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The meeting was called to order at 11.10 a.m.

AGENDA IT&W 49 To 69 AND 151 (continued)

COWIDEJUTION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOUJTIONS  ON DICARMAMENT  ITEMS

Thr,  CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) 8 In  connect ion wi th  draf t

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.54,  w h i c h  i s  e n t i t l e d  � C o m p l i a n c e  w i t h  a r m s  l i m i t a t i o n  a n d

disarmament agreements�, I  h a v e  t aken  t he  i n i t i a t i ve  o f  p r epa r ing  a  new t ex t . The

new text includes some changes intended to re fleet  more appropriately the debate

t h a t  t o o k  p l a c e  i n  t h e  CDmmittse. A s  a  r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  i n i t i a t i v e ,  t h e  o r i g i n a l

a u t h o r s  of  dri:ft r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.54  h a v e  a g r e e d  n o t  t o  i n s i s t  t h a t  t h e

Committee take action on that draft. . The new document,  whi& reflects the

%a ir man �s  proposal, is now being reproduced ,  a n d  i t  w i l l  b e  d i s t r i b u t e d  t o

delegabton�s  a t  the  beginning of  the  meet ing th is  af ternoon.
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(The Chairman)

AS the  t ime avai lable  to  complete  our  work in  th is  second Phase  is becominq

fncreasinqly short , and alo0 since  I have  r ece ived  i nd i ca t i ons  f rom a  nurrber  o f

delegat ions  tha t  they want  to  pos tpone action on some draf t  resolut ions  to  this

afternoon�s meeting, I  shall f i r s t  c a l l  o n  t h o s e  rleleqations  t h a t  w i s h  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 ,  w h e t h e r  tho&e  d r a f t  resolutions  w i l l  h e  d e a l t  w i t h  t h i s  mrning

or  t h i s  a f t e rnoon .

Mr. MARm  BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish):- - We are very

pleased to see you presiding over our work once again, Mr. Chairman.

It is my honour to introduce draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  25/Rev.l,  �Amendment

of the Treaty Banning Nucl,ear+leapon  Te3ts  in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and

under Water�, on behalf  of  57 Metier States . T h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n ,  d a t e d

15 November 1989, is the only text in this regard formally introduced to the

Comni  ttee,

On t h e  b a s i s  o f  o u r  oriqinal  t e x t ,  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/44/L.  2 5 ,

consultationa were held amonq all  the States parties to the 1963 Moscow Treaty.

T h e  s p o n s o r s  w a n t  t o  e x p r e s s  t h e i r  a p p r e c i a t i o n  t o  t h e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  Eqyp t ,

Ambassador El.-Ar aby, who aqreed to  our  r e q u e s t  ti pres ide  over  those  consul ta t ions ,

in  which the  Sta tes  par t ies  par t ic ipated  o n  an equal  foot ing under  customary

international. law. A s  A  r e a u l t  o f  t h e  c o n s u l t a t i o n s , which unfor tunate ly  d id  not

meet with the success for tiich  we had hoped, t he  sponso r s  have  r ev i s ed  t h e  dra f t

resolut ion as  a  qesture of  good wil l  towards  m a n y  of  the  other  Sta tes  par t ies  tha t

axPrass.3d t h e i r  o p i n i o n s .

The revised draf t  resolut ion has  a  new las t  preambular  paragraph,  which reads:

�Convinced that  such a  conference wi l l  serve  to  s t rengthen the  Treaty � .

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  chanqes h a v e  b e e n  mda in paraqeaphs  1, 2  and 3.

In  paraqraph 1 we recommend the establishment of a preparatory committee, open

to all parties to the Treaty, to make arranqements for the amendment conference,
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(Mr. Mar in Bosch, Mexico)

and recommend that  it should meet at United Nations Headquarters, here in New York,

from 29 May to 1 Juno 1990, followed by a one-week session of the conference from 4

to  8 June  1990 md a  second subs tant ive  - I stress  � substant ive �  - sess ion f rom 7

to 18 January 1991, also in New York.

The venue and dates for the conference in paragraph 1 have been proposed on

the  bas is  of  the  opinion of  the  qreat major i ty  of  Sta tes  par  t ies  to  the  Treaty *

The s p o n s o r s  a l s o  mnsider, as A  r e s u l t  o f  t h e  c o n s u l t a t i o n s ,  t h a t  i t  w o u l d  b e

very desirable to recommend how the ccsts of the conference should be apportioned.

Hence, the cantents  of paraqcaph 2.

The las t  amendment  to  the  or ig inal  text  i s  conta ined in  paraqraph 4 ,  which

invites the amendment conference to tr ansmi t to the Genor al Assembly the documents

it  deems  appropr late to keep the Assembly duly informed of its onqofng work. I

bel ieve  that  the  paragraph ref lec ts  the  opinion of the  overwhelming major i ty  of

Met iers  of  the  Uni ted  Nat ions ,  which is  tha t  on work such as  the  oonsideration  of

amendments to a Treaty as important as the Moscow Treaty a report should duly  be

made  t o  the  Genera l  Assembly b y  t h e  S t a t e s  pa r t i e s .

The sponsors  propose  tha t  the  revised  draf t  resolut ion  be  put  to  a  vote  a t

th is  af ternoon�s  meet ing,  when we are  conf ident  i t  wi l l  receive  broad supprt.

Mr .  FAHMY  (Egypt) 8 I  have the  honour  to in t roduce  draf t  resolut ion

A/C. 1/44/L.10, �Prevent ion of  an arms race in  o u t e r  s p a c e ” .

Much has been said durinq  ths past few weeks about  the improvement of the

internat ional  c l imate  and the  proqreus  that  has  bean wi tnessed,  or  a b o u t  what  now

for  t he  f i r s t  tim? appea r s  posaiblt? i n  t he  f i e ld  o f  d i s a rmamen t .  My  de l eqa  tion,

1 ike others tn the Non-Aligned Movement, has applauded every se&lance of  proqressl

no matter how minor it  may have been or bow belatedly  it  has been achieved. We

have looked favourably at all cons t ruct ive  apprmchea  snd have t r ied  whenever  and

w h e r e v e r  p o s s i b l e  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o w a r d s  f u r t h e r i n g  iilt@rnaticJnaL  understandin�f-
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(Mr. Fahmy , w)

That  c o n s t r u c t i v e  approach ,  a  c o n s t a n t  f e a t u r e  o f  o u r  p o l i c y  i n  international

r e l a  tion3,  i s  n o t  n o v e l ,  a n d  i t  w a s  n o t  c o n c e i v e d  i n  h a s t e  o r  i n  r e a c t i o n  to

pa r  titular  circunr3  tnnces o r  e v e n t s , R a t h e r , i t  emanated f rom o u r  s incere  and

unwavering commitment to the ideals and principles on which the Mn-Aligned

Movement was es tab1 ishod - above all, the need for peaoeful  coexistence between

Sta tf3s .

With  tha t  I n  mind,  we were grat i f ied to  see  many n a t i o n s ,  par t icular ly  the  two

super-Powers and the members of the major military alliances, moving amy from

conf ron t a t i on  and  c lo se r  t o  an  e r a  o f  i n t e rna t i ona l  co*peratton. Having said

tha t ,  I  m u s t  add  that we  d id  no t  a l l ow  the  f ru s t r a t i ons  o f  the decades  o f

polarization  t o  w e a k e n  o u r  a>mmitment t o ,  o r  c o n v i c t i o n  a b o u t ,  p e a c e f u l  c o e x i s t e n c e

and in terna tional a-opera ticn  , and we shal l  not al low our  euphor ia  OVOC the

l e s s e n i n g  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  tenslono  t o  b l i n d  u s  o r  t o  m a k e  us i g n o r e  t h e  r e a l i t i e s

tha t  r ema in ,  r e a l i t i e s  t ha t  m a k e  i t  v iv id ly  c l ea r  t ha t  title  p o s i t i v e  d e v e l o p m e n t s

h a v e  no d o u b t  occurred  the  ct~alIongea  and obs tac les  before  us  cont inue  to  b e

daunting.

H igh  o n  t h e  l i s t  oE challenqes  i s  t he  p r even t i on  o f  an  a rms  r ace  i n  ou t e r

space,  an endeavour  t h a t  m u s t  b e  pursued resolute ly  by a l l . In ter na t iona 1

c o - o p e r a t i o n  i n  tb i s  r e g a r d  m u s t  be n u r t u r e d ,  t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  o u t e r  ;jpce  i s

utillzed  e x c l u s i v e l y  fo r  peace fu l  pu rposes  and  fo r  t he  bene f i t  o f  a l l  mank ind .

F�ur ther measures, particularly  i n  t h e  m u l t i l a t e r a l  context,  are o f  paramunt

impcr tan03 and urqency .

The tleleqa  tions of Fqypt  and  St- i  L a n k a  were  j o ined  th i s  yea r  by  t h e  d e l e g a t i o n

of Venezuela in co-ordj.na  ting the po~i tions on the s u b j e c t  o f  t h e  n o n - a l i g n e d

a>untrles  g e n e r a l l y  a n d  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  o f  t h e  2 9  spnnors  o f  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n ,

which inc lude St.3 ten outside the Non-Al  iqned Movement. .
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Throughout the neqot Aa tinq process of the past few weeks, the sponsors of

d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.10  have ,  t ime  and  aga in , a t t e m p t e d  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  t h e

proceedings of this Commi t tee, t o  r e d u c e  t h e  n u m b e r  of  d r a f t  r e so lu t i ons  submi t t ed

o n  this subjtct,  and to accommodate the positions of other delegations,

Regrettably, our numerous proposals were not found acceptable by some delegations.

Hence,  we have be?ore  us  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.10,  which is  essent ia l ly

unchanged f rom the  draf t  resolut ion adopted by the  Commit tee  las t  y e a r  o n  th is

s u b j e c t .

1 h a v e  n o  i n t e n t i o n  o f  a p p o r t i o n i n q  b l a m e ,  b e c a u s e  t h e  d i f f e r ences  t ha t

r ema ined  unsurmountable  w e r e  n o t  o f  a c o s m e t i c  n a t u r e ,  b u t  r e f l ec t ed  a  s u b s t a n t i v e

difference of view between the overwhelming majority of delegations here and a

smal l  minori ty . The  d i f f e r ences  t ha t  r ema ined  llnderscored  c l ea r ly  t h a t  t h e

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

of  a n  e ra  o f  f ru s t r a t i on  md t e n s i o n  t h a n  a n  i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  m a j o r  a c h i e v e m e n t s

have already been made, T h a t  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  i f  o n e  i s  t o  p u t  t h o s e

achievemnts  i-1 t he  ba l ance  aga in s t  t h e  cha l l anqes  t h a t  r ema in . I t  i s  c r y s t a l

c lear  tha t  the  prevent ion of  an  a r m s  race in  outer  space  is one area  on which m u c h

more work remains to be done.

Duriny t h e  negotiatinq s t a g e  i n  t h i s  C o m m i t t e e ,  my delegat ion had the  p l e a s u r e

of  c lose  co-operat ion wi th  Yr . Tan Han of the delegation of China, Mr. Kokeev  and

Mr.  kjaev oi the  Sovie t  Union on behalf  of  the  socia l is t  group,  and several

Canadian colleagues, not l e a s t  among t h e m  M r .  Phillip  McKinnon, o n  b e h a l f  of t h e

sponsors of draft resolution  A/C. 1/44/L. 19. Other  deleqations  played an act ive

role  as  wel l . They  a rc ,  h o w e v e r ,  t o o  nurnerouy  t o  nam a t  t h i s  s t aqe  o f  ou r  work .

I shou ld  l i ke  t o  convey  my  gratitude t o  all fo r  t he i r  co -ope ra t i on .
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I  cannot  conclude  m y  s t a t e m e n t  t o d a y  without  conveying par t icular  apprecia t ion

to Ambassador Rasaputram of Sri Lanka and Miss Maria Trujillo of Venezuela for

thei r  invaluable  advice  and col laborat ion in  co-ordina  tinq the  pos i t ions  of  the

sponsors of draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 10.

In concl  us ion, I  s h o u l d  l i k e  t o  e x p r e s s  t h e  h o p e  t h a t ,  s i n c e  i t  i s  a l m o s t

i d e n t i c a l  t o  t h e  t e x t  we adop ted  l a s t  yea r , draEt resolution A/C.  1/44/L. 10 will

receive  the  same overwhelming suppor t  ae that  draf t  resolut ion.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) t W e  t u r n  nm to  d ra f t

r e s o l u t i o n s  i n  clllster  1 4 . I  ca l l  f i rs t  on deleqat ions  wishing to  make s ta tements

other  than thoue in  explanat lon of  vote  or  pos i t ion .

M r .  RASARJTRPt4  (S r i  Lanka)  # I  should  l ike  to  comment  br ief ly  o n  draft

resolution A/C.  1/44/L. 2S/Rev.l. A nuclear-test ban has been discussed 8 ince 194 5,

and h a s  b e e n  o n  t h e  agenda for  the past  30 years . B u t  progress  h a s  b e e n  s low

b e c a u s e  o f  c o m p e t i t i o n  t o  modernixe. The argument in favour of modernizing nuclear

weapons  in  response  to  probable  threats  i s  not  val id  today,  in  t h e  w a k e  of n e w

d e v e l o p m e n t s  oE g rea te r  co-operat.ian  i n  a l l  RRpects  o f  h u m a n  ac t iv i ty . The

opportuni ty  afforded riqht now by the  des i re  and wi l l ingness  of  nat ions  to  reach

agreements  in  the  nuclear  f ie ld  should  not  be  allwed  to  s l ip  b y ,  a s  t h a t .  would  put

the clock hack a number of years. Such a rearess ive development would cause

qreatar unce r t a in ty , a  l ack  o f  c r ed ib i l i t y  a b o u t  o u r  i n t e n t i o n s  a n d  a  q r e a t e r

t h r e a t  t o  p e a c e . A  nuclear- tes t  h a n  cannot  he  re laqated  to  a secondary posi t ion,

but  must  he  q iven the  h ighes t  pr ior i ty .

The draf t  resolut ion  nw has  more  sponsors  than the  number  required  t o  m a k e

the conveninq  of an amendment conference mandatory. The non-a l igned countr ies  a t

the i r  1989 nelqrade summit c a l l e d  f o r  the conveninq o f  s u c h  a  axfarence aa e a r l y

as possible in 1990. T h e  t i m i n q  o f  the confsrence  as m e n t i o n e d  i n  o p e r a t i v e
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pa rag raph  1  o f  t he  d ra f t  r e so lu t i on  is t he r e fo re  mos t  app rop r i a t e ,  a s  i t  wou ld ,

f i rs t ,  g ive  added s t rength and m o m e n t u m  to  the  non-prol i fera t ion Treaty  review

confe r ence )  s econd ly ,  p rov ide  a t e s t i n g - g r o u n d  f or  t h e  i n t e n t i o n s  o f  a l l  n a t i o n s  to

w o r k  t owards  a  mmprehensive  nuc l ea r - t e s t  ban  so  t ha t  nuc l ea r  p ro l i f e r a t i on  can  be

e l i m i n a t e d  1 t h i r d l y ,  k e e p  t h e  g r o w i n g  p u b l i c  a n d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  a  t e s t

ban heavi ly  loaded wi th  greater  conf idence t o  m a k e  t h e m  par t ic ipate  in  these

ac t i v i t i e s  e v e n  m o r e  vigoroudy  and , four thly ,  s t rengthen the  arms-reduct ion

achievements  that  have b e e n  agreed upon or  wi l l  b e  agreed upon in  t h e  future

wtthout  undermining them with developments in the nuclear field,

F ina l l y ,  we  be l i eve  t ha t  t he  accep t ance  o f  t h e  r ev i sed  d ra f t  r e s o l u t i o n  w i l l

open the doors to a new era in confidence-building measures for common security.

Mr, TAN Han (China) (interpretation from Chinese) t The prevention of an

arms race in outer space is a priority i tern in the field of disarmament of common

concern  to  t h e  in ternat ional  communi ty . I t  i s  k n w n  t o  a l l  t h a t  a n  a r m s  r a c e  i n

outer  space  is  carr ied  o u t  b y  space Powers  that  a l ready possess  and are  fur ther

developing outer-space weapons. Those Powers  therefore  share  a  specia l

r e spons ib i l i t y  fo r  t he  ce s sa t i on  o f  t he  a rms  r ace  i n  o u t e r  s p a c e ,  o n e  w h i c h  t h e y

cannot  shi rk .

The  t w o  space Powers  wi th  the  grea tes t  space  capabi l i t ies  should  conduct

s e r i o u s  b i l a t e r a l  n e g o t i a t i o n s  on t he  ce s sa t i on  o f  t he  a rms  r ace  i n  o u t e r  space  and

should  adopt  prac t ica l  m e a s u r e n  agains t  the  development ,  tes t ing ,  product ion and

deployment  of  outer-space w e a p o n s  and for  t h e  dest ruct ion of  a l l  exis t ing

outer-space weapons, Prohibi t ing a l l  outer-space  weapons  is  t h e  effect ive way to

preven t  an  a rms  r a c e  i n  o u t e r  space .

Bi la tera l  and mult i la tera l  effor ts  wi l l .  h e  complementary in  prevent ing an arms

race  i n  o u t e r  s p a c e .
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(Mr. Tan Han, China)

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is an urgent task. I t  was o u r

hope  tha t  th is  y e a r  a  sinqle draf t  resolut ion would  be  adopted,  express ing the

common desire and determination of the international community. F o r  t h a t  reasanr

the  Chinese  de legat ion  h a s  decided to  suppor t  draf t  resolu t ion  A/C.1/44/L.10,

proposed by non-al igned md neutra l  countr ies . We ask that the Commit tee not take

act ion on draf t  resolut ion A/.1/44/L.  28.

Mr. FIeKINNON (Canada) I I a m  speaking o n  behalf  of  the  sponsors  of  draf t

resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 198 Austra l ia ,  Belgium,  Canada,  France,  the  Federal  Republ ic

of Germany, I taly, Japan, the Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Turkey and the IJnited

Kingdom of Great Britain  and Northern Ireland.

T h e  sponsora  o f  t ha t  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  h a v e  d e c i d e d  t h a t  i t  s h o u l d  n o t  b e  P u t

t o  t h e  v o t e . They  h a v e  take.? t h a t  dec i s ion  a f t e r  a  p ro longed  e f fo r t  t o  ge t  1~

number  of  the  e lements  conta ined in  i t  re f lec ted  in  another  draf t  resolut ion  on the

same s u b j e c t  . That  o ther  draf t  resolu t ion  i s  conta ined in  document  A/C .  1/44/L.  10.

That  ef for t  d id  not  succeed, The sponsors  of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.19

be l i eve  t ha t  t he  ve ry  s ign i f i can t  p rog re s s  we  h a v e  s e e n  i n  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l

environment  should  a l low the General  Asserrbly  to  adopt  a  resolu t ion  on  th is  s u b j e c t

t h a t  qoes  a  lonq w a y  down the road t o w a r d s  e l i m i n a t i n g  r e f e r e n c e s  t h a t  are

conf ron t a t i ona l ,  o f  doub t fu l  r e l evance , a n d  o f  l i t t l e  u t i l i t y  i n  p r o v i d i n g  w h a t

should  be  the  cons idered  quidance  of  the  in ternat ional  c o m m u n i t y  to  the  Conference

on Disarmament . T h e  s p o n s o r s  o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.19  h o p e  t h a t  a t  n e x t

year�s  sess ion of  the  General  Assembly we wil l  f ind i t  p o s s i b l e  to  adopt  a

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

responn  i blc! , cons t ruct ive  advice  tha t  should  be  g iven to  the  Conference  o n

Disarmament.
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(Mr. McKinnon, Canada)

We remgnize the funclameztal  issues that divide the member States of this

Committee on this issue. It is therefore a source of considerable pleasure to me

that this has not affected the close personal relations among the negotiators and

in this regard I would like to thank Mr. Fahmy, Mr. Agaev, Mr. Tan Han,

Arrbassador  Rasaputram and Miss TKujillO.

MK. KRASULIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): & behalf of the sponsors of draft resolution A/44/L.16 we wish to

announce that we shall not request a vote on this draft resolution. We regret that

this year, once again, notwithstanding intensive consultations among all groups of

countries, including socialist, Western and non-aligned States and the delegation

of the People’s &public of China, it has not proved possible to move towards a

anunonly acceptable solution. We intend to support draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.10r

submitted by the groupof non-aligned States. We voice the hope that next year all

States will undertake constructive efforts to arrive at a consensus and that all

delegations will be motivated by a spirit of realism.

We believe that a consensus resolution by the General Assembly properly

reflecting the real state of affairs and a genuine willingness on the part of

States to work further on the various aspects of preventing an arms race in outer

space could greatly enhance the prospects of bilateral efforts to prevent such an

arms race.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): We have heard statements

from Canada, China and the ulion of Soviet Socialist E&publics announcing the

withdrawal of draft resolutions A/.1/44&16, A/C.1/44/L.19 and A/C.1/44/L.28 in

cluster 14. Thus only one draft resolution remains before the Committee, namely

drdft resolution A/C.1/44/L.10. A separate, recorded vote has been requested on
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(The Chairman)

the 11th and 18th paragraphs of the preamble and on operative paragraphs 1, 3 and

6. I therefore invite the Committee to take a decision t>n 11caf:. f~:!-;.)l~tion

A/C.1/44,/t.10,  entitled PPtevention of an arms race in outer space�. This draft

resolution, which has 22 sponsors , was introduced by the representative of Egypt at

this morning’s meeting. I call on the Secretary to read out the list of sponsots=

131: . KBBRADI (Secretary of.the Committee): The sponsors of draft

resolution A/C.l/44/L.10  is as follows: Argentina, Bangladesh, Brazil, Cameroon,

Egy,pt, Ethiopia, the German Democratic Republic, India, Indonesia, Ireland, the

Islamic I&public of Iran, Jordan, Malaysia, Mexico, Myanmaf, Peru, &mania,

Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia.

The CBAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): As no representatives have

asked to speak to explain their votes before the voting , the Committee will now

take action on draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.10. we will first of all take action on

paragraph 11 of the preamble to draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.10. A separate,

recorded vote has been requested.



NS /dm

A fecor &d vote was taken.

n/c. 1/44/PV.  40
18

In favour, Afghan  istan  I Nban ia, Alqer ia, Angola, Arqen tina, Australia,
Auatr in, Bahamas, Bahrain, Banqladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan,
Bol iv ia , Botswana,  Brazi l ,  Brunei  Barussalam, Bulgar ia ,  Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian  Soviet S o c i a l i s t  &public,  C e n t r a l
African F&public,  Chile,  China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, C&e
d�Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslwak ia, Benr,cratic Kampuchea,
Ilrimocratic  Yemen, Denmark, Dj ibouti ,  I)ominican Republic,  &ua&x,
Egypt I Ethiopia , F i j i ,  F i n l a n d , Gabon, Gambia,  German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary ,  I ce l and ,  Ind ia ,  Indones ia ,  I r an  ( I s l amic  Bapuhlic o f  1,
Iraq, Ireland,  Jamaica,  Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait ,  ho People �s
Derrr,cratic &public, Iesotho,  L i b e r i a ,  L i b y a n  A r a b  Jamahiriya,
Madaqascar,  Malawi,  Malaysia ,  Maldives ,  Mali ,  Malta ,  Mauri t ius ,
Mexic-,, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozarrhique,  Myanmar, Nepal, Now
Zealand,  Nicaraqua,  Niger, Niger  ia, Norway, Qnan, Pakis tan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar I
Romania, Wanda, &Samoa, Saud i  Arab ia ,  Senega l ,  S ingapore ,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sur iname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syr ian
Arab Republ ic ,  Thai land,  Togo, Itinisia,  Uqanda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socia l is t  I&public, mien  o f  Sovtet S o c i a l i s t  FBpublics,  Ulited
krah Emirates, United Republic  of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yuqoslav ia, Za ire, Zamb ia, Zimbabwe

Aga ins ta United States of America

Absta in inq 8 Belqium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel,
I t a ly ,  Japan .  Luxetiourq,  Ne the r l ands ,  Po r tuga l ,  Spa in ,  Turkey,
United Kingdom  of Great Britain and Nor ther n Ireland

The e leventh praamhular  paragraph of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.10  Was
retnined  b y  1 1 9  v o t e s  t o  1, w i t h  13 a b s t e n t i o n s .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) I The Committee will proceed

t o  t a k e  a c t i o n  o n  p r e a m b u l a t  paragraph 18 o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  R/C.l./44/L.10.  A

aepara te, recorded vote has been rquestpd.
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In favour8

Againatr
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Afghan i s t an ,  Alge r i a ,  Ango la ,  Argen t ina ,  Aus t ra l i a ,  Auertria,
Bah;mv3, Bahrain,  Bangladesh,  Barbados,  B e n i n ,  Bhutan,  Bol iv ia ,
rfiwRwma, Braz i l ,  B rune i  Daruasatim,  Bu lga r i a ,  Burk ina  Fafio,
L.;r iv381  , Byelorussian  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  Rpublic,  C e n t r a l  A f r i c a n
kc;.~bblic, C h i l e ,  C h i n a ,  Colombia,  Congo,  Costa  Rica,  C&it
d*!vcli~, Cuba, Cyprus, Cnschoslcuak  ia, i%nr,cratic  Kampucheat
bmcr;at.ic  Y e m e n ,  D e n m a r k ,  ~j ihouti,  bminican  R e p u b l i c ,  Elcuador,
Egypt, E t h i o p i a , Fi j i ,  F inland,  Gabon, Ganb i s ,  German  OsmDcra t.iC
Rtrmblic,  Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Chinea, ayana,  Haiti,
Hungary ,  I ce l and ,  India, Indones i a ,  I ran  (Islamic  &public  o f  )  t
Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People�s
Democratic IBpubli.c,  Lesotho, Liberia ,  Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldivee, t&li,  Ma l t a ,  Maur i t i u s ,
Mexico, Mongolia, Moroco, Mozaffbique,  Myanmar, Nepal,  New
Zealand,  Nicaragua,  Niger ,  Niger  ia, Norway, Qnan, P a k i s t a n ,
PanamB, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romnia, Wanda, S&ma,  S&ucIi  A r a b i a ,  S e n e g a l ,  Soma?ia,
Sri  Lanka,  S u d a n ,  S u r  iname, Swaz iland, Sweden, Syr ian Ar ah
Remblic, Thai land,  �Ibqo,  lbnhia, Uganda,  Ukrainian Soviet
S o c i a l i s t  mpublic, linion o f  S o v i e t ,  S o c i a l i s t  I&publics,  wited
Arab  mlrates,  U n i t e d  Republic  of  Tanzan ia ,  U r u g u a y ,  Vsnezuela,
Viet t&am,  Y e m e n ,  Y u g o s l a v i a ,  Z a i r e ,  Zambia, Zirrbabwe

United 8ta tea of Amer ica

Absta  in inqc B e l g i u m ,  Carzada, France, Germany,  Federal .  Republic  of,  Israel ,
I t a l y ,  J a p a n ,  Uxetiourg,  N e t h e r  lande,  P o r t u g a l ,  Spainr  Turkeyr
United Kingdom of Great Br itain and Nx ther n �Lreland

The eighteenth praambular  paragraph of  &aft resolution  A/C.l/44/L.10  was
re t a ined  by  117 v o t e s  t o  1 ,  w i t h  1 3  abstentiox.

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

action on operat ive paragraph 1 of  draf t  reaolutlon  A/C.1/44/L.10. A seprate,

recorded vote has been requested.
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In favour 8 Afghanistan,  Albania,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argentina,  Australia,
Aue tr is, Bahamaa,  Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Ben in, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana,  Brazi l ,  Brunei  Darussalam, Bulgar ia ,  Burkina
Faso, Bur undt , Byeloruseian  S o v i e t  Socia l is t  Rpublic,  Cen t r a l
African l&public,  Chile,  China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, c&e
dlIvoire, Cuba,  Cy.wue, Czechoelovak ia, Dem,cra tic Kampuchea I
Democratic Yemen, Denmark,  Dj ibouti, Daminican Republic,  Ecuador,
Egypt, Ethiopia ,  Fi j i ,  F inland,  Gabon,  Gan�bia,  German llembcratic
Replblic,  Ghana ,  Greece ,  matemale, Gu inea ,  Guyana, Ha i t i ,
Hungary, I c e l a n d ,  I n d i a ,  Indonesia, I r a n  (Islamic republic  o f  ),
Iraq, I r e l a n d ,  Jamica, Jo rdan ,  Kenya ,  Kuwai t ,  ho  Peop l e � s
Demcra t i c  Rtpuhlic,  tiso the, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamah iriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives ,  Mal i ,  Mal ta ,  Mauri t ius ,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Moza&ique,  Myanmar, Nepal, New
Zealand,  Nicaragua,  Niger ,  Nigeria ,  Norway,  Qnan, Pakis tan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru ,  Phi l ippinea ,  Poland,  @tar I
Romania, Wanda,  Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sinqapare,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thai land,  mqo, mnieia, Uganda,  Ukrainian Soviet
Sot ial ist &public, Ulion o f  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  FBpuhlice,  Lkrited
Arab Ihir ates, United IQspublic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zan-bia, Zimbabwe

Againsta United States of Amer ica

Abota in inq, Belqium,  Canada,  France,  Germany,  Federal  Republic  of,  Israel ,
Italy, J a p a n ,  Luxetiourg,  Netherlands,  P o r t u g a l ,  S p a i n ,  T u r k e y ,
Unit&d Kingdom of Great Br its in and Northern Ireland

Operative parag raph  1  of  dra f t  r e so lu t i on  A/C.1/44/L.10  was  r e t a ined  by  I.19
votes  to  1 ,  wi th  13  ab_atentions.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) a The Comnittee will now take

a  decis ion  on paragraph 3 of  draf t  renolution  A/C.1/44/L.10,  �Prevent ion of an arm8

race in outer epaoe. n A separate , recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

I n  favourt- - Afghanistan,  Albania,  Algeria ,  Angola,  Argentina,  Auetralia,
Auatr ia, Bahamas,  Bahrain,  Bangiadeeh,  Barbados,  Benin ,  Bhutan,
Bolivia,  Sotswane,  B raz i l ,  B rune i  Darueaalam,  Bu lga r i a ,  Burk ina
Faso, Burundi, Byelor u88 ian Soviet Sot ialiet  Republic, Cen trai
Af r ican Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Coata Rica, C&e
d�Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus,  Czechoslovakia ,  Denr,cratic Kampuchear
Democratic Yemen, Dsnmar k , Djibouti  ,  Dbminican Republic,  Ecuador,
Egypt ,  Ethiopia ,  Fi j i  ,  F inland, Gabon, Gambia, German [kmocrat~c
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, I ce l and ,  Ind ia ,  Indonea  ia, I ran  (Ielamic  FCBpublic  o f  ) I
Iraq, Ireland,  Jamaica,  Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait ,  Lao People�8
Democratic F&public, Iasotho, Liberia ,  Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar,  Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar , Nepal, bw Zealand I
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Qnan, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Philippinea, Poland, Qatar, bmania, Rwanda,
SamDe, Saudi  Arabia ,  Senegal ,  Singapore,  Somalia ,  Sri  Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syr ian Arab r&public,
Thai land,  Togo, mnieia?  Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet  Socia l is t
I&public, Ulion o f  Soviet  S o c i a l i s t  Wpublica,  Ulited A r a b
Emirates,  Uni ted  Republic  of Tanzania ,  Uruguay,  Venezuela ,  Wet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 7,aire, Zambia ,  Zirrbabwe

Against8 Uni ted  Sta tes  of Amer ice

Abate in inqc Belgium, Canada,  Francs ,  Germany,  Federal  Republic  of,  Israel,
I t a l y ,  J a p a n ,  Iuxembourg,  N e t h e r l a n d s ,  P o r t u g a l ,  Spein,  Turkeyr
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Paragraph 3 of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.10  waa re ta ined by 119 votea to 111
with 13 abetentione.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) a The Committee will next take

a  dec i s ion  on  pa rag raph  8 o f  d ra f t  re.clolution  A/C.l/44/L,lO. A separate ,  recorded

vote hao been requeoted.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour 8 Afghanis  tan, Alhan ia, Algec ia, Angola, Argentina, Australia ,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia,  Botawana,  Brazi l ,  Brunei Darussalam, BulgariaI  Burkina
FaBo, B u r u n d i ,  B y e l o r u a a i a n  Swiet Socialist  Wpublis,  Central
Af r ican Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica,
C8te d @ Ivoire, Cuba, Cypr us, Czachoslovak ia, tmocra tic
Kampuchea, Democr  ati.c Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti , Dominican
F&public,  Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji ,  Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guyana,  Hait i  ,  Hungary,  India,  Indones ia, Iran (Is lamic mpuhlic
of), I r a q , Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People�s
Oemocra  tic *pub1 ic, Leeao  tho, Liber ia, Libyan hr ab Jamah ir i ya ,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicer aqua, Niger, Niger ia, Urway, Cman,  Pak iatan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Plr ilippines,  Poland, Qatar, Ibman ia, Rwanda I
Sama, Saudi  Arabia ,  Senegal . ,  Singapore,  Somalia ,  Sr i  tanka,
Sudan, Sur iname, Swazi land,  &eden, Syr ian Arab Republic,
T h a i l a n d ,  mgo, mnisia,  Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet  Socia l is t
I%3puhlic, union of  swiet S o c i a l i s t  I & p u b l i c s ,  u n i t e d  Arab
mirates,  United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Vfet Nom,  Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against1 Uni ted  Stateu of Amor  ica

Selgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal  Republ ic  of ,  Israel,
I t a l y , Japan ,  Uxembourg,  Netherlands,  Po r tuga l ,  Spa in ,  Tu rkey ,
Uni ted  Kirigdom  of  Great  Bri ta in  and Northern I re land

Paragraph 8 of draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.10  was re ta ined by 118 votes  to  1,
wi th  13  abs tent ions .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation  from Spanish) I The Committee wilt now

proceed to  vote  on  draf t  resolut ion  A/C,1/44/L,lO, �P reven t i on  of an  9rms r,3ce  i n

o u t e r  sp%~e,~  a s  a  who le . A recorded vote!  has besn requcfl ted.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour a Afghanintan.  Alhaniil,  Algcrla, A n g o l a ,  Arqentina,  A u s t r a l i a ,
Auetrio,  B a h a m a s ,  Rahrain, nanqladesh,  Aarhadon,  Bf?lqlum, B e n i n ,
B h u t a n ,  Roltvia, btswana, BrazlL, B r u n e i  mruanalam,  B u l g a r i a ,
Surk inn Faso, Dur undi, Byolorusnfan S o v i e t  Socialfnt  &public,
Canadd, Central  Afr ican Rcp~bltc,  Chi le ,  China ,  Colombia ,  Congo,
Costa pica, c8te t-l � Ivoire , Cuba, Cypr us, Czechoslovak  ia,
Democratic Kampuchea, D@mocratlc Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
bminican  &pub1 i c ,  Ecuado r ,  Fdypt, E t h i o p i a ,  F i j i ,  F i n l a n d  I
Franm , Gabon, Gambia, German lXm0crati.c  F32pupUhlic,  Germany,
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Federal  R e p u b l i c  o f ,  Ghana,  Greece,  Guatemala,  Guinea,  Guyana,
H a i t i ,  H u n g a r y ,  I c e l a n d ,  I n d i a ,  I n d o n e s i a ,  I r a n  ( I s l a m i c  BpUblic
of), Iraq, I r e l and ,  I s rae l ,  I t a ly ,  J amaica ,  Japan ,  Jo rdan ,  Kenya ,
Kuwai t ,  Lao People �s  Democratic  &public,  Lesotho,  Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamah ir iya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malays ia,
Maldives, Mali,  Malta, Wxioo,  Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambiqm,
Myanmar , Nepal Nether lands, New Zealand, Nicer&qua,  Niger,
Niger ia, Norwa , Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua Ne*q Guin?sa, Peru,
Phil ippinas, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Ilomania, Rwanda, Samoa,
Saudi  Arabia,  Seneqal,  Singapore ,  Somalia,  Spain,  Sr i  Lanka,
Sudan, Sur iname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syr Ian Arab Wpublic:,
Tha i land, lbgo,  Tunis ia ,  Turkey,  Uganda,  Ukrainian Soviet
S o c i a l i s t  Republic, Union of  Soviet  Socia l is t  Repblics,  United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Irel.and, Uni ted  Republic  of  Tanzania,  Uruguay,  Ven&zuela,
Viet  Nam, Yemen,  Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against8 United Sta tea of Amer ica

Draft  resolut ion A/C.1/44/L.10,  as  a  whole ,  was adopted  b y  132 votes  to  1 .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) # As I mentioned earlier,  the

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

A/C.l/44/L.16,  L.19 and  L.28,  have  i nd i ca t ed  t ha t  t hey  w i l l  not  i n s i s t  o n  action

being taken on them by the Comittee.

I sha l l  n o w  ca l l  u p o n  de l ega t i ona  w i s h i n g  tr> m a k e  etatements i n  exp l ana t i on  o f

vote.

Mr . LEVINE (United States of Amer ica ) t �ihc  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  wiphes  ti

oxplai,l  i t s  v o t e  aqainet draEt resolution  A/C.1/44/L.10,  � P r e v e n t i o n  of a n  armR

race  i n  ou te r  space . � There should he no doubt of the firm United States

a3mmitment t o  arim c o n t r o l  i n  this a r e a . T h e  c o n t i n u i n g  b i l a t e r a l  n u c l e a r  and

space ta lks  b e t w e e n  the  Uni ted StAtes  and the  &Soviet  Union are  v is ib le  evidence  of

i t . T h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  w o u l d  1  i ke  n o t h i n g  b e t t e r  t h a n  t o  b e  a b l e  t . o  af f i rm th i.s

well-known commitment in th ifl for urn. Unfor tuna t e ly ,  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  L.10 does n o t

permi t  us  to  do  th is .

The  t ex t  o f  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  I,.10 t a k e s  n o  n o t i c e  of  t he  more  Psitive

i n t e r n a t i o n a l .  climate  that hafl dev~Lopt?d  f rom imprwing  r e l a t i ons  b e t w e e n  the
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(Mr. Levine, United States)

United States and the Soviet ulion. Indeed, by submitting virtually the same draft

resolution this year as the one voted on in earlier years, despite the steadily

improving international environment, this text is actually worse than the

equivalent draft resolutions of earlier years. It bears less and less relationship

to the realities of the international environment and simply becomes irrelevant, a

collection of statements to be ignored. It consists of a repository of exaggerated

and hostile rhetoric, with elements that are deliberately aimed at and critical Of

fundamental elements of United States policy.

If we want to develop a draft resolution in this forum that will truly reflect

consensus on this subject, the sucoessors to L.10 will have to be radically

restructured. The increased number of paragraph votes for abstention that we have

just witnessed reflects a heightened sense of frustration and disappointment over

the overall thrust and tone of this draft resolution.

Because of the reasons that the United States has just set forth, therefore,

the United States has voted �No".

Mr. McKINNON (Canada): The draft resolution we have just voted on is

intended, through the provision of the considered views of the international

community, to facilitate and guide the work of the Conference on Disarmament and,

in particular, of its Ad Hoc Committee for the Prevention of an Arms Race in cX1teK

Space.

We continue to be concerned that over the years the draft resolution has

evolved in a fashion that has diminished its utility in providing guidance to the

Conference on Disarmament. As we noted at last year’s session of the First

Committee, there is a danger that the draft resolution will be-me part of the

problem, and not part of the solution.
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(Mr. McKinnon,  Canada)

The difflcultlea  that the Conference on Disarmament �8 Ad Hoc Committee on

Outer Space has experienced do not spring from minor impediments that are to be

impatiently brushed a8 ide. T h e y  r e l a t e  t o  t w o  issues\ t h e  i n a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  t w o

major fipnCe  Power s  t o  a r r i ve  a t  t he  k ind  o f  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h a t  w o u l d  realistically

make greater progress in the mu1  t ila ter al domain pose ible and the genuine

complexity of the problems involved in the prevention of an arms race in outer

Rega rd ing  t he  f i r s t  i s sue , Canada believes that the wor Id conrnunity  must keep

const ruct ive  pressure  on  the  major apace Fowers to  resolve  the i r  problems. This

approach requirea  that  we rocognize  the  in t r  insic impor tance  of the  b i la tera l

process and of  the  changes  in  the  in ternat ional  a tmosphere  over  the  last several

years.
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In view of the amplexity of the problems that the Ad Hoc Committee faces, it

is clear that there will have to be a major effort to resolve those problems. They

cannot be ignored or resolved by fear. It is in the light of these considerations ,

that my Government has carefully considered the draft resolution in its

implications, particularly for our future work in the Ad Hoc Committee on the

Prevention of an Arms Race in Cuter Space.

Although Canada voted in favour of the draft resolution as a whole, we believe

that many parts of it could have been significantly improved with a view t0

Strengthening the effective role and responsibility of the nultilateral domaine in

preventing an arms race in outer space. We therefore felt obliged to abstain on

the eleventh and eighteenth preambular paragraphs and on operative paragraphs 1, 3

and 8.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): The French delegation

wishes to explain its vote on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.10, �Prevention of an

arms race in outer space�.

France voted in favour of the draft resolution in order to give its support to

the objective of preventing an arms race in outer space. None the less we regret

that we were obliged to abstain yet again on several paragraphs of the draft

resoiution.

In the Committee at the last session of the General Assembly, France abstained

on three paragraphs. This year we abstained on five. France, as a sponsor of the

Western draft resolution, A&1/44/L. 19, which was withdrawn, had hoped that

certain elements of that draft - which we valued highly - could have been taken

into account by the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.10. That would have

been all the more necessary in that , as many speakers noted in the general debate I

there has been a definite improvement in the international situation and that

imprwement should have been reflected in the text of the draft resolution.
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Moreover, the work at the last session of the Ad Hoc Committee of the

Conference on Disarmament on this question showed that, notwithstanding a

persistent divergency of views on the substance , a mounting interest in the

question of transparency and confidence-building measures in space matters could

well help advance the cause of the prevention of an arms race in outer space, We

feel further that this other positive trend should also have been reflected in the

draft resolution.

Unfortunately, negotiations held between the sponsors of draft resolutions

A/C:1/44/L.10  and A/C.l/44/L.19  - in respect of which my delegation wishes to pay a

tribute to the perseverance of the representative of Canada - failed to lead to a

satisfactory compromise. For that reason my delegation was obliged to voice its

reservations on those paragraphs of draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.10 which were msst

in need of improvement. France hopes that this regrettable situation will not

prevent continuation of the positive developments in Geneva so that greater realism

and pragmatism will be manifested the next time the First Committee takes up the

question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Mr. MIULLEZ (Belgium) (interpretation from French): I should like to

explain Belgium’s vote on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.10.

Already in 1988 Belgium had to abstain on the paragraphs of the earlier

resolution corresponding to the eleventh and eighteenth preambular paragraphs and

to operative paragraph 8 of draft resolution h/C.1/44/L.10. My delegation had also

made its acceptance of the fifth preambular paragraph dependent on explicit

reference to Article 51 of the Charter. In that way we hoped that the sponsors Of

the draft would take those considerations into account at this session of the

General Assembly. Furthermore, many efforts made this year by the Western

co-ordinator, Mr. McKinnon of the Canadian delegation, to whom I would like to pay

a tribute, did not lead to any substantial modification of the text submitted in
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1988. That argument alone would undoubtedly justify our abstention on the

paragraphs of the text that were put to a separate vote. But if we put the draft

in an international context, we must note that it inno way takes into account the

spectaalar improvement in relations between the Dnited States of America and the

Smiet union. This new climate will undoubtedly have favourable consequences in

all spheres of disarmament, including outer spaoa.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): We will now take UP

Consideration of draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L. 4l/Rev .2. I call on the

representative of India to introduce the text.

Mr. SHAF!MA (India) z Dr aft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  Bl/Rev. 2, on scienti fit

and technoPogica1 developments and their impact on international security,

presented on behalf of the sponsors of the resolution on this subject last year,

covers a field which should be of universal concern as it pertains to the

qualitative arms race and the negative impact an entirely new class of weapons

systems will have on the global security environment.

The considerations underlying the introduction of the draft resolution were

spelt out both when General Assembly resolution 43/77 A was introduced in the First

Corqnittee  last year and earlier in the current session of the Committee. The

resolution on the subject deservedly received widespread support last year and it

is our hope that this will be extended when the draft resolution is voted upon

today, in order ti express the universality 0,� concern in the Committee on this

most important issue.

Cur delegation has held extensive consultations towards this end and the

second revision represents the results of that effort. We thank the delegations

which co-oparated with us in this exercise.

The CHAIRVAN (interpretation from Spanish) s I now invite the Committee

to take action on draft resolution A/C,1/44/L.41/Rev.2, entitled �Scientific and
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technological developments and their impact on international security". The draft

resolution, which has 10 sponsors , was introduced by the representative of India

this morning.

I now call on the Secretary to read out the list of sponsors.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors of draft

resolution A/C.1/44/L.$l/Rev.2  are as followst the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic &public, Hungary, India,

Indonesia, Poland, Rxnania, Sri Lanka and Venezuela.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish): A recorded vote has been

requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Rahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan,
Holivia, Hotswana,  Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Central African Republic,
Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, C&e d’IvOire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Demcratic  Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German DerrPcratic  Republic, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan,  KeYat
Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
IMalta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru,  Philippines, Poland, Qatar, mmania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yuqoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece,
Iceland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway,
Portugal, Spain, Turkey

Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.41/Rev.2  was adopted by 113 votes to 3, with 15
abstentions.

The CHAI!?MAN (interpretation from Spanish): I shall now call on those

representatives who wish to explain their vote.

Xr. GEARS (Netherlands): The Netherlands regrettably could not support

draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.41/Rev.2, on scientific and technological developments

and their impact on international security.

The pursuit of scientific and technological development in itself is, in our

view, an abstract - that is unqualifiable - process. It is the application of

scientific and technological research that can have a beneficial, neutral, or

negative effect. That also holds true for military applications, which can
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hamper  disarmament  uEforts b u t  also ,  as  i s  equal ly  probable ,  enhance and s t rengthen

internat ional  necur  ity .  It, ment ion one  example , scien ti fit and technological

developments  as  appl ied ,  for  ins tance , t o  s a t e l l i t e s  cou ld  fu r the r  t r anspa rency  a s

Well  as  a  bet ter  knowledge of mil i tary  capabi l i t ies ,

D r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/44/L.41/Rev.2  s t r e s s e s  i~r t h e  t h i r d  preambular

Pa rag raph  the  pos s ib l e  nega t ive  efEects  o n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s e c u r i t y  o f  t e c h n o l o g i c a l

developments  that  may h a v e  a mil i tary  appl icat ion. The Nether lands, however, holds

the  view that  modern mil i tary  technology,  i f  properly  used,  may very well  serve

s tahili  ty and enhance secur  itY 0

Although  the  Nether  lands  voted in  favour  of  draf t  resolut ion

A/C. 1/44/L. 46/Rev  .l, entitled �Science and Lechnology  for disarmament�,  We Would

like to  qua l i fy  ou r  suppo r t . M e n t i o n  i s  m a d e  o f  t h e  pssibilities  t h a t  s c i e n t i f i c

and technological  progress  offers , for  example  in  the  f ie ld  of  convers ion of

m i l i t a r y  i n d u s t r y  t o  c i v i l i a n  p r o d u c t i o n .

That  m a y  w e l l  b e  s o . Indeed,  the  appl ica t ion of  sc ience  and technology is

mani  fold. B u t  i t  i s  p o l i t i c a l  a n d  e c o n o m i c  f a c t o r s  t h a t  a r e  a t  t h e  hash of

nat ional  decis ions  concerning convers ion, 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  p r o g r e s s

can at  most  be  a  factor  of  inf luence,  not  of  decis ion. There fore, we cannot ,

i n t e r  alia, g i v e  u n q u a l i f i e d  s u p p o r t  t o  t h e � spec i a l  r e spons ib i l i t y �  o f

�8cientiEically  and  t e chno log i ca l l y  m o r e  advanced  S t a t e s �  r e f e r r ed  t o  i n  t he  f i f t h

w eamhu Lar i>ar agr aph .

M r . RIDER (Now Zealand) $ New Zealand voted in favour of the draft

reaolu tion on the nubject  of soionti  fit and technological developments con ta ined in

document A/.1/44/L.  41/Rev.2.

There can be no doubt that the sdvancxs we SET!  every day on the scien ti  Fit  and

t e c h n o l o g i c a l  f r o n t  have t h e  p o t e n t i a l  t o  immct  o n  internationa.1  s e c u r i t y .

W h e t h e r  t h a t  i m p a c t  i!; positive  (>r negative  in OUL'  choice,  We must all b e  nn our
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guard agains t  tha  in t roduct ion of  new technologies  which, in  the  longer  term,  might

he  destahiliainq.

Next y e a r , t h e  reprt o f  t he  Sec re t a ry -Gene ra l  on  t ha t  sub j ec t ,  r e f e r r ed  t o  i n

document A/C.l/44/L,41/Rev.  2, will  be before the First Committee. We look forward

t o  i t  w i t h  i n t e r e s t .

In New Zealand�s  view, a balanced report on new scientific and tachnological

developments  should also endeavour to cwer thoee developments that might aeaiat

arms control dnd disarmament efforts. That  i s  the  theme under ly ing the draft

resolution contained in document A/C,1/44/L.46/Rev.l,  introduced by the German

DemocratLc Heplblic  and  adoptad  by  t he  Committee yee te rday . New Zealand supported

t h a t  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n . &I i t  n o t e d ,  v e r i f i c a t i o n  o f  c o m p l i a n c e  a n d  convereion  a re

ju!st t w o  areas  in  which technologica l  developments  could  assist the  dinarmament

process.

Thn nponnors  of  those  two draf t  resolut ions  are to  he  cormnended  for  drawing to

o u r  attention bath a spec t s  of  t h a t  i m p o r t a n t  issue. T h e i r  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s

or)mplemen  t each other. We urge them to take advantage of that and to put together

for  next  year  a ~1 ingle  text  tha t  addresses  the  subject  of  science  and technology

r~rl(.I  lta tiplicatic3nn  f o r  Anternational  s e c u r i t y  i n  a  camprehensive  m a n n e r . W e  are

c o n f i d e n t  that such a  te):t w o u l d  a t t r a c t  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  o f  m o s t  i f  n o t  a l l

drtlega tion9,

The CHAIHMAN  (intc!rpretation  from Spanish) I The Committee will nckJ

proc~?(J  to takrt a c t 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.  45/Rev.  2.

I stlall  r-lad Cdl1

explanat ion of  vote.

MC. MAPARr,

on  representa t ives  who wish to  make s ta tements  o ther  than in

( F e d e r a l  Repblic o f  Germany)r 1 w o u l d  l i k e  b r i e f l y  t o

pxpress my delegat ion�s  v iew on draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/44/L.  45/Rev,  2 ,  en t i t led

�I)~!f~nnivc  ~;ecur  ity concepts  and pol ic ies � .
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My delegat ion agrees  wi th  t h e  sponsors  of the  draf t  reflolu  tion tha t  the

pr inc ip le  of sel f - res t ra int  in  the  bui ld-up and maintenance of  armed forces  - which

f lows logical ly  f rom the synthesis  of  Art ic le  2  (4)  and 51 of  the United  Nations

C h a r t e r  a n d  t h e  oorresponding  d e f e n s i v e  o r i e n t a t i o n  o f  recur i t y  c o n c e p t s  a n d

policiee  a i m i n g  exclusively  a t  war  prevent ion and defence deserve par t icular

a t t e n t i o n ,

My delegat ion shares  the  view that  the  in i t ia t ion  or  in tens i f ica t ion of  a

d i a l o g u e  on corresponding concepts  can  provide  an  impor tant  cont r ibut ion  to

Promoting transparency  and building confidence, t h u s  promating  t he  p roce s s  i n  a rms

control and disarmament and ntrengthening  stability. We therefore weloome the

i n i t i a t i v e ,  b u t  we d e e m  it necessary t o  aontr ibute a  complemen ta ry  v i ew  on  t he

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

a n d  n o t  a t t a i n  t h e  i n t e n d e d  reeults.

The defensive character of security concepts and policies can not der ive

pure ly  f rom t he  f ac t  t ha t  a  mil i t a ry  a t t a c k  i s  exc luded  by  dec l a r a to ry  means.

Dec la ra t i ons  o f  intc\nt  a l o n e  d o  n o t  cresti  su f f i c i en t  p r e r equ i s i t e s  fo r

es tabl ishing a  just and s table  framowork for  peace. The de fena iva character of

R e c u r  ity concepts  has  to  b e  anchored in  a defensive  or ienta t ion of  the  mil i tary

s t ra tegy and corresponding force  postures . As long as concepts and Policies  are

n o t  t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  c o r r e s p o n d i n g  foroe s t r u c t u r e s , they can be changed abruptly

and remain a matter of mere declaration.
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Intentions and objectives can change quickly; actual capabilities cannot.

Unless defensive intentions are implemented in material terms they do not have the

necessary confidence-building , confidence-promoting and stabilizing effect. There

should not be a discrepancy between the political-military rhetoric on the one hand

and the real force structures and their underlying military strategic concepts on

the other hand. Self-restraint and defensive orientation derive their credibility

only from the comprehensive conceptual and mater ial limitation of military

capabilities and the declared objectives and intentions.

A lasting improvement in relations between States requires that all armed

forces in a region serve only the purposes of the prevention of war and of

self-defence and that they be organized and structured accordingly. We regret that

the author4 of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  45/Rev.  2 do not take adequately into

account these extremely important criteria. With its declaratory character, the
/

draft remains too limited and does not represent the very precise and comprehensive

approach of\ the Vienna Talks on conventional armed forces in Europe.

For these reasons we are not in a position to support draft resolution

A/C. 1/44/L. 45/Rev.  2.

The CBAIHAN (interpretation from Spanish) : I now invite the Committee

to take action on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/44/L.45/Rev.2.

which is entitled �Defensive security concepts and policies�. This draft

resolution is sponsored by the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, Poland and the Union of Soviet

Socialist Republics. It was introduced by the representative of the German

Democratic Republic at the 31st meeting of the First Committee, on 8 Nove&er.

A recorded vote has been requested.
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I n  favour1 Afghan ia tan, Algeria ,  Angola,  Argent ina,  Austral ia ,  Auntr  ia,
Bahamas, Rahra  in, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bol iv ia,
Rotswana,  Brazil, Brunei  Daruesalam,  Bulgaria, B u r k i n a  F a a o ,
Burundi, Byelor uss ian Soviet Sot ial 1st -pub1 ic, Csn tr al African
nftplblic:,  Congo, C&e d�Ivoire,  Cuba,  Cyprus ,  Czechoslovakia ,
Democratic Yemen, DJibout.i,  Dominican bepublic,  Ecuador, Egypt t
Ethiopia , Fi j i ,  F inland,  Gabon, Camb ia, Ger men Dsmocr  atic
Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyanh, Haiti,  HungarY  t
Ind i a ,  Indones i a , I r a n  (Islamic  Roplblic  o f ) ,  I r a q ,  I r e l a n d ,
Jamaica,  Jo rdan ,  Kenya ,  K u w a i t , Lao  P e o p l e ' s  D e m o c r a t i c  Faepublicr
Lesotho,  Liber ia, Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldivee,  Mali,  Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, MorocCO,  Mozambique,
Wanmar,  Nepal,  New zealand,  Nica ragua ,  Nige r ,  N ige r i a ,  Cman,
Pakistan,  Panama,  Papua N e w  G u i n e a ,  P e r u ,  Phi l ippinea ,  Polandr
Qata r , Ebmania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, ,Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, S w a z i l a n d ,  Sweden,  Syrian Arab
Republic,  Thai land,  mgo, Tunis ia ,  Uganda,  Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist  mpublic, U n i o n  o f  S o v i e t  Soc,islist  F&publics,  United
Arab I9nir ates, U n i t e d  Replhlic  of Tanzania ,  Uruguay,  Venezuela ,
Viet Nfim, Yemen,  Yuqoslavia,  Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

None

B e l g i u m ,  Canada,  tlenmar  k ,  France, Germany,  Federal  %plblic of,
Greece, I c e l a n d ,  I s r a e l ,  I t a l y ,  J a p a n ,  hxemt.Jourg,  N e t h e r  lands,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kinqdom of Great Br ita in
and Northern Ireland, Ulited State8 of  America

Draf t  reeolution  A/.1/44/L.  4S/Rev.2  wan adop t ed  by  I.07 v o t e s  t o  noner w i t h  1 8
abf4ten tints.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spaniahjc I  c a l l  on  t he  r ep re sen t a t i ve

of  Belgium for  an explanation  of vote.

Mr . HOULLEZ  (Be lg ium)  ( i n t e rp re t a t i on  f rom French)% I wish to  expla in

br i e f ly  m y  d e l e g a t i o n � s  a b s t e n t i o n  i n  t h 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.45/Rev.2,  en t i t l ed  �De fens ive  security c o n c e p t s  a n d  p o l i c i e s � .

In  view of the  improvement  in  thra  internattonal. a tmosphere ,  and particularly

in IGlHt-Wefit  relationa, one  muld conclude  tha t  such  defenoive  Recur lty concepts

and policien  should by now be evident. T h e  d r a f t  resol.ution  L i s t s  certntn  concept5

which, taken nepar atuly, we nuppor  t, b u t  t h e r e  a r e  s o m e  praqraphs  tha t  a r e

con tradic t.ory and vague. We believe  that  the  a im of  the  d ia logue on ik?fen~:ivl!
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s e c u r i t y  c o n c e p t s  and policiss  i s  clove  t o  b e c o m i n g  a  r ea l i ty  - s o m e t h i n g

transcends fiction . In  p rac t i ce , Eielgium  a l ready  applies such c o n c e p t s .

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)\  We have just dealt w i t h  t h e

that

last d r a f t  reeolution o n  t h e  Comnittee’a  l i s t  f o r  a c t i o n  t h i s  m o r n i n g .  T h e r o  a r e

eight  draft  resolu t ions  for considera t ion  at  th is  afternoon�r  meeting,  which will

he  t h e  l a s t  tha t  t h e  Corfuni  t t e e  w i l l  d e v o t e  t o  disrrmrrment  iaaues.

The meeting t-088  at 12.20  p.m.


