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Ihe meeting was called to oxder at 3,20 p.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 47 TO 65 (continued)

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

The CHAIRMAN: | <all on the representative of Germany who will
introduce draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.27.

Mr. RITTER VON WAGNER (Germany) : Mr. Chairman, as this is the first
time that | take the floor, | 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 success.

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 & joint text, which you have in front of you
as draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.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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(Mc. Ritter von Wagner, Germany)

Secondly, We are proud ofthe merger because it represents one oft he
many smal |, seem ngly insignificant steps,t hat nowol early show that Eur opa
has overcome pol i tiaal separation and aonfrontation.

The maj or idea in one ofthe former draftresol utions, toreduce defence
budgets in order to pronote disarnmament, has provedto be toosimplistic.
Progress inarms control anddi sarmanent is always the resultof a wider
political process and mlitary budgets would only follow and than refloat such
adevelipment. That in being provedi n Europa today where daf anaa budgets are
in the processof adaptation to a newpolitiaal climte,

If this European devel opnent, however, had beenthe SOl € background for
our draft resolution, We woul d have refrained fromputting forward a new draft
resolution On the issue. However, having |istened carefully tothe statenents
during the general debate ofthis Committee, we have bean delighted to |earn
that the conecept of confi dence-buil di ng measures has found al most worl d-wi de
support.

For exanple, the representative fromKenya said during the general debat e:

“The concept Of confidence building is to create mutual trust and

favourabl e conditions to enhance Worl d di sarmament, peace and raaurfty.

The enhancement and appl i cati on ofconfi dence-buil di ng measures on t he

rubregi onal level is, therefore, an integral part of our gl obal

disarmament endeavour. " (A’C, 1/46/PV. 15, 0. 33)

The representative fromSri Lanka stateds

“We have to take urgent steps to intensify Our effortsby strengthening

coufidence-building activities so as t0 prevent m sunderstandi ng and

miscalculations t hat m ght lewd t 0 irreversible nilitary aonfrontation.

If information on mlitary capabilities and predictability and
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(M. Ritter vop Magnar, Germany)
openness i N militery affair8 arc available, that Wi | | provide t he
opportunity toreduce Ml itary confrontatior, thereby achieving a
realistic reduction in military budgets." (A/C,1/46/PV.6, D, 9)
Openness, transparoncy and coanfidence-building measures clearly have

gainsdgl 0b81 significance.

It 4s the prinmary goal ofthe j0i nt Romanian-German draft rorolution to
promote this process of carrying the issue of confidence-building measures
even further, focusing UpPON two areas. SinceGeneral Assembly rorol ution
357142 B of 12 December 1080 the United Nations har introduced a standardised

reporting systemon i | itary azpenditures. About ome third ofal| States

represented hero are taking part in it
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Thee, one purpose ofthis draft resol uti on is tocommend those St at es
that are already reporting thermlitary expenditures and to express our
appreciation t 0 t he Becretary-Gemeralfor provi di ng the reportson this
issue. Above all, however, we would like to encourage al | States that have up
to now refrained fromreporting mlitary expenditures to the Secretary-General
to report themin the future. W believe that,in view of the end ofthe
East - West confroatation and the earing oftensions in manyregi ons as a result
of this development, it iS time for those States not yet participating in the
reporting system to reconsider their position,

penness and transparency in mlitary matters ahoul d be striven for not
only inthefield ofmlitary expenditures but im other areas ofmlitary
relevanceas \el | . \Working Group | ofthe United Nations Di sar nament
Commission i S dealing with this i ssue ina W der context. Mich useful work
has already been acconplished, but to finalise the deliberations of Wr ki ng
Group | in 1992 as foreseen will still require major efforts by all States.
Therefore,Wwe woul d |ike toaskal | States participating in the D sarmament
Conmmi ssion to support it actively in its endeavoura to conplete itsworkon
the issue ofobjective information on mlitary mattersin 1992,

Finally, Iwould like to thank the Romaniam del egation forits excellent
cooperation in this matter, and all the sponsors ofthis resolution fortheir
support. Furthernore, | ahould like to askall other States preseat at this
Conmmttee neeting to vote in favourofthis draft resolution, which supports

two important activities inthe field of confi dence-buil ding ia military

matters
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Mis NERAGU 4Ronened)ing the floor for the first time in
this Committee, it is ny great pleasure to join other speakers in
conczatulating you, 8ir, on your election to preside over our deliberations.

My congratul ations also go to the other officers of the Bureau.

From the outset, | would like to stressthat mydel egati on gully shares
the considerations just presented by our Qerman col | eague, Anbassador Pitter
von Wagner, while heintroduced draft resolution asc.1746/L.27 On transparency
ofmlitary expenditures. | would also like in turn tothank the German
del egation and the othersponsors for their understanding in the process of
el aborating and pronoting this proposal.

Draft resolution Asc.1746/L.27 reflects the devel opnents that have
occurredinthe world and at the United Nations in ithe itast fewyears. Wth
respect to the United Nations, | have in mnd, among Other things, the concern
for amore real i stic and constructive approach to the probl ens under
di scussion, on the one hand, and for a reduction ofthe nunmber ofresol utions,
onthe other. The draft resolution covers both sub-item (a) and sub-item (b)
of agmnda item 47.

A consensus is energing anmong the countries of the world that increased
transparency in the mlitary field can significantly contribute to
strengthening international security and stability. Asmydel egation had
occasionto underline during the Conmttee’s general debate, a w der
participation in the annual reporting of mlitary expenditures offersel ements
for strengt heni ng nutual confidence.

In the neantine, transparency paves the way for adopting effective
measurest 0 reduce mlitary activities, armaments, troops and budgets. In

this respect, the experience of the European States within the framework of
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t he Confarence on8ecurityand Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) deservest O be
nentioned. One could hardly conceiveof the possibility of concluding t he
Treaty on Conventional Arned Forces in Europe without the effort that went
I Nt 0 many years of preparatory work t 0 draft and inplenment various
aonfi dence- bui | di ng measures, beginning with those provided inthe Hel sinki
Final Actitself.

Last year inVienna, another decision was adopted providing for,
inter alia., the annual exchange ofinformation among CSCE countries ontheir
mlitary budgets on the basie oft he categories of the United Nations
standardi sed reporting system on mlitary expenditures. Thus, neasures taken
at the regional level intertwine with the efforts made in the framework ofthe
United Nations at the world level. wehope that this approach, and the draft
resolution itself, will meetwith the general support of the participating
del egations, ao that the draft resolution can be adopted by consensus.

Mr, RITTER VON WAGNER( Cermany)s | wll now speak onagenda
icem 59, "Chemical andbacteriol ogical (biological) weapons". | would like to
express the German Govermment's support for the three draft resol utions
A/C.1/46/L.36, A/C.1/746/L.16, and AsC.1/46/L.9, Whi ch have al | been
co-sponsored by Germany.

In particular, I woul d like to focus on the subject-matter of draft
resol uti on As¢,.1/46/L.36, Whi ch addresses the negotiations of the Conference
on Disarmamenton a global ban on chem cal weapons. The Geneva negoti ations
onamultilateral convention on the conplete and effective prohibition ofthe

devel opment, production, stockpiling and use of chemizal weapons and on their
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destruction have been going on fora numberof years. For a nunber ofyears,
too,this Comrittee has regul arly adopt ed resolutions calling on the
Conference ON Di sar mament to intemsify its work.| n thie respect, thi S year's
draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.36 i S not new. However, itsS significance Lor t he

gl obal di al ogue onarms aontrol and dlsarmament has dramatically increased.
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(Mr. Rittex von Wagner. Germany)

Having had the opportunity to listen in this room yesterday to the report
of Atbassador Batsamov, Chairman of the Ad Hoe Conmittee on Cheniaal Wapons,
we knowt hat negotiationsi N Gemevahave reached a watershed. The final
breakt hrough is insight and draftresol uti on A/€.1/46/L.36 therefore St at es
thatt he Genmeral Assenbly:

“Strongly urges the Conferenae on Di sarmament, as a matter of t he hi ghest

priority, toresolve in theforthaom ng nonths outstanding issues so as

to achieve a final agreementduring its 1992 session”.
| f the Conferenae on Disarmement failed to |ive upto thistask, the
consequences for t he di al ogue on global arms control mght be gravwe, as the
positive ramifications ofsuccesswoul d go far beyond chemiecal disarmament.

Let meel aborate on the erucial i nportance ofa coanveantionbanni ng
chem cal weapons, onthe need forit, and on the opportunities it offers.

Chem cal weapons are not only a particularly eruel and repugnant neans of
warfarettheir mlitary valua ie very dubious at best and their aontinued
legitimate existence poses a grave threat to international peace and
seaurity. The Gulf WAr and its anteaedents have coanfirmedthree cONOl USi ONSI
First, chemical weapons maybesuitable forterrorising unproteated
aiviliansr they areapparently notsuitable fordeciding the outoome of a
modern war, nor dothey provide a useful deterrent tothe outbreak of such a
war . Secondly, despite their limted mlitary utility, chemical weapons do
have very harnful politioal properties: in the hands of unscrupulous
aggressors they canfoster politioal and mlitary adventurism Thirdly
non-proliferation effortsare insufficient to control the dangers that

chem cal weapons aonstitute for the international comunity.
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Looking at the lessons of the Qulf War, onem ght wonderwhy itseems so
difficult to bring the Gemeva negotiations to a close. The security benefits
which a global b»an on chem cal weapons woul d bring about seem so obvious that
it is hard to understand any hesitation. Such security benefits woul d accrue
to all countries, although somem ght have a particular interest in the
chem cal weapons convention. A Chinese scholar ofthe Research Institute of
Chem cal Defence in Beijing recently observed:

», . Developing countries face a more dangerous threat fromchem cal

weapons than do devel oped countries. It is not surprising that all thko

uses of chem cal weapons after the First Wrld warwere against

devel opi ng countri es.

», . . the statenent 'Chem cal weapons are the poor man‘*snuclear bonb' is

wrong. The right statement is 'Chenical weapons are the sword of

Danocl ea hanging over the poor man's head. "'

The immediate security benefits which would flow froma gl obal ban on
chem cal weapons already provide a conpelling reason forstrongly urging the
Conference on pisarmament t 0 concl ude negotiations in Geneva. Butthere are
further conpelling reasons~ reasons goi ng beyond chem cal weapons.

It maywel|l be that the future of multilateral arms control and
disarmanent is at stake. It is very difficult to maintain the momentum of a
conpl ex, long-term endeavour such as nultilateral arns comzrol W thout any
visible, tangible results. Success in this field requires treaties. The
Conference on Disarmanent in its present formhas not produced a single text
foran international treaty. The environmental nodification Convention of

18 May 1977 is the latest achievenent of global armscontrol to date.



JSM/ras A/C.1/46/PV.31
13

(Mr. Rittoer von Wagner. Germany)

Whereas di sarmanent treaties between the former cold war opponents
proliferate, arms control on a global scale seems to have cone to a stundstill.

Thi s somewhat gl ooy picture would change dramatically ifthe Conference
on Disarmanent finally came to terms Wi th the few renaining issues of the
chem cal weapons convention. The convention woul d provide inval uable fresh
i npetus forthe endeavour of global arns control. The |iberation of mankind
from the threat of chem cal weapons woul d have positive inplications that
woul d go far beyond the matter under negotiation.

In addition to the direct secucity benefits, States parties to the
convention woul d di scover a conpletely new experience in applying an
unpr ecedent ed body ofprovisionsforgl obal di sarnmament and verifica:ion.
Experience in applying the instruments ofthe convention would help people to
understand that reliabl e disarmament doeas not inply risk, but rather
opportunity; nota danger fornational sovereignty, but a singular opportunity
to build on the foundations of a new, cooperative concept of internationa
security.

Looking at the problens that remain to be negotiated forthe chem ca
weapons convention in this broader context, their relative significance,
having been put into perspective, should have beconme clearer. The remaining
obstacles, although reflecting serious questions such as verifica.iom, Must be
surnmountable.  Having a vision ofthe | arger issues »t Stake, we will overcone
t hem

The success ofthe chem cal weaponsconvention w || dependlargelyon its
universalacceptance. |In this respect, the general debate in this Committee
has been very encouraging. Mbst del egations have clearly pronounced their

strong aupport and interest in the success of the Geneva negotiations. The
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attractiveness of the conventionwi || also play a key role with regardto
universality. But morewi || be needed, in particular dsnonrtrations of
responsibility on the regional | evel. | n someregions, long-stending
political conflicts mght seemto require prior solution beforeaccession to
t he chem cal weapon8 convention is consi dered. However, there coul d be a
fallacy in such thinking: recent hietory has shown us that armscontrol
treaties are not only luxury itemsthatfol|ow peace; they are vital
instruments in bringing about and strengthening peace.

The time has come for a gl obal ban on chem cal weapons. After long
periods of contentious debate and stagnation, we are facing a singul ar
opportunity. Let us grasp it so that, omeyear from now,the First Committee

may adopt by consensus the text ofa chem cal weapons convention.
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Mc. STIANKOV (Bulgaria)t The Bulgarian delegation would |ike to
offer some bri ef commentson agenda item 60 (d), "Conversiom of mlitary
resources t 0 Ci Vi | i an purposes”, which is included in this session's agendain
conpliance with resolution 447116 J. W ahould |ike to note, with due
appreciation, the report ofthe Secretary-CGeneral, which reflects the views of
a number of Menber States on various aspects of this conpl ex issue.

We highly appreciate also the workcarried out in recentyearsby the
Uni ted Nations Secretariat, notably by the DepartmentforDisarmameat Affairs,
i n assisting the efforts of Member States in seeking the best ways to make
use,0n a nmutual basis, oftheir experience in conversion for the needs of
econom ¢ devel opment .

Bul garia is anong the countries striving to react adequately to the
radi cal changes in the security domain on both the European and the gl oba
pl ane by, iater alla, taking serious steps for the practical inplenmentation of
thi s kind of conversion, Probably, one of the major features of Bul garia’s
national programme forthe conversion of mlitary industries i S the fact that
it is paralleled by a transition fromacentrally planned towards a
free-market economy whi ch is being carried outin conditions of grave econom c
crisis.

In fulfilling this programre, we have al ready accumul at ed some
experience. Between 1988 and 1991, Bulgaria converted effectively 40 per cent
of itsmlitary production capacity, while the civilian output ofmlitary
industries increased by a factor offour and a half. During the present year
alone, mlitary-industrial plaats |aunched over 100 new productr for civilian
use. Inplementing these and other simlar measuresi s nmade moredifficult by

the need to take into account the technol ogical specificities and capabilities
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of the existing mlitary-industrial plants, and to sustair a high |evel of
cost efficiency while converting themto civilian uses.

Bul gari a needs substantial assistance in this field, and, forthat
purpose, has established business contacts with conpani es in Germany, Austri a,
the United States, Japan and Greece for joint research and devel opnent,
manuf act ure and marketing of conversion-related products, intex_alia. by
I nvestnent in new production and by setting up joint venturea

Atthe same tinme, 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 rol e ofthe organization in addressing the conversion issue,
conbined with the experience that Bulgaria already has in this area, pronpt us
toconclude that at this stage there are no serious grounds forexpecting it
to be possible to adopt a uniformand universal approach towards conversion
whi ch woul d produce optimumresults in all circunstances and for every country
i nvol ved.

We are now becom ng increasingly aware that, especially in matters of
conversion, t he chief nmotivating factors for any state's policy are ofan
econom ¢ rather than a political nature. The obvious obstacles to the
adoption of a conmon code of conversion-related behaviour acceptable to and
binding on all States, particularly in such a broadly representative forum as
the United Nations, pronpt us to believe that the nost appropriate way for
each country to address the issue of mlitary conversion would be by adopting
individual ly-tailored, well-balanced and generally pragmatic approaches fully

attuned to countries’ specific conditions.
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Natural Iy, in doingthis we should notignore possibilities for a
mul tilateral exchange of views and experience on mattersof mlitary
conversion, inter alia, within the frameworkand with t he assistance oft he
United Nations and other relevant mul til ateral forum.

The CHAIRMAN: | now call upon the representative of Yugoal avi a, who
wi Il introduce draftresol uti on asc.1/46/L.21.

Mr. 2UGIC (Yugoslavia) t | have the honour of introducing draft
resol ution asc.1746/L.21, entitl ed "Report t 0 theConference on D sarmanment”,
on behal f ofthe group of sponsors, consisting of Algeria, Braail, Canbodi a,
Col onbi a, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, |ndonesia, the 1slamic
Republic of Iran, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Myanmar, Ni geri a,
Paki stan, Peru, Sri Lanka, vVenezuela, \iet Nam and Yugosl avi a.

The draft resolution beforeus testifies to the inportance we attach to
the work of the Conference on Disarmament. W are convinced that in the
present international climate, When substantive progressis being made in
bilateral and regi onal areas, the Conference has acquired even greater
I nportance asthe single nultilateral disarmament negotiating body. At the
sane tine, in a situation where the bilateral negotiations are gaining
nomentum we feel obliged to stress once again that nultilateral efforts and
bilateral negotiations should conplement each other.

The particul ar enphasis in the draft we propose concernsthe
breakt hroughs achieved in the negotiations on the el aboration of adraft of a
conprehensi ve, global convention on chem cal weapons. Therefore we wel come
t hese positive devel opments and urge the Confereace to intensify its work with

a view to conpleting negotiations in 1992.



BF/6 A/C.1/46/PV.31
19

(Mr._2Zugic. Yugoslavia)

We are convinced t hat the Conferenceon D sarnanent, as the single
mul tilateral disarmament negotiating body, should be the organ most direatly
involved in negotiating all the priority issues in disarmanment, and
particularly t hose concerning nucl ear di sarmanment. However, we regrett hat
this yearagain this has not been realismed. Asa result, the sponsors ofthe
draft resolution aresorrythat the Conference was not able t 0 commence
negotiations on the nuclear issues on its agenda.

Auwas the case | ast year, special attention is paid to the efforts made
to inprove the functioning of the Conference which, in our view, would
contribute tot he efficiency ofits work. At the same time, we propose that
the General Assenbly shoul d eall upon the Conference to strengthen itS work,
further its mandate inrespect of substantive negotiations, and adopt concrete
measuresont he speaifia priority issues of disarmament ON itS agenda, and
shoul d urgethe Conference to provide negotiating nandates to ad hoe
committees on al | agenda items.

Before concl uding, | should |ike to expressour appreciation to all the
del egations | nentioned for their constructive cooperation as j0i nt sponsors
ofdraft resolution asc.1746/L.21, and to the other del egations whiah offered
their views. Atthe same time, mydel egation, together with the other
sponsors, expresses ItS readi ness to pur sue further negotiation6 with all
interested del egations in the hope that the draft resol ution, once put to the
vote, will receive the w dest support.

The CHAIRMAN: | now cal |l upon the representative of | ndi a, who wi ||

introduce draft resol uti ons as/c.1746/L.19 and A/C.1/46/L.20.
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Mr. SHAH (India)s Over the |ast aoupl e of weekswe have heard nmany
statements wel com ng the nany positive changes t hat have owcurred i n the
politiao-mlitary and security situation in the world. The dramatically
changed scenario in the Union of Sovi et Socialist Republics and Bastern
Eur ope, theend of col d warand Bast-West confrontation and its inpact on
prospects for peace and di sarmament, the unilateral snnouncementsofdeci Sions
t0 aismantle and destroy someporti ons ofthe awesome nucl ear arsenals Of some
nucl ear - weapon countries, and the inproved political climte forfurther cuts,

are all indeed verypositive changes.

LT
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We bel i eve 4tis a wel come, though bel ated, change in the approach to nucl ear
disarmament. We |isten carefully whenthe non-nucl ear weapen countries are
asked to respond to these changes in their approach to disarmanent, but we
al so believe that weicome as these changes wre, they nust not blind us tothe
other reality. And that relates to changes that have not takea place.

There is no change in the thinking that nuclear weapons are nocessary for
security. The existing nucl ear arasenals can still destroy the world several
timesover. 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
pol i cy ofreserving the right to conduct nucl ear expl osions forarnmanments
purposes. The production of nuclear weapons, the qualitative enhancement of
nucl ear weaponry through scientific andtechnol ogical inprovenents, the
production of fissionable nmaterials, the manufnature of delivery systens for
nucl ear weapons, and nucl ear weapon testing still continue. And there is no
change in the policies that « nowanttorenouncethe right to use nuclear
weapons or to threaten touse them despite the welcome assertion that a
nuclear War nust not befought and cannot be won, and despite tho innunerable
expert opinions about the ‘*nuclear winter” and end of all kinds ofliving
organism if nuclear weapons are used either by design orby accident.

The overwhelmng majority of humanity wants a nucl ear-weapon-free world.
They want conplete nuclear disarmanent. They want the elimnation of all
nucl ear weapons from this Earth and from outer space. These areour goals and
objectives. And they mustrenmain humanity’s immutable 0bj ectives, which
should not be changed ordiluted regardl ess of inprovenent8 in the

international climte, which we wel cone.
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My del egation believes that these areaahi evabl e objectives despite t he
difference of perceptions on their realisation. M delegation is optimstic
that just as the international comunity 4s now negotiating a total ban on the
use of chemcal and toxic weapons in addition to a ban ontheir produation and
stockpiling, we will oneday negotiate a convention on banning the use of
nucl ear weapons, on the cessation of all nual ear-weapons tests, on production
of nucl ear weapons and on their conplete elimnation. But we believe that it
IS necessary to reiterate these goals and to pursue propoaala to achieve
them Those proposal s do not become irrelevant or unnecessary, as some might
think, just because the political climate has changed. |In fact, the shanged
political climte is conducive to inplenentation ofthe ideas contained in the
draft r eaol uti ons we are presenting.

It isinthis spirit that mydel egation wishes t0 introduce two draft
resolutiona. The first ofthese is draft resolution AsC.1/46/L.19, On a
nuclear-arms freeze, Which i s sponsored by Indonesia, Mexi cO, Myanmar and
Sudan as wel| as bylndia, representing thet hree most popul ous non-nucl ear
regions ofthe world. The thrust ofdraft resolution #/¢C.1746/L.19 18 t he
same as i n previous years. |t calls upon all nucl ear-weapon States t0 agree
to a conprehensive nucl ear-arns freesze, Whi ch would 90 far beyond the
unilateral cuts in somecategories of weapons announced by two nual ear - weapon
Powers. The conprehensive freeze Wi || enbrace a conprehensive
nucl ear - weapons-teat ban, complete cessation ot manufacturing ofall nuclear
weapons andt heir delivery vehicles. and conpl et e cessation oft he production
of fissionable material, anong ot her things.

The second i s draft resolution asc.1/46/L.20, On a convention on the

prohibition cof the use ofnucl ear weapons. This draft resolution iS
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spunsored by Afghanistan, Algeria, Bangladesh, chutan, Ecuador, Egypt,
Zthiopia, Indonesia, Madagascar, Malaysia, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia as well as
by India. The draft resolution reiterates the conviction that the complete
alimination of nuclear weapons remains the goal and it calls upon the
Conference on Disarmament to commence negotiations in order tov reach agreement
on an international convention prohibiting the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons under any circumstances.

My delegation is privileged 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
gupporting these resolutions, and subsequently to take action tc implement
them,

Mr, MARIN BOSCH (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The
delegation of Mexico 1s a co-sponsor of draft resolution A/C,1/46/L.19,
entitled "Huclear-arms freeze', which has just beenm imtroduced by the
representative of India. The objectives of the draft resolution have
frequently been misunderstood. As is stated in the preamble, a
nuclaar-weapons freeze is not an end in itself but rather an effective step
towards preventing the qualitative improvement of existiag nuclear weaponry.
Such a measure is much more effective when [ takes place during periods of
negotiation as it helps build confidence between States.

Thus, we are not trying to freeze nuclear arsenais at their present
levels in terms of numbers but rather to prevent them from continuing to
increase in destructive power, which does not mean they should not be reduced
in number., Failure to stop the upgrading ¢f armaments would make nonsense of

any limitation measure. What would be the point of scrapping certain types
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of weapons and removing them £rom a regi on ifthe regi on continued to be
threatened by more powerful weapoms, poroi bly even controlled fromapace,

Wth the new international climate andt he announcementof signifi cant
uni l ateral di sarmanent measures on the part of the nucl ear-arns Powers,there
can hardly be a better time to pr opose a comprehensive nuclear-arms freeze as
proposed in the draft resol uti on. we wonder why new nucl ear weapons and
tissionable naterial s continue t0 be producedwhen it has not yet been decided
what to do with existing arms. \& urgently appeal to the nucl ear-weapon
Statest 0 reachanagreenent on a conprehensi ve nuclear-arms freeze,Whi Ch
woul d embrace first, a conprehensive test ban onnual ear weapons andontheir
del i very systems;secondly, the complete cessation of themanufaature of
nual ear weapons and oftheir delivery venicles; thirdly, a ban on all further
deployment of nucl ear weapoms and their delivery vehicles, and finally tho
aonpl ete carration ofthe production of£issionable materials for weapons
purposes.

As canbe seen, ouraimi s to close the door tothe production of
nucl ear - weaponssyatems., Only in this way woul d there bo any senmse in the
measures proposed forther educti on of nuclear arsemals. |t would be absurd
to reduce somenuclearweaponswhi | e continuing to produce Ot hers.

Mr. SHOUKRY (Egypt)s It is an honour for the del egation of Egypt to
be presenting draftresol uti on A/C.1/46/1..25, on the prevention of an arms
race | N outerspace, onbehal f ofits sponsors: Argentina. Braail,China,

Et hi opi a, Indonesia, the |l sl ani c Republicoflran, Ireland, Jordan, Mexico,
Myanmar, Ni geria, Peru, 8ri Lanka, Sweden, Venesuela, \/i et Nam, Yugosl| avia and
my own country, | would also |ike tostate that the del egation of India has

conveyed its decision to sponsor this text.
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The rapid devel opment8 that arecontinuing to unfold in the field of
space science and technol ogy have ki ndl ed the inagination of mankind as to the
vast prospects that maylie ahead. The tangi bl e benefits that t he peacef ul
usaof outer apace has al ready provi ded have consolidated t he overwhel m ng
desire of the vast mpjority of the international comunity that no effort be
spared in trying to maintain this vast donain as an excl usive area of
international cooperation, to be used excl usively for peaceful purposes for
the benefit ofall countrioa, irrespective oftheir degree of econcmic and

scientific devel opment.
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The current wel cone devel opnents in international relations that herald
t he prospects of a new eraof i nternational cooperation, peace andSecurity
and constructive efforts to achieve general and conplete disarmnent under
effective international control cannot but have a dramatic inpact on our
common efortsto prevent an arms race in outer space. Since the one
conpl enents the other, the delegations uponsoring the draft resolution are
convinced that both bilateral and nultilateral efforts in this regard nust
continue and make effective progress i f we areto achi eve our0bjectives. We
are conmtted to contributing to the prevention of an amsrace 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 amd to elimnate the dangers posed by any escal ation in the
armsrace, through practical and concrete measures that can be taken 1.0
I mpl ement decisions to prevent the mlitarisation of outer space.

W al so notethe outcome of the workon this topic done bythe
Ad Hoc Conmittee on the prevention ofan armsrace in outerspace during this
year’'s session of the Conference on Disarmament, and we hope that during the
1992 session the Ad Hoc Committee will makefurther progress in examning and
Identifying the issues relevant to the prevention of an arns race in outer
space.

Draft resolution AsC.1/46/L.25, nowbeforet he First Conm ttee, follows
closely the lines oflast year's resolution, which was a conprom se
resolution. There are somem nor changes - in nmany instances Of eithera
technical or an editorial nature, and in other instances ained at achieving
morecl arity while naintaining the essential substance which conmanded

wi de-range support |ast year.
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Fol | owm ng what has now become a cust om the del egati ons of Egypt,

Sri Lanka and vemesuwela col | aborated this yeari n aonduoti ng consultations
Wi th the various groupsin an effort to accommodate t he various suggestions
made concerningthis draft resolution, | mght ad& that therewas a limted
number of suggesti ons this year because ofthe substantial achievement in
formulating last year's resolution - anachievement that musthe credited to
Ambassador Rasaputram of Sfi  Lanka.

I n comclusion, Ishould |ike to express the hope that draft resolution
A/C.1/46/L.25 W | | receive the same overwhel m ng support that the draft
resolution on this item received | ast year.

Mc, GARCIA MORXTAN (Argentina) (interpretation fromsypanish): The
representative of EQypt has just introduced draftresol uti on A/C.1/46/L.25,
entitled “Prevention ofanarmsrace in ouierspace”.

Inour opinion, this draft resolution is a majorcontribution to the
activities just carried out by the Conference on D sarmanment, because the
Ad oc Committee ostablished by t he ConferenceSi X years ago has been working
towards identifying areas ofconvergence. Since mydelegation chaired that
Commttee at the 1991 session, | wi sh to emphasize Certain parts of thereport
of the Conterence ONn Di sar manent that make itclear that the Ad Hoc Committee
wor ked hard to find commoa ground in a field where this has not ai waye been
easy.

The report points out that this year the Ad Hoc Conmittee adopted a nore
dynamic and practical nethodol ogy, enabling it to give moredetail ed
consideration to theitens beforeit. The Chairman prepared a series of 1ists
oftopics with aview to structuring the discussion in an orderly way,

focusing on the questions ofgreatest interest todel egati ons amd | eavi ng
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asi de those t hat seemed t 0 be ofless interest. These 1ists are annexed to
the report (A/46/27, para. 91) ofthe Ad Hoe Conmittee of the Conference on
Disarmament and can serve as a guide forfuture deliberation.

Forthe first tine since itsestablishnment in 1965 theAd Hoc Conmttee
had the assistance of"Friemds of the Chairman” in dealing, respectively, with
t hree specif ic topiess termnol ogi aal aspects related to the prevention of an
arms race inouter spacer issues related to verification ofanti-satellite
weaponss and aonf idence-buil ding measures, including improvement of exi sting
and fut ure dat abases relatingt 0 apace activities.

The prevention of an arms race in outer space is off undanent al
I mportance forthe security ofal | States, whether or not t hey are space
Powers. The Conference on Di sar mament has reflected thia interest and,in
accordance with the Ad Hoc Commttee’s programme of work, has been seeking to
identify aress Of convergence.

In thin respect, we trust t hat draftresol ution A/C.1/46/L.25, whi ch was
negotiated by the representativea ofBgyptand Sri Lanka, w Il give new
i npetus to the workofthe Conference on Disarmanent. That is why we fully
support i t.

M. SALAZAK (Veneszuela) (i nterpretation from Spani sh) s The
delegation ofVenesuela i S particularly interested in draft resolution
A/C.1/46/L.2%, on the prevention ofan arns race in outer space, | Ntroduced by
the representative of Egypt.

Wi le reaffirmng theinportance and urgency preventing anarms racein
outer apace, the Assembly, under this draftresol uti on, woul d recognise,
ioter alia. chat the | egal regimeapplicable to outer space by itself does not

guarantee the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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The 1967 Treaty on Principles Governingt he Activities of States in the
Expl oration and Use of Outer Space, including the Mon and O her Cel esti al
Bodi es, isinforce. V& have al| acknowledgedthatitpl ays a significant
role in governing activities pertaini ng toouter space. However, when this
Treaty was negotiated and entered into forae we did not foreseethe
possibility oft he devel opnent of etrategi a weaponsand defencesystems that
could operate in outerspace, fromouter apace and toward8 outer spaae. That
is why we have reaffirmed thatthe | egal regi ne applicable t0 outer space
aannot by 4itself prevent an arms race there.

It &s well knownthat the Conference on Disarmament plays the primry
role in the negotiation of various multilateral agreenents, as appropriate, on
the prevention of Anarmsrace i n outer space in all its aspects. For -ome
years now, the Ad Hoec Conmittee ofthe Conference nas been doing uaeful work
inidentifying and essessing various aspeatr ofthis aonpliaated subject. It
has beforei t many proporal S designed toi nprove the curreat |egal regime.
The Ad HocCommittee's workt his year was particularly valuable since its
deliberations, under the W Se guidance of Ambassador Garcia Moritan of
Argentina, took plaae in amoreorderly end eystematia way.

In our opinion, the Conterence should prepare newlegal instrunments to
deal i N a comprehensive, nultilateral mannerwith the question ofthe

non-militarisation of out er space.
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It in thur neceassaryt O focus on identifying and crafting specitic
measures, taking advantage of existing areas of common ground and proposal s.
The present international alimte rhoul d sontribute t 0 theattainment of there
i npor t ant objectivea, and we urge the United Statea and the Sovi et Union to
press forward iatemsively W th their bilateral nagotiationc in a construetive
spirit in orderto prevent outer space from becoming a new arena for the arms
race.

Weareconvincedt hat byincluding f undanment al , unquestienably i nport ant
elenents, draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.25 constitutes a step in the ri ght
direction and we hope it will enjoy the fullestsupport.

W also take this opportunity to express our pleasure at the statement
made yesterday by the represeamtative of Francei N which hO amnouncedt hat his
Government was (i Vi NJ positiveconsideration t O possible ratification Of
Adaditional Protoaol lofthe Treaty forthe Prohibition of Nuclear Weaponsin
Latin America and the Cari bbean, wehope that possibility will soom become
reality, markingthe ead of a significant phase i n t he history of the
Additional Protocolsto the Treaty of Tlatel ol ao. This woul d make an
i nportant comtribution t0 regional and international ® eaurity.

Mr. NEGROTTO CAMBIASQ (Italy):s | would |ike to makesome comnents
ont he issues dealt with in draft resolution A/C.1/46/L.4 Ona comprehensive
tent-ban treaty and in draft resolution asc.1/46/L.370n bil ateral muclear
negotiations., as some i nportant indications cambe drawn from themostrecent
devel opmenta in the context of nual ear disarmanent.

Last July, we all wel comed the positive conclusion of tho£irstround of

the negotiations on a strategic armsreduction treaty (START) as a ® ubstantive
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reeult in theprocessof the reduation of nualear arsenals. | do not think
t hat the sanouncement subsequently nade by Presi dent Bueh on
23 September 1991, followed by that of Presideat (urbaahev, aoul d possibly
have been envisaged at that tine. Thoseannouncemeats chal | enge our very
ability to adapt our sssessments t0 such a rapidlyevol vi ng political and
strategicenvironnent.

Both en optimstic and apessimistic i nterpretati on ofthese devel opnents
can be made. W aould in faat consider with dismay the existing gaps between
t he announced nual ear reductions and the siae ofnnual ear arsenals still
present in the world, and drawthe comclusion that in reality nothing has
changed. On the otherhand, we coul d compare the quick pace at whi ch new
opportunitiea are being created to the |aggi ng mood whi ah had pervaded
di sarmanent negotiation8 in the past, and make the assessnent that realism
appears to be moreon the aide of those who incline toward3 optimism,

The North AtlanticAlliance, al t hough reaffirm ng the necessity Of
continuing to rely i n the present circumstances on nual ear deterrence, has
decided t 0 adapt its strategic policies, i ncl udi ng their nualear component, to
t he profoundly nodified needsof Eur opean security.

In that aontext,| wish to recall that pefemce M nisters of the North
Atlantia Treaty Organimation (NATO),gathered in Taorm na on 18 Catober,
underlined that, as faras Europe is concerned,there i4s no | onger any
requirement for nual ear ground-| aunahed shoxt-range ballistic mssiles and
artillery. At the same time, they announced a total reduction of80 per cent
of the sub-strategic weapons currently present in Europe. The entire set of

proposal s for a drastically reduaed and restructured NATO nucl ear posture
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reflectst he dramatic ahanges i n thespeed oftransformati on: as the security
situation evelves, nual ear polioy and posture wil|l continue to be reviewed.

The NATO summit being held today in rRomehas just adopted a new strategic
aonaept for the Alliance, which further reduaes the reliance onits nuclear
component. (O her enaoursging signs eam be noted in the nultilateral aontext,
such as the declarations by China and Franao ontheir intention to adhereto
the Treaty onthe Non-Proliferation of Nual ear Weapons (w2T), as well as the
recent accession to that Treaty of South Africa, Zanbia and Tensania. It iS
Italy's hope that in 1995 the ®pT will beaone s permanent anduniversal pillar
of international security and stshility.

The question ofnual ear testing remains a controversial probl emi ndeed:
nevertheless, encour agi ng Si gns can be noted even onthis matter, suah as for
instance the drastiar eduati on of approxi mately 60 per aent in the nunber of
nucl ear expl osi ons whi ch, according to reliable sources, has occurredin ths
last five years.

Atthe same time, it i s now genurally saknow edged that the threshol ds
set by the partial nuclear-test-ban Treaty and the threshol d nual ear-test-ban
Treaty no | onger reflect today’ s needsand realities i n nucl ear testing. Asa
consequence,t he question of the verifiability of underground expl osions is
acquiring anincreasing importance. |n that respect, we hops that the future
proceedings of the Conference on Disarmanent, w th the participation of the
Ad HooGroup of seismological experts, w || tacklesuah probl em by means of
updat ed gui delines.

The wi despread hope for a drsmatia reduation ofall nuclear arsenals in
the wor| d seemsno | onger to be at odds with our analysis of what aould be

considered today as a realistic goal to be pursued.
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At the same time, concerns regarding the danger of proliferatiom still
dwell in our minds, while new issues emerge, such as the crucial question of
nuclear-arms 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 implications of ideas concerning the utilization and
control of fissionable materials made available as a result of the reduction
of nuclear arsenale deserve, in our view, in-depth analysis.

As stated today in Rome by Prime Minister Andreotti, a further huge
effort towards new disarmament achievements is necessary, and should include
nuclear disarmament as a priority. The possibility of achieving an
international security system less characterized by nuclear armameants 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 besis 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.1/46/L.4 and A/C.1/46/L.37, Although not necess;rily 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 differencas.
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Mr. COLLINE (Ireland) s M. Chairnman, inastatementnade earlier
this week | made sone remarksof a complimentary nature directed to you and to
your renarkable aountry. Secure inthe faith thatthey were conveyed t O you,
| forbear fromrepeating themthis afternoon

| am speakingas oneof the sponsors i n support ofdraft resolution
A/C.1/46/L.13, “Convention ONn Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of
Certain Conventional Weapons wnhich May De Deened t0 Be Excessively | nj urious
or to Have Indiscriminate Effects. The araftresol uti on was introduced
yesterday by the representative of Sweden

The Convention, as has been remarked, i S an indication of the commitment
of the international community to develop international hunanitarian |aw in
the field of conventional weaponry.

It is, obviously, of major importance t hat more Statea adhere to the
Convention so that it can becone genuinely universal. In that context |
shoul d liketo recall my del egation’s wel | -known position, namely, that we
mai ntai n t he suggestion ofestabl i shing a consultative committee of experts to
investigate alleged violations ofthe Protoaols to the Convention. W believe
that such a consultative conmttee would help to increase the trust and
confidence of States in the inplenmentation ofthe Convention and could,
accordingly, help to strengthen it and to promote universal adherence to it.
Wenote the possibility provided forin article 8 ofthe Convention for
renewi ng the scope and operation ofthe Convention and its Protoaols and for
setting further international atandarda relating to other categories of
conventional weapons not al ready covered.

The representative of Sweden has identified a number of categories of
weapons that mght be nade subject to further specific reatruations. My

del egation would like in partiaular to draw attention t0 Sweden'scommeuts on
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laser technology. My delegation would like to support the suggestion that
consideration be given to how to deal witl the laser weapons referred to by
the representative of Sweden.

Mr, ARAUJO CASTRO (Brazil): I wish to make a brief statement in
connection with agenda item 50 concerning the signature and ratification of
Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prchibition of Nuclear Weaspons in
Latin America (Tresty of Tlatelolco).

The (alegation of Brazil listened witk great interest to the statement
made yesterday afterncon in the Committee by the representative of France, in
which he anncunced that:

"France is positively studying the possibility of ratifying Additional

Protocol I of the Treaty of Tlatelolco." (A/C,.3/46/PV.29, p, 18

Brazil takes note with satisfaction of this announcement by the French
Government.

When Brazil ratified the Treaty of Tlatelolco in 1968 it 4id 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 ratificiation of Additional Protocol I by all of the four States that are
internationally responsible for territories situated in the zoue of
application of the Treaty.

Last November the Presidents of Brazil and Argentina signed at
Foz do Iguagu a Joiant Declaration (A/45/809) in which they announced their
decision to adopt the Joint Accounting and Control System, applied to all the
nuclesr activitics of the two countries, and to negotiate with the
Internationsl Atomic Enerqy Agency (IAEA) a joint safequards zgraement hased

on this System. They also announced their decision that, after the conclusion
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of the sateguards agreement with t he 1AEA,they woul d take appropriate action
topermt the full entry into forceforthe two countries oft he Treaty Of
T1lateloldeo, i ncluding action to update sndimproveits wording.

The announcenent madeyeaterday by the Freanch del egation is, in our
opinion, a very positive step i N the promosof creating conditions for the
full entry intoforce ofthe Treaty for theProhi bition of Nucleaxr \Weapons in
Lati n America.

Before aonal udi ng, T should like to resexrve the right ofmydelegation to
exam ne and, i f necessary, t 0 commenton the draft decision conceraingthe
poasible incluvsion ofa new item onthaagenda ofthe next sessiom oft he
General Assembly, Wni Ch was announced i n t he statement nmade yesterday in the
Committee byt he represemtative Of Mexico.

Tha CHAIRMAN: | now call on tho representative ofthe United
States, Who Wi || introduae draftresol uti on Asc.1/46/L.26.

Mr. BRECKON (United States oOf America)s Today, thr United States
delegation is iutroducing a draftresolution underagenda item4s, ® ntltl ad
"Compliance Wi th armsl i mtati on anddisarmament agreements," document
A/C.1/46/L.26,dat ed 1 November 1991.

The draft rorolution is verysimilar tot he resolucion adopted by the
General Assembly i N 1969 as rorol uti on 447122. 1In the current draft thereis
a Nnow operative paragraph ti»ut welcomest he role t hat the United Nations has
pl ayed i n restoring theintegrity ofcertain armslinitati on and disarmament
agreementsand i n the renoval ofthreats to peasce. The new paragraph has been
added t 0 t ake i nt o aaaount thr crucial role theUnited Nations has played thi s
year, by decision ofthe SBecurity Council, inseeking to address
non- conpl i anaoconcerns., Afewot her changes have been introduced i nto the

text t 0 enhance and update the resol ution.
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During the pasttwo yearswe have seendevelop in the First Committee a
much-i nproved atnosphere and a broad recognition ofthe vital inportance
compliance pl ays in theamscontrol and di sar mament prncess. Resol utions
simlar to the one we are introducing today have been adopted by consensus at
the forty-first, forty-second, forty-third and forty-fourth session oft he
GeneralAssenbly. Thia year the inproved atnosphere is further denonstrated
by the long list of the aponsorn ofdraft resolutiom L.26, a |iat that
tranacends geopolitical boundai res and i ncl udes Australia, Austria, Belarus,
Bel gi um Bul garia, Caneroon, cCanada, Col onbia, Costa Rica, Caechoslovaxia,
Dennark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, G eece, Hungary, lceland, Ireland,
Italy, Japan, Luxenbourg, the Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway, Pol and,
Portugal , Romania, Sanpa, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, Ukraine, the Union of Sovict
SocialistRepublics, the United Kingdom and Zaire.

The United States is gratified that conpliance with amslimtation and
di sar mament agreemarts is now firmy ostabliahed asa matter of concerntot he
community Of natioms. 1t isS inportant for each party to ensure that it is in
conpliance, but itis equally inportant to remove M/ doubtst hat others may
have regarding a party's co-pliance. Confidence in ezisting agreenents is a
significant part ofthe foundation for future agreements. Non-conpliance, on
the other hand, cannot but have an adverse effect onthe prospects for future
agreenents and on efforts to enhance i nternational peace and security.
Compliance withcxistingagreementsi s essential, therefore, to the

fundament al objectives and purposes of the United Nations.



JUM/11 A/C. 1/46/PV.31
41

(Mc. Breckon, United States)
The United States believes that the adoption of this draft reaolution,
again by comsensus, would constitute a strong reaffirmation by the world
community of the crucial importance of compliance with arms 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.

The CHAIRMAN: | call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Comaittee): | would like to inform
the Committee that the following countries have become sponsors of the
following draft resolutions; AsC.1746/1..14, Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea: A/C.1/46/L.33, Hungary.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN: | would 1like to remind members that, in accordance
with the programme of work, the Committee will proceed to take action on the
first cluster of draft resolutions tomorrow morning, Friday, 8 November 1991.

The Committee will then proceed to take action on draft resolutions
contained in cluster 2. Ia follewing this procedure, we shall nevertheless
maintain a desirable degree of flexibility.

It is my intantion to move, in so far as possible, from one cluster to

another sequentially upon the conclusion of action on each cluster.

The oeeting rose mt 4.45 p,m.



