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

Chair.

The  meet ing  was cal led  to  order  a t  10.55 a .m.

AGEMA ITEMS 49 �IO  6 9 AND 151 (continued)

OWIDERAT03N  OF AND ACl’ION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN8 I  c a l l  c11 t h e  S e c r e t a r y  o f  t h e  Committee  f o r  a n

announcement.

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

Committee  t h a t  t h e  fo l lowing  Sta t e s  have  becorm co - sponso r s  o f  t he  fo l l owing  d ra f t

reeol. utions: A/C. 1/44/L.  25s Cape Verde and Cyprus 1 A/C. 1/44/L. 26/Rev.  21 Cyprus

and Yugoslavia1 A/C.1/44/L.47/Rev.l#  Uni ted  Sta tes  of Amrica.

The  CHAIRMANI  Today the  Commit tee  wi l l  take  ac t ion on draf t  resolut ion

A/C. 1/44/L. 40/Rev .l in cl Llcl  ter 5 and cn dra f t resolu  t ione A/C. 1/44/L. Z/Rev l 1,

A/.1/44/L.  29, A/C.l/44/L.  30 and A&1/44/L.  35 in cluster 16.

Aa no  delegat ion  has asked to  make a s ta tement  an draf t  resolut ion

A/Co1/44/L.40/Rev.l,  the Committee will  now proceed to the vote. The draf t

reeolution,  w h i c h  is en t i t l ed  �Nuc lea r - a rms  f r eeze � ,  ha s  s even  epon80rsq The tex t

was  in t roduced by the  representa t ive  of Tndia at the 31at meeting of the Committee,

on 6 November 1989.

I  ca l l  on the  Secretary  of  the  Commit tee  to  read out the  names of  the  sponsors .



Mr. KHERADI  (Secretary of the Committee) I Draft  resolu  t ion

A/C. 1/44/L. 4O/Rev.l, �Nuclear-arms freeze�, has the follolr  ing seven co-sponsor81

India,  Indonesia ,  Mexico,  Pakietan,  Pe~ii, Ramtvlia  cud Sweden.

The CHAIRMAN8 The Committee will  now proceed to vote on draft resolution

A/C. 1/44/L. 40/Rev.  1. A recorded vote ha8 been reCpJested-

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour a Afghanistan,  Albania,  Algeria,  Angola,  Argent ina,  Auatraliafi
Austria, Bahrain ,  Bangladesh,  Barbados ,  Benin,  Bhutan,  Boliviar
Botswana,  Brazi l ,  Brunei  Daru88alam,  Bulgar ia ,  Burkina Faso,
B u r u n d i ,  Byelorussian  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  bpublict Ca~roonr
Centra l  Afr ican Republ ic ,  Chi le ,  Congo,  i&e d�Ivoire,  Cuba,
Cypr U8, Czechogllovak  ia, Democratic  Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti I
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji  ,  Finland,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemalar
Guinea,  Guinea-Biaaau,  Guyana,  Hai t i ,  Hungary,  India ,  Indonesia ,
I r an  ( I s l amic  Repub l i c  o f ) ,  I r aq ,  I r e l and ,  J ama ica ,  Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait,  Lao People�8 Democratic Republic, Lesotho,
Liberia ,  Libyan Arab Jcmahir iya,  Madagascar ,  Malawi,  Malaysia,
Maldivee,  Mali,  Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Mymmar,  Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Niger ia ,  Norway ,  Qnan, Pak i s t an ,  Pa raguay ,  Pe ru ,  Ph i l i pp ines ,
Poled, Qatar, Roman ia, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swazilmd,  Sweden ,  Sy r i an  Arab  Repub l i c ,  Thailmd,  Togo, Tunisia!
Uganda,  Ukrainian  Sovie t  Socia l i s t  Republ ic ,  Union of  Sovie t
Sot ial i8t Republ iC8, United Arab Emira tea, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zamb ia, Zimbabwe

Againotr Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,  I8rae1,
I t a l y ,  J a p a n ,  bxembourg,  N e t h e r l a n d s ,  P o r t u g a l ,  Turkey! U n i t e d
Kingdom of  Great  Bri ta in  and Northern I re land,  Uni ted Sta te8 of
America

Absta ininqr China,  Costa  Rica ,  Iceland,  Spain

Draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.40/Rev.l  was  adopted by by 115 vote8 to  13, with

4 abstent ions .*

The CHAIRMAN1 I now call upon &legations who wish to make statements in

exp lana t i on  o f  t he i r  vo t e  a f t e r  t he  vo t i ng .

*Subsequen t ly  t he  de l ega t i on  o f  Colotiia  adv i sed  the  Sec re t a r i a t  t ha t  i t  had
in tended  to �vote  in  favour .
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Mr. QX!ZRS (Netherlands)  : The North  At lant ic  Al l iance ,  to  which the

Netherlmde  bdonga, relies  o n  a stra tegy aimed at  prevent ing war . I t  does  80 by

maintaining a credible deterrent baeed on an adequate mix of conventional and

nuclear  forces . A nuclear-arm8 freeze goes  contrary to thie balanced PolicYf which

has suCCeeded in maintaining peace in Europe since the Second World War. It is in

tha t  convictim  tha t  t he  Ne the r l ands  vo t ed  aga in s t  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on

A/C* 1/44/L.  QO/Rev.l  on a nuclear-arm8 freeze.

We believe the en tire concept of a freeze to be outdatsd  and bypa88ed  by the

encouraging development8  in  the  b i la tera l  nuclear-arms negot ia t ions  between the

Unitad State8 of America md the Soviet Union. We hope that the sponsors Of the

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

outdated concept8 8erve8  no practical purpose. By ignoring  ongoing nego tia tions

the  draf t  resolut ion  become8 unreal i s t ic  and run8 the  ri8k of aimply  being

i r r e l evan t .

Mr. de LA BALJME (France) (interpretation from French) I The French

de l ega t i on  shou ld  l i ke  t o  s e t  f o r t h  t he  r ea sons  fo r  i t s  nega t i ve  vo t e  cn d ra f t

resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 40/Rev.l,  �Nuclear-arms freeze�.

Our  objec t ion8 are  to  the  very concept  of  a  nuclear-arm8 freeze,  and we have

voiced them on many  occaeions. First,  a  f r e e z e ,  b y  d e f i n i t i o n ,  w o u l d  e n t a i l

freezing the statue quo in the wor Id and, th UB, the imbalances that would be made

Pe rmanen t ,  a s  we l l  a8  a  r i sk  t o  t he  s ecu r i t y  o f  t he  S t a t e s  conce rned .  Second ly ,  a

nuclear-arms freeze would confer  a  tremendoue  advantage on any State  that  might

then  &cide to  increase  i t s  armaments , to the de tr iment of State8 that would have

a c t e d  t o  l i m i t  t h e i r  efforte. Thirdly ,  a  nuclear-arm8 freeze would be extremely

d i f f i c u l t  t o  v e r i f y ,  a n d  a r r i v i n g  a t  t h e  neceeeary c o n d i t i o n 8  f o r  e f f e c t i v e
I

v e r i f i c a t i o n  m d  t h e  n e g o t i a t i o n s  l e a d i n g  t h e r e t o  w o u l d  b e  jrst as l eng thy  ard

complex a  process  a8 the  ver i f ica t ion and reduct ion of  convent ional  armaments .
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(Mr. de Ln Baume, Prance)

Las t1y * to  the  extent  tha t  i t  mir;ht redound to  the  advantage of  a  qivell Power ,  such

in freeze w o u l d  qreatly r e d u c e  t h a t  PcxVer�s  i n t e r e s t  i n  n e g o t i a t i o n 8  a n d  t h u s  i t s

wi l l  to  ncgot.iate  ser iously  to  achieve any arms reduct ion.

Proqress in  th is  field would not  be  fos tered by measures  or  s ta tement8

favourinq a  nuclear-arms freeze. The  route  to  nuclear-ar,n8  reduct ion  i s  through

negot ia t ion8 between the  two larges t  nuclear  Pawers,  a n d  i t s  s t a r t i n g - p o i n t  m u s t  b e

the &finition  and establishment of a proper balance.

Mr. CtwaJ  (Costa Rica)  ( in terpreta t ion f rom Spanish)  : My delegat ion

absta ined in  the  vot ing on draf t  resolution A/C.1/44/L.40/Rev.l  because We have a

b a s i c  o b j e c t i o n  t o  i t . We be1 ieve that thus wor Id needs to eliminate nuclear

weapons completely , not simply to freeze them. By put. ting nuclear weapons on icot

as it.  were, we are  not  resolving the  problem  of  the  danger  posed by the  nuclear

weapons that  are  a l ready s tockpi led ,  weapons  t ha t  would  c o n t i n u e  t o  e x i s t  m d  t ha t

could be used at any tima. W e  thereEorc  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i.s

counter to the idea of total and complete disarmament..

Mr. ~KwAKI  (Japan)  I I  should  1 ike  to  expl ain Japan�s  vote  on draf t

resolu t ion  A/C.l/44/L.  4O/Rev.l. I  w i sh  t o  raphasize  t h a t  o v e r  t h e  years  Japan has

been  mak ing  cons i s t en t  e f fo r t s  in p u r s u i t  of nuclear  disarmament,  w i t h  a v i ew  to

the  ultj.mate  e l iminat ion of  nuclear  weapons f rom the  face  of  the  ear th . Japan has

been engaged in such endeavours at t,hc? United Nations, at the Conference on

Disarmament md in various other  in terna tional  forums.

J apan � s  a c t i ve  i n t e r e s t  i n  t he  ques t i on  o f  a  nuc l ea r - t e s t  ban  de r ive s  f rom

t h a t  b a s i c  p o s i t i o n  of Japan . I n  t h a t  c o n n e c t i o n  I  s h o u l d  l i k e  to sta te  t h a t  J apan

is pleased with the onqoinq smooth implementation of the Treaty between the United

Sta tes  and the  Sovie t  Union cn the  El iminat ion of  Their  In termedia te-Range md

Shorter-Range Missiles. Japan a lso  mole-hear tedly  welcomes the  proqresu  being
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made in the negotiations between the Uni  ttrd States and the Soviet Union on the

reduction of  thei r  s t ra tegic  nuclear araenala, and  a l so  on  t he  ve r i f i c a t i on  o f

nuclear tea ting .

On the  o ther  hand,  in  the  process  towards  the  realization  of  nuclear

disarmament we should not loae sight of the preaent world situation, where a

balance of  mil i tary  capabi l i ty  cont inues  to play an impor tant  ro le  in  mainta in ing

w o r l d  pmce md  secu r i t y . I t  is  for  that  reascm that  Japan has  serious doubts

abGut  t he  p r ac t i c ab i l i t y  o r  meaningfulness  o f  t he  nuc l ea r - a rms  f r eeze  p roposa l  on

which a vote has juet been taken. A freeze on nuclear arms would be tantamount to

the  p r e se rva t i on  o f  a  r ea l  o r  pe r ce ived  nuc l ea r  supe r io r i t y  o f  cne  a ide  ove r  t he

other  unless  i t  i s  backed up by rel iable end wel l -prepared arrangements  for

ensur ing the  balanced reduct ion of  nuclear  arms. Otherwiee,  t h e  f r e e z i n g  o f

nuclear arms would in no way be a contributing factor to international peace and

s t a b i l i t y .

The Japanese  delegat ion  a lso  wishes  to  point  out that  ver i f ica t ion,  the

importance of which is now widely recognized, ia regarded aa being extremely

d i f f i cu l t  t o  app ly  i n  t he  f i e ld  o f  a  nucLear-arms  f r eeze  and  t ha t  t he  mere

declarat ion of  a  nuclear-arms freeze without effect ive means of  ver i fying i t  would

not he very meaningful.
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The CHAIRMAN;  We will now take up draft resolutions in cluster 16. I

ahould like to inform the Committee that die Chairman has been rsqu-bd to

porrtpone a decirion on draft resolution L. 2/Rev.l  so that further coneultationa  can

take place. It ir hoped that thoee conaultationa  will be concluded by tomrrow,

Doe8 any delegation wieh to make a statement  at thie stage?

Mr. BARNmIIZ  (German Denrrcratic  Republic) t In connection with clurter

16, my delegation would like to submit aoi,I,l  i&tar on agenda itarn 63 (j) �Naval

armament8 ard diearmament�. There have recently been &angee towards reduced

military confrontation in arope,  where prcceares are unfolding that can lead to

grea ter  nutual  trw3t, the strengthening of stability dnd recurity  through the

ertabliahment of a &able and secure balance of conventional armed forcea at 1aJer

levels. I f  naval force6 are lef t  out of the calculus,  there ir a rick that  the �

dirarmement  process I which has only just begun, may be put in jeopardy, for it if

preoiaely thore forces - with their enormous potent.ial in conventional  md nuclear

weaPoner their high degree of mobility, and their gl&al range  of a&ion - which

could be Lxased  to circumvent or render ineffective, fully or partially, agreement8

concluded on conventional and nuclear diaarmammt.

If naval foraee  are not taken into account there cannot be genuine

tranrparency,  openneee  and predictability in military affairs in the long runt nor

cm the aapability for eurprise  attack md large-scale offensive operations be

removed. The Foreign Minietere  of the Wareaw Treaty Statee, therefore, at their

resent meeting at Wareaw , again pronounced themeelves in favour of taking up ae

8-n a6 poeeiule  negotiation6 on the cessation of the naval arms race and on naval

diearmament with the par ticipaticn of all in tereeted State8 ad, in par titular , the

major naval Pcwerr. In this regard my delegation consider6  the beet prospect to be

the extena ion of conf idonce- m d  security-building  mrataurm  to t h e  seaa a d  oceana.
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The German DerrPcratic Papublic is in favour of naval conf I dence-  md

secur i ty-bui lding meaaures  that  take in to  account the secur i ty  in teres ts  of  a l l

State8 involved,  g ive  due  consideration t o  t h e  s p e c i f i c  cnditions  p reva i l i ng  i n

the  d i f f e r en t  regions  o f  t he  wor ld ,  ensu re  aa fe ty  of  nav iga t ion  and.the  peace fu l

exploration md exploitation of marl time reaourcear  promte in terna ticnal

co-opera t ion, and prepare  the  ground for the  l imi ta t ion and reduct ion of  naval

armamen  ta l

Signif icant  preparatory work has already been done,  not  only  through the

e l a b o r a t i o n  m d  p u t t i n g  into  p rac t i ce  o f  confidence- and secur i ty-bui lding measures

within the framework of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe, but

also through the work of the United Nations Disarnmment Conference, not least

through the adoption by consensus of guidelines for confidence-building measures.

To my delega tiar the most promising approach seems to be a step-by-step

approach which focuses, as a f I ret step, on glasnost - openness - and

p r e d i c t a b i l i t y  i n  n a v a l  a f f a i r s , s o  as to c r e a t e  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  moves  t h a t  a r e

more  f a r - r each ing  in  t he  f i e ld  o f  nava l  conftdence- and secur i ty-bui ld ing and

disarmament.

In my P*legation�s  view, the  fo l lowing measures  should  be cons idered  in  th is

respect8  f i r s t , regular exchange of objective information on naval matters and

capaci t ies ,  inc luding data  on the  number  , s t ructure  and deployment  of  naval  forces

d o w n  t o  t h e  b r i g a d e / o p e r a t i o n a l - t a c t i c a l  g r o u p  level1  s e c o n d l y ,  p e r i o d i c  d i s c u s s i o n

and comparison a t  var ious  forums of  pol i t ica l  and technico-military  aspects  of

mar l  time strategiesr  th i rd ly , invi ta t ion of  observers  to  naval  and amphibious

exercises  and manoeuvres ,  inc luding briefings  at  shore  headquar ters  and vis i ts  t6

operaticnal  c o m b a t  m d  n c n - c o m b a t a n t  ships!  fou r th ly ,  p r io r  no t i f i c a t i on  o f  ma jo r
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movements  md msnoeuvres  of naval  forces  md the associated air  forces ,  md pr ior

no t i f i c a t i on  o f  a l l  such  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  p r o x i m i t y  t o  s e n s i t i v e  aecur  i ty  a reas  1

f i f t h ly ,  no t i f i ca t ion  o f  ma jo r  mar ine  fo rce  t r ana fe r s  by sea  o r  a i r ,  to t h e

terr i tory of another  State) and, s ix th ly ,  no t i f i c a t i on  by  a l l  nuc l ea r -weapon  S t a t e s

of  the  presence  or absence of  nuclear  weapons  on board  thei r  ships  enter ing Por ts

of other countr  lea.

Su ilding  on these ateps, far- reaching confidence- and secur I ty-building

measures could then be elaborated which would ensure the safety Of navigation md

the Peaceful  explorat ion and exploi ta t ion of  mari t ime resources  and help

p rogres s ive ly  to  sca le  dew the  pbten  tial fo r  suprise a t t ack  md l a rge - sca l e

offensive  operat ions  and a lso  l imi t  and reduce the poss ib i l i t ies  for power

projec t ion  f rom the  aea.

As we  s ee  i t ,  i n  t h i s  r ega rd  the  fo l lowing  a re  of  pa r t i cu l a r  relevance8

F i r s t ,  c o n c l u s i o n  o f  a m u l t i l a t e r a l  agreemen\-. on the prevent ion  of inc idents

on and over  the  high seas . In t e rmed ia t e  s t eps  coulll  be  mu l t i l a t e r a l  ag r eemen t s  t o

be concluded for specific seaa md oceans. The German Demcratic Republic

therefore  would  l ike  to  suggest that  an agreement  of that  sor t  be  draf ted for the

Baltic md North Sea reg ion.

Second,  elaborat ion of safety measures for  mari t ime conununications,

T h i r d ,  l i m i t a t i o n  o f  t h e  s i z e , number  md durat ion of  naval  exercises  md

manoeuvres.

Fourth,  prohibi t ion of  major  naval  exercises  in zones  of  in tens ive  shipping

m d  f i s h i n g  a s  w e l l  a s  i n  s t r a i t s  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e .

F i f t h ,  adop t ion  o f  mu l t i l a t e r a l  measu re s  for t h e  p r e v e n t i o n  o f  t h r e a t s  by the

freedom of shipping.

S ix th ,  s t r i c t  obse rvance  o f  ex i s t i ng  nuc l ea r -weapon- f r ee  zonea i n  L a t i n

America md in the South Pacific.
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Seventh, creation of a zone of peace and co-operaticm in the South Atlanticr

and a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean.

Eighth, creation of nuclear-weapon-free seas: creation of a

nuclear-weapcn-f ree Baltic Sea , as recently proposed by the Soviet Union, could be

a good starting-point.

Ninth, limitation of deployment areas for naval units that could be used for

surprise attack.

Tenth, mutual withdrawal of specific types of naval armaments from specified

regions of seas and oceans - especially from regions where the potential for

conflict or crisis is high.

Eleventh, limitation of the n&er of vessels equipped with tactical nuclear

weapons.

A gradual elaboration and realization of such measures oould help prepare the

gromd for negotiations cn genuine naval disarmament o

Mr.  BOKDV  (Bulgaria) : The Bulgarian delegation would like to propose a

minor change in the wording of the second pr eambular paragraph of draft resolution

L. 29, entitled “Conversion of military resources”. We have been advised that the

word “specificities”, used in this draft, does not exist in the Englia  language,

and would therefore propose that it be replaced by the word “details”.

The CHAIFMAN: The comments of the representative of Bulgaria have been

noted.

Since no other delegation wishes to make a statement at this stage, I shall

naJ call on those representatives who wish to explain their vote before the vote.
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Mr. DOLEJS  (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian) : In the view

of the Czecboslovak  delegation  the time has coma for the question of conversicn t0

become the object of serious multilateral  and international discussions, including

at the United Nations.

We have already acquired some practical experience in the implementation of

measures to reduce our conventimal  armaments, armad  forces and military budgets.

These unilateral steps help our national economy directly. Some of the tanks that

have been taken out of service will be used as tractors, agricultural nmchinery  and

mine-working equipment.
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There ir already a limitation on l omb indutrial  aotivitirr for military

purporer  a n d  t h e i r  c i v i l i a n  converrion. The  potent ia l  raaourcws  thur freed will be

used fo r  wider  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  cooperation  w i t h  a  vim t o  d r v r l o p i n g  pmCafU1

a l t e rna t i ve8  i n  va r ioua  field8 of  s c i e n t i f i c  a n d  t e c h n o l o g i c a l  proqrerr. We

consider that the problem of convereion  will  be vary importat in the future in

Uni ted  Nation8 act ivi t ies on a  global  or  a  regional  l~el. We tharoforr  support

draft  resolu t ion  A/C.l/44/L.  29 ad  wi l l  vote  in faVCW Of it*

The CHAIRMAN J The Commi tter ahall now prmrrd  to take action on draft

rerolution A/C.l/44/L.  29, an orally revired  by the rrprerentative of Bulgaria.

T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  is e n t i t l e d  � C o n v e r s i o n  of  milita;y  rasourcea�  a n d  i t  hap

two sponrror  s. It  was in t roduced  by the  rrprerenta tivr of Bulgar ia  a t  the  30th

meeting of the Firet Committee on 7 Novrlrbrr  1989.

I  cal l  on the  Secretary of  the  Conuni  t tee.

Mr. KHERADI  (Secretary of the Committee)8  Thm sponrore of draft

resolution A/C. l/44/L.  29 are Bulgar is md the Federal &public  of Germmy.

The CHAIRMAN J I nw put draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 29 to the vote. A

recorded vote has been requested.
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A recordsd  vote  wm taken.

I n  favour8 Afghanistan, Alban la, Alge r la, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Algtr is, Bahamar, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,  Belgium, Banin,
Bhu tan ,  Bo l iv i a ,  Botswana, B raz i l ,  B rune i  Darurralam,  Bulgariar
Burkina Faso, Burmdi,  Byeloruraian Soviet  Socialirt  Republior
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colomb is, Congo, Casta R ica ,  C&e d�hoire,  Cuba,  CyPrur
Czechoslovakia,  Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominiaan
Republic,  ECuador,  E g y p t ,  E t h i o p i a ,  F i j i ,  Finlmd,  Frgluet  Qabonr
German  Democratic Republic,  Germany, Federal Republia of, Qhana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bireau,  Guyana, Haiti, Hmgaryr
I ce l and ,  Ind ia ,  Indonea ia , Iran (Irlamic Republic of) ,  Iraq,
I re lmd, 16rae1, I t a l y , Jammica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People�8  Demooratic  Republ ic ,  bbanon, Liber ia ,  Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya,  Luxembourg,  Madagwcar,  M a l a w i ,  Malayah,  Hcrldiver,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozanbiqur,
Mymmar, Nepal, Netherlmde,  New Zealand, Nicaraglldr  Niger p
Nigrria, Norway, Qnar:,  Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Phi l ippinea , P o l m d ,  For tuga l ,  Qatar ,  Romania,  Rwmda,  Sam-r
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinarm,  Swazilmd,  Sweden, Byrian Arab
Republio, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Sot ialiet  Republic, Union of Soviet  Socialirt  Rbpubliamr
United Arab Qnirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
N o r t h e r n  I re lmd, United Republia of Tanaan iar UrUgUaYr
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Znmbia, Zitiabwe

Aga inat  8 None

Abetaininqr  Uni ted  States of  America

Draf t  resolut ion A/C,1/44/L.  29 ,  aa oral ly reviled,  was adopted  by 134 voter  bo
none, with 1 abstention.

The CHAIIWANJ I  now ca l l  on  t hoee  r ep re sen t a t i ve s  wiglhing t o  e x p l a i n

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

Mr. MAFAEL (Federal Republic of Germany) 1 I would like to comment upon

our vote on draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 29, en ti t led �Convera  ion of military

reeource8�.

T h e  oonvereion  o f  m i l i t a r y  p r o d u c t i o n  c a p a c i t i e s  ia n o t  necessarily p a r t  o f

disarmaEmnt  agreemente, I t  might  be the  outcom of euch  agreements . I t  c a n  ale0

be unilaterally decided upon by Governments. In countriee  with free  market

systema, t h e  f l e x i b l e  c i v i l  industry  i s  accmtomd t o  adjmting ite p r o d u c t i o n
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(Mr. Rafael,  Federal Republio
of Qermany)

under its own rerponribility aacording  to the requirementa  of the mwk@t. Bar10 or

rtruatural national mnverrion programnor do not apply, or are of little umer to

thooe aountrir. Draft resolutiar  ~&l/44&29 therefore minly addha- the

concernr of aountr lea with a State-planned economia  ryrtem. we would have liked to

aae that exprerred more olearly in the text of the draft tr@olutf~*

Therr ir, however, one problem that ir oommdn  to both ryrtenu. They h~ch have

an interest in l nruring that indutrial  over-aapaoi tier in the field of armamenta

should not be ahannelled into inarearring  exportr  of weapnr. Therefore,  a l l

Qvernmentr  should  watoh the aotivi tiea of their indutriw in that field.

Our rupport for draft resolution  A&1/44/L.  29 lo meant to l noourago onuntr ier

in need of aonverrion  programme  to oontinue  their efforts. My oomtry la ready to

give every rupport in that field if requerted to & no.

Mr. KNJLLICL (Belgium) (in terpreta tim from French)  8 I am apeaking  on

behalf of the Benelux.delegationr - the Ne therlandr, hxembourg and Belgium. There

three delegationa voted in favour of draft  rmolutiar A/CIl/44/L.29.  In 10 hingr

they wiahed to weloonm  and support the will exprerred by coma Btatrr to amvrrt

the i r  mi l i ta ry  rmourou to civili~ purport.

We rhould neverthelere not loar sight of the faut that the problem of

converricm of military rmourcm  f raquently affectr Stat- that have a high

cotiined level of military expenrea  and a antraliaed  eoonomy. The delagationr in

whose nanm I speak hava always  tried to enwre that the level of their military

relouraoa  rhqld not go beyond that of their real neede in term of national

ewur  I ty . Our tpee aountrier wide to see a preaire md transparent aasamment of

the militrry  reaourcea  of all States brned on an utahango of data and on the

raDdalitieo of the converaiar of military rwourcm  ail raoommandrd  in the draft

reoolution.



J8/9 A/C. �Ic2�{PV.  37

Mr. FRIEDERBDORF  (United  Stater  of Amrrioa): The United Btrtar hu ukrd

to rpoak in order to l wplain it8 abatmtion cm draft rerolution  A/C.l/44/Lo29,

rntitlrd �Cunvrrrion  of military roaouraem�,

We ware unable to clupport  the draft rerolution  beoaure  it. ir prrdioatrd  on the

arrumptian that the Statrr diatati  what ir produaad  by indutry. In Sta tar with

frrr l oonomir6, muah  u the Unitrd Stator , any oonvrrrion would br by pr ivatr

indutry,  whorr planr in that regard would bo diotatsd primat fly by market

aonridorationr,

WI would alro like to not@ that the trrm �military ruourooa�  ir vary brad

rrd proaumably aovara arrmrmantr  . Dimporal or oonverrion  of rrmmmtr  rrrul ting

from l rmr-aontrol agrromrntr  would, of oourma, bo govrrnod by thr tarma  of the

rppliorblo  agrowaontm.

Mr. MOREL (Branor) (intorprotation  from Franoh) I The dmlagation  of

Fr anon votrd in favour of drr ft rrrolu tion A/C, l/44/L. 29 QL tha ootworo  ion of

m i l i t a r y  rrraurarr. Indeed, it woloomor the iha oxprommrd  by rovoral  Statar  of

prooeadirrg to a rraotion in their arm l xponditurea md oonvor ting their military

remum3em t o  aivilian purporer.

Franoo,  howovrr, bolirvrr  that of fortr at aonvor rion  mbuld bo oarriod out by

the Statn that have a high loval uf military l apanrrr md a oantralirti,  orgnirod

monomy. WI wirh to rwaind met&err that we have alwap triad bo maintain our-

military reaouroom  at lovelo  that are rtriutly  oompatible with our national

racurity  rwuirrmnta.

LIOtly,  Franoo reuomnmndl  that oxohangar  of informtion an the elitiw for

the oonvarrion of military romouroem  roaommndrd  in the draft rorolutim h orrriod

out on the baair of a prroirr and tranOparant  armament of the military ~OIOU~~#

of all Statue in order to butttom the orodibility  nd l ff~atiom~~r of tbo

#WOi1(1. '
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The CHAIRMAN, WC rhall now take up draft rerolution A/C.l/44/L,  30, which

ir entitled �Rtport  of the Conferenae  on Dirarmament�~

I OS11 on the reprsrentative of the Netherlandr for an explanation Of Vote

bafore the voting.

Mr. WAQMAKBU  (Net:,erlanda)  I I rhould like to explain the pOSitiOn  of

the Nether lade with regard to draft resolution A/C.l/44/L. 30.

�ConlenlUB�  ia the key word applicable to the Conference on Disarmament. In

that body, the single multilateral diaarmument negotiating forum, views are

prerented acroaa the whole epectrum  of  pol i t ica l  ar t icula t ion.  How could  the work

of thir forum be done otherwise  than by oonrenrue? It la therefore appropr ia te

that the report of the Conference on Disarmament, which contain8  rather divergent

view8 on al l  aorta of poli t ical  iaauea, should be prorented  to the General Aerrembly

by all States members  of the Conference on Diearmament jointly.

In our view, the consenaua reached in the Conference on Disarmament on it8

annual report should have its echo in the General Aesenbly,  in the game  way aa the

General Assembly deals with the report of the Dirarmament  Commieeion  - that is to

aayl through adoption by conseneua. The General Aaeerrbly addreesee  all specific

item8 ~1 the agenda of the Conference cn Disarmament by means of specific

reaolutiona pertaining to the subjectmatter  of the respective items. There is no

good reason to deal with the same  issuea  again in the reeoluticn cn the report of

the Conference on Disarmament: that reeolution ehould be of a general and

non-con trovers ial nature.

In paet years the delegation of the Netherlands, together with likeminded

delega t ion8 , submit ted  draf t  resolution8 alcng the linm that I  have just

mentioned. It did so with a view tc enabling the tinera Asaetily  to endorre the

report of the Conference cn Disarmament without a vote. However, other delega tione

- mainly the ones that are aponeoring draft resolution A&1/44/L.  30 - followed a
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(Mr. Wagenmaker a, Na thor landr)

d i f f e r e n t  appraah,  prementing a  c l e a r l y  ocntroversial  bxt, B u t  i t  ir

8elfavident  that neither the political differenoem manifemting  thenmelvom between

Conference on Dimarmatnent delegationm  nor the enmuing differencem  in appraaah to

the organization of work in the Confsrence  on Dimarmament can be eliminated by a

General Asmembly  reaolu tion - such im not our world .

There la good roamon to fear that the effect of language muoh am im oontainrd

in draft remoluticn A/C.l/44/L,  30 might, rather, be counterproductive. Th@rafOr@

the Netherlandm tried very hard to some  to term8 with the proponent8 of the other

draft, to aocomnda to their view8 l o far as possible, alwaym with the aim of

l stablimhing a wmmcn  draft rerolution that the General Ammenbly  could adopt

without a vote. Thur the General Amsembly  would be acting in aaaordanoe with the

high rtature of the Conference on Di8armament , which is the mingle multilateral

dimarmmmsn  t negotiating forum.

Alam, our effort8 ware to no avail .  Conseguently,  in reaent  yearn,  the

general A8sembly  ha8 aQptsd two different remolutions  cm the report of the

Conference on Dimarmament. The net ef fact of this undesirable phenomenon - the

Qeneral Assembly mpeaking with two voices - is that the consenmm to whioh momberm

aspire, and which im so urgently needed for meaningful work in the Conferenae on

Disarmsment , im driven out even further l

We had hoped that, this year, things would be different. We mnduated

oonsultations, during whioh considerable sympathy was expressed for our appraoh.

We are grateful to thome who sat down with us and discussed these metterm, but it

becam clear that, bamically,  we would end up in the sams situation am lwt year -

with two resolutions psrtaining to one and the same agenda item. Taking into

l coount the undemirable  net effect of much a modus procedendi,  the Netherlrrdm
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(Mr.  Wagonmakermr  Netherlendm)

&cl&d that it would not again mubmit a canpeting  draft. Far be it from m to

seek confrontation on mmtterm which, in cur considered view, l hould bo dealt with

by procedural moana.

w@ aPPOu? to the sponmora of draft resolution A/C, 1/44/L. 30 to reaonmider

these  thinga mr lowly, in the beat interestm  of the Confurenae on Diaarmmm% md

to Prrm@nt urn  next time with a draft that oan aohieve  ocnmonmum.

For all the reamonm I have  given, the Nether lndm delegation will vote l gainmt

this draft rrmolution.

The QIAIMANr  Tho Committee will IWW bke a draision an draft remolution

A/C.l/44/L.30, which in entitled �-port  of the Conference on Dimarmament�.  Thin

draft remolution ban 27 mponmorm and wan introduced by the reprementative  of

Yugoslavia at the 30th meting of the Firmt Committee, on 7 November  1989.

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to read out the namer of the mponmormr

Mr. KHERADI  (Secretary of thr Committee) I Draft remolution A/Ce1/44&30

ham the follwing mponmormt Algeria, Banglademh, Brasil,  Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt,

Ethiopia, India, Indonemim, the Imlamio Republic of Irm, Kenya, Madaguoarr

Malaymia, Mexico, Moroooo, Myanmar, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, mmmnia, Sri Lanka,

Sweden, Tlmim  imr Veneauela, Viet Nam, Yuqaslavia  ad Zaire.

The CHAIRMAN: I naw put draft remolution A/Cl/II/L.  30, �Report of the

Conference on Dimar~ment  �I  tc the vote l

A recorded votm has bmen raquemted.

.
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In favour I Mghanimtanr Albania, Alger la, Angola, Argentina, Aumtralia,
Amtr la, Bahamam, Bahrain, Banglademh,  Barbada,  Benint Bhutanr
Bolivia, Botmwana, Brasil, Brunei Darummalam,  Bulgaria, Burkina
Famo, Burundi, Byelorumsian Soviet Socialimt  &public,  Cemer0-r
Central Atriorn  Republic, Chile, China, ColorrL,ia,  bngo, Comta
Rica, C&ta d� Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprum,  Cmechoslwak ia, Demoratio
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican I&public,  KcuaQr,  Wypt,  Ethiopia,
F i j i ,  Finlmd, Qabon, Norman  Demoratio Mpublio,  amar gr@@oe@
Qlatrmsla,  QIinea,  @inor-Bimmaur  Qlyana, Ha i t i ,  Hungary ,  India t
Indonemia, Irm (Imlamic bpublio  of),  Iraq,  Irelnd, JalMiCdt
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, ho People�s DImMratio Republio,  Lebanon,
Lemotho, Liberia, Libym Arab Jamahiriya, Madagmaar,  Malawi v
Malaymia, Mmldivrm, Mali,  Malta, Msuritania,  Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocao, Mozambique, Mymfnar, Nspal, New 2ealmd, NioaraWa~
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakimtan, Panunm, Paraguay, Peru,
Ph ilippinem, Poled,  Qatar, Rommia,  Nmda, Samoa, Saudi ArmMat
Senegal, Singapore, Solomon Imlands, &malia, Sri Lsnka, Sudan,
Suriname, &rasilmd, Sweden, Syrimn  Arab Wpublia,  Thailndr
mgo, Tunimia,  banda,  Ukrainian Soviet Socialimt Republic, Union
of Soviet Soaialist  Republicm, United Arab Emira tea, United
Wublic of Tanaania,  Uruguay, Venesuela,  Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugomlav la, Zaire, 2anb la, Zimbabwe

Againmtr Belgium, France, Germany, Fmdrral Republic of, kr%enbOurg,
Nether ladm, United Kingdom of great Britain md Northern
Ireland, United Staten of America

Abmtaininc~ Canada, Denmark, Icelad,  1mra@1, Italy, Japm, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, fir key

Draft remolution A/C.l/44/L.  30 was adopted by 119 voter t6 7, with 10
mbm tent ionm.

The CHAIRMANI I requetst  delegations wishing to explain their votmm after

the voting to do so after we have concluded consideration of the next  draft

remolution,  whioh in the final one in thin oluster.
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( T h e  C h a i r m a n )  ,

The Committee will nclw  proceed to vote ar draft resdlutian A/C.l/44/L*25,

enti tied �Naval armaments and disarmament�. The draft reao?utionr  which was

introduced by the representative of Sweden at the 28th meeting of the First

COmnittre,  o n  6  Noverrber  1989 ,  ha s  15  sponso r s .  I  c a l l  on  t he  Sec re t a ry  t o  r ead

o u t  t h e  l i s t  o f  sponsorsr

Mr. KEERADI (Secretary of  the  Commit tee)  I The draf t  resolut ion has  the

f Ollowing mponsors 8 Austral ia ,  Amtr la, Bulgar ia ,  China,  Finland,  German

~mOcrmtio  Republic, Iceland, Indonesia, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Sri Lanka,

Sweden, Yugoslavia and Niger ia.

The CIiAIRMANr  A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote  w&s taken.

In favour t Afghanistan, Albania, Alger la, Angola, Argentina, Australia p
Austr la, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium,  Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Bras 11, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, BurLmdi,  Byelorussian  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  Republic?
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colomb la, Congo, Cos t a  R ica ,  C&e d�Ivoire,  Cuba ,  Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, Eth iopia, Fiji ,  Finland,  Fr ante?,  Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala,  Guyana,  Hal  ti, Hungary,  Icelmd,  India ,  Indonesia ,
I r a n  ( I s l a m i c  R e p u b l i c  o f ) ,  I r a q ,  I r e l a n d ,  I s r a e l ,  I t a l y ,
Jamaica,  Japan,  Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait ,  Lao People �s  Demcratic
Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahfriya,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malays  ia, Maldives I Mali, Ma1 ta I
Maur I tan ia, Mexico, Mongolia, Morccco,  Mozati  ique, Myanmar ,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Niger la,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Roman la, Rwmda,  Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal , Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia ,  Spain,  Sr i  Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thai land,  Toqo, Tunis ia ,  Turkey,  Uganda,  Ukrainian Soviet
Sot ialint  Republic, Union of Soviet Social 1st Republics,  United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ire land,  Uni ted  Republ ic  of Tanzania ,  Uruguay,  Venezuela,  Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe
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Against t United States of America

Draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L.  35 was adopted by 132 votes to l.*

xhe CHAIRMAN8 I  s h a l l  nw c a l l  an d e l e g a t i o n s  w i s h i n g  t o  e x p l a i n  t h e i r

v o t e  a f t e r  t h e  v o t i n g  o n  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i n  c l u s t e r  1 6 .

Mr. MAFAEL (Federal Republic of Germany) t My delega tion would like to

e x p l a i n  i t s  v o t e  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/2.1/44/L.  30, e n t i t l e d  � R e p o r t  o f  t h e

Conference on Disarmament �. T h i s  i s  a consensus  r e p o r t  srd i s  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  a  Very

d i f f i c u l t  e x e r c i s e . I t  ref lects  the wmmon ground that  has  been achieved on a

consider able number of issues, as  well  as  a  r anqe of  differ ing views regarding

quest ions  of  procedure  and of  substance  on severa l  i ssues . Given i ts  nature  as  a

consensus  repor t ,  my delegatiar is  of  the  opini  ion  tha t  any resolut ion  on it,

especial ly  i f  submit ted  by Sta tes  metiers  of  the  Conference on Disarmament ,  should

of fe r  l anguage  tha t  r e f l e c t s  t he  common  g r o u n d  e x p r e s s e d  i n  t h e  r e p o r t .

We th ink tha t  the  unanimous  suppor t  of  dll  Sta tes  of  the  Uni ted Nat ions

community for the Conference on Disarmament  could have a positive impact on the

@nfer?nce  on Disarmament  anu s t rengthen i t s  ro le  in  mul t i la tera l  d isarmament .

During recent  years ,  and again this  year , considerable  effor ts  have been made

to  a r r i ve  a t  consensus  l anguage  i n  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  on  t he  r epo r t  o f  t he

Conference on Disarmament. I  shou ld  l i ke  e spec i a l l y  t o  t hank  t he  deleqa :ion o f  t he

Ne the r l ands  fo r  i t s  e f fo r t s ,  wh ich  a lways  had  ou r  fu l l  suppor t . My delegation

reqrets t ha t  de sp i t e  t hose  e f fo r t s  we  had  t o  vo t e  t oday  on  a  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  t ha t

could not command consensus.

* S u b s e q u e n t l y  t h e  d e l e g a t i o n  o f  D j i b o u t i  i n f o r m e d  t h e  S e c r e t a r i a t  t h a t  i t

had in tended to  vote  in  favour .
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Mr. EDULLEZ  (Belgium) (interpretation from French) : My delegation

regrets the saddening - even dangerous - phenomenon  of a vote on a draft resolution

lA/AC.l/44/L.  3G) concerning the report of the Conference on Disarmament. That

means that the draft reso:!ution gives rise to divergent reactions on a text that

should be purely procedural  and therefore should logically have been adopted by

consensus. This can only be prejudicial to the work of the Conference on

Disarmament and to its chances of success.

Unfortunately, there seems to be a trend in the First Committee to try to

impose, through the weight of votes, positions that ignore the divergences or

different approaches in the work of other organs, which function on the basis of

the principle of consensus. My delegation’s negative vote expresses our

disapproval of, and concern about , such a procedure, which certainly will not

prevent our continuirrg to play an active role in the activities of the Conference

on Disarmament.
l

Mr. REESE  (Australia) : Although Australia voted in favour of draft

resolution A/C.1/44/L.30,  we must express our regret that again it was not possible

for the sponsors to produce a draft resolution capable of enjoying consensus

support. In particular, we should like to thank the Netherlands delegation for its

efforts in this regard.

The Conference on Disarmament works by consensus , and its annual report is

adopted by consens  us. It follows that draft resolutions in the First Committee on

the Conference on Disarmament should also be susceptible to consensus.

Australia hopes that next year greater and more concerted efforts can be made

to produce a single text capable of being supported by all metiers of the Committee.
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Ms. MASON (Canada): To our considerable regret, Canada was not able to

support draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.30, concerning the report of the Conference on

Disarmament. Instead, we abstained.

This year’s text still contains wording which has precluded the possibility of

consensus. We regret that.

We also share the wish of the Netherlands delegation that the sponsors of the

draft resolution might in the future carefully consider whether it might not be

better and more effective to develop a text on which all of us could agree and

which therefore could be adopted by consensus. We, too, thank the Netherlands

delegation for its efforts in that regard.

Mr. MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Snanish): The Mexican

delegation, as a sponsor of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.30, of course voted in

favour of it, believing that the General Assembly has a right to express its views

on the work and functioning of the Conference on Disarmament in GeneVaa

We know that consensus confines the Conference on Disarmament to a

straitjacket with regard to many items that the General Assembly regards as

priority matters. I remind representatives who have insisted on consensus in the

First Committee that we have to cross the Atlantic, and when we return consensus

does not prevail here at the General Assembly. I also remind them that consensus

did not prevail when we in the First Committee approved the Treaty on the

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons , and there was no consensus when we approved

here by a vote the Treaty on environmental modification techniques.

Mr. ~ISDERSDORF  (United States of America): The United States

delegation wishes to explain its vote against draft resolution A/C.l/44/D.35,

"Naval armaments and disarmament".
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(Mr, Fril?,l(+r  sdor f ,  llnlted  States)- -

The requirement  for  naval  armament8 and the  naval activttic?o of various

nations are inherently aeymmetr ical 1 they are haged on di ffarcnt qenclraphical,

p o l i t i c a l  a n d  atratoqic  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s . Sparated by SW from mo.clt nlIi-lea, and

baunded on both aides by oceans, the United States relics on mari.timc+  activitieG

and  f r eedom o f  nav iga t i on  unde r  i n t e rna t i ona l  l aw  to  protcctt. Itn :lt?curLty  and t r ade

i n t e r e s t s . The rslationahips between the various nnval. Enrcen are .CIO  different. aw

to preclude a common baais for neqotiations  on such Eorceg. That, Lr. why the United

States voted against that draft resolution.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretati.nn from French) t With regard  to draft

reRol.ution  A/(2.1/44/L.  30, the French deleqat ion can only kpI.ore  khc Pact. that on

the report of the Conference an IIiftarmamPnt, which in rnlr view .should  have heen

deal t  wi th  in a procedural  draf t  resol.ution  acceptahl~  to  all., T;I?r  io115  differences

should have led finally to a text that cIoe,n  not.  refl.ect  thr, v{~!w!;  of ,al,l.

deleqa t ions.
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(Mr. mrel, France)

As some  other  de leqat ions  have  already said, in view of the way in which the

report of the Conference on Disarmament  was drafted, i t  would have been preferable

for  that  not  to  have been so. we  the re fo re  r eg re t  tha t  effort8 made by  t he

delegation of the Netherlands, among others, to achieve a oonrenaur  text did not

succeed , We pay a tribute to the dalega tion of the Netherlhda for itr of forts

over the past years, and we hope those sfforte, with the agreement of all

delega t ions ,  w i l l  e n a b l e  ufl t o  a d o p t  a  conoen8m  d e c i a i c n  a t  our  next  saraion.

The CHAIRMANa  We have thus concluded cur consideration  of the draft

r e s o l u t i o n a  b e f o r e  ue f o r  t h i s  meting.

I  ca l l  on the  representa t ive  of Austral ia ,  who wishes to  in t roduce draf t

resolution  A/C.1/44/L.47/RevOl,  i n  c l u s t e r  15.

Mr, REWE  (Australia) I I am pleaeed to introduce today the draft

reso lu t ion  conta ined  in  document  A/C, l /44/L.  47/Rev.l,  en t i t led  nChemfcal ad

bacteriolcqical  ( b i o l o g i c a l )  weawns, measures  t6 uphold the authority of the 1925

Geneva Protocol ard to oupport the conclusion of a chemicalllrmponn  convention�.

T h e  f o l l o w i n g  M e t i e r  States j o i n  w i t h  Auetralia  i n  Rpcnroring  t h e  revirrd

d r a f t  resolution8  A u s t r i a ,  B e l g i u m ,  B u l g a r i a , Canada, Cameroon, Colorrbia,  Cotta

Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, France, the German Democratic Republic, the

Federal Republic of CZrmany,  Greece, Iceland, Italy, Japan, the Netherlmdr,  New

Zealand, Norway, Poland,  Por tugal ,  Spain , Sweden, Thailand, lbrkey, the Union of

Soviet Socia l is t  Republica, the United Kingdom Qld the United Stntee  of America.

1 would recall that at thla time lart year Auetralia introduced document

A/C.1/43/L.52/Rev.S,  which, I would also recall,, was eubrequently  adopted by

conaent3ua  a s  reeolution  43/74  A . That resolution was the product of a cclroful and

protrac ted  eeriee  of coneultatione  among in teres ted  delegations,  but the reoulte
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juattifisd  t h o s e  efforte. In rerolu tion 43/74 A, the

( M r .  IWse, AuRtral.&

in terna tional  communi tY

expresred  it8 firm commitment to upholding the authority of the 1925 Geneva

Protocol,  supported the conclua ion of a chemical-weapons convention I to that ~(1

rqueated the  Sea ra t a ry -Genera l  t6 oantinue  to  ca r ry  ou t  p rompt ly  inveatigationv  i n

response to report0  concerning the possible  use of chemical and bcter iological  Or

t o x i n  weaponal and mandated the  Secretary-anera to  develop fur ther ,  technical

g u i d e l i n e s  sprd p rocedu re r  fo r  t he  t ime ly  and  e f f i c i en t  i nvea  tiqation of  such

repo r t s .

The draft reeolution contained in document A/.1/44/L.  47/Rev.l.  is  the

aucce8aor  to resolution  43/74  A in every renre of the word. It re ta ins  t h e

essen t ia l  elernsntr  o f  r e r o l u t i o n  43/74 A,  pa r t i cu l a r ly  t he  s t rong  sense  o f

commitment to the 1925 Protacol  and to the conclusion of a chemical-weaponn

convent ion. That ,  indeed,  hae  been re inforced wi th  the  recogni t ion  in  the  th i rd

prcambular  paragraph of the outcome of  the  Paris Conference.  The  Par is  Declarat ion

a l s o  p r o v i d e d  i n s p i r a t i o n  f or  t he  fo rmu la t i ons  of fered  in  t he  f i f t h  preambul.at

paragraph and in operative paragraph 8.

The draft reeolution addreraee, but in a more subatantive way, the essential

e l e m e n t  of  lmt year  �a resolution  43/74 A md i t s  p r e d e c e s s o r ,  r e s o l u t i o n  42/37 C.

I: am re fe r r ing ,  o f  cour se , to the procees  which began two years ago with the

a d o p t i o n  o f  r e s o l u t i o n  42/37 C: t h e  request  t o  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  t o  deve lop ,

with the asaietance of a group of qualified experts, technical guidelines and

procedu re s  fo r  the  t ime ly  md ef f ic ien t  investigation  o f  r epo r t s  o f  pos s ib l e  u se  o f

chemical and bacteriological or toxin weapons. T h a t  procesgl  has  a f f ec t ive ly  been

comple ted  wi th  the oubmisrion  of the  Secretary-General�u  repor t .

Accordingly draft rerolution A/C. 1/44/L. 47/Rev,l  welcomes the propoeals  of the

group of  qua l i f i ed  exgertr md fu r t he r  oa l l r  upon  a l l  Statw t o  conaider  t h e

implementa t ion  of  the  guidolinee  and prmedures,
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1 shoihd also note that in itR ejqhth pranmhlll.ar  paraqrRph draft resolution

A/C. 1./44/t.  47&v, 1 acknnwl  r?Aqe:; t h a t  LIpon  the conol.\rRion  nf a  chemi  cal-weapons

conven  ticn  those qul de1 int?s a n d  prcxxduraa shou1.d  h e  adapted i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f  t h e

ohliqati~ns  t o  h a  aRs\lrnerII  \lnAsr tlha  wnvsntion.

L i k e  i t s  prc?cedessors, d r a f t  resolution  A/C.l/44/L,  47/Rev.l  h a s  b e e n  t h e

resul t  of  long and careful .  consul ta t ions  wi th  many in teres ted delegat ions . This

year  discum.ions  beqan wit.hin a c o r e  group o f  coun t r i e s ,  e s s en t i a l l y  t he  Sponsors

o f  l a s t  y e a r  �3  t e x t . Proqressivoly  o u r  c o n s u l t a t i o n s  e x t e n d e d  t o  a l l  r e g i o n a l

groups and interas ted par ties, and the  Austra l ian  daleqat ion wishes  to  express  itS

app rec i a t i on  Ea r  t he  co--operation  and  a s s i s t ance  ex t ended  t o  i t  by  a l l

delega tions. Without except.ion, a l l  apprmched  the  t a sk  i n  a  mas t  cons t ruc t i ve

Enshion  a n d  all, �I bel,ieve,  with the common objective of achieving a consensus

resolut ion of  substance .

The Paris Conference and the more recent Government-Industry Conference

againat. Chemical Weapons , which my Government convened in Canberra in September,

have made it clear to my delegation that the international community  shares the

common objective of ensurinq that such weapons are never used again-

The sponsors  consider  tha t  th is  draf t  resolut ion makes  an  important

contribution  t o  t h a t  o b j e c t i v e . I thereEore  commend draf t  resolut ion

A/C.1/44/L.47/~ev.l  to  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee  for  adopt ion  wi thout  a vote .

The  CHAIRMANt  The fol lowing draf t  resolut ions  wi l l  be ready for  act ion

by the Cosunittee  at tomorrow morning�s meeting8 A/C.l/44/L.  63/Rev.l,  L. 53/Rev.  3,

L.1l.r L. SO/Rev.l, L.37, L.41/Rev.l,  L.46bev.1, L.2Ofiev.1,  L.26/Rev.  2 ,  L . 5 6 ,

L. 2hN.1, L. 36 and L. 44/Rev.l. I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  o t h e r  consultation8  w i l l  b e

conclu&d  today  and t h a t  a d d i t i o n a l  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  wi l l  be  brought  before  the

Committee by tomorrow, in str ict compliance , of course, with our rule@ of procedure.

I call QI the Secretary of the Commit tee.
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Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee) : With a view to facilitating

the process of taking action on draft resolutions, the Secretariat iS doing

everything possible to make available the revised texts of proposals and t11y papers

related to their programme-budget implications as expeditiously as possible.

Accordingly, I wish to inform menbers that arrangements are being made to make

available the following documents at the delegations’ distributicn desk in the

first basement, beginning at about 5 p.m., or perhaps a little earlier:

A/C.b’*4/L.5O/Rev.l;  A/C.1/44/L.47/Rev.l;  A/C.l/44/L.64/Rev.l,  the

programme-budget-implications paper for document A/C.1/44/L.63/Rev.l;  and possibly

A/C.1/44/L.65, the programme-budget-implications paper for draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.53/Rev.3. We shall do our utmost also to make available other

documents, and members should inquire at the distribution desk whether any other

First Committee documents are available.

The Committee is approaching its deadline for the consideration of disarmament

agenda items, and it would be greatly appreciated if revised texts could be

submitted by this evening. Otherwise we might have difficulty in having them

reproduced in tima to comply with the 24-hour rule of the General Assembly’s rules

of procedure.

The meeting rose at 12.05 p.m.


