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In the absence of the Chairman, Mr. Fahmv (Egypt), Vice-Chairman, took the

Chair., ~

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

AGEXWA  ITEM 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

amIDERATION  OF AND ACIION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISAIWAMFNT  ITEMS

The CHAIRMANt I call m the 3ecretary of the Committee.

Mr. KRERADI  (Secretary of the Committee) I I  should  l ike  to  inform the

Committee that the following States have become co-eponeors of the following draft

resol.  utionst A/C. 1/44/L. 1 a Qnan 1 A/C. 1/44/L. 25r Afghanistan) A/C. 1/44/L. 398

E t h i o p i a )  and A/C.1/44/L.561  t h e  I s l a m i c  &public  o f  I r a n .

The  CKAIRMANt  Today  the  Commit tee  wi l l  proceed to  take  ac t ion on draf t

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/44/L.  2 7  i n  c l u s t e r  11 d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n 8  A/C.l/44/L.  23/Rev.l  and

A/C.l/44/L.49  i n  c l u s t e r  41 A/C.1/44/L.12  a n d  A/C.l/44/L.  31/Rev.l  i n  c l u s t e r  51

A/C.1/44/L.l  a n d  A/C.1/44/L.57  i n  clueter  9  m d  A/C.1/44/L.l3/Rev,l  i n  clmter  1 0 .

As no delegation has asked to speak before the voting, we shall now proceed to

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.l/44/L,27,  i n  c l u s t e r  1. I t  i s  e n t i t l e d

�Regional disarmament� and has 26 spnso?s. The text was introduced by the

representa t ive  of Belgium.

I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee) I Dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.l/44/L.  27

has  the  fol lowing sponsors t  Austr ia ,  Bangladesh,  Belgium,  Bulgar ia ,  Canada,

Czechos Lovak ia, Denmark, France, the German Democratic Republic, the Federal

Republic of Germany, Greece, Irelmd, Italy, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malta,

the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Ibmania,  Spain, the Union

of  Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ics , the United Kingdom of Great Britain end  Northern

Ireland and Zaire .
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The CHAIHMANg The eponsore of the draft reeolution have expreaeed the

wish that it be adopted without a vote. I f  I  hea r  no  ob jec t ion ,  I  sha l l  take  i t

that the Committee wishes  to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  27 was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: I Ahall  now cal l  on  those  delegat ions  wishinq  to  expla in

t h e i r  pohlition  a f t e r  t h e  d e c i s i o n  jua t  taken  on  dra f t  r e eo lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.27  i n

c l u s t e r  1 .

Mr. AHMAD KAMAL (Pakistan)t The eeventh paragraph of the preamble to

dra f t  reeo lu t ion  A/C.1/44/L.27  roarleg

�Further 8treseinq that disarmament efforts in a region cannot be

isolated  either from the Ai~armsmant efforts  in other regions  or  f rom global

disarmament efforta hoth in the nuclear and conventional fields�.

In our view, regional difiarmament  can and doew assist in achievinq the objectives

of slohal  dif!armament in both the nuclear and the conventional field. However, it

is ohviouely posRihle for the States of a region to agree amonq themselves on

disarmament  measures, i r respect ive  of  s imul taneous  or  eaual progress  in glohal

d iaarmament, Despite the wording of the seventh preamhular paragraph, my

deleqat ion  voted  in favour of  the draf t  reaalut ion, a8 we aueume  tha t  the paragraph

i n  auestion  e s sen t i a l l y  r e l a t e s  t o  t he  Rityation i n  E u r o p e .

Mr. DONOWAKI  (Japan) I I  wish to  expla in  Japan�s  posi t ion on draft

reeolut ion A/C.1/44/L.27,  in  clueter  1 , which has juet been adopted by cannenaus.

The draft retsolution  concerns regional diearmament. J a p a n  f u l l y  shares  t h e

view expressed in the draft resolution, bu t  wishes to re i tera te  t .he  importance of

the Perception6  expressed in  the  f i f th  and s ix th  preambular  paragraphs,  which point

out that in the promotion of reqional diearmament the Rpecific  conditions

characteristic of each reqion have to be taken into account and that i t  is for the
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countriaa of a regiar to take appropriate initiatives in common. I n  East A s i a ,  f o r

ins tance , there s t i l l  remain  a  number  of iosues and sources of  tens ion,  such as

t e r r i t o r i a l  i ssues  md reg iona l  con f l i c t s . T h e r e f o r e ,  i n  t h e  f i r s t  p l a c e ,  s t e a d y

efforts must be made to solve those problems and conflicts one by one in order to

e l i m i n a t e  rmtual  d i s t r u s t  ard t o  br ing  about  c o n d i t i o n s  c o n d u c i v e  to confidence-

and security-building among nations. I t  i s  f rom this  v iewpoint  that  Japan has  been

mak ing , and will continue to make, i ts utmost effor ts  for  the prolnotion  of  peace

and securi ty in  the  region in  which Japan f inds  i t se l f .

Mr.  MA3HHADI ( Is lamic Republ ic  of  I ran)  I My delegation suppor ta drs ft

resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 27, �Regional dinarmament�, bel iev ing  t h a t  it c o n t r i b u t e s  to

building confidence and co-operation among members of a region. We support the

seventh preambular paragraph, to  the  effect  that  disarmament  effor ts  in a region

cannot be fsola ted either from the disarmament efforta in other regions or from

global  d isarmament  ef for ts  in  both  the  nuclear  and the  mnventional  fielas.

I n  t h e  meantim, there  are  prerequioi  tes  and condi t ions  for  such regional

disarmament. F i r s t ,  t h e  Iluclear-weapon  S t a t e s  a n d  o t h e r  m i l i t a r i l y  s i g n i f i c a n t

Sta tes  should  not seek to abuse th is  process  by increas ing thei r  unlawful  mil i tary

presence in  a  region. In other words, there should be a security guarantee by big

Powers  to  the  countr ies  of  a  region. Secondly, the regional disarmament agreement

should be respected by outside Powers ,  pa r t i cu l a r ly  metiers  o f  t he  Secur i ty

Council. Thirdly , t hey  shou ld  no t  f an  r eg iona l  con f l i c t s  by  un ju s t l y  and i n  a

d i sc r imina to ry  way t a k i n g  s i d e s  w i t h  c e r t a i n  c o u n t r i e s  o f  t h e  r e g i o n ,  s i n c e  i n  t h a t

event  the  dowtrodden  Sta tes  wi l l  be lef t  wi th  no choice but more resor t  to  arms.

The CHAIRMAN J Before the Committee proceeds ti ta4e a decision on the

draf t  resolut ions  conta ined in  cl~ter 4 I  shal l  cal l  cn those delega t fons  wishing

t o  i n t r o d u c e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s .
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5~. APMAD KAMAt ( P a k i s t a n )  t I  w i sh  t o  int.roduce  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

A/C. 1/44/L. 49, �Conclusion of effective in terna tional arrangements to assure

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nucl%tr  weapons�.

The draft resolution is sponsored by Bangladesh, the  Is lamic Republ ic  of  I ran,

Madayasaar, Nepal, Sri Lanka and Pakistan.

The draft resolution was motivated by our abiding conunitment to the process of

the universal elimination of nuclear weapons. Naturally , t h e  meet e f f e c t i v e

as su rances  aga ins t  t he i r  use  or  t he  t h r ea t  o f  t,heir u s e  continues  to b e  t h e i r

complete elimination. However, u n t i l  t h a t  o b j e c t i v e  i s  a c h i e v e d  t h e

non-nuclear-weapon  States  must be provided wi th  credible  and legal ly  b inding

guarantees a$gainst  the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Such assur antes

ara  necessary to  enhance the  sense of  secur i ty  of  rlon-nuclear-weapon  States .

We are disappointed that there has been no progress towards negotiating an

internationally binding agreement on the subject . We believe that the General

Assembly should call upon the Conference on Disarmament to intensify its efforts to

reach an agreement on the issue.

The non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes  have re i tera ted t ime and again  that  the

uni la tera l  declara t ions  made by some nuclear-weapon Sta tes  on the  subject  are  not

adequate to meet their concerns, both because those declarations are not legally

binding and because they contain escape clauses. Therefore , those  declara t ions  do

not  a l lay  the  apprehensions  of  non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes . To b e  e f f e c t i v e  t h e y

must be legally binding  md without conditions.

The  d ra f t  r e so lu t i on  i s  a long  t he  l i ne s  o f  l a s t  yea r � s  t ex t . Last  year �s

d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  h-3d  t he  p r iv i l ege  o f  r ece iv ing  t he  suppo r t  o f  nea r ly  a l l  the

metiers  o f  t he  Connnittee,  w i th  133  vo t e s  f o r , none agains t  and only  4  abs tent ions ,
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ard i n  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly t he r e  we re  152  vo t e s  fo r ,  nohe aga ins t  snd  on ly  3

abs tent ions . I  hope that  the  draf t  resolut ion wi l l  enjoy the  suppor t  of the  whole

membership of the United Nations.

The CHAIRMAN; Since no delegation wiehes to make a statement other than

in  explanat ion of  vote , I  shal l  now cal l  on  thoee  delegat ions  wishing to  expla in

thei r  vote  before  the  vote ,
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Ms. MASON (Canada) I I wish to Rpf�ak  about agenda items 56 and 57. As we

al l  know, for  Rome  t ime now two draf t  reaolutione  have t radi t ional ly  been

introduced, at successive sessions, of the General Assembly, on the subject of

negat ive secur i ty  assurances . While  Canada has  had di f f icul t ies  wi th  both  such

text6 i n  t h e  paat, we were able to support one of them: that which laut year was

a d o p t e d  a 8  r e s o l u t i o n  43/69. Thie year , we are very pleased to be able to support

both the texts: that  submit ted by Bulgar ia  and Niger ia  as  draf t  resolut ion

A/C.3/44/L.23/Rov.l, and draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.49,  sponsored by Iran,

Madaqascar  a n d  Pakistan.

Whi l e  Canada  ie a  f u l l  pa r t i c i pan t  i n  t he  diacuaRions  o n  this i t e m  a t  t h e

Conference on Disarmament, we none the lees have reservations about the

p rac t i ca l i t y  and  l i ke ly  e f f ec t i veneau  o f  an  i n t e rna t i ona l  conven t ion  a s  r e f e r r e d  to

in the final preambular paraqraph and operative paraqraph 5 of draft resolut.ion

A/C.1/44/L.49,  a8 a  way of  solving the problem of  negat ive securi ty  aasurancee.

Certainly, we would not favour any attempts to amend existing  treaties along such

l i n e s .

In  t ha t  liqht,  we  in  f ac t  f avour  t he  app roach  to  t he  pa r t i cu l a r  ma t t e r  o f  a

c o n v e n t i o n  t h a t  in f o u n d  i n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.23/Rev.l,  w h e r e  i n  :he

recommendat ion  to  the  Conference  on Disarmament  there  i s  expl ic i t  reference  to  i t s

q i v i n q  consideration  to  any  o the r  p roposa l6  d,rsiqned  t o  Becure t h e  same o b j e c t i v e .

The two texts on this item put forward this year hoth ahow a good deal of

c o n s t r u c t i v e  compromise, such t ha t  bo th  a r e  l i ke ly  t o  a t t r ac t  b road  support.

Canada bel ieves  that  next  year  i t  Rhould he  poss ib le  for  the  two groups  of  sponsors

to find sufficient common ground to enable them to agree on a text to put before

t h e  General  Aasemhly  a t  Its fo r ty - f i f th  se s s ion .

The CHAIRMAN:- The Committee will now proceed to the vote on draft

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.23/Rev.i,  e n t i t l e d  � C o n c l u s i o n  o f  e f f e c t i v e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l
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arrangements  on the  s t rengthening of  the  secur i ty  of  non-nuclear-weapon Sta tes

against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons�. T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i s

aponsored by the delegations of Bulgaria and Niger ia md was introduced by the

representa t ive  of  Bulgar ia  a t  the  30th  meet ing of  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee ,  held  on

7 November 1989. A recorded vote has been requested.

In favour I Afghan i s t an ,  Alban ia ,  bUgeria,  Ango la ,  Aus t ra l i a ,  Aus t r i a ,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Bulgar ia ,  Burkina Faso,  Burundi ,  Byelorussian  Sovie t  Socia l is t
Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde,  Central African &public,
China,  Colotiia,  Congo,  C&e d�Ivoire,  Cuba,  qprus,
Czechoslovak  ia, Dembcra  tic Kampuchea, Demcra tic Yemen, Djibouti I
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji  ,  Finland,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, GuatenMa, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau,  Guyana,  Hai t i ,  Hungary,  India ,  Indonesia ,  I ran
(Is lamic Republ ic  of) , I r aq ,  I r e lmd ,  Jo rdan ,  Kenya ,  Kuwai t ,  Lao
People�s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya,  Msdagascar  , Malawi, Malaya ia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,  Myanmar, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Pa raguay ,  Pe ru ,  Ph i l i pp ines ,  Po land ,  Qa ta r ,  &mania,
Rwmda,  Samos, Saudi  Arabia ,  Senegal ,  Singapore,  Solomon Is lands,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab F&publ ic ,  Thai lmd,  lbgo,  Tunis ia ,  Ugmda,  Ukrainian Soviet
Socia l i s t  Republ ic ,  Union of  &viet  Socia l i s t  Republ ics ,  Uni ted
Arab Emirates, United Repul  lit of Tanzan ia, Venezuela, Valet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against : Turkey

Abstaininqr  Argent ina,  Belgium, Brazi l ,  Chi le ,  Denmark,  France,  Germany,
Fede ra l  Repub l i c  o f ,  Greece ,  I ce l and ,  I s r ae l ,  I t a ly ,  J apan ,
Luxenbourq,  Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, United Kingdom
of  Great  B r i t a i n  md Nor the rn  I r e l and ,  Un i t ed  S t a t e s  o f  Amer i ca ,
Ur uquay

Draft resolution A/.1/44/L.  23/Rev.l  was adopted by 113 votes to 1, with 20
abs ten t ions. *

* Subsequently the delegations of Barbados and Costa Rica advised the

Secretar ia t  that  they had in tended to  vote  in  favour  I the  delegat ion of  Turkey had

intended to  abs ta in .
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The CHAIRMANt The Committee will now proceed to the vote on draft

resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 49. The draft resolution has five sponsors and was

int roduced by the  representa t ive  of  Pakis tan a t  th is  morning �a meet ing of  the  Fi rs t

Contmi  ttee . I  ca l l  upon the  Secretary of  the  Conuni  t tee .

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the First Committee): Draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.  49 is  sponsored by the  delegat ions  of  Rangladesh,  the  Is lamic  Republ ic

of Iran, Madagascar, Nepal, Pakistan and Sri Lanka.

The CHAIRMAN8 A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote  w&s taken.

In favour; Afghanistan,  Albania,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argentina,  Austral ia ,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burundi , Byelor uss ian Soviet Sot ial ist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Cape Verde, Centra l  Afr ican Republ ic ,  Chi le ,  China,
Colombia, Congo, C6te d�Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea,  Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republ ic ,  Ecuador ,  Egypt ,  Ethiopia ,  Fi j i ,  Finlsnd,
France, Gabon, German  Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana,  Hait i ,  Hungary,  Iceland,  Indonesia ,  I ran (Is lamic
Repub l i c  o f ) ,  I r aq ,  I r e l and ,  I s r ae l ,  I t a ly ,  J apan ,  Jo rdan ,  Kenya ,
Kuwait, Lao People�s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liber ia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Mymmar, Nepal, Nether lands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua,  Niger ,  Nigeria ,  Norway,  Qnan, Pakis tan,  Panama, Papua
New Guinea,  Paraguay,  Peru,  Phi l ippines ,  Poland,  Portugal ,  Qatar ,
Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Solomon
Islands,  Somalia ,  Spain,  Sr i  Lanka,  Sudan,  Suriname,  Swazi land,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey,
Wmda, Ukrainian Sovie t  Socia l is t  Republ ic ,  Union of  Sovie t
S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c s , United Arab Qnirates, United Kingdom of
Grea t  Br i t a in  md Nor the rn  I r e l and , United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay , Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

xAgainst None

Abs ta in ing ,  Braz i l ,  I nd i a ,  Un i t ed  S t a t e s  o f  Amer i ca

Draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  49 was adopted by 133 votes to none, with 3
abstentions. *

* Subsequently the delegations of Barbados and Costa Rica advised tt e
Secretar ia t  that  they had in tended to  vote  in  favour .
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The CBAIEMAN: I ncxJ call on those representatives who wish to explain

their vote.

Mr. WAQINMAKBRS (Netherlands): We are happy to note that there seem to

be less fundamental differences than before between the two draft resolutions

submitted by Pakistan and Bulgaria respectively. It appears therefore that there

is a slowly emerging trend towards agreement an the principle of a common formula

which should cotiine the various unilateral declarations made by the five

nuclear-weapon-States since 1978.

Indeed, the principal difference between those unilateral declarations seems

to be in the conditions for assuring non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or

threat of use of nuclear weapons.

The Conference on Disarmament should further elaborate on these matters during

the course of its 1990 session. Eventually, an agreement on a common formula could

be embodied in, for example, a mandatory resolution of the Security Council. We

are, however, convinced that it is inappropriate to embody such agreements in an

international convention. We would not want to create a kind of competition with

the non-preliferation Treaty. Progress in the Conference on Disarmament seems all

the more necessary in view of the fourth review conference of the non-proliferation

Treaty, to be held in 1990.

In line with our well-known position cn non-proliferation of nuclear weapons,

my delegation voted in favour of the Pakistani draft resolution, A/C.1/44/L.49.

Although we abstained on the draft resolution submitted by Bulguria and Nigeria,

A/C.1/44/L.23/Rev.l,  because it still hinges, to soma extent, on the controversial

concept of an international convention , we do appreciate the intention of the

drafters also to accept other means of realizing negative security assurances, for

instance through a Security Council resolution.
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We hope that the positive trend outlined in the draft resolution of Bulgaria

and Nigeria can be sustained, thus making it possible at the forty-fifth session of

the General Assembly t6 put forward just one draft resoluticn instead of the

present two. Such a cotiined draft resolution might in’that case even obtain

consensus, and the General Assembly could reduce the pertinent agenda items to a

single item.

Mr. REESE (Australia): My delegation would like to explain its vote on

draft resolutions A/C.1/44/L.23/Rev.l  and L.49, which deal with the question of the

conclusion of effective international arrangements on the strengthening of the

security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the threat or use of nuclear weapons.

Australia supports such negative security assurances and participates actively

in the negotiations under way cm this question in the Conference on Disarmament.

We are also aware of their significance in the context of the nuclear

non-proliferat&  Treaty. The Treaty of Raratonga, which recently received the

overwhelming support of Metier States , contains such assurances. We are speaking

today not only to emphasize our support for those assurances, but also to remark on

the similarity between draft resolutions L.23/Rev.l and L.49. We believe it is

important that the international community speak with one voice cn this issue, ad

we express our hope that, at the forty-fifth session of the General Assembly,  these

draft resolutions can be merged.

Mr. FYFE (New Zealand): New Zealand has #is year voted in favour of the,.

draft resolutions contained in documents A/C.l/L.23/Rev.l  and A/C.l/44/L.49  UI the

conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon

states against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

5
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(Mr. Fife,  New Zealand)

T h e  first of  theue d ra f t  r eao lu t iona , A/C. 1/44/L. 23/Rev.  1, aponrored by

Bulgaria and Niger ia, ia markedly different  f rom that  of previous years .  New

Zealsld  consulted  closely w i t h  B u l g a r i a  cn t h e  d r a f t i n g  o f  this d r a f t  reeolution,

which we nw conaider  addreaaea the  subject  of  negat ive  secur i ty  aasurancea in  a

balanced and real is t ic  way. Bulgar ia  i s  to  be  commended for  ita f lexibi l i ty  in

seeking to  achieve a  text  which nw br idges  the  di f ferent  s t ra tegic  percept ion8 of

t he  d i f f e r en t  a l l i ances  md aleo r e f l ec t s  r e cen t  positive  d e v e l o p m e n t s  i n  t h e

i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  s i t u a t i o n .

This  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n ,  l i k e  t h a t  c o n t a i n e d  i n  d o c u m e n t  A/C.1/44/L.49,

p rov ides ,  we  t h ink ,  a  somd b a s i s  f o r  c o n t i n u e d  d e b a t e  c n  t h i s  eubject  i n  t h e

Conference on Disarmament. Pa r t i cu l a r ly  impor t an t , ia t h e  f a c t  t h a t  n e i t h e r  d r a f t

resolution pre judgea the work of the Ad Hoc Commit tee on Negative Securi  t.y

Assurances. As the 1989 report of that Committee makes clear, all  deleg.rtiona  want

to continue the search for a common approach  to the negative security asaur antes

i s sue .
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The exact form of that approach is a subject on which we look forward to

conetructive  debate  next  year .

If  my d e l e g a t i o n  haa any  conce rns  abou t  t hoae  d r a f t  r e ao lu t i nns ,  i t  in @imply

that ,  in  the  form in  which they have jus t  been adopted,  they dupl ica te  each other  l

A careful  examinat ion of  the  text  reveals  that , i n  t e rms  o f  substance,  they  a re

v i r t u a l l y  t h e  BamB. A number  of  paragraphs are ,  in  fact ,  ident ical . We would

accordingly urge the sponsora of those two draft resolution8 to examine the merits

o f  d ra f t i ng  a  s ing le  t ex t  nex t  yea r . Such a mDve  would be conaia ten t with the

object ive  we a l l  ahare of rationalizing  the  work of  the  Commit tee . It would also

give us an  oppor tuni ty  to  speak wi th  one  voice  UJ tha t  impor tmt  eubjee.

New Zealand looka forward next year to working with the aponaore  of draft

reaolut iona  A/C.l/44/L.  23/Rev.l  md A/C.1/44/L.49  in  an  endeavour  to  produce a

s ingle ,  widely  acceptable  text , which we would be pleased to co-aponsor .

Mr. HlULL&Z  (Be lg ium)  ( i n t e rp r e t a t i on  f rom F rench )  8 I  w o u l d  l i k e  t o

explain  ny delegat ion�s  votca on draft reaolutione  A/C. 1/44/L.  23/Rev .l and

A/C. 1/44/L.  49.

Our  a t t i tude  has  not  changed wi th  regard  to  draf t  resolut ion A/.1/44/L. 49,

which  i s  conaie tent  wi th  previous  texts . As t o  d r a f t  r e ao lu  t i on

A/C.1/44/L.23/Rev.l,  sponsored by Bulqaria  and Nigeria ,  we are  tlware of  the

coneiderable  znd p ra i s ewor thy  e f fo r t s  made  to  p roduce  a more  r ea l i s t i c  t ex t . Those

effor ts  to  take  in to  account  the  desirea  of  o ther  delegat ions  were made not  only  aa

regards  General  Assembly reeolu  t ion  43/68, but  a lso  since the  f i rs t  vere ion of

A/C.l/44/L.  23/Rev.l  was submitted. The text is therefore much improved, and that

exp la in s  my  de l ega t ion � s  ab i l i t y  t o  change  i t s  nega t ive  vo t e  on  l a s t  yea r � s

resolu t ion  43/68 to  an abstent ion th is  �year .
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We appreciate the concern showl in the preamble to safeguard the

non-pro1  i ferat ion rdgime. We are alao happy to see the implicit  recognition of the

intensive efforts of the Conference on Disarmament to find a eolution.  But there

ill s t i l l  some vagueness about the waya and means  of  reaching that  object ive ,  and we

the re fo re  regre t  t ha t , despi te  a  c los ing of  the  gap, the two delegations were not

able to submit one single draft resolution.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) t On behalf of my

delegation, I would like to explain my country �a paai tion an the two draft

reeolutions  submit ted  to  the  First Commit tee  on the  conclus ion of  ef fec t ive

internat ional  ar rangementa  on the  s t rengthening of  the  secur i ty  of

non-nuclear-weapon Statea againet the use or threat. of use of nuclear weapons.

On draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.23/Rev.lr  sponsored by Bulgar ia  and Nigeria ,  my

de l ega t i on  aba t a ined ,  a l t hough  i t  h ad  vo t ed  aga in s t  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  eubmitted

by Bulgaria on the  aarre topic  a t  the  previoua session. France notes with

satisfaction that some dubioue ideas, which had prompted our negative vote, have

disappeared from the new text by Bulgaria and Niger ia.

Hweve r ,  we  were  no t  ab l e  t o  vo t e  i n  f avour  fo r  t he  fo l lw ing  rea!lonu. F i r s t ,

t he  p r eamb le  t o  t he  d r a f t  reRolu tiar t akes  no t e  o f  t he  un i l a t e r a l  dec l a r a t i ons  by

nuclear-weapon States,  but  the  operative  par t  doea not  say that  the  search for  a

common appr tech to m in terna tional instrument mllst  take into account those

un tlateral  declarations. For m y  deleqation  t h a t  i s  a n  e s s e n t i a l  p o i n t .

Secondly,  i f  current negotiat ions in the Conference  on Disarmament  have s t i l l

not been able to lead to agreement after more than 10 years, it  is not because of

t h e  l a c k  o f  �willingness�  o r  � f l e x i b i l i t y � on the  par t  of the  nuclear-weapon

S ta t e s , but  ra ther  because the  ques t ion  i s  90 amplex. One must  cons ider  the

eecurity  requirement6  o f  b o t h  nuclear- and non-nucl ear-w capon Sta tefl.
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Aa t o  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.49,  submitted  by  t he  I s l amic  Repub l i c  of

I ran, Madagascar and Pakistan ,  my delegat ion voted in  favour,  as i t  d id laat  year

on the  analogoue resolut ion submit ted  by Pakia tan  -  resolut ion 43/69. However, we

would  l ike  to  s t resa  tha t  we do not  ful ly concur with  some e lements .  In

pa r t i cu l a r ,  i f  the p r eamble  mentiona  t he  p r inc ip l e  o f  non -uae  o f  f o r ce  o r  t h r ea t  o f

force  enahr ined in  the  Char ter  of  the  Uni ted  Nationa, i t  f a i l s  t o  r e c a l l  t h e  r i g h t

to  legi t imate  col lec t ive  or  individual  eelf-defence  againet  armed aggreseion,  which

ie a lso  enshr ined in  the  Char ter . I t  is precisely t h a t  r i g h t  t o  l e g i t i m a t e

sale-&fence  t h a t  i s  a t  t h e  basic o f  t h e  u n i l a t e r a l  d e c l a r a t i o n  b y  F r a n c e  on t h e

non-use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon Statea.

The CHAIRMAN, I  nw ca l l  ar t h o s e  d e l e g a t i o n s  w i s h i n g  t o  i n t r o d u c e  d r a f t

r e e o l u t i o n a  i n  c l u s t e r  5 .

Mr. OTEVSKI  (Yugoslavia) I On behalf of the metier  a of the Movement of

Non-Aligned Countr ies ,  I  have  the  honour  to  in t roduce the  draf t  resolut ion

conta ined  in  document  A/C, 1 /44/L.  31/Rev.l,  ent i  t led  �Bi la tera l  nuclear-arms

negotia tiona�.

I t  i s  natural  that  we al l  a t tach extreme impor tance  to  the  i ssues  deal t  wi th

by the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist  Republics

inasmuch as  they have a  di rect  bear ing on a l l  of  ua. There  is  every reason to  aay

that  thoee  issues at t rac t  universa l  a t tent ion and are  of  concern to  the  world

Organization  as a whole.

At their recent summit Conference, t h e  n o n - a l i g n e d  c o u n t r i e s  expressed  t h e i r

views on the current  re la t ions  between the two major  Powera, par t icular ly  in  the

Declaration and tne Document on International Security and Disarmament adopted in

Belgrade last September. Their  key po9itions are  consequent ly  ref lec ted in  the

revised draf t  resolut ion submit ted  to  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee .
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There is no doubt that there ham been significant  progress in the

Soviet-United States negotiations on disarmament. We welcome it and encourage

those States to continue their efforts with determination, for the benefit of all

mun tr lee. We note  wi th  sa t i s fac t ion  the  pos i t ive  developments  in  the f ie ld  of

disarmament brcught  about by the implementation of the Treaty cn the Elimination of

Intermediate Range and Shorter-Range Mismilem and recent important agreembntm

between the two sides. While calling upan the two Governments to exert every

effort to achieve the goal they have met themmelvem of an agreement on a 50 per

cent  reduct ion  in  strategic  offensive arms ,  we also under l ine  the  importance  of

achieving agreement  in  o ther  areaal in  par t icular  on  the  issue  of  a  oompreheneiva

n u c l e a r - t e s t  b a n  m d  o u t e r  s p a c e  iemues.

I t  is aleo mignificant  t o  stress tha t  t h e  n o n - a l i g n e d  c o u n t r i e s  a t tach  upeaial

i m p o r t a n c e  t o  t h e  l i n k  between t h e  b i l a t e r a l  m d  m u l t i l a t e r a l  n e g o t i a t i o n s .  We

feel  that  those  negot ia t iona  should faci l i ta te  and complement  each other. In cur

view, that derives from the fact that disarmament would by itm very nature be

u n a t t a i n a b l e  u n l e s s  a l l  countries  j o i n e d  i n  i t s  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n ,

The Committee will  note that we have submitted draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.  31/Rev.l  in an attempt to merge the two draft resolutions on the aame

issue. On behalf of the members of the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, my

delegat ion held  a  ser ies  of  consul ta t ions  wi th  the  delegat ion of  the  Uni ted  Kingdom

with the aim of achieving a consensum. We value md appreciate the co-operative

and const ruct ive  a t t i tude  of  the  Uni ted  Kingdom delegat ion.

Unfortunately , mom? major issues to which we attach particular importance

could  no t  be successful ly  reaolved. Never theless ,  we hope that  i t  wi l l  be pomalble

to achieve consenaum  at the next seseion  of the General Assembly. Certainly , it
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will  very rnrah Bepencl  ar developmentta mc! reeult8  in the f ield of t¶irarnmnent. For

the time being, however , we are not in a position to support  the draft resolution

ar the aam ieeue contained in document A/C.l/44/L.12.

The overall thrust  of draft resolution  A&1/44/L.  3l/Rev.l ir lnten&d  to

bolatrr the ongoing proceee. It is therefore our hope that it will. be aoen in that

l igh t .
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The CHAIRMANa I  shal l  now cal l  on  those  representa t ives  who wish to

explain their votes before the voting.

Mr,  G%ANCEH (Uni ted Sta tes  of America)8 The  United  Statea delegat ion has

a&ted to  ape&. i n  exp l ana t i on  o f  i t s  vo t e  on  d r a f t  relrolutlon  A/C.1/44/L.31/Rev.l,

@Bilateral nuclear-arms negot ia t ions � . We appreoiate  the tone of this draft

resolution,  which we find less argumentative than ita predeceeeorr  in previous

yeafar and more  cons is tent  wi th  the  arrent atmoraphere of co-opera t ion ,  which all

other a should join in promting. In par titular I we welcome the general expression

of uupport  for  the bi la tera l  negot ia t ions  aa Indicated in  qrative paragraph 1.

We hope the  aponeors  of  th is  draf t  reaolut ion wi l l  act  in  tha t  npirit  in  the  fu ture

a8 wel l .

At the name time, we regret that thie draft resolution still auffere from some

fundamental flaws which prevent the United State8  from aupporting it . For example,

we bel ieve  tha t  the  Uni ted  States and Sovie t  nuclear  apace ta lks  tihould be carr ied

out on the  bas is  agreed by the  partiegl, a n d  t h a t  i t  i s  n o t  a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  othera

to attempt to amend that basis.

Tha ca l l  f o r  an  u rgen t  ag reemen t  on  a  oamprehenaive  nuc l ea r - t e a t  ban  i s  a l so

inconsietent  with the apprach under ly ing the  b i la tera l  negot ia t ions  on nuclear

t e s t i n g  tssues.

Fur the r , the  language of the  draf t  resolut ion does not  p lace  the  threat  of

nuclear war in the proper context a i t  createa t h e  impreeaicn t h a t  o n l y  n u c l e a r  w a r

is a  t h rea t ,  wharea.s  w e  b e l i e v e  t h e  o b j e c t i v e  s h o u l d  be to r educe  t he  t h r ea t  o f  any

war.

We are grateful  wJ the  delegationb  of  the  Uni ted  Kingdom and Yugoelavia for

t h e i r  e f f o r t s  t o  m e r g e  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  d r a f t  renolutione  cn t h i s  t o p i c . We had

h o p e d  tha t  thoee e f f o r t s  c o u l d  s u c c e e d  i n  (bveloping  a  s ing l e  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  f r ee
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of extraneous issues and unclear language ad balanced in its overall tone, and we

r e g r e t  t h a t  t h i s  h a s  n o t  p r o v e d  p o s s i b l e .

Mr. GARCIA ROBIES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish11 Once again,

t h e  F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e  h a s  b e f o r e  i t  t w o  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  c n  t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  b i l a t e r a l

negot ia t ions  on nuclear  wespans. The Mexican delegation participated in the

dra f t i ng  o f  d ra f t  r e so lu t ion  A/C,1/44/L.31/Rev.l,  i n t r o d u c e d  j u s t  n o w  b y  t h e

representative of Yugoslavia. The approach i t  takes  differs  substantial ly f rom the

one taken by the sponsors  of  the  other  draf t  resolutionr therefore  my delegat ion

w i l l  a b s t a i n  i n  t h e  v o t i n g  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.12.

The CHAIRMANJ The Committee will  now proceed to take a vote cn draft

resolut ion A/C.3./44/L.12,  ent i t led  �Bi la tera l  nuclear-arms negot ia t iona� . The

draf t  resolut ion has  17 co-sponsors  and was  in t roduced by the  representa t ive  of  the

United Kingdom at the 29th meetiny  of the First Committee, on 7 Noverrber  1989.

I  ca l l  on the  Secretary  of  the  Commit tee  to  read out the l ist  of  co-sponsors

o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.12.

Mr .  KHEXADI  (Sec re t a ry  o f  t he  F i r s t  Committee) a The  oo - sponso r s  o f  d r a f t

resolution A/C.l/44/L.  12 are I Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Fr ante, the

Federal  Republ ic  of  Germany,  Greece,  Iceland,  � I ta ly ,  Japan,  Luxetiourg,  the

Nether lwds, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey and the United Kingdan  of Great

Bri ta in  and Northern I re land.

The CHAIRMANt I  nm p u t  t o  t h e  v o t e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A / C .  1/44/L.l2.  A

recorded vote has been requested.
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In favour; Australia, Austria,  Bahrain ,  Belgium,  Bhutan,  Brunei  Darussalam,
Rulqaria,  Byeloruseian  Sovie t  Socia l is t  Republ ic ,  Canada,  Cape
Verde, Central African Republic,  Ciiile, China, Colombia, C&e
d�Ivoire,  Czechoslovakia, Demooratic Kampuchea, Denmark,
D j ibou t i ,  F i j i ,  F in l and ,  F r ance , German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti,
Hungary ,  I ce l and ,  I r e l and ,  I s r ae l ,  I t a ly ,  J apan ,  Lao  Peop le � s
Democratic Republic,  Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,  LuxemhoUtq,
Malawi, Malta, Monqolie,  Morocco, Myanmar, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland,
Portugal, Romania, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sinqapore,
Solomon Islands, Somalia, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia,
Turkey,  Ukrainian Sovie t  Socia l is t  Republ ic ,  Union of  Sovie t
Socia l i s t  Republ ics ,  Uni ted  Kinqdom  of  Great  Bri ta in  and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay, Viet Nam

Aqainstr None

Abstaining; Afghanistan, Alqeria, Anqols, Argentina, Ranqladesh, Barbados,
Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,  Burkina Faso, Burundi,
Cameroon, Conqo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen,
Ecuador, Eqypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Guyana, India,
Indonesia , Iran ( Islamic Republic of) ,  Itaa, Jordan,  Kenya,
Kuwait, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malayuia, Maldives,
Mal i ,  Mauri tania ,  Mexico,  Mozambiaue,  Nepal ,  Nicaraqua, Niger ,
Niqeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Qatar, Rwanda, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yuqoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Draft resolution A/C,1/44/L.12  was adopted by 71 votes to none, with
64 abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now proceed to vote on draft resolution

A/C,1/44/L.31/Rev.l, e n t i t l e d  �B i la te ra l  nuc l ea r - a rms  nego t i a t i ons � . Th i s  d r a f t

resolut ion was  introduced by the representat ive  of  Yuqoulavia  - on behalf  of  the

States Members of the United Nations which are memhers of the Movement of

Non-Aliqned  Countries - at the 35th meetinq of the First Committee, on

13 November 19A9.

I crrl.1  on the Secretary of the Committee for an announcement.

* Suhsaauently the  de l ega t i on  o f  Za i r e  adv i sed  the  Sec re t a r i a t  t ha t  i t  had

intended to  vote  in  favour ;  the deleqation of  Cape Verde had in tended to  abs ta in .
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Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee); I  should  l ike  to  poin t  out

that  the  co-sponsors  of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.31/Rev.l  are  Yugoslavia  and

Roman ia.

The CHAIRMAN; We shall now proceed to the vote on draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.  31/Rev.l. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour; Afghanistan,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argentina,  Austral ia ,  Austr ia ,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil,  Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria I Burkina Faso,
Burundi, Byelor uss ian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, China, Colonbia,  Congo, Costa
Rica, C6te d�  Ivoire, Cuba, Cypr us, Czechoslovak ia, Demxxa tic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji,  Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana,  Qlatenrala, Guinea,  Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana,  Hai t i ,  Hungary,  India ,  Indonesia ,  I ran (Is lamic Republic
of) I Iraq, Ireland,  Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait ,  ho People �s
Denocratic  Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongol ia, Morocco, Mozambique, Mymmar,
Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Pananra, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
@atar, ibmania,  Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore,
Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Sovie t  Socia l is t  Republ ic ,  Union of  Sovie t  Socia l is t
Republics, United Arab Rnirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zitiabwe

Against : None

Abstaininqt Belgium, Canada, Chile, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republ ic  of ,  Greece,  Iceland,  Israel ,  I ta ly ,  Japan,  Luxembourg,
Nether lands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great  Bri ta in  and Northern I re land,  Uni ted States  of  America

Draft resolution A/.1/44/L.  31/Rev.l  was adopted by 119 votes to none, with
19 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMIWr I  shal l  nbw ca l l  on  those representa t ives  wishing to

expla in  their  vote,

Mr. HU Xiaodi (China) (interpretation from Chinese) a The Chinese

de l ega t i on  vo t ed  i n  f avou r  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.12,  e n t i t l e d  � B i l a t e r a l

nuclear  arma n e g o t i a t i o n s � , because  we agree with  i t s  main  thruet . I  s h o u l d  l i k e

to  po in t  out that  the basic pr inciples  on ver i f ica t ion acbpted unanimously  a t  the

United Nations Disarmament Commission last year and approved by the General

Assembly spelled out clearly that

�The form and mcxlali t ies of the verification to be provided for in any

specific agreement &pend  upon and should be determined by the purposesr  scope

and nature of the agreement . . . Determinations about the adequacy,

effect iveness  end acceptabi l i ty  of  specif ic  methoda and arrangements  in tended

to verify compliance with the provisions of an arms limitation and disarmament

agreement can only be made within the context of that agreement.� (A/S-15/3,

para. 60)

Thus  we feel  tha t  the  ques t ion of  taking the  ver i f ica t ion procedures  in  a

certain agreement as an example does not arise.

Mr. CHOWDHURY (Bangladesh) s I  speak  t o  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.12  in

explanat ion of  our  vote .

The Bangladesh delegat ion bel ieves  the  a ims of  the  draf t  resolut ion to  be

t r u ly  l audab le . Never theless,  in our opin ion, it  could be improved by the

accommodation of more widely held con,zerns. It  is  our  hope  that  this wil l  be

done. Indeed,  we share  the  aspirat ion for a consensca  draf t  resolut ion on the  i tern

in  the  fu tu re .

HaJever, a t  th is  t ime ,  on  the  d r a f t  a s  i t  i s ,  Bang ladesh  was  cons t r a ined  t o

abstain.
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Mr. KENMN (United Kingdom): I should like to explain my delegation’s

vote on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.31/Rev.l.

Together with some other speakers this morning , my delegation believes that

bilater.11 nuclear arms negotiations are an important topic , of such importance that

it is highly desirable that this Committee adopt a single draft resolution by

consensus on the subject. It was for this reason that we worked with the

delegation of Yugoslavia to try to arrive at a single text which could have been

put forward for that purpose. We should like to thank the delegation of Yugoslavia

for their efforts during those negotiations.

Zt was therefore with particular regret that we found , after the negotiations

had been broken off, that the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.31  had found

it necessary to introduce a revised text, the new language of which they must have

known would make it even less acceptable to my delegation than the original text.

I speak, for instance, of the fifth preambular paragraph in which reference is made

to "discarding the balance of fear". We reject that concept. As far as the United

Kingdom and its allies are concerned, no onp need fear us unless they intend to

attack us. We threaten no one and we cannot subscribe to this language. It was

for that reason, among others, that we abstained on draft resolution

A&l/44/L. 31j’Rev.l.

Mr. TUN (Myanmar): My delegation would like to make the following

explanation of vote on the draft resolutions regarding bilateral nuclear arms

negotiations, contained in documents  h/C.1/44/L.12 and A/C.1/44/L.3l/Rev.l.

My delegation has been heartened by the positive developments this year in the

bilateral nuclear arms negotiations. We hav,? also been encouraged by the progress

outlined in the joint statements of the Soviet Union and the United States, issued

follming their meetings in Washington and Wyoming in September 1989.
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(Mr. Tun, Wanmar)

My drlegation voted in favour of both draft rerolutionr. The affirmative

voter reflect our satisfaction with the important progreee achieved in the recent

pact ad our deep ad continuing commitment to aohieving nuclear disarmament.

bre I should like to reiterate my delegation�s long-standing position, that

dirarmmmmt negotiations, both nuclear and conve,I  tional , mue  t be carried out with

the contribution of all States and that bilateral and multilateral negotiations

need not be rmtually  exclusive: they muet complement eaoh other, md progreee in

one field should facilitate rather than impede progress in the other.

The CHAIFIMANI  The Committee will proceed to take action cn draft

rerrolutione contained in clmter 9.

I shall oall on those delegations wiehing to explain their vote before the

voting.

Mrs. DA SILVA (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish) 8 In past yearev

Venezuela has abstained in the vote cm the draft resolution on the prohibition of

the developnent,  production, stockpiling and une of radiological wapontar  contained

this year in document A/C.1/44/L.l,  eince we have substantive difficulties with

i t . Although we are aware of the danger8 of armed attacks against nuclear

facilities, it seem to us exceeaive to taay that such attacks should be considered

tantamount to the use of radiological weapons, In some cases the effects can be

canparable,  but in other cases they cannot be comidered equivalent.

We aleo see a discrepancy between the preatile and the operative part of the

draft resolution. In the third preambular paragraph it says that I

�attacks against nuclear facilitieu . ., . could be tantamount to the uae of

radiological weapons�.
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Me, d a  Bilva, Veneuruela)

In paragra* 1 the word ~tmtarrKwtn ia used. The Spanish veto ion of this draft

resolution UBBB  the word �esuivalentesn - equivalent, We & not believe that a

poeribility  am be turned into an aeeertion.

In aonneation with paragraph 2, we believe that the queetion of the

preparation of a internaticmal instrument to prohibit armd attack8  against

nualear  faailities ia not a problem of dirarmament pr de, but rather a problem

that involve8  the conduct of State@ in war I in other wordr it 10 n problem

involving the law of war. As we have indioated in the past, this should be the

aubjeut  of a diploma tiu conferenoa.

That. irr why my delegation feel8  obliged to abrtain  in the voting.

The sama is LAWB of draft: reeolution A/C.l/44/L.57,  Iw)lloh ie alao a part of

this olueter  of draft reoolutione.
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The CHAIRMAN, Aa no other delegation wishes  to explain itgl vote before

the  vot ing, the Committee will  naw  proceed to take ?I vote an draft resolution

A/C. 1/44/L, 1, anti tied �Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and

uBe of radioloq  teal weapona�. T h e  d r a f t  roRolution  has f i v e  r3ponaord. .tt waa

in t roduced  by the repreeentative  of Iraq a t  the  31s t  meet ing of  the  E�irat

CommittfM, o n  8 NiNQlllb@K  1989.

I  cal l  on thn Secretary  of  the  Commit tee  ta  read out  the  list of sponsorcr.

Mr. KHRRADI (Secretary of the Committee) 8--we- Dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.l

haa t h e  f o l l o w i n g  co-sponsor08 Iraq, Jordan, the Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Qnan and

Ye men.

The CtlAM~r f ncIw put  draf t  resolut ion A/C. 1/44/L.  1 to the vote.  A

recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded  vote  was tinken.

favour I Afghan is tan, Albania, Alqer ia, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
flnhra in, Bangladesh, Barbndos, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil., Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi,
Byeloru:Snian  Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde,
Contra1 African Republic!, China, Colotiia,  Congo, C&te  d�Ivoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, CzechoslovPk  la, Denocra tic Kampuchea, Derfocra  tic
Yemen, Djibouti, Bcuador, Egypt, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German
Derrocra  tic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bieaau  I
Guyana, Hungary,  Inr�lia,  Indonesia ,  I ran ( Is lamic Republ ic  of) ,
Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People �6 Denrocra  tic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liber ia, Libyan Arab Jamahir Lye, Madagascar,
Ma lawi, Malays  ta, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongol ia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar , Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Niger ia, ,
Oman, Pakintan,  Panama, Paraquny, Peru, Philippinee,  Poldnd,
Vatac, &man  ia, Rwanda, Saudi Arabin, snagal,  Solomon Islands,
Somal la, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Sot La1 iat Republic, Union of  Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ics ,  Uni ted
Arab EZnirates,  United Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoelav ia, Zaire ,  Zambia,  Zimbabwe
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aAgainst Israel, United States of America

Abstaining, Austral ia ,  Austr ia ,  Belgium, Canada, Chile, -ta Rica, Denmark,
Finlend,  France, Germany, Federal bpublic  of, Greece, Iceland,
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, New
Zealend,  Norway, Papua New Guinea, Portugal, Samoa, Spain,
Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern I relend,
Uruguay, Venezu ela

Draft resol ution A/C. 1/44/L. 1 was adopted bv 104 to 2 votes, with 28
abs ten t ions.

The  CHAIRMANJ  We shal l  now proceed to  take  a decis ion on draf t

resolu t ion  A/C.1/44/L.57,  ent i t led  �Prohib i t ion  of the  development ,  product ion ,

stockpiling and uae of radiological weapons�. Th i s  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  ha s  s i x

sponsors. I t  was in t roduced by the representa t ive  of  Peru a t  the  3lst meet ing of

the First  Committee, on 8 Noverrber  1989. The aponeors  are  Austr ia ,  the

Byelorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic, Hungary, the Netherlands, Peru, Sweden and

the  Union of  Soviet  Socia l i s t  Republ ics .

The  sponsors  of th is  draf t  resolut ion have expressed the wish that  the  draf t

resolution be adopted by the Committee without a vote. I f  I  hea r  no  ob jec t ion ,  I

shal l  take  i t  tha t  the  Commit tee  wishes  to  ac t  accordingly .

Draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.57  was adopted.

The CHAIRMANr I  shal l  now cal l  on those delegat ions  wishing to  expla in

t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  o n  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  j u s t  a d o p t e d .

Mr. E�RIEDEZSDORF  (United States) ; The United States has asked to speak

t o  e x p l a i n  i t s  n e g a t i v e  v o t e  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.l,  e n t i t l e d

�Prohibition of the development,  production, s tockpi l ing  and use of  radiological

weapons �I.

The draf t  resolut ion seeks  to def ine  any attack on any type of  nuclear

faci l i ty  d9 tantamount  to  the  use  of  radiological  warfare ,  a  judgement  that  we do

not  share . Moreover, the  Uni ted  Sta tes  has  not  concluded that  mili tary a t tacks on

n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t i e s  s h o u l d  b e  s u b j e c t e d  t o  a d d i t i o n a l  l e g a l  m e a s u r e s . In our view,
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(Mr. Friebrsdorf,  United  States)-a.--,-

resolution A/C. 1/44/L.l  prejudges t h e  outcom  o f  d i s c u s s i o n s  o n  t h i s  i s s u e  i n  t h e

Conference on Disarmament.

Moreover, t h e  t e x t  o f  t h i s  draft r e s o l u t i o n  is t e c h n i c a l l y  i n a c c u r a t e  i n  ita

arqument. Operat ive  paragraph 1 indica tes  tha t  an armed attack aqainst a  nuclear

f ac i l i t y  wou ld  neces sa r i l y  Lrad t o  t he  r e l ea se  o f �dangerous radioact ive  forces � ,

Thts  i s  .simply n o t  sr),

Mr. MASHHADI  ( I s l a m i c  Republic  of Iran)% The Islamic Republic of Iran

vo ted  i n  f avou r  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.l. In  exp lana t ion  o f  tts vo te ,  I

should L ike  to ca l l  a t t en t i on  t o  ope ra t i ve  pa rag raph  I, tn the  e f fec t  tha t  � a rmed

at tacks of any kind against  nuclear  faci l i t ies  are  tantamount to the uan of

radioloqical  weapons�. T h i s  p r o h i b i t i o n  o f  a t t a c k  m u s t  b e  absolutat n o

j u s t i f i c a t i o n  on t h e  qrounds  t h a t  t h i s  faciLi.ty  w a s  a c t i v e  o r  t h a t  f a c i l i t y  wan n o t

nafequarded ta  warranted, since any minor miscalculation or pclitically  motivated

apoloqc!tic  expl.anation in  mil i tary at tacks  on nuclear  ins ta l la t ions  may cause the

r�!Lw.�;e  in to  the  envi ronment  of huge amounts oE dangerous radioact ive  mater ia l .

This  ac t ion  then,  according to the  s ix th  paragraph of  the  preamble ,  const i tu tes  an

Ilnprctcedentsd  danqer t o  intern&tonal  peace  and  secu r i t y .

It i:; u n f o r t u n a t e  t h a t  o u r  n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t i e s  i n  t h e  I r a n i a n  aoveroiqn  c i t y  o f

Nr:;hchr, wh Ich was hu1l.t Ear sotely peacefu�l  purposen ,  wore  the  tarqet  of  repeated

I raq i  a i r  mi l i t a ry  att.acka u n d e r  c e r t a i n  u n j u s t i f i a b l e  pret.ext.4,  wh ich  a re  con t r a ry

t:f? thn mndpnaat-ion, i n  opeI*ative  paragraph 1 ,  o f �armed attacks of any kind�.

F�nllnwinq  r?ach  of t h e s e  a t t a c k s on Ru:-lhehr  rluclear installationn,  t h e  I s l a m i c

Rf2public  o f  I r a n  f i l e d  f o r m a l  p r o t e s t s , which are doc\lmented  in the United Nations

and in the In terna tional Atomic Energy Agency.

The CHAIRMAN J The Committee will now proceed to take a decision on the

d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  c o n t a i n e d  i n  c l u s t e r  10. I  c a l l  o n  t h o s e  d e l e g a t i o n s  wi.shinq  t o

i n  traduce d ra f t  r e so lu t i ons ,
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Mr. MI Xhcdl_  (China) I At the 31s t  meeting, on 8 November, the Chinese

delegat ion  in t roduced draf t  resolut ion  A/C.X/44/L.1.3,  on convent ional  d isarmament .

I n  that atatemunt I  emphaaizod  t h a t  i n  r e c e n t  yeara t h e  Chinaee d e l e g a t i o n  has

successively submitted Bra ft. resolutiona  on convm tioncll diearnmmnt with the sole

ob j ec t i ve  o f  f u r t he r  p romo t ing  progrssfj  LI t he  impor t an t  f i e l d  o f  convenkiwal

disarmament. As compared with resalu tion 43/75 F, which wae adopted by consensus

last year, the new t;tjxt  dous not involve any subatcrntivs  changes, Moreover:, the

Chinese delegation haa always conducted close  consul,tatSona  in a co*lpecative snd

c o n s t r u c t i v e  s p i r i t . We did  our  bes t  to  incorporate  reasancrhla sugges t ions  in to

the text., whe reve r  posnible, rao t h a t .  t h e  nsw t e x t  could b a t t e r  reflaat. t h e  lateat

developments and he more comprehensive and balanced in substance.

tn t h a t  s p i r i t , the  Chintree delegat ion  submit ted  a  rovi*:ed  text ,  document

A/C.1/44/L.~3/Rev.l. I n  this n e w  t e x t ,  t h e  only chanqes  ace i n  o p e r a t i v e

p4raqr9ph  4 , which has a new formulation:

�  4. Urges t h e  c o u n t r i e s  w i t h  t h e  lwrqest  mil.itary nresenaln,  which bear

a special  responsibi l i ty  in  pursui%.  the  process  of  convnnt.ional  armaments

reduct ions ,  and the  Btate~ menbers of  the  two major mil i tary  a l l iances  to

continue  thei r  in tens ive  negot ia t ions  on convent ional  armaments ,  thrwutlh

3ppr opr io t.e foor um4, with a  v iew to  reechinq  ear ly  agreement  on the

e s t ab l i shmen t  o f  a stablo md secure  balwce o f  c o n v e n t i o n a l  arrnamnts  mnd

f o r c e s  a t  leer levels  u n d e r  e f f e c t i v e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o n t r o l  i n  t h e i r

respect ive  regions , par tlcularly in Europe, which h m the largest

concentra t ion of  arms and forces LI the  worldj�.

._--

---I-I-- .�I--�U*L
.._ . ..- m-.-Y_
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(Mr. Hu Xfaodi,  China)

I  should  l ike  to  emphasiza that  in  the  above-ment ioned paragraph 4  only

drafting changes were made to certain forms of worda, without compromising  the main

t h r u s t  o f  t h e  d r a f t  resolution  and t h e  a u b a t a n c e  o f  t h a t  paraqraph, I t  c an  be  Been

that the only changes were those made to the sentence on new talk8 an conventional

diaarmannant  in  Europe  80 that  the  wording would ref lect  the  formulat ion a l ready

ag reed  t o  by  a l l  s i de s  pa r t i c i pa t i ng  i n  t hose  nego t i a t i ons . Of tour LIB, even with

regard to such non-subs tan tive  changes we have tried our beat to canduct

negot ia t ions  wi th  o thers . We paint out with  apprecia t ion  that  al l  s ides  have

demcnstrated  a  s p i r i t  o f  lmderstmding  a n d  co-peration.

The Chinese delegation be1 iaves that draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 13/Rev.l,

wh i ch we suhmi t ted, ref lec ts  the  common aspira t ions  md demmrla of the

international community with regard to the important question of conventional

disar moment  . There fore, we hope tha t  thlEi  draf t  resolut ion wi l l  commmd the

continued  suppor t  of  a l l  de legat ions  and wi l l  he  adopted by consensus  a8 s imilar

d ra f t  runotutions  have  been  i n  o the r  yea r s .

CHAINMAN IThe The Committee will now proceed to take a decision cn the

tlraft resoLutions  l i s t e d  .Ln cl~ter  1 0 ,  b e g i n n i n g  w i t h  d r a f t  reso.Lution

A/C,l./44/L.L  ?/Rev.l,  entitled �Conventional disarmament�. T h i s  d r a f t  rsso.lutir1n

was sponoorerl  and in t roduced by the  reproaenta  tj.ve of  China a t  the  3.lplt  meet ing of

the Firtit CSxnmlttas,  nn 8 Noveltier  1989. The sponsor elf the draft reeolutton  has

expressed t.he  wish that  the  draf t  rosolu  t ion  be  acbpted  by the  Comm.lttoe  without  a

vote l May I take j.t that t;he Committee wishes to act ~lccortl~ng.l.y?

Draf t  resolut ion A/C..l/44/L.13&ev.l  was a&p&I.- - -m-I
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PIUXWMME  OF WORK

The CHAIRMANr At our next meeting I to be amvened tomorraJ  morning, we

shall deal with the following Bra ft resolutions\ in  elm te r  71 d ra f t  reeolution

A/C. 1/44/L. 53/Rev.  21 in cluster llr draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 371 in

cluster  121 draft  resolutiona A/C.l/44/L.15/Rev.l  md A/C.l/44/L,SB/Rev,  2) md in

cluster 16~ draft resolutions A/C. 1/44/L. 2/Rev,l, A/C.1/44/L.18  and

A/C.l/44/L. 22/Rev.l.

I would appeal to delegations to endeavour to mnclude  their consultations,

mak inq full use of the afternoon we have ava ilablc to UB today.

The  meetincr  rone at 12.10 p.m.


