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AGENDA ITEMS 47 TO 65 (~~9tig\aaia)

CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS UNDER ALL DISARMAMENT AGENDA
ITEMS

TBe_lCHAXmr  I <:a11 on the representative of Germany who will

introduce draft resolution A1C.11461L.29.

Mr. DR VON Wm (Germmny)  t Mr. Chairman, as this is the first

time that I take the floor, I should like to extend my sincere congratulations

upon your assumption of your very responsible and important taek. You may

rest assured that you have the full cooperation and support of the German

delegation in this regard. We wish you luck and all succetas.

In 1989, the last time this Committee dealt with the subject of military

budgets, there were still two draft resolutions on this item. One draft

resolution was introduced by Romania with the title “Reduction of military

budgets”] the other was introduced by my delegation and entitled “Military

budgets”.

We are happy to state today that this year the two delegations

successfully undertook to develop t joint text, which you have in front of you

as draft resolution A1C.11461L.27. We are particularly proud of this result

for two reasons: firstly, we regard the merger of the two draft resolutions

as a contribution to the rationalisation of work in the Committee. Whenever

there are draft resolutions of a similar content on our agenda every effort

should be made to come to a joint text. Only significant, substantial and

insurmountable differences of opinion on the respective subjects can, in our

view, justify parallel draft resolutions.
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Seaoadly, we are proud of the merger beaaure it rogrereatrr  one of the

many small, seemingly insignifiaant atepa, that now olearly ahow that Europa

har ovaraomu politiaal separation and aonfrontation.

The major idea in one of the former draft resolutions, to raduue defanae

budgets in order to promote disarmament, has proved to ba too rimplirtia.

Progrslss in acme control and disarmament is always the raault of a wider

political process and military budgets would only follow and than refloat ouch

a devaltipment . That in being proved in Europa today where dafanaa Budget6 are

in the promos of adaptation to a new politiaal climate,

If this European development, however, had been the sole baakground  for

our draft renolution, we would have refrained from putting forward a new draft

raaolution on the issue. However, having listened carefully to the statements

during the general debate of this Committee, we have bean delighted to learn

that the aoaacrpt of confidence-building meaaurea has found almost world-wide

support.

For example, the representative from Kenya aaid during the general debate:

“The aoaaept of confidence building is to areata mutual trust anrd

favourable conditions to enhance world disarmament, peace and raaurfty.

The enhanoement and application of confidence-building meafsurae on the

rubregional level is, therefore, an integral part of our global

dirarmamant endeavour. ** (Arc. 1/46/PV. & D. u)

The rapraaantative from Sri Lanka stated1

“We have to take urgent steps to intanaify our efforts by etrangthening

cotifidsnae-building activities eo a6 to prevent misunderstanding and

misaalaulations that might lahd to irreverribla  military aonfrontation.

. . . If information on military aapabilitiea  and predictability and



PKWblr A/c. 1/46/PV.31
4-8

(Mt.1

oponnorr in ailitwy affair8 are available, th8t will provide the

opportunity to rrduao military aoafroatatioa,  thermby  aahieving a

roalirtio roduotion  in military budgotr.@@  (-.I. a. a)

Oponmlm,  tranrparoaay  and aonfidanoo-building mataauren alosrly have

gainrd  glob81 rignifiaanae.

It ir the primary goal of the joint Romanian-Qorman draft rorolution to

promoto thir prooorr of oarrying the irrue of oonfidonco-building moscuror

won furthor, foouring upon two arear. Sinao Qenoral AaronMy rorolution

361142 B of 12 Doamnbor 1080 the United Nation8 har introduaod a rtandardi8ad

reporting ryrstam on military axPsnditu+oo. About one third of all Stator

roprorontod  hero are taking part in it.
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Thee, one purpose of this draft resolution lo to amad tholre States

$hat are already rrporting their military expenditures and to express our

appreaiation to the Searotary-Qeneral  for providing the reportr  on this

issue. Above all, however, we would like to encourags all Btates that have up

to now refrained from reporting military expenditures to the Secretary-General

to report them in the future. We believe that, in view of the end of the

East-West aonfrontation and the earing of tensions in many regions as a result

of thin development, it is time for those States not yet participating in the

reporting syutsm to reconsider their position.

Openness and transparency in military matters ahould be striven for not

only in the field of military expenditures but in other areas of military

relwanco  ar well. Working Group I of the United Nationa Disarmament

Connni~sion is dealing with this issue in a wider context. Much useful work

has already been accomplished, but to finalise the deliberationa of Working

Qroup I in 1992 aa foreseen will still require major effort8 by all States.

Therefore, we would like to ask all Statea participating in the Disarmament

Commission to support it actively in its endeavoura to complete itrr work on

the issue of objective information on military mattera  in 1992.

Finally, I would like to thank the Romanian  delegation for its excellent

cooperation in this matter, and all the sponsors of this resolution for their

support. Furthermore, I ahould like to ask all other States preaelat at this

Committee meeting to vote in favour of this draft resolution, which supports

two important activities in the field of confidence-building in military

matter0 .
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m. w (Romania) tAs I am taking the floor for the first time in

this Committee, it is my great pleasure to join other speakers in

oon$ratulating your sir, on your election to preside over our deliberations.

My congratulations also go to the other officers of the Bureau.

From the outset, I would like to stream that my delegation full1 shares

the considerations just presented by our Qerman colleague, Ambassador Pitter

von Wagner, while he introduced draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.27 on transparency

of military expenditures. I would also like in turn to thank the C3erman

delegation and the other sponsors for their understanding in the process of

elaborating and promoting this proposal.

Draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.27  reflects the developments that have

occurred in the world and at the United Nations in ihe last few years. With

respect to the United Nations, I have in mind, among other things, the concern

for a more realistic and constructive approach to the problems uac¶er

discussion, on the one hand, and for a reduction of the number of resolutions,

on the other. The draft resolution covers both sub-item (a) and sub-item (b)

of ag3nda item 47.

A consensus is emerging among the countries of the world that increased

transparency in the military field can significantly contribute to

strengthening international security and stability. A8 my delegation had

occasion to underline during the Committee’s general debate, a wider

participation in the annual reporting of military expenditures offers elements

for strengthening mutual confidence.

In the meantime, transparency paves the way for adopting effective

measures to reduce military activities, araaments, troops and budgets. In

this respect, the experience of the European States within the framework of
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the Conferenae on Seourity and Cooperation in Europe (CSCB) deserves  to be

mentioned. One oould hardly conoeive  of the possibility of conaluding the

Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe without the effort that went

into many yenra  of preparatory work to draft and implement various

aonfidence-building measures, beginning with those provided in the Helsinki

Final Act itself.

Last year in Vienna, another decision yas adopted providing for,

malia, the annual exchange of information among CSCE countries on their

military budgeta on the basis of the categories of the United Nations

standardised reporting system on military expenditures. Thus, measures taken

at the regional level intertwine with the efforts made in the framework of the

United Nations at the world level. We hope that this approach, and the draft

resolution itself, will meet with the general support of the participating

delegations, ao that the draft resolution can be adopted by consensus.

Mt. (Germany) : I will now speak on agenda

item 59, *@Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons@‘. I would like to

express the Oerman Qovernment’s support for the three draft resolutions

A/C.1/46/L.36,  AK.11461L.16, and A/C.1/46/L.9, which have all been

co-sponsored by Germany.

In particular, I would like to focus on the subject-matter of draft

resolution A/C.1/46/L.36,  which addresses the negotiations of the Conference

on Disarmament on a global ban on chemical weapons. The Geneva negotiations

on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the

development, production, stockpiling and use of chemisal weapons and on their
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deatrwtion have been going on for a number of years. For a number of years,

too, thilr Conwittee ha8 regularly adopted rwolutiona calling on the

Conferenalo on Disarmament to intenrify ite work. In this respect, this year*a

draft rerolution A/C.l/46/L.36 is not new* However, its signifiaanae car the

global dialogue on arma aontrol and dlsarmsment has dramatiaally inareaaed.
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(Mr. Wi* van v,.Caermanv)

Having had the opportunity to listen in this room yesterday to the report

of Ambassador Batsanov, Chairman of the Ad Iioa Committee on Chemiaal Weapons,

we know that negotiatiom in Geneva have reaahed a watershed. The final

breakthrough is in sight and draft resolution AN.11461L.36 therefore states

that the Qeneral Assembly:

“Strongly urges the Conferenae on Disarmament, as a matter of the highest

priority, to resolve in the forthaoming months outstanding issues so as

to achieve a final agreement during its 1992 session”.

If the Conferenae on Dirarmsment failed to live up to this talrk, the

coneequenaee  for the dialogue on global arms control might be grave, as the

positive ramifiaations  of aucaeaa would go far beyond chemioal disarmament.

Let me elaborate on the arucial importance of a aonvention  banning

chemical weapona, on the need for it, and on the opportunities it offers.

Chemical weapons are not only a particularly aruel Md repugnant means of

warfaret their military valua ia very dubious at best and their aontinued

legitimate existence poses a grave threat to international peace and

seaurity. The Qulf War and its anteaedents have aonfirmad  t&es conolusionsr

First, chemiaal weapons may be suitable for terrorising unproteated

aiviliansr they are apparently not suitable for deciding the outoome of a

modern war, nor do they provide a useful deterrent to the outbreak of such a

war I $lecondly,  despite their limited military utility, ahemical weapons do

have very harmful politioal properties: in the hands of unsarupulous

aggressors they oan foster politioal and military adventurism. Thirdly,

non-proliferation efforts are insufficient to control the dangers that

chemical weapons aonstitute for the international community.
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Looking at the lessons of the Qulf War, one might wonder why it seems 00

difficult to bring the Qeneva negotiations to a close. The security benefits

which a global haa on chemical weapons would bring about seem so obvious that

it is hard to understand any hesitation. Such security benefits would accrue

to all countries, although borne  might have a particular interest in the

chemical weapons convention. A Chinese scholar of the Research Institute of

Chemical Defence in Beijing recently observed:

". . . Developing countries face a more dangerous threat from chemical

weapons t&n do developed countries. It is not surprising that all tb.0

uses of chemical weapons after the First World War were against

developing countries.

,I . . . the statement 'Chemical weapons are the poor man.6 nuclear bomb' is

wrong. The right statement is 'Chemical weapons are the eword of

Damoclea hanging over the poor man's head."'

The imediate security benefits which would flow from a global ban on

chemical weapons already provide a compelling reason for strongly urging the

Conference on Diaarmement to conclude negotiations in Qeneva. But there are

further compelling reasons - reasons going beyond chemical weapons.

It may well be that the future of multilateral arms control and

disarmament is at stake. It is very difficult to maintain the momentum of a

complex, long-term endeavour such as multilateral arms conZro1 without any

visible, tangible results. Success in this field requires treaties. The

Conference on Disarmament in its present form has not produced a single text

for an internationel  treaty. The environmental modification Convention of

18 May 1977 is the latest achievement of global arms control to date.
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Whereas disarmament treaties between the former cold war opponents

proliferate, arms control on a global scale seems to have come to a otdndstill.

This somewhat gloomy picture would change dramatically if the Conference

on Disarmament finally came to terma with the few remaining iaaues of the

chemical weapons convention. The convention would provide invaluable fresh

impetus for the endeavour of global arms control. The liberation of mankind

from the threat of. chemical weapons would have positive implications that

would go far beyond the matter under negotiation.

In addition to the direct security benefits, States parties to the

convention would discover a completely new experience in applying an

unprecedented body of provisions  for global disarmament and VerificaSion.

Experience in applying the instruments of the convention would help people to

understand that reliable disarmament doea not imply risk, but rather

opportunity; not a danger for national sovereignty, but a singular opportunity

to build on the foundations of a new, cooperative concept of international

security.

Looking at the problems that remain to be negotiated for the chemical

weapons convention in this broader context, their relative significance,

having been put into perspective, should have become clearer. The remaining

obstacles, although reflecting serious questions such as verificaAon,  must be

surmountable. Having e viuion of the larger issues -t stake, we will overcome

them.

The success of the chemical weapons convention will depend largely on its

univerral acceptance. In this respect, the general debate in this Committee

has been very encouraging. Most delegations have clearly pronounced their

strong aupport and interest in the success of the Geneva negotiations. The
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attractivenear of the convention will also play a key role with regard to

univerrality. But more will be needed, in particular dsmonrtrations of

rerponribility  on the regional level. In some regiona, long-standfug

political conflicts might seem to require prior solution before accession to

the chemical weapon8 convention la considered. However, there could be a

fallacy in such thinking: recent hietory has shown ua that arms control

treaties are not only luxury items that follow peace; they are vital

instruments in bringing about and strengthening peace.

The time haa come for a global ban on chemical weapons. After long

periods of contentious debate and stagnation, wa are facing a singular

opportunity. Let ua grasp it 80 that, OIIIO  year from nowl the First Connnittee

may adopt by conaenaua the text of a chemical weapons convention.
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Mr. (Bulgaria) t The Bulgarian delegation would like to

offer some brief comments on agenda item 60 (d), ‘Conversion of military

reaourcea to civilian purpoae8” , which 10 included in this oeabion’a agenda in

compliance with resolution 44/116 J. We ahould like to note, with due

appreciation, the report of the Secretary-General, which reflects the views of

a number of Member States on various aspects of third complex issue.

We highly appreciate also the work carried out in recent yeare by the

United Nations Secretariat, notably by the Department for Disarmement Affairs,

in aasiating the efforts of Member States in seeking the best wage to make

user on a mutual baalo, of their experience in conversion for the needs of

economic development.
.

Bulgaria la among the countries striving to react adequately to the

radical changes in the security domain on both the European and the global

plane by, irrter, taking serious steps for the practical implementation of

this kind of conversion, Probably, one of the major features of Bulgaria’s

national programme for the conversion of military induetries  is the fact that

it is paralleled by a transition from a centrally planned towards a

free-market economy which ia being carried out in conditions of grave economic

crieia.

In fulfilling thie programme, we have already accumulated aomc

experience. Between 1988 and 1991, Bulgaria converted effectively 40 per cent

of ita military production capacity, while the civilian output of military

industries increased by a factor of four and a half. During the present year

alone, military-industrial plantrj launched over 100 new productr for civilian

use. Implementing these and other similar measures  is made more difficult by

the need to take into account the technological specificities and capabilitiee
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of the existing military-industrial plants, and to auatain a high level of

cost efficiency while converting them to civilian uses.

Bulgaria needs substantial assistance in thie field, and, for that

purpose, has established business contacts with companies in Qermany, Austria,

the United Statea, Japan and Greece for joint research and development,

manufacture and marketing of conversion-related products, igeer, by

investment in new production and by setting up joint venturea.

At the same time, we try to be realistic by pursuing a truly pragmatic

approach in this field. Thus, the views exchanged so far within the United

Nations on the role of the Organisation in addressing the conversion issue,

combined with the experience that Bulgaria already has in this area, prompt us

to conclude that at this stage there are no serious grounds for expecting it

to be possfible to adopt a uniform and universal approach towards conversion

which would produce optimum results in all circumstances and for every country

involved.

We are now becoming increasingly aware that, especially in matters of

convertdon, the chief motivating factors for any State”6 policy are of an

economic rather than a political nature. The obvious obstacles to the

adoption of a common code of conversion-related behaviour acceptable to and

binding on all States, particularly in such a broadly representative forum as

the United Nations, prompt us to believe that the most appropriate way for

each country to address the issue of military conversion would be by adopting

individually-tailored, well-balanced and generally pragmatic approaches fully

attuned to countries’ specific conditions.
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Naturally, in doing this we should not ignore possibilities for a

multilateral exchange of views and experience on matters of military

conversion, inter, within the fremework and with the aesiatance of the

United Nations and other relevant multilateral forum.

lPhet I now call upon the representative of Yugoalavia, who

will introduce draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.21.

Mr. ZUQI1; (Yugoslavia) t I have the honour of introducing draft

resolution A/C.1/46/L.21,  entitled “Report to the Conference on Disarmament”,

on behalf of the group of sponsors, consisting of Algeria, Braail, Cambodia,

Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, the Ielamic

Republic of Iran, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Xyanmar,  Nigeria,

Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Veneauela, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia.

The draft resolution before us testifies to the importance we attach to

the work of the Conference on Disarmament. We are convinced that in the

present international climate, when substantive progress la being made in

bilatclral and regional areas, the Conference has acquired even greater

importance am the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body. At the

same time, in a situation where the bilateral negotiations are gaining

momentum, we feel obliged to stress once again that multilateral efforts and

bilateral negotiations should complement each other.

The particular emphasis in the draft we propose concerna  the

breakthroughs achieved in the negotiations on the elaboration of a draft of a

comprehensive, global convention on chemical weapons. Therefore we welcome

these positive developments and urge the Conference to intensify ita work with

a view to completing negotiations in 1992.
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We are aonvinaed that the Conference on Disarmament, aa the single

multilateral disarmament negotiating body, should be the organ most direatly

involved in negotiating all the priority issues in disarmament, and

partiaularly those aonaerning nuclear disarmament. However, we regret that

this year again this haa not been reirlioed. As a result, the sponsors of the

draft resolution are sorry that the Conferenae was not able to commence

negotiations on the nuclear issues on its agenda.

Au was the casn last year, special attention is paid to the efforts made

to improve the functioning of the Conference which, in our view, would

sontribute  to the effiaiency of its work. At the same time, we propose that

the General Assembly should call upon the Conference to etrengthen its work"

further its mandate in respect of substantive negotiations, and adopt aoncrete

meaaures  on the speaifia priority issues of dirarmament on its agenda) and

should urge the Conference to provide negotiating mandates to ad hoa

committees on all agenda itema.

Before concluding, I should like to express our appreciation to all the

delegations I mentioned for their constructive cooperation a8 joint sponsors

of draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.21,  and to the other delegations whiah offered

their views. At the same time, my delegation, together with the other

sponsors, expresses its readiness to pursue further negotiation6 with all

interested delegations in the hope that the draft resolution, once put to the

vote, will receive the widest support.

-1 I now call upon the representative of India, who will

introduae draft resolutions A/C.1/46/L.19 and A/C.1/46/L.20.
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Edr. (1ndia)r Over the last aouple of week8 we have heard many

statements welcoming the many positive changea that have o\;aurred in the

politiao-military and security situation in the world. The dramatiaally

changed scenario in the Union of Soviet Socialist Republica and Eaetern

Europe, the end of cold war and East-We& confrontation and its impact on

prorrpeata for peace and disarmament, the unilateral annouuaemente  of decisions

to diemantle and deetroy some portions of the awesome nuclear arsenal8 of aome

nuclear-weapon countries, and the improved political climate for further cuta,

are all indeed very positive changes.
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We believe it is a welcome, though belated, change in the approach to nuclear

disarmament. We listen carefully when the non-nuclear weapcn ccruntriea are

asked to respond to these changes in their approach to disarmament, but we

also believe that w&come as these changes kre, they must not blind UQ to the

other reality. And that relates to changes that have not takea pl.ace.

There is no change in the thinking that nuclear weapons are noce8sary for

security. The existing nuclear arasenals can still destroy the world several

t.imes over. Despite the end of East-West confrontation, there is no change in

approach as regards the doctrine of deterrence. There is no change in the

policy of reserving the right to conduct nuclear explosions for armaments

purposes. The production of nuclear weapons, the qualitative enhancement of

nuclear weaponry through scientific and technological improvements, the

production of fissionable materials, the manufnature of delivery systems for

nuclear weapons, and nuclear weapon testing still continue. And there is no

change in the policies that ( ) no want to renounce the right to use nuclear

weapons or to threaten to use them, despite the welcome assertion that a

nuolear war must not be fought and cannot be won, and despite tho innumerable

expert opinions about the ‘*nuclear winter” and end of all kinds of living

organism if nuclear weapons are used either by design or by accident.

The overwhelming majority of humanity wants a nuclear-weapon-free world.

They want complete nuclear disarmament. They want the elimination of all

nuclear weapons from this Earth and from outer space. These are our goals and

objectives. And they muat remain humanity’s irmnutable objectives, which

should not be changed or diluted regardless of improvement8 in the

international climate, which we welcome.
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My delegation believes that these are aahievable ubjeatives deepite the

difference of perceptions on their realisation. My delegation la optimistic

that just as the international community is now negotiating a total ban on the

use of chemical and toxic weapons in addition to a ban on their produation and

stockpiling, we will one day negotiate a convention on banning the use of

nuclear weapons, on the cessation of all nualear-weapons tests, on production

of nuclear weapons and on their complete elimination. But we believe that it

is necessary to reiterate these goals and to pursue propoaala to achieve

them. Those proposals do not become irrelevant or unnecessary, aa eome might

think, just because the political climate has changed. In fact, the changed

political climate is conducive to implementation of the ideas contained in the

draft reaolutions we are presenting.

It is in this spirit that my delegation wishea to introduoe two draft

resolutiona. The first of these la draft resolution A/C,1/46/L.19,  on a

nuclear-arms freeae, which is sponsored by Indoneeia, Mexico, Myanmar and

Sudan as well ae by India, representing the three most populous non-nuclear

regions of the world. The thrust of draft resolution ;/C.l/46/L.19 ie the

seme as in previous years. It calla upon all nuclear-weapon States to agree

to a comprehensive nuclear-arms freeme, which would 90 far beyond the

unilateral cuts in come categories of weapons announced by two nualear-weapon

Powers. The comprehensive freese will embrace a comprehensive

nuclear-weapons-teat ban, complete ceaeation ot manufacturing of all nuclear

weapons and their delivery vehiclee.. and complete ceesation of the production

of fiseionable  material, among other things.

The seoond is draft resolution A/C,1/46/L.20,  on a convention on the

prohibition cf the use of nuclear weapons. This draft resolution is
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dponsared by Afghanistan, Algeria, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Ecuador, Egypt, 

Ethiopia, Indonesia, Madagascar, Malaysia, Viet Nax and Yugoslavia as well as 

by India. The draft resolution reiterates the conviction that the complete 

alimination of nuclwar weapons remains the goal and it calls upon the 

Conference on Disarmament to commence negotiations in order to reaoh ngteemen'i 

on ass international convention prohibit%ng the use or threat of use of nuclear 

weapons under any circumstances. 

My delegation is privile,ded to introduce the two draft resolutions on 

behalf of all the sponsors, to whom we extend our thanks. We urge all Member 

States to contribute positively to the changed international climate by 

utlpporting these resolutions, and subsequently to take action to implement 

them. 

pIc.MARIB BOSCH (Xexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The 

delwgation of Mwxico is a co-sponsor of draft resolution A/C.1646/L.19, 

entitled 'Wuclwar-arms freeze” , which has just been introduced by the 

representative of India. The objectives of the draft resolution have 
1 

frwquwntly been misunderstood. As is stated in the preamble, a 

nuclear-weapons freeze is not an end in itself but rather an effective step 

; 
2 towards preventing the qualitative improvement of existiag nuclear weaponry. 

1 
! Such a measure is much more effective when 2': cakes place during periods of 

f nwgotiatian as it helps build confidence between States. 
$ * Thus, we are not trying to freeze nuclear arsenals at their present 
$ 

levels in terma of numbers but rather to prevent them from continuing to 

incbeasa in destructive power, which does not mean they should not be reduced 

in 5umber. Failure to stop the upgrading of armaments would make nonsense of 

any limitation measure. What would be the point of scrapping certain types 
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of weaponr  and removing  thorn from a region if the region continued to be

threatened by more powerful weaponer poroibly even controlled from apuce.

With the new intornstional  olimate and the announaement  of significant

unilateral disarmament meaaurea  on the part of the nuclear-arms Powera,  them

can hardly be a better time to propose a comprehensive nuclear-arma freeae as

proposed in the draft resolution. We wonder why new nuclear weapons and

fisrionable materials oontieue to be produced when it has not yet been decided

what to do with existing armr. We urgently appeal to the nuclear-weapon

States to reaah an agreement on a comprehensive nuclesr-arme freeme,  which

would embraoe first, a comprehensive test ban on nualear weapona and on their

delivery rystemst aeaondly, the oomplete cessation of the manufaature of

nualear weapons and of their delivery vehicleor thirdly, 8 ban on all furthor

deployment of nuclear weapona and thair delivery vehicles, and finally tho

aomplete carration of the production of fireionablr  matoriale for weapons

purposee.

As aan be Been, our aim is to olose the door to the production of

nuclear-weapons systems. Only in thie way would there bo any non88 in the

meaauree propored for the reduction of nualoar are8nale. It would be absurd

to reduce nome nuclear  weaponr  while continuing to produae others.

m (Egypt): It i I an honour for the delegation of Egypt to

be prorenting draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.26,  on the prevention of an arme

raao in outor upaco, on behalf of itr rgonsorr: Argentina. Braail,  China,

Ethiopia, Indonaaia, the Islamic Ropublia of Iran, Ireland, Jordan, Mexico,

Myanmar, Nigeria, Peru, 8ri Lanka, Bwedmn, Veneauela, Viet Nem, Yugoslavia and

my own country, I would alro like to rtate that the delegation of India has

aonveyed itr dacirion to eponror thim text.
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The rapiU development8 that are continuing to unfold in the field of

space science and technology have kindled the imagination of mankind as to the

vast prospects that may lie ahead. The tangible benefits that the peaceful

uue of outer apace has already provided have consolidated the overwhelming

desire of the vast majority of the international community that no effort be

spared in trying to maintain this vast domain 88 an exclusive area of

international cooperation, to be used exclusively for peaceful purposes for

the benefit of all countrioa, irrespective of their degree of econcmic and

scientific development.
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(Mr.)

The current welcome developments in international relations that herald

the prospect8  of a new era of international cooperation, peace and security

and constructive efforts to achieve general and complete disarmament under

effective international control cannot but have a dramatic impact on our

common efforts to prevent an arms race in outer space. Since the one

complements the other, the delegations uponsoring the draft resolution are

convinced that both bilateral and multilateral efforts in this regard must

continue and make effective progress if we are to achieve our objectives. We

are committed to contributing to the prevention of an arms race in outar space

with all the resources at our disposal, especially within the appropriate

international forums. This is a necessary element to strengthen international

peace and security aud to eliminate the dangers poeed by any escalation in the

arms race, through practical and concrete measures that can be taken 0.0

implement decisions to prevent the militarisation of outer space.

We also note the outcome of the work on this topic done by the

Ad Hoc Committee on the prevention of an arms race in outer space during this

year’s session of the Conference on Disarmament, and we hope that during the

1992 session the Ad Hoc Committee will make further progress in examining and

identifying the issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer

space.

Draft resolution A/C.l/46/L.25,  now before the First Committee, foflows

closely the lines of last year’s resolution, which was a compromise

resolution. There are some minor changes - in many instances of either a

technical or an editorial nature, and in other instances aimed at achieving

more clarity while maintaining the essential substance which commanded

wide-range support last year.
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Following what has now beaome a custom, the delegations of Egypt,

Sri Lanka and Venezuela collaborated this year in aonduoting uonsultations

with the variourr groupa in an effort to aoaonarodate  the various suggestions

made aoncerning  thie draft resolution, I might ad& that there was a limited

number of suggestions this year because of the substantial achievement in

formulating last year’s resolution - an aahievement that must be credited to

Ambasaedor Ranaputram of Sri Lank&.

In conaluaion, I should like to express the hope that draft renolution

AX.11461L.25 will receive the aarne overwhelming support that the draft

resolution on this item received last year.

m. 0s (Argentina) (interpretation from Ppanish): The

representative of Egypt has just introduced draft resolution A/C.l/46/L.25,

entitled “Prevention of an arm6 race in ou;;er space”.

In our opinion, this draft resolution is Q major contribution to ths

activities just carried out by the Conference on Disarmament, because the

Ad !ioc Conunittse established by the Conference six yeare ago hsa been working

towards identifying areas of convergenae. Since my dePegation chaired that

Committee at the 1991 session, I wish to emphasise certain parta oZ the report

of the Conferenae  on Disarmament that make it clear that the Ad Hoc Committee

worked hard to find aommon  ground in a field where this has not aiwaye been

easy.

The report points out that this year the Ad Hoc Committee adopted a more

dynemic and practical methodology, enabling it to give more detailed

consideration to the items before it. The Chairman prepared a series of lilpts

of topics with a view to structuring the discussion in an orderly way,

focusing on the guestions of greatest interest to delegations and leaving
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aside those that seemed to be of lese interest. These lists are annexed to

the report (A/46/27, para. 91) of the Ad Hoa Committee of the Conference on

Diearmament and can eerve ae a guide for future deliberation.

For the firet time ainae ite establishment in 1965 the Ad Hoc Committee

had the aseietanae of “Friendo of the Chairman” in dealing, respectively, with

three apecif ia topice I terminologiaal aspects related to the prevention of an

arms race in outer spacer issues related to verification of anti-satellite

weaponet and aonf idence-building measures, including improvement of existing

and future databases relating to apace activitiee.

The prevention of an arm8 race in outer epaae ia of fundamental

importance for the security of all States e whether or not they are space

Powers. The Conference on Disarmament has refleoted thia interest and, in

accordance with the Ad Hoc Committee’s progrenune of work, has been seeking to

identify area0 of convergencer

In thin respect , we trust that draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.25, which was

negotiated by the representativea of Bgypt and Sri Lanka, will give new

impetus to the work of the Conference on Disarmament. That is why we fully

SupPort it.

v (Venesuela) (interpretation from Spanish) : The

delegstion of Veneruola is particularly interested in draft resolution

A/C.1/46/L.26J on the prevention of an arms race in outer apaceI introduced by

the representative of Egypt.

While reaffirming the importance and urgency preventing an arm race in

outer apace, the Aaeembly, under this draft resolution, would recognise,

w, ttat the legal regime applicable to outer space by itself does not

guarantee the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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(Mr.1

The 1967 Treaty on Prinaiples  Qoverning the Aativities of States in the

Exploration and Use of Outer Spaae, inaluding the Moon and Other Celestial

Bodies, ia in forae. We have all aaknowledged  that it plays a eignifiaant

role in governing aativities pertaining to outer rpaae. However, when this

Treaty wae negotiated and entered into forae we did not foresee the

poaaibility of the development of etrategia weaponr and defence systems that

uould operate in outer apaae, from outer apace and toward8 outer spaae. That

ie why we have reaffirmed that the legal regime appliceble to outer apace

aannot by itself prevent an arms race there.

It iu well known that the Conference on Disarmament plays the primary

role in the negotiation of various multilateral agreements, a8 appropriate, on

the prevention of M atme race in outer spaae in all its aspecte. For r ome

yeare now, the Ad Boa  Committee of the Conference has been doing uaeful work

in identifying and seeeasing various aspeatr of this aompliaated subject. It

has before it many proporals derigned to improve the aurrent legal regime.

The Ad Hoa Conunittse’s work this year wae particularly valuable since its

daliberationr, under the wise guiaanae of knbassador Qarcia Moritan of

Argentina, took plaae in a more orderly end eystematia way.

In our opinion, the Conferenae should prepare new legal instruments to

deal in a aomprehensive , multilateral manner with the guestion of the

non-militariration of outer space.
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It in thur neaerrary  to foam on identifying and arafting epeaifia

meaourea, taking advantage of existing areaa of aonnnon  ground and proposals.

The present international alimate rhould contribute to the attainnmnt of there

important objeativea, and we urge the United Staten and the Soviet Union to

press forward intensively with their bilateral nagotiationc in a aonrtruative

spirit in order to prevent outer spaoe from beaoming  a new arena for the arm8

raae.

We are aonvinoed that by inaluding fundamental, unqueatianably important

elements, draft renolution A/C.1/46/L.25  aonstitutee  a atop in the right

dire&ion and we hope it will enjoy the fulhrt eupport.

We ala0 take thir opportunity to exprere our pleasure at the rtatemont

made yesterday by the representative of France in whioh ho announaed  that hix

Qovernment wad giving poritiva aonsideration to possible ratifiaation of

Additionsrl Protoaol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Wualoar Weapona  in

Latin America and the Caribbean, WI hopo that possibility wfll xoon become

reality, markhg the cad of a eignifiaant  phare in the history of the

Additional Protocols to the Treaty of Tlatelolao. This would make an

important aontribution to regional and international l eaurity.

M:r.H (Italy) I I would like to make momm oomments

on the ixeuer dealt with in draft rraolution AX.1146JL.4  on a oomprohenrivo

tent-ban treaty and in draft resolution A/C,l/lb/G.37  on bilateral nueloar

negotiatioaar as some important indiaations aan be drawn from the moot  reaant

developmenta in the aontext of nualear disarmament.

Last Julyr we all welcomed the positive aonalusfon of tho firrt round of

the negotiations on a strategic &rma  reduction treaty (START) ae a l ubstantive
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reeult in the proaese  of the reduation of nualear aramals. I do not think

that the announoement aubreguently made by President Bueh on

23 September 1991, followed by that of Preeident Qorbaahev, aould possibly

have been envisaged at that time. Those ennouncemants challenge our very

ability to adapt our asasasments to such a rapidly evolving golitiaal and

strategia environment.

Both en optimistic and a pessimistia interpretation of theee developments

can be made. We aould in faat consider with dismay the existing gaps between

the announoed nualear reductions and the else of nualear arsenals still

present in the world, and draw the conalusion that in reality nothing has

changed. On the other hand, we could compare the quick pace at which new

opportunitiaa are being created to the lagging mood whiah had pervaded

disarmament negotiation8 in the past, and make the assessment that realism

appears to be more on the aide of those who incline toward8 optimism,

The North AtlMtia Allianae, although reaffirming the neaassity of

continuing to rely in the preaont airaumrtanaea  on nualear deterrence, has

deaided to adapt ita stratsgio poJ.ioias, including their nualear component, to

the profoundly modified needr of European seaurity.

In that aontext, I wish to recall that Defenae Ministers of the North

Atlantia Treaty Organioation (NATO), gathered in Taormina on 1B Oatober,

underlined that, a8 far aa Europe ir aonaernad, there is no longer any

reguirement for nualear ground-launahed abort-range  ballistic missiles and

artillery. At the eeme time, they announaed a total reduotioa of 80 per cent

of the aub-etrategia weapono currently present in Europe. The entire set of

proposals for a drastically reduaed and restruatured NATO nuclear posture

r.L-,-‘.cl;.;l:’  : :” ,, .-,,  ,,~7-  ,;-, ,. , A), ,.l.L ..,. .,, -, .,
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refleats the drsmatic ahanges in tha speed of transformation: as the seaurity

situation svolves, nualear polioy and posture will aontinue to be reviewed.

The NATO sunrmit being held today in Rome has just adopted a new strategic

aonaept for the Alliance, whioh further reduaes the relianas on its nuclear

aomponent. Other enaoursging signs oan be noted in the multilateral aontext,

suoh as the declarations by China and Franao on their intention to adhere to

the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nualear Weapons (NPT), as well as the

recent accession to that Treaty of South Africa, Zambia and Tansania. It is

Italy’s hope that in 1995 the EPT will beaome s permanent and universal pillar

of international security and stsbility.

The guestion of nualear testing remains a oontroversial problem indeed:

nevertheless, encouraging signs aan be noted even on this matter, suah as for

instanae the drastia reduation of approximately 60 per aent in the number of

nuclear explosions which, acrcording to reliable sources, has oaourred in ths

last five years.

At the asme time, it is now genurally saknowledged that the thresholds

set by the partial nuclear-test-ban Treaty and the threshold nualear-test-ban

Treaty no longer refleat today’s needs and realiticrs in nuclear testing. As a

aonsequencs,  the question of the verifisbility of underground explosions is

acquiring an inareasing importanae. In that respeat, we hops that the future

proaeedings of the Conference on Disarmament, with the partiaipation of the

Ad Hoc! Qroup of ssismological  experts, will taakle  suah problem by means of

updated guidelines.

The widespread hope for a drsmatia reduation of all nuclear arsenals in

the world seemo no longer to be at odds with our analysis of what aould be

considered today as a realistic goal to be pursued.
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(Mr. Nearotto Cambiaso, It;alv)l 

At the mime time, concern5 regarding the danger of proliferation still 

Well in our minds, while new issue5 emerge, such as the crucial question of 

nuclear-arm5 control in the Soviet Union and the technical and financial 

problems relating to the destruction of nuclear weapons, especially when 

disarmament measures shift from strategic delivery systems to tactical nuclear 

munitions. 

Also, the technical implication5 of ideas concerning the utiliaation and 

control of fissionable material5 made available as a result of the reduction 

of nuclear arsenals deserve, in our view, in-depth analysis. 

As stated today in Rome by Prime Minister Andreotti, a further huge 

effort toward5 new disarmament achievements is necessary, and should include 

nuclear disarmament as a priority. The possibility of achieving an 

international security system less characterixed by nuclear armaments seems to 

be within reach. The moment has come to strive for a less confrontational 

debate on nuclear disarmament, through a more constructive and factual 

approach. 

On the basis of that positive evaluation of what has been achieved thus 

far and of the prospects before us, Italy intends to support draft resolutions 

A/C.l/46/L.4 and A/C.l/46/L.37. Although not necessarily endorsing all their 

implications, we are convinced that the time is ripe for trying to focus our 

attention much more on what we commonly assess as positive developments and 

prospects, rather than on remaining differences, 
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&r. w (Ireland) 8 Mr. Chairman, fn a statement  made earlier

this week I made some remarks of a aomplimentary nature direated to you and to

your remarkable aountry. Seoure in the faith that they were oonveyed to you,

I forbear from repeating them this afternoon.

I am op6aking as one of the sponrore in support of draft rerolution

A/C.1/46/L.13, *Convention  on Prohibitions or Reatriatione on the Use of

Certain Conventional Weapons Whiah May De Deemed to Be Eroeosively Injurious

or to Have Indisariminate Effects. The dreft resolution was introduoed

yesterday by the representative of Sweden.

The Convention, ao hae been remarked, is an indiaation of the aommitment

of the international community to Uevelop international humanitarian law in

the field of aonventional  weaponry.

It is, obviously , of major importanoe that more Statea adhere to the

Convention so that it can become genuinely universal. In that aonterrt I

should like to rsaall my delegation’s well-known position, namely, that we

maintain the suggoution of establishing a aonsultative aommittee  of erperts to

investigate alleged violations of the Protoaols to the Convention. We believe

that such a consultative committee would help to inarease the trurrt and

confidence of States in the implementation of the Convention and aould.

accordingly, help to strengthen it and to promote universal adherence to it.

We note the possibility provided for in artialo 8 of the Convention for

renewing the saope and operation of the Convention and its Protoaols and for

setting further international atandarda relating to other categories of

conventional weapons not already covered,

The representative of Sweden haa identified a number of categories of

weapons that might be made subjeat to further specifia reatruations. My

delegation would like in partiaular to draw attention to Swedan’~ comeuts on



laser techn&logy. My delegation would like to support tjheb sugqestioa that 

considaratian be given to how to deal wit??< the laser weapons referred to by 

the representative of Sweden. 

(Braail): I wish to make a brief statement in 

connection with agen&a item 50 caaeerning the signature and ratification of 

Additional Protocol P of the Treaty for the Prohibitioa of Nuclear Weaspons in 

Latin America (Treaty 02 Tlatelolco). 

The ilslegation of Eraail listened with great iaterest to the statement 

made yesterday afternoon in the Committee by the representative of Prance, in 

which he announced that: 

"France is positively studying the possibility of ratifying Additional 

Protocol I of the Treaty of Tlatelolco." (B/C.l/46/W.29, B. 18 

Brazil takes note with satisfaction of this announcement by the French 

Government. 

When Brazil ratified the Treaty of Tlatelolco in 1968 it did not choose 

to waive the requirements laid down in the Treaty for its entry into force. 

Among these requirements, which are spelt out in article 28, paragraph 1, is 

the ratificiatioa of Additional Protocol I by all of the four States that are 

internationally responsible for territories situate& in the soae of 

applicatiou of the Treaty. 

Last November the Presidents of Brazil and Argentina signed at 

Fos do Iguapu a Joint Declaration (A/45/809) in which they announced their 

decision to adopt the Joint Accounting and Control System, applied to all the 

nuclear activitfos of the two countriesr and to negotiate with the 

Iateraationsl Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) a joint safeguards ugrsement baaed 

on thPs System. They also announced their decision that, after the conclusion 
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of the eafeguardrr  agreement with the IAEA, they would take appropriate action

to permit the full entry into foroe for the two aountriee of the Treaty of

l!latelolco, including action to update snd improve its wording.

The announcement made yeaterday by the Brenoh delegation is, in our

opinion, a very positive step in the promos of areating couditiona for the

full entry into force of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nualear Weapons in

Latin Ameriaa.

Before aonaluding, f should like to remrve the right of my delegation to

examine and, if neaeoaary, to comment on the draft deaiaion eonaerning the

possible inolurioa of a new item on tha agenda of the next aeruion of the

Qoneral Arrombly, which wal) announaed in the rtatement made yesterday in the

Committoe by the reprerentative  of Meriao.

-1 I now call on tho rapreaentative  of the United

Stator, who will introduae draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.26.

Mr. (United Stat., of Amsriaa): Today, thr United Staten

delegation la introduaing a drsft rerolution  under agenda item 48, l ntltlad

“Compliance with arm8 limitation and disarmament agreemonta,*  dooument

A/C.l/46/L.?l,  dated 1 Novmnber  1991.

The draft rorolution ir wry rimilar to the rerolu;ion  adopted by the

Oenorsl A8~ombly in 1989 aa rorolution 441122. In the aurreat draft there is

a now oporativo paragraph G-at welaomor  the role that the Uuitod Nstionr ham

played in rertoring the integrity of aortain arma limitation and dirarmamont

agreemrats and in the removal of threats to poaeo. The new paragraph has been

added to take into aaaount thr cruaial role the United Natioolr has playad this

yoarr by decirion of the Bocurity Council, in seeking to addrerrr

non-complianao aonaerne. A few other ahangsr have been introduaed into the

text to enhanas and update the resolution.
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During the past two years we have seen develop in the First Committoe a

much-improved atmosphere and a broad recognition of the vital importance

aomplianoe plays in the arms control and disarmament prncesa. Resolutions

similar to the one we are introducing today have been adopted by consensus at

t h e  f o r t y - f i r s t ,  forty-second, forty-third and forty-fourth seusion of the

Qeneral Assembly. Thia year the improved atmosphere is further demonstrated

by the long list of the aponsorn of draft resolution L.26, a liat that

tranaaendr geopolitioal boundaires and includes Australia, Austria, Belarus,

Belgium, Bulgaria, Cameroon, CMada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Caechoslovakia,

Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland,

Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, the #etherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland,

Portugal, RomMia, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, Ukraine, the Union of Soviet

Socialirt Republics, the United Kingdom and Zaire.

The United States is gratified that compliance with arms limitation and

disarmament agreemrts is now firmly ostabliahed as a matter of concern to the

coaauuaity of nationa. It is important for each party to ensure that it is in

compliance, but it is equally important to remove My doubts that others may

have regarding a party's copliance. Confidence in existing agreements is a

significant part of the fouadation  for future agreements. Non-compliance, on

the other hand, cannot but have M adverse effect on the prospects for future

agreements and on efforts to enhsnce international peace and security.

CompliMee with existing  agreements is essential, therefore, to the

fundamental objectives 6nd purposes of the United Nations.
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The United States believes that the adoption of this draft reaolution,

again by con6enausr would constitute a strong reaffirmation by the world

community of the crucial importance of compliance with arme limitation and

disarmament agreements. We are grateful to the numerous sponsors  of this

draft reeolution, and we invite all members of the Committee to give it their

full support.

m-8 I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. mw (Secretary of the Comi3ittee): I would like to inform

the Committee that the following countries have become sponsors of the

following draft resolutions; A/C.1/46/1,.14, Democratic People’s Republic of

Korea: AX.11461L.33, Hungary.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

lrLb0-wt I would like to remind members that, in accordance

with the programme of work, the Committee will proceed to take action on the

first cluster of draft reeolutions  tomorrow morning, Friday, 8 November 1991.

The Committee will then proceed to take action on draft resolutions

contained in cluster 2. 111 folloving  this procedure, we @hall nevertheless

maintain a desirable degree of flexibility.

It ie my intention to move, in BO far aa possible, from one cluoter to

another sequentially upon the conclusion of action on each cluster.


