i o n .

Reluctant ly ,  havever , we have come to  the  v iew that  in  i t s  present  form this

draf t  resolut ion does  not  make a  rea l  contr ibut ion to  tha t  prncees.  We acknowledge

that there have been improvements in some preambular paragraphs. These now reflect

more  c lear ly  the  s ta te  of  the  in ternat ional  environment .

But  in  6111:  v iew the draf t  reeolution  remains f lawed. The only  cer ta in

guarantee  against  the  use of nuclear  weapons  i s  through thei r  to ta l  e l iminat ion.

That  day w i l l  come only  when no Sta te  bel ieves  i t  has  the  need for  nuclear

weapons. There are developments which may lead the more optimistic among us to

believe that the day may be nearer than we had dared hope. In  t ha t  con tex t ?  I

would  h ighl ight  the  ta lks  on  convent ional  forces  in  Europe,  where  the  convent ional

secu r i t y  i s sues  t ha t  a r e  BO i n t i m a t e l y  l i n k e d  t o  t h e  n u c l e a r  e q u a t i o n  are b e i n g

addressed.
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(Dame Ann Horaur, New Zealand)

None of WJ aan stmd aaide from thir proaerr  of making tha world a l afer

place. The nuclear-weapon States have a rpecial role , but none of urn aan afford to

shirk our reeponribili  tier. New Zealand harr worked with the rponrorr of draft

rerolldon A/C.l/44/L.  3 toward@  a text that better reflect@  t&ay�a  realitier.

Unfortunately , derpite mutual good will, there effortr did not produar a draft

rrrolution for hioh New Zoaland oould vote. We should  like to oontinur  this

proaeaa  of oo*peration  next year , with the objeative  of aohieving  a draft

resolution  that could be adopted by aonaenaua.

We have alao, with aome riluctanae, deoidrd  again th ie year to vote agaiMt

the draft reaolution oontained  in dooument  A/C.l/44/L.  39. We have taken this

deaiaion beoauae of our concernr about whether the convention promoted by that

d r a f t  resolution  c o u l d  realiatioally  b e  a practical diearmament  measure.  The

aonvention  an i t  stmda ie eaaentially  declaratory md provider no Illbohmiam for

verifiaation. Hmever,  we are pleased to note there have been a few useful

improvementa in the preambular paragraphs which addresa ronm of the concerns We

expreared last year.

While New Zealand haa difficulty in supporting the draft resolution in it8

current form, we share ite wider objective of reducing the threat of nuclear War

and preventing the uBe of nuclmr weapons. New Zealand is totally oppored  to

nuclear weapon6 . Aa I have aaid, we have re jetted them ae a rational fOK’m Of

defence for our rauntry. Opposition  to nuclear  weapon8 is a Qeply held conviction

in New Zaalmd. It ia our view that while nuclear weapon8 continue to exist every

effort should be made, and all avenuea explored, to ensure that nuclear mierilea

remain in their riloa, We doubt, however, whether the apprmch  proposed  in the

draft rerolution om make a aubatantive amtribution to that end.
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(Dame Ann Hercua, New Zealand)

As the draft resolution acknowledges, the only certain guar mtee against the

use of nuclear weapons is their total elimination, We have seen welcome steps in

this process in both conventional and nuclear disarmament. In New Zealand�s  view,

fur ther  major achievements  in  these  areas wil l  provide  u s  with  the  secure  knowledge

that nuclear weapons will not be wd l

Mr. HU Kiaodi  (Ch ina )  ( i n t e rp r e t a t i on  f rom Ch inese )  8 The Chinese

d e l e g a t i o n  aqwea wi th  t he  g i s t  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i ons  A/C.1/44&3 mtJ

A/C. 1/44/L. 39, and therefore we voted in favour of them.

However, we wish to emphasize that on the very day it acquired  nuclear

weapons, 16 October 1964, the Chinese Government solenmly announced to the whole

world that China would neverr under any circumstances, be the first to use nuclear

weapons. We have consis tent ly  held  that  a l l  nuclear-weapon States,  part icularly

t hose  pos se s s ing  t he  l a rge s t  nuc l ea r  a r s ena l s , should also accept the obligation

never to use nuclear weapons under any circumstances, a n d  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  n o t  t o  u s e

them against non-nuclear-weapon States or to use them in nuclear-weapon-free

zones. On  t h i s  b a s i s ,  t h e r e  s h o u l d  b e  ooncluded  a n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o n v e n t i o n ,  t o

which a l l  nuclear-weapon Sta tes  should  bs part ies,  prohibi t ing  the  use  of  nuclear

weapons. These oonsiderations,  and other approaches and measures to prevent

nuclear  war , have not  been ful ly  or  comprehensively  ref lec ted in  draf t  resolut ion

WC. 1/44/L. 3.

Mar eover , the  preamble  to  draf t  resolut ion A/.1/44/L.  39 and the  draf t

convent ion annexed to  tha t  draf t  resolut ion conta in  cer ta in  wording that  we

c o n s i d e r  r e q u i r e s  f u r t h e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .

Mr. PATOKALLIO (Finland) J I  wish to  explain  Finland�s  vote  on draf t

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/44/L.  3 ,  e n t i t l e d �Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of

nuc l ea r  mr�.
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(Mr. Patokallio, Finland)

Nualear war ia nowhere profeaaed to be an element of rational pdliql. The

major nuclear Pawora  have jointly atated that a nucleer war aannot be won and

should never bo fought. Finlmd appreciates that statrmrnt. ~+~UCI~OJU  weapona

should never be urred  under any afrausmtances.

The CMIRMAN  (interpretation fran Spanish) I As no other delegation

wiBheB  to apoak  in explanation of vote on the reaolutionr we have just adopkd, 1

now propoae that w proaeed to take a&ion on the draft resolutions in oluter 7.

I ahall firrt aall on delegationa wishing to intro&or draft reaolutiona.

Mr, ABMD KAMAL (Pakistan), I wish to introduce a draft rOuO1UtiWt  On

the establishment  of a nuclear-weapon-free sane in South Aaia (A&.1/44& 48) I

sponsored & Bangladesh ad Pak iatm.

The  draft resolution has been motivated by our abiding oonaitment to the

prooesa of the universal elimination of nuolear  weapons. I t  ala0 refleots t h e

realistic assessment that, pending the aohievement  of a nualear-weapon-free world,

it would be advmtagso~ to keep ss mmy regions of the world as possible free Of

nucleerr  weapona,

We have amsia tently supported and pursued the objectivea  of general and

complete disarnmmnt ad have stressed the need for a comprehensive apprach to

J’NclMr  disarmament. It remains our view that a oomprehenaive approaoh l noompaaa~a

global, regional ad bilateral measures for nuclear diaarmaront.  We believe that

the establishment  of nualear-weapon-free aones in various regiona of the world

repreaents an importmt collateral measure which would contribute rignificmtly to

a nuclear-free world. It  ia in this spiri t  that  we have oonoiatently  oupported all

propooals  for the oreation of nuolear-weapon-free zoneme

The aonuept  of nuolear-weepon-free  aoneo is not new. It  has reaeived

aoneiatent support from, md hro been endorsed by, the internatfonrl  aommUnitye
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(Mr. Ahmad  Kamal, Pakirtan)

The  Final Doaunwt of the fire t epeaial  BOBB  ion of the General  Aaeembly devoted to

dirarmament  unMimoutaly  reaoqnized  the need for the aatabliehment  of

nualear-weapon-free  zoner in different pslrte of the world,  with the UltifMte.

objeatIve of achieving a world entirely free of nuolear  weaponr.
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(Mr,  Ahmad Kamrl,  Pakirtan)

The Movemnt of Non-Aligned Countrier has al6o 1or.t it@ xuPport to the

ertablishment of thore nuclear-weapon-free soner. The Declaration adoptrd at the

conclurion  of the Ninth Conference of Heada of State or Government  Of the

Non-Aligned Coun tr ier held at Belgrade, Yugoa lavia , in Beptenbor 1989, l xprerred

#Upport for the ertablirhment ad tatrengthening of nuclerr-wmpon-fire  xonrr in

varia8 partr of the world, which could rignifioantly contribute to the

rtrengthening of international aeaurity*

We believe that the necerxary  conditionr  exist in South Aaia to l nablo the

oountrier of the regicn to move toward8 the objeative  of a nuolear-wmpon-free XOne

in South Alla. All oountrier of the region ahave the aonrmiDnont  to keep the sea

free of nuclear  weapons, They have mati unilatrral dealarationr  at the h&hart

levelr pledging not to acquire, develop or manufacture  nualwr msponr.  They havr

rupported all international effortr for nualear dirarmamsnt md for the aanplek

elimination of there aweeome weapon8 of mairr CLrtruotion.

Draft rerolution A/C.1/44/L.48,  an the ertablirhmmt of a nualerr-wwpoh-free

aone in South Amia, ham been prepared along the rame liner am rerolution 43/66

adopted with the overwhelming rupport of Member Stator lwt year. We hopr that the

international conununity will once again lend itr rupport to thir draft rerolution.

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation fratspanirh)  I  k there are no other

drlegationr wirhing  to make rtatementr on the draft rerolutionr  aantained in

olueter �I,  I naJ call upon those delegations that wish to rxplaln their voter

brforo  the voting.

Mr l SODD  (India) 8 The delegation of India wirher  to plrae on reaord itr

view with regard to the draft retaolu tion aonta ined in docmmt  WC* l/44/L*  �8,

entitled �Eetablirhment  of a nuclear-weapon-free sone in South RriaWr introduaed  by

Pakirtm.
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(Mr.  Sood; India)

The pos i t ion  of  India  on  this i ssue  ia based on cer ta in  principlee  which form

par t  of  our  coherent  and coneie tent  d iearmament  pol icy .  Those  pr inciples  are  aleq

conta ined in  the  Final  Document  of  the f i rs t  specia l  Boss ion  of  the  Qeneral

Aeeentrly devoted  to  disarmament  he ld  in  1978,  which  waB adopted  by coneeneua.  �ye

have mainta ined that  nuclear  d isarmament  la a  global ,  gld not  a regional ,  i68UO.

Accordingly, laeting world peace can only  be built  on the baeie of general and

complete  d isarmament  under  ef fect ive  in ternat ional  control . W i t h i n  thie proceee

nuc l ea r  d i s a rmamen t  18 a c c o r d e d  t h e  hiqheet  p r io r i t y  and  thie hae b e e n  accepter3  +

the world community in the 1978 Final Document l

The  eetablishment  of nuclear-weapon-free  zonea doee not,  in  our view,  acoot�

w i t h  t h i s  g l o b a l  lppraach. In  the  ac t ion plan  for  ueher inq in  a

nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent world order presented laet year at the third

special session of the General Assembly  devoted to diaarmamant,  we had highlighted

the importance of a global approach, Zoning measurea  of the kind vieualized  by

such draft  r e s o l u t i o n s  w i l l  n o t  l e a d  L&J t o  o u r  shared  o b j e c t i v e  of  a g loba l

nuclear-weapon-free zone.

We would do well to keep in mind the illusory nature of security provi&d  by a

nuclear-weapon-free zone when faced with the global reach of such weapone. Thie ie

amply borne out by studies on climatic and environmental coneequencee  of the

nuclear exchange. T h e  large-scale  c l i m a t i c  p e r t u r b a t i o n a ,  t h e  coneequent  e f f ec t8

o n  t h e  i n t e r l i n k e d  biosystenm t h a t  support  l i f e  o n  thie p l a n e t ,  a n d  t h e  r e s u l t i n g

societal disruptions will  make dia tinction between combatsPrt  md non-combatart

t o t a l l y  supe r f l uous . Not only & target ing strateqies  of  the  nuclear-weapon Sta tes

cover  the  ent i re  earth,  but  the i r  sh ips  and submarines  loaded with sea- launched

bal l i s t ic  miss i les  and sea- launched ctuiae mieeiles ream unimpeded in  a l l  oceans  of

the world.
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(Mr. 8006, India)

The primary reaeon behind thie dichotamy ie that the eetabliehmmt of

nucl@mr-weapon-free zones 6048 nothing to reduce the level of exieting l tockpilea

in the areenalr of the nuclear-wanpon  States. On the contrary, it could be argued

that euch etepe may even eerver indirectly, to legitimize the poeeeeeion of nuclear

weaponr by a few Stator.

In today�8 interdependent world, inter-State relation8 have to ba bared an

equal1 ty ad non-diecrimina tion. No State hm the right to claim for iteelf the

cachet of �reeponeible�  while ooneigning other8 to the category of �irreeponeiblen.

Nevertheleee,  we recognize that nuclearlueapon-free zone8 have been

eetabliehed in other parte of the world. We h8ve not objected to there propoealr,

but have participated in the global coneene UI that they attract becaure , in the

firrt place, they enjoy con@eneue  among the Statee of the region conaerned. There

initiativee  ariee out of shared perception8 of the State8 of the region. �PheY

emerge from looal  initiativer and are freely arrived at among the State8

themeelver. Prior coneultationr are carried out with a view to rmching

coneeneu81 At that stage, the United Nations plays the eignificant role of

endore ing euch agreemen ta.

In addition, there exists the question of the practicality of ruch meaeuree.

The presence of nuclear weapons on the ground ad in the waters eurrounding  South

Aeia raieee baeic queatione  in defining the viability of euch a zone. Thoee

problem demonstrate the difficultlee  of attempting artificial geographical

delimitatione of this kind.

The propoeal by Pakistan Qee not carry the kind of qualificatione  that have

enabled u to support other propoeale  that en joy coneeneux with regard to

setabliahing nuclear-weapon-free ronen,* Aa the Pakirtani propoeal is clearly not

introduaed in thie forum with a viaw to achieving reasonable aoneenrurs,  one am

only conclude that the intent behind the draft rrrolution ia not eerioue.
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(Mr. Sood, India)

Reaolu t ions  such as  &ose in t roduced in  a  r i tua l  fa.shion and lacking

substantive content run counter to the provisions of f:he Final Document of the

first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. .

In 1974, we too had submit&d  a draft resolution on this subject. I t  waB

adopted by an overwhelming majority but did not en joy consensus among the gtates of

the  region. Since  then we have therefore  di rected our  ef for ts  to

consensus-bui ld ing  md have not  engaged in  a r i tual  submiss ion of  draf t  resolutions.

A cl imate  of  t rus t  and conf idence muat be  created. This r e q u i r e s  p a t i e n c e ,

per sever ante and hard work - n o t  r h e t o r i c  o r  r i t u a l  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s .

4 delegat ion wi l l  vote  agains t  the  draf t  resolut ion  conta ined in  document

A/C. 1/44/t.  48.

T h e  CHAIMAN  ( in t e rp re t a t i on  f rom Span i sh )  8 Aa n o  o t h e r  d e l e g a t i o n

wishes  to  speak in  explanat ion of  vote before  the  vot ing,  we wi l l  now take act ion

o n  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  l i s t e d  i n  c l u s t e r  7 .

The Commit tee will proceed to take a decision on the draft resolution

contained in document A/C.1/44/L.5,  on implementation of General Assetily

r e s o l u t i o n  43/62 conce rn ing  t he  s i gna tu r e  and  r a t i f i c a t i on  o f  Add i t i ona l  P ro toco l  1

of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of

Tla telolco) (I The draft resolution has 18 sponsors and was introduced by the

representative of Mexico at the 26th meeting of the First Committee on

2 November 1989.

I new call on the Secretary of the Committee ,  who will read out  the l ist  of

sponsors .
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Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the First Committee), The list of eponeor  8 for

dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C,1/44/L.S  i s  a s  fo l lower  Wxico,  the  Bahama,  Barbados ,

Bolivia, Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ouatelnla,

Haiti, Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Suriname, Trinidad md Tobago,

Uruguay and Venezuela.

The  CHAIRMAN  ( in terpreta t ion f rom Spanish) I I shall l~lw put draft

reeolution  A/C,l/44/L.  5 to the Vote.

A recorded vote has been requeated.

A recorded vote wm taken.

In favour t Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Australia, tietrfa,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbadols, Belgim, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darueralam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso,  Burundi ,  Byelorueeien  Sovie t  Socisliclt  I&public,  CWMroon,
Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Kepublic,  Chile, China,
Colomb la, Congo, Coeta Rica ,  C6te d�lvoire,  Cyprw
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,  Egypt,  Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Eepublic,  Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana,
Haiti, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic  Republic
of), Iraq, Irelmd, Israel, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People�s Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya,  tlxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, MalaYs  ia, Meldivea t
Mali, Ma1 ta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozatiique,  Myanmar  ,
Wal, Nether lards, New Zealand,  Nicaragua, Niger, Niger ia,
Norway, Qnan, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Wnda, Sam-,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri hnka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swazilmd,  Sweden, Syrian Arab bpublic,
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
socialist  &public,  Un ion  o f  Sov i e t  Socia l i s t  Wpublicn,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Irelard, United Republic of Tanzania, United States Of
America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zamb  ia, 2 imbabwe

tAgainst None
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Abstaining: Argentina, Cuba, France

Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.S  was adopted by 132 votes to none, with 3
abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation from Spanish)t The Committee will now take

action on draft resolution A&.1/44&9,  entitled "Establishment of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East". This draft resolution

was introduced by the representative of Egypt at the 26th meeting of the First

Committee, on 2 November  1989. I have received a request that this draft

resolution be adopted without a vote.

Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.9  was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)3  The Committee will now take

action on draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  42, entitled "South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone

Treaty". This draft resolution has five sponsors, md was introduced by the

representative of New Zealand at the 27th meeting of the First Committee, on

6 November 1989. The sponsors are Australia, Fiji, New Zealand,  Samoa md the

Solomon Islands.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colombia, Congo, Ccsta Rica, CGte d'lvoire,  Cuba, CLPrus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
minea-Bissau,  Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia,

* Subsequently the delegation of Mauritania advised the Secretariat it had
intended to vote in favour.
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Iran (Ielamia  Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel,  Italy, Japan,
Jord an I Kenya) Kuwaitr L a o  People�u  Dencxratic  IIIpublicr Wmm
Lesotho, Liberia ) Libyan Arab Jamah ir iya) Luxenbcurg  ) Madagaraar ,
Malawi I Malaya  ia, Maldives, Mali I Ma1 ta I Mexiao I Mongol ia I
Morcccor  Maaanbique, Myanmar, Nepal, Netherlandsr  New Zealand,
Nicaraguar Nigerr Nigeria, Norway, Omanl Pakistan,  P8Mmr
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugalr  Qatarr &mania,
Rwada,  Samat Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singaporer  Somliar SPin,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaailandr  Swe&nr Syrian Arab
&publicr Thailand, %go, Tunisia, Turkeyr  Ugada, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist  Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist  Illpubliar,
United Arab Emiratea, United Bepublic of TanrMia,  UruguaYt
Veneeuelar Viet Nam, Yemenr  Yugoslavia,  &ire, &mbia,  Zimbabwe

IAqairut None

Abmtaininar Argentina, Franeel  Papua New Quinea) United Kingdom of Great
Britain ad Northern Irelad, United Staten of America

Draft rerolution A/&1/44/L. 42 war adopted by 132 voter tc none, with 5
abr ten t ionr . *

The C~IRtWJ  (interpretation from Spanirh) I The Committee will now take

a&ion on draft reeolution A/C.1/44/L.48,  entitled �Eetablirhmnt  of a

nuolear-weapon-f  roe zone in South Asia�. This draft rerolution has two sponsor8

ad W(UI introduced by tte representative of Pakiatm today. The other eponror ir

Bangladecrh.

A recorded vote hae been requested.

A reaorded  vote wm taken.

In favour; Albania, Australia, Bahamaat  Bahrain, Bangladerh, Barbados,
Belgium, Beninr aolivia,  Sotawanar  Brunei Darurealamr  Burkina
Faeo, Burundi I Cameroon, Canadar  Cape Verder Central African
Republicr  Chile, Chinat Colombia, Congo, C-ta Rica,  C&e
d�  Ivoire, Democratic Kampuchear Djibouti  I Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji) Finlard  I Gabon, Gamb  iar GermmY  t Federal
Republic ofr Ghana, Greeoe,  Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bisrau,
GuyanaI  Hai ti I Hungary) I r a n  (Islamic  Bepublic of))  Iraqr
Ireland, Iaraelr  Italy, Japanr Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, bootho,
Liberia,  Libyan Arcrb Jamahiriya,  Iuxembourg~  Mllayaiar  mldivea,
Mali, Malta, Mexicc,  Mcrocuc, Mceanbique,  Nepal, Wtherlandr,

* Subquently  the delegationr of Mauritania and the SolomOn  Iolandr
advired the Seatetariat they had intendad in vota in favour.
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inettAga

Abstaininqr

New Zealand, Niger, Niqeria, Qnanr  Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Gufnear Paraguay,  Perur Philippinee,  Po r tuga l ,  Qatarr Romaniar
Rwanda, SamocL,  Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,
S r i  Lanka ,  Sudan ,  Surinam,  Swaz i l and ,  �Shailmdr  Ibgo, T u n i s i a ,
Turkey, Uganda, United Arab hiratea, United Kingdom of Great
Bri ta in  ad  Northern  Irelmd, Uni ted  Republ ic  of Tanzaniar  Uni ted
States  of America,  Uruguay,  Venezuela ,  Yemenr  Zaire ,  Zanbiar
2 imbabwe

Bhutan I India I Mauritius

Afghanistan, Alger la, Angola, Argentina, Am tr ia, Br aa il I
Bulgaria ,  Byelorussian  Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ic ,  Cuba, Qprua,
Czechoslovak  iar Democratic  Yemen, Denmark, Ethiopia, Pr anoel
German Dembcratic  Republic, Iceland, Indoneeia, Lao People�s
Demcra  tic &public  I Madagascar) Mongol la, Mymmar  I Nicaragua I
Norway, Poland, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist  Republic,
U n i o n  o f  s o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  Republicar  Viet Nam, Woslavia

Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.48  was adopted by 102 votes to 3, with 30
abs ten t ions. *

The  CHAIRMAN  ( in terpreta t ion f rom Spanish) : I  shal l  now cal l  on those

representa t ives  who wish to  expla in  thei r  votes .

Mr .  mP (Ne the r l ands ) :  My  de l ega t ion  vo t ed  i n  f avour  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

A/C. 1/44/L. 5. The Netherlmda  has on many occasions  emphasized  the importance of

the  Treaty  of Tlatelolco  and its a im of  creat ing a  nuclear-weapon-free  zone in

La tin America. The  Kingdan of  the  Nether lands  I be ing one of  the  four  Sta tes  wi th

tertitoriea i n  L a t i n  Amer ical has  t he re fo re  s i gned  and  r a t i f i ed  Audi  t i o n a l  P r o t o c o l

I  to  the  Treaty, t h u s  b r i n g i n g  i t  i n t o  f o r c e  f o r  t h e  N e t h e r l m d s  Antillee  end Aruba .

* Subsequent ly  the  delegat ion of  Mauri tania  informed the  Secretar ia t  i t  had
in tended to vote in favour .
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(Mr. Rx?, U8thrrlurdr)

Draft rerolution L,S urger a fourth eligible  State to rati* Additional

Protouol  I, which would result in the Treaty�s entry inta force for the territorier

of that Stab in the aone of appliaation of this Treaty. While we would, of

courael  welcome ouch a ckvelopnent,  we note with regret that the Treaty itralf ham

not entered in& forw for a number of Sta tom, either beaaure it ham not been

rigned,  or ham not been ratified, or for other roamonr, The l ffeativeno88 of the

Truty would, in our view, be 8ignificatly  enhmced if it aovered rll territorier

and maritime area8 delimitid  in article IV of the Treaty. By focuring  l xclwiv8ly

on rat if ication of Mditional  Protoool I ad fail ing to aall upon all  rovoreign

statem in the region to 8ign or ratify the Treaty in it8 entirrtyr  the draft

rerolu tion remain8 rather one-olded,

We do hope that the Council of OPANAL will coon find wayr and means to addrerr

the irrue of acceraiar  to the Treaty by all State8 in the region.

Mr. FRIED~DORF  (United State8 of Ameriaa):  Our delegation ham joined

in ruppcrt of draft reaolu tion A/C. 1/44/L. 5 am m indication of rtrong md

unwavering United Stater rupport  for the Treaty of Tlatololco, At the rrame time,

we wirh to reaord, 88 we have done numerous time8 in the put, our dioappointment

that thie draft rerolution focuaee arly on Wditional Protoaol  I of this Treaty and

not on the irrue of universal adherence tc the Treaty by all eligible State@.
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(Mr.  Friederedorf ,  Uni ted Sta tes)

In doing 80, this draft  raaolut ion la  patent ly  one-oided. It singles out one

State for CriticiBm,  whereas i t  8hould cal l  o n  the  other el ig ib le  St&tee in the

region to become parties. Such a discriminatory draft rerolution, which attack@

only a part of the problem, loner  much of ita potent ia l  force ana is  leae l ikely to

achieve its intended purpoee.

A@ we have willted  out previously, only when the Treaty of Tletelolcor

toqether with ite Protocola, ie fu l ly  i n  force  for  a l l  e l i g i b l e  S t a t e s  w i l l  i t  be

able to make it8 full contribution to regional and international security. A m  w e

haw done  In previous  yeara in respect  of  elmllar draet reeolutions, we urge the

8Exmeore  O f  this draft  reeolution  to  a l ter  their  approach #hould they decide ,  in

the  fu tu re ,  to  i n t r o d u c e  a  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  on thie Trea ty .  Nex t  yea r  we  should

f i n d  i t  very  d i f f i c u l t  t o  asrociate  oureelvee w i t h  a  similar d r a f t  rerolution

unleee ite text were to reflect our stated concerna,

The Uni ted  Stateer delegat ion i s  also eupporting  araft reProlotion  A/C.1/44/L.9

concerning the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.

With regard to preambuler paragraph St which addreeaee the need for appropriate

measures  for  the protect ion of nuclear  facilities,  the United  States hae not

determined tha t  addi t ional  meaeuree  are required.  Moreover, nuclear faci l i t ies  are

already protected by the provisions of the United Nations Charter and the law6 and

customs relating to armed conflict, inc luding  thoee prohib i t ing  attacks against

faci l i t ies  that  are  not legi t imate  mil i tary  object ives,  and attack6 that  would

cause d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e  c i v i l i a n  casua l t i es .

The United State6 delegation, this year again, hae jo ined  those suppor t ing  the

t r a d i t i o n a l  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  - t h i s  yearr d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  ~/C.1/44/L.49  -

concerning the aetabliahment  of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Aaia. My

d e l e g a t i o n  ie a b l e  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  becauee  the  p r o p o s a l  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  i n

harmony with the following criteria to which we #ubecribe; t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  f o r  t h e
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oroation  of a nuolear-weapon-ftor  ronr ahould arire from Statrr in the region

oonorrnrd# all Statrr whore participation ir dremrd important rhould partioipatol

there rhould be adequate vrrifioation  provirionrfi  the ronr rhould not upmet

rxirting reourity arrangement8 , to the detriment of regionrl rnd international

8OCJUCityj  it rhould rffeotivrly prohibit the development or pO88@88iOn  Of nUO1.ar

clXp108iVO device8 for any pUrw8eJ i t  r h o u l d  not rertrrin the .x.roi8. of ri@lt8,

rush a8 freedom of navigationj  and it rhould not l ffeot the right of State8 to m8ke

arrangement8 for ruoh matter8 a8 port or118 and tranrit privileger,

In l ooordanoe with operative paragraph 2 of thi8 draft rerolution,  a11 state8

in the region would be urged to refrain from any l otion that wee oontrary to the

ObjeOtiVe8 of  the draft rerolution. we hope that all Statea in the region wi11

take partioular note of thi8 provirion,

Finally, it iu clear that there are other l rea8# ruoh a8 area8 within the

North Atlantio Treaty Organisation region, in whioh the oonditionr neoorrary for a

nuclear-weapon-free cone would not be 6ati8fiOd. Accordingly, my delegation Wi8he8

it to br noted that the reforence,  in preambular paragraph 3, to the e8tabli8hment

Of nualear-weapon-free  Boner  in other region8 of Che world doe8 not conrtitute,  for

U~I a n  rndorrement o f  8UOh  aoner o n  a  UniVer8al baOi8.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Irrael),  My delegation ha8 once again joined in the

oon8rn8u8 on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.9  - introduoed  by Egypt - whioh oallr for

the ertabliehment  of a nuclear-weapon-free gone in the region of the Middle Ee8t.

In paragraph 8, draft rraolution  43/65,  which we8 adopted lart year, the General

Alrembly

�ReaUe8t8  the Seoretary-General  to undertake, a study on l ffeotive and

verifiable mea8ure8 whioh would faoilitate thr 08tabli8hment  of a

nuolear-waapon-free  tone in the Middle East, taking into l ooount the

oiroumrtanoee  and OharaOtOri8tiOr  of the Middle East, au well au the viewr and
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the  euggestions  of the  partiee  of  the  region, and to  submit this study to the

G e n e r a l  Aeeembly a t  itta f o r t y - f i f t h  Beaaion�.

Ae thie repast  ie due  next  year , w e  f e l t  t h a t  a  ehort teohnical re8OlUtiOn

taking note of the Secretary-General�m  report, A/44/430, would have been 8UffiOient

for the prerent. However , the draft resolution before UB goee beyond that and

inc ludes  8pecific  ltIOdalitie8 for the  eatabliahment  of a nuclear-weapon-free  aone.

Therefore  we muet place on record our reservations with regard to these modalitiee,

Any accord for a nuclear-weapon-free zone must incorporate the following

p r inc ip l e s : 8n i n i t i a t i ve  emana t i ng  f rom t h e  State8  of  tho  aone in  queetlont tS@e

and direct negotiations between those State88  mutual and binding reaeeuranca8

between those Statee aB part of a treaty eetabliehing a nuolear-weapon-free Zone*

There are the eeeent ia l  condi t ions  for  a  credible  nuclear-weapon-free  zone and for

the estahliehment of unambiguous confidence in the earneotneee of the intention of

the  naqot ia t inq and contrac t ing par t ies . In the absence of theee componenta, the

concept of a nuclear-weapon-free zone would be a proposal devoid of aubetantive

content .

Israel has  repeatedly invi ted  the  Sta tes  of the  region to negotiate a

nuclear-weapon-free zone for the Middle Raet. These invitationa have yet to be

accepted. Israel ,  however , continues to stand by them. Theae pr inciplea  were

elaborated in lettera submitted by Imael to the Secretary--General on 13 June 1985

(A/40/383)  on 6 May 1986 (A/41/465, sect. II), and on 19 May 1989 (A/44/430).

Mr, NOREEN (Sweden) t I  wish to explain the  Swadiah delegat ion�s  vote  On

draft  reeolution  A/C.1/44/L.48,  concerning  the  establ ishment of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia.

Sweden has on Reveral occasion8 expreused it8 pos i t ive  a t t i tude  wi th  regard to

the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. Such zones could have

confidence-buildinq  e f f e c t s , a s  we l l  a s  a  positive i n f l u e n c e  o n  t h e  p o l i t i c a l
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olimate  and the recurity  rituation in the region, The eotahli8hment of 4

nuolear-weapon-free  none rwuirer the non-poraerrion  of nuolear  weapona by State8

in the rone, am well a8 the l baenoe and non-deployment of nualeat  weapon8 in ruch

Stater, Another oentral element ir the oommitment  by the nuolear-weapon State8 not

to we, or threaten to we, nuolear weaponr aqainrt target8 within the son@8*

However, a8 to oonorete propo8al8 for 8uoh oone8 , one berio prerrquiaite for

any initiative 18 l ooeptanae by, and ao-operation from, all State8 in the region,

In line with thi8 principle, Sweden had to l b8tain in the vote on draft rgrolution

A/C,1/44/L.48  regarding the l 8tabli8hment of a nuclear-weapon-free tone in South

A8i8, a8 State8 aonaerned  voted aqainat the draft rerolution,

Mr, DONOWAKI (Japan); I wirh to take thi8 opportunity  to explain Japan’8

voter on rome of the draft reaolutionr  in olunter  7. Japan voted in favour of the

draft  rerolutionr oontained in  doaumenta  A/C.1/44/L.S,  A/C.1/44/L.S, A/C,1/44/L.42,

and A/C.1/44/L.40, It ha8 alwayr  been the view of the Japanere  Government that the

l 8tabli8hment of a nuclear-weapon-free rone in the South Pacific, in South A8iat in

Africa, or, for that matter, in any other region would contribute to the objective

of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapOn8, am well am to the peaoe and 8ecuritY

of the region in quertion.

My delegation, however, wirhrs to reiterate its view that the l 8tabli8hment of

8UOh a tone would not contribute to the etrengthening  of security  in the region in

cruertion unlear  certain condition8 wore met.
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Let me e n u m e r a t e  8017~  o f  t h e  meet b a s i c  c o n d i t i o n e r  FiS8tr  t h e  establiehment

of euch a nuclear-weapon-free  aone  ehoulcl be agreed upon at  the in i t ia t ive  of the

oountriee  in the region and with the voluntary aoneent  of  al l  the  countr ies

concerned, including nuclear-weapon States  as the case may be. Next ,  i t  should  be

es tabl i shed in  euch a way tha t  i t  would  s t rengthen the  peace  and secur i ty  not  only

Of  the  region but  also  of  the  world  aa a *ale, Furthermore, adherence to the

non-prol i fera t ion Treaty  by al l  the  countriee of thP region  in  ques t ion  would  be

highly desirable in creating euah a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

Mr. RTVWO (Cuba) (interpretation fran Spanish) I We wish to  explain the

Cuban &legat ion�s  vote  on draf t  reaolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  5 ,  which  was aubmit ted  by 18

Latin American cauntriee and la entitled �Implementation of General Assembly

r e s o l u t i o n  43/62  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  signature  and  r a t i f i ca t i on  o f  Mditional  P ro toco l  I

of  the  Treaty for the  Prohibi t ion  of  Nuclear  Weapons  in  �Latin  A m e r i c a  (Treaty of

Tlatelolco) �.

The Cuban delegation  a b s t a i n e d  i n  t h e  v o t i n g  o n  t h a t  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  b e c a u s e

the  text  conta ins  a  direct  reference to  the  Treaty  of Tlate lo lco ,  to  which my

country has not acceded. Aa we have done on a number of other occasionsr  we

recoqniee  the  pra iseworthy in i t ia t ive  of  Mexico and the  other  Lat in  American

countr ies  that  l ed  to  the  conclmion  and exis tence  of  the  Treaty  of  Tla te lolco and

ita Addi t ional  Protocola .  However,  at  the  present time the condi  tions do not exist

that would permit Cuba�e acceaaion to that international Treaty because of the

e x i s t e n c e  o n  our t e r r i t o ry  o f  a  n a v a l  base  t ha t  i s  con t r a ry  t o  t he  sove re ign  w i l l

o f  Our *vernment  a n d  p e o p l e  a n d  i s  maintained  t h e r e  5y t he  Un i t ed  S t a t e s ,  a

neighbouring Power to the region. Ano the r  f ac to r  i s  t he  cons t an t  Policy O f

host i l i ty  and aqqreas ion that  has been imposed  on  my country for  near ly  30 yeare by

var ious  Uni ted State9  Adminis t ra t ions .
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w aountry  theAfore  maintain0  itr gorition of prinaiplo that it oannot

renounoe  ita right to poreerr  whatevrr weapon8 i t  deem neaereary  for the defWx!a

of i te sovereignty  and terri torial  integrity9

Mr. de LA BWME (Franoa) (interpretation from Frenah)  8 The Frenoh

delegation wirher  to explain itr votea on draft rerolutionr A/C.l/44/LS  nd

A/C. 1/44/L, 42.

Firrt, in oonneotion with draft rerolution A/C.1/44/L.S,  my &legation wag

obliged to abstain in the voting. r@ drlrgatiar doer not agree to being

WOificalW ringled out whrn other aountrirr within the Treaty�r  oono  of

applioa  tion have not yet signed or ratified the Trmty or have not yet invoked the

olaure that allcrws it to enter into foroe immediately prior to their being eligible

to accede to the Traty �r  Protoools~

Sn dire aurge the Frrnoh Government will take the appropriate decirion  in

rerpeat  of ratifioation  of Additional Protocol I in the light of the rtatur of the

ratification8 of the Treaty itself.

Turning to draft rerolution A/C.l/44/L,  42, the French delegation abrtained  in

the voting on that draft rerolution. In hia rtatermnt at the fifteenth rpecial

eesaion of the Qeneral Ibrenbly,  the Foreign Minirter of Franac rtated, in respect

of denuolear ized %oneg  I

w country har alwaye favoured the l rtablirhment of rush goner. Naturally,

any rush undertaking rnmt flaJ from the unanin~u  deoirion of all the Mater

oonaerned  and muet be rubjgut to ratisfgutory  aontrol.  Mrgovgr, thgir

creation  mwt be militari ly md geographioally  reMa&

�Clwrly,  therefore, where nuolar deterrenoe operatag direutly, it would

be l r tif io ial md would add nothirrp to sacruri ty to deoigna to trg iono md
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declare them denuolear iaed. It ie in the name  of these aam principlea that France

has refused to ratify the Protocol8 of the Parotonga Treaty inati tuting a

nuclear-free zone in the South Pacific.� (A/S-15/PV.  4, p. 43-45)

Mr. WAY&N I ( Indoneeia) I The Indonesian delegation wishes to explain

ita vote on draft reeolution  A/C.1/44/L.48, nEatablishmetnt  of a nuclear-weapon-free

zone in South Aelan.

Our position regarding the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones is well

knorm. We are working actively tc promote the establishment of South-East  Asia aa

a nuclear-weapon-free zone in accordance with the Final Document of the first

apeoial  eessa ion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Aa CM be seen

from peragraphe 33 and 60 of that document, the general Assembly declared that the

eatabliahment  of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of arrangements freely

arrived at among the States of the region concerned conatitutee an important

diearmament  measure. In paragraph 61 of the same document, the General Assembly

further stated that the prooeee  of eetablishing nuclear-weapon-free Zones in

different part8 of the world should  be encouraged and that the States participating

in such zone8 should undertake to obmply fully with all the objectives,  purpoeee

and principles of the agreeilrents  or arr angemente eetablishing  the

nuclear-weapon-free zones.

Noting the report of the Secretary-General in bcument  A/44/363 and Corr.1,

which reflects the fact that the countries in South Asia were still in the process

of achieving agreement on the issue, my delegation considers :hat, pending the

conclusion of such an agreement, it should abstain once again in the voting dn the

draft resolution.
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Mr. AL YOBAWI  (Iraq) (jnterpretation from Arabic) I My &legation would

like to make a few comments on draft resolution A/C.l,/44/L.9,  �Establirhmnt  Of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East�.

The Middle East has its own epecific problems. Firat,  Israel la the only

Party in the region that poeseseea nuclear weapons.
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Secondly,  Is rael  i s  the  only  par ty  in  the  region that  has  not  s igned the

nGn-proliferation  Trea ty , apart from those that do not possess nuclear weapone.

Thirdly, the region�s major nuclear plants aapable of producing nuolear

material that could be ueed in the manufacture of nuclear weapone are in Israel.

Those plants are not subject to the eafeguards  of the International Atomic Energy

Agency (IAEA).

Four th ly ,  I s r ae l  i s  t he  on ly  pa r ty  i n  t he  r eg ion  t ha t  ha s  s t r a t eg i c  l i nks  w i th

another nuclear Power, i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  ito mi l i t a ry  co -ope ra t i on  w i th  t he  racist

regime Of South Africa in the field of nuclaar  weapons,

Thus, if Israel were to begin nuclear diearmament and to eign the

non-prol i fera t ion Treaty,  and i f  i t  were to  submit  a l l  i t s  nuclear  p lants  to  IAEA

safeguards,  and if  al l  par t ies  in  the  reqion were  to  agree not to accept  the

omplacement on thei r  ter r i tory  of  nuclear  weapons of  other  Sta tes  and not  to  join

any mili tary bloc -

The  CHAIRMAN  ( i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  f rom Span i sh ) ; I call on the repreeentative

of Israel  on a point of order.

Mr.  ZIFFORI ( I s rae l )  t I n  t h i s  d i a t r i be  aga ins t  I s r ae l  - and  we  have

heard many such diatribes in this Committee - the  I r aq i  r ep re sen t a t i ve  i s  aga in

miausinq  h i s  rigni t o  e x p l a i n  h i s  d e l e g a t i o n � s  v o t e  i n  o r d e r  t o  at tack  I s rae l .

That is nst the purpose of an explanation of vote, It does not explain why it

joined the consenaue on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.9  or why it voted the way it

did  on  any of the other  draf t  resolut ions  in  the  cluster. I  sugges t  t ha t  t he

Chairman aek the representative of Iraq to make an explanation of vote and not

attack other Member States.

The CHAIRNAl (interpretation from Spanish) t I request that the

representat ive  of  Iraq concentra te  his  remarks  on an explanat ion of vote .



EMS/14 A/C.l/U/PV.33
47

Mr. AL MOSAWI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): Thus, if Israel were

to begin nuclear disarmament and sign the non-proliferation Treaty, and if it were

to submit all its nuclear plants to IAEA safeguards , and if all parties in the

region were to agree not to accept the emplacement on their territory of nuclear

weapons of other States and not to join any military bloc or alliance of which a

nuclear Power is a member, those would be basic conditions for the establishment Of

a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East region.

It was asserted a few minutes ago that negotiations should precede Israel's

accession to the non-proliferation Treaty, but we believe that would be putting the

cart before the horse and would be intended to circumvent disarmament measures and

to avoid participating in such measures.

I have explained my country's vote on the draft resolution on the

establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East. As

is my right, I have explained our understanding of the draft resolution and how it

could be implemented, and I see no justification for the remarks made by another

delegation.

Mr. POLRO (Finland): I wish to explain the vote of Finland on draft

resolution A/C.l/U/L.48,  entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in

South Asia". Finland voted in favour of the draft resolution because it is the

general policy of Finland to support efforts to establish nuclear-weapon-free

zones, At the same time, we consider that initiatives to establish such zones

should come from States within the region concerned, and that the process of

establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone should enjoy the support of all States

concerned.

Mr. GEWERS (Netherlands): My delegation went along with the consensus on

draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.9  on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in

the Middle East notwithstanding the fact that not all conditions necessary for the
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ratablishmrnt  of euch a aone,  inter alia, the need for arrangements direotly  and

freely a r r i v e d  at  by Ptater In the  region direotly  concerned,  have  been alearly

brought into focur in the draft resolution.

We hope tha t  prerequis i te  wi l l  be  adequate ly  re t loc ted  in the

Secretary-General�0  study on the subject, which warn  commissioned for next year, and

we are plaared that a Noiherlande expert is participating in the consultnncy group

for the preparation of that rtudy.

In that connection, the Netherlands welcomes the study by the International

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) on different modalities for application of IAEA

rafeguardr in the region, which was published last year as IAEA document GC/887.

It ir indeed clear that the application of IAEA rafeguarde  ie one of the effective

verifiable mearurea tha t  would  fac i l i ta te  the  estrbliehment of a

nuolehr-weapon-free  zone in the Midd!~ TMet and that could make a eigniticant

contribution to preventing the further proliferation of nuclear weapons,

M r .  JANDL  (Aus t r i a ) :  Aus t r i a  abs t a ined  in  t he  vo t e  on  draf t  r e s o l u t i o n

A/C.1/44/L.48  concerning a nuclear-weapon-tree zone in South Asia. I should  l ike

to stress here that Auatrla  welcomes and supports the establishment of

nuclear-werpon-tree aone8, cince  such zones can make a precious contribution to

eecuring  in ternat ional  peace  and reducing international tensionr,  taking in to

conelderstion  the interaction between regional and global disarmament efforts.

However, Austria ir of the opinion that first all State6 of a given region ehould

agree to the idea of the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in their

region. In our view, only after all States of the region have done so will  i t  be

reaeonable to call for the eetabliohment of such a zone in a resolution of the

General Assembly. Ae eeveral  Sta t e s  o f  t he  region  have  ob j ec t ed  t o  t he  s a id  d r a f t

resolution, Austria decided to abstain.
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Mr, AL-SALLAL (Kuwait) (intorprotation  from Arabic)8  With regard to

draft rrrolution A/C.l/II/L.O,  on thr  rmtablirhmont  of a nuclear-weapon-fro0 rone

in the rogion of the Middle East, the underrtrnding of the Arab State8 which did

not cponror the draft rerolution may be rummariaed aa followr~

Firrt, the preliminary atepa necerrary  to rrtrblish a nuclear-weapon-free

aone,  involving implementation of the operative paragrapha of the draft reMlutiOn,

including declarationa by Stater that they do not porrerr  nualear  weaponr,

adherence to the Treaty on the Won-Proliferation of Nuoloar Weaponr and the plaoing

of all their nuclear frcilitirr under International Atomic Energy Agency

rrfeguardr, All the parties concerned l hould dealaru their upport  for the

ertablirhment of a nuolear-weapon-free rone and refrain from developing, produoing

or testing nuclear weapon8 or their explorive  devicer. Thry rhould deolare

solemnly that they will refra in  from porrerring  nuclear weaponr  and from permitting

the rtationing of nuclear weapon8 on their territory by any third party.

Secondly, there rhould be no accesrion to any l lliancer or bloc6 which would

lead to the introduction of nuclear weapon6 into the r e g i o n ,

Thirdly, the practical pcliciea of the Zionirt entity do not conform with the

aforementioned rtipulationr. Therefore, it ir the main obrtacle to ertablirhing

the aone -

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) ; I call on the reprerentative

of Israel on a point of order.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Ietael)  t I am rorry to interrupt, but would you plearo

inrtruct the repterentative  of Kuwait to call countrirr  by their proper namer?

Israel ir Ierael . We are proud of being Zioniet, but our name  ir not Wzioni8t

entity�. If the reprerentative  of Kuwait wanto to refer to the State of Iotaal,

let him do IO,
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanieh), I request the reprerantst  ive

of  Kuwait  to conf ine  himself  to  hir explanat ion of  Vote,

Mr. AL-SALLAL (Kuwait) (interpretation from Arabic) t The practical

policiee  of the  Zioniet  ent i ty  are  not  in  conformity  wi th  the  aforement ioned

s t i p u l a t i o n s , and  t he r e fo re  i t  ie t h e  m a i n  obntacle  t o  t h e  e s t r b l i e h m e n t  o f  a

nuclear-weapon-free acme.

Fourthly,  we  should  conrider  a n d  c o n c e n t r a t e  o n  t h e  speoific aspacte  o f  t h s

region and the polit ical eituation  there.

The  CHAIRMAN  ( in terpre ta t ion  f rom Spanish)8  We have heard a l l  the

statement8 in explanation of vote.

ORGANIZATION  OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation f corn  Spanish) t Ea r l i e r  thie morn ing  I

announced that at this afternoon�s meeting we would take up draft resolutiona

A/C. 1/44/L. 17/Rev.  1 end A/C. 1/44/L, 53/Rev.  1. I have been informed that a new

rev i s ed  t ex t  - A/.1/44/L. 53/F&v. 2 - will  be introduced. T h e r e f o r e ,  i t  w i l l  n o t  b e

pos~ihle  t o  t a k e  a c t i o n  o n  t h a t  d r a f t  r e e o l u t i o n .

I also u n d e r e t a n d  t h a t  d ra f t  r e e o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.24,  i n  respect of a c t i o n  o n

which a postponement to next week had been geUUe8ted, may be taken up this

af ternoon.

The re fo re ,  thb a f t e r n o o n  w e  sha l l  t a k e  a c t i o n  o n  draft. renolutions

A/C. 1/44/L. 17/Rev.  1 and A/C. 1/44/L,  24,

The meeting rose at 12.30 p.m.


