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FOURTH COMMITTEE CONSIDERS EFFECTS OF ATOMIC RADIAT ION ON
HUMANKIND, ENVIRONMENT;

APPROVES DRAFT TEXT IN SUPPORT OF STRENGTHENED FUNDING FOR SCIENTIFIC
COMMITTEE

Secretary-General’'s Input Sought on Financial, Admuistrative Implications
of Scientific Committee’s Increased Membership; Bogd to Meet Seven Days in 2008

In its consideration of the effects of radiation lmmmankind and the environment, the Fourth
Committee (Special Political and Decolonizationjidg unanimously approved a draft resolution in
support of the Scientific Committee on the Effects Atomic Radiation, which, since 1955, had
contributed to an improved understanding of theeaff and risks of ionizing radiation -- a type of
radiation given off by radioactive substances.

The Secretary of the Scientific Committee, Malcdlirick, addressing the Fourth Committee
today, said he believed the Committee was heldgh ésteem by Governments and scientific bodies, bu
feared that financial and staffing constraints doabmpromise the high standards for which it was
known.

He said that the recommendations of the Scienf@emmittee, comprised of scientists
representing 21 Member States, were regularly nbtegolicy-making bodies, such as International
Labour Organization (ILO) and the Food and Agrigtdt Organization (FAO) when formulating safety
standards and protection programmes. The ILO hacdkldped its occupational radiation protection
instrument using data from the Scientific Committediile the FAO had developed guidelines on food
contamination. That data had also been used fodeielop regulations on the transport of radieacti
material.

Funding for the secretariat of the Scientific Cotted, however, had fallen dramatically over
the past few years, even though the amount of vtdrld done had steadily increased, Mr. Crick said.
The secretariat was also beset by staffing probleafter the post for one of two professionals itthe
secretariat was abolished in 1992, it had becoree mere difficult for it to keep pace with new stidic
developments.

Thus, the draft resolution on the effects of atomaidiation would have the General Assembly
urge the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEPthe administering Programme -- to
strengthen the Scientific Committee’s funding medsias and to continue to seek out temporary funding
measures to complement existing ones. In additi@nresolution would have the Assembly appedh¢o t
Secretary-General to take the measures needetidosecretariat of the Scientific Committee to serve
Member States in a “predictable and sustainablenetdn

Also by the draft, the Assembly would endorse, onexceptional basis, the Committee’s
intention to convene its fifty-sixth session fovee days instead of the usual five. It was thoubht
lengthening the Committee’s meeting time would émabto address the long list of issues before it,
including those arising from recent interest in tivelear power option, said Mr. Crick.



During their debate on the issue, members of thetRa@Committee raised the issue of potential
mounting costs associated with an increase in meghige In 2007, six countries had expressed their
desire to join the Scientific Committee: Belar&#land, Pakistan, the Republic of Korea, Spain and
Ukraine. Where some, like Cuba’s delegate, sadl itbquests for membership should be considered as
soon as possible, others, like Japan’s represeataaid that financial issues should be addrelsséate
discussing that possibility.

The representative of Pakistan, one of the six t@msmwishing to join the Scientific Committee,
expressed the hope that financial and administaggues would be fully addressed next year -- as
stipulated by the draft resolution approved todathus enabling Pakistan and the others to assuthe f
membership in the Scientific Committee. Indeed, dnaft text would have the Assembly invite each of
those six Member States to designate one scietatistttend, as observers, the next session of the
Committee while requesting the Secretary-Generabubmit a report addressing the financial and
administrative implications of increased Committeembership.

Speaking before the vote, the representative odirBe] whose country had been badly affected
by the Chernobyl accident of 1986 that had occumegkeighbouring Ukraine, said its Government had
extremely valuable knowledge about atomic radiationt felt that its desire to become part of the
Scientific Committee had been “ignored” for someange He had joined consensus on the text on the
understanding that the Fourth Committee would unansly approve the membership of the six Member
States, and the Scientific Committee’s secretanatild pursue that aim by addressing, with the
Secretary-General, the financial and administratiyglications of increased Committee membership.

Also speaking were the representatives of Japamgudly (speaking on behalf of the Southern
Common Market (MERCOSUR), Portugal (speaking onalfetf the European Union and associated
States), India, Myanmar, Iraq and Syria.

The representative of Australia, whose country refthithe Scientific Committee’s fifty-fifth
session, introduced the draft resolution.

Earlier in the morning, the Committee concludeddigbate on international cooperation in the
peaceful uses of outer space by hearing the repedses of Israel and the Ukraine.

The Committee will meet again at 10 a.m. on Wedagsd3l October to begin its
comprehensive review of the whole question of peeeging operations in all its aspects, where it wil
hear statements on the work of the Department aE&eeping Operations and the Department of Field
Support.

Background

The Fourth Committee (Special Political and Decidation) met today to conclude its debate
on international cooperation in the peaceful usesuter space and to begin its consideration of the
effects of atomic radiation.

The report before the Committee on outer spaceessss summarized in Press Release
GA/SPD/379.

With regard to the item on the effects of atomidiation, the Committee had before it a report
of the United Nations Scientific Committee on thifeEts of Atomic Radiationdocument A/62/46),
which covers that body’s fifty-fifth session, hétdVienna from 21 to 25 May 2007.

According to the report, the Scientific Committeeviews global exposure to sources of
radiation -- such as nuclear weapon productiontasting, nuclear electricity generation, and others
and its effects on human health and the environmént 2006, the United Nations Environment
Programme (UNEP) had been tasked by the Generan#dyg to strengthen the Committee’s funding,
and had duly established a general trust funddeive and manage voluntary contributions from Membe
States and other bodies to complement existingagpiations from the regular budget of the United



Nations. However, the Scientific Committee notedsafifty-fifth session that it was “critical” toestore
an operating budget that would allow it to fulfé mandate in a predictable manner.

For several years, the Scientific Committee hadnbegpressing deep concern over its
secretariat’s reliance on a single post at thegsibnal level, the report says. At its fiftyHfifsession,
the Committee appealed to the Assembly to urgesteretary-General to redeploy an additional post at
the professional level to the secretariat of theer@ific Committee. Furthermore, it noted that wrd
100 experts, including observers from internatiom@anizations, attended its annual sessions. eSinc
large membership would add to its servicing castgddition to seriously hampering its ability taillol
consensus on complex issues, the Committee stréssea financial solution should be found befang a
talks could begin on expanding its membership.

In addition, the report says the Scientific Comedtthad emphasized that representatives
assigned to it by States members must be actiemtsstis who were knowledgeable on a broad range of
issues in the field of radiation levels and effegtere able to compile, prepare and evaluate sfient
reports, could competently assess draft scientiicuments, and were capable of summarizing and
synthesizing material for the General Assembly sitientific community and the public.

Also according to the report, the Scientific Comedt had decided to develop a long-term
strategic plan that would act as a planning tool fidure programme budgets. The plan would be
developed at its next session, scheduled to taaph Vienna from 10 to 18 July 2008.

The Committee also had before it a draft resolutinrthe_effects of atomic radiatigdocument
AJC.4/62/L.5).

Statements on Outer Space

LIVIA LINK ( Israel) said space observations were responsible forge laumber of scientific
discoveries, a fact that underscored space’s hoigatdic importance. The space industry was dille
with vision, upheld the best human resources ardred an important infrastructure for industrial
development. Much progress had been made in thge&fs since Sputnik first orbited the Earth, yet
progress was hard to achieve alone. Joining fongesthe best way to assure substantive advance and
technological breakthrough. Israel had been aerebs in the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of iOute
Space and was committed to the vision and broadctbgs of United Nations efforts to ensure the
peaceful uses of outer space. It was continuingmphasize the use of technological advantages in
certain niches and had continued to cooperate ettthr nations and international agencies towards th
goal.

In that regard, she noted that her country was e@ing with France in a project on Vegetation
and Environment Monitoring New Micro-satellite (VEI$), which included the development,
manufacture and operation of an observation miatellite. The VENUS project was expected to
monitor, analyze and model land surface functionimgler influences of environmental factors and
human activities. It would apply to “precision fi@ing”, which optimized agriculture and aquaculture
through space technologies. Israel was also catipgr with India with TAUVEX, the Tel-Aviv
University Ultraviolet Imaging Experiment, which wd measure objects in space using the ultraviolet
spectrum. Her country had also signed cooperaigmeements with sister agencies from a number of
countries, and hoped to sign agreements with more.

Israel's private sector was also contributing te #pace industry and had developed several
projects with applications around the world, shiel.sdts private companies and academic and relsearc
institutions had been actively engaged in exploteéahnologies that would alleviate some of humasity
most pressing environmental needs. It was willilngexpand its space cooperation and share its
knowledge and expertise with other States, andvaifmse without space access to enjoy its benefits.
Space should be used as a platform to bring Stiteer together, enhancing cooperation for the fitene
of all.

SERGIY KYSLYTSYA ( Ukraing said his country had recently approved and subthitor
parliament’s adoption a draft law on the new natldmrget-oriented space programme for 2008-2012,
which would quadruple funding for the country’s spgprogramme. The programme reflected a new




approach to national space activity by addressimgplpms of sustainable development through earth
observation and space data. It would create aespat group, intensify cooperation in the inteioaal
space market and launch a national satellite telemanication system. The programme also foresaw the
development of advanced space technology and tteemization of ground-based infrastructure. It
would strengthen national security and expand adutaesearch and country-wide applications otepa
technology.

He said that implementation of the programme wdtddisform Ukraine’s space sector into a
priority branch of the economy, and ensure the ldgveent of space uses to benefit the economy and th
population. Ukraine participated in peaceful uskesuter space: in November 2006, it had co-omggthi
the United Nations International Workshop on Splaae for the United Nations Economic Commission
Member States. It had also supported the developofethe United Nations Platform for Space-based
Information for Disaster Management and EmergenegpRnse (SPIDER) and had participated in
various partnerships, including commercial projestech as the “Alcantara” space port with Brazii.
2007, Ukrainian launch vehicles made four orb#ainches for different countries.

The first all-Ukrainian conference on space andasniable development would take place 3to 5
June 2008, on the question of the status of aicespaformation used to address natural resources
management, sustainable development and secwisgid. In conducting space policy, Ukraine reaiz
the danger of rocket technology proliferation, esgléy against the backdrop of terrorism. Recongz
the problem of man-made debris, Ukraine soughtlitnimate space debris and had modified its space
launch vehicles and spacecraft in accordance withhrdkcommendations of the Inter-Agency Space Debris
Coordination Committee.

Having concluded its consideration of internationabperation in the peaceful uses of outer
space, the Committee then turned to the agendaoitetine effects of atomic radiation.

Statement by the Secretary of the Scientific Cortamit

MALCOLM CRICK, Secretary of the Scientific Commi&en the Effects of Atomic Radiation
(UNSCEAR), recalled that the Committee’s mandats teaassess the effects and risks on human beings
and the environment of ionizing radiation, and tovide policy-relevant information to policy-making
bodies. There were currently 21 States membelitsedScientific Committee, and six more had exprsse
a desire to join.

He said that the Scientific Committee reported afiguo the Fourth Committee, which, in turn,
directed any requests it might have of the Scien@ommittee to its administering body, UNEP,
including requests for financial resources. Theretariat of the Scientific Committee was compriséd
one professional staff and two general staff, wiewveatasked with presenting reports to the Committee
which met annually. The secretariat also publishaegr scientific reviews every four to five yeavéth
the last one published in 2000-2001.

Among the Committee’s tasks was to examine theeewid of radiation health effects resulting
from the atomic bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasakd the effects of the Chernobyl accident, he said.
The Committee was also a repository of data gath&em scientific literature, research conducted by
Member States, and non-governmental organizatiolts. recommendations were picked up by
specialized agencies, such as the InternationamistoEnergy Agency (IAEA), the World Health
Organization (WHO), the International Labour Orgation (ILO), and the Food and Agriculture
Organization (FAQO), among others, to formulate sa$¢éandards and protection programmes.

For example, he noted that ILO had developed itsipational radiation protection instrument
using data from the Scientific Committee, while FA@d developed guidelines on food contamination.
That data was also used to help develop regulatioribe transportation of radioactive material.

As for the Scientific Committee’s budget, he sdithad fallen dramatically over the past few
years, even though the amount of work it had da dteadily increased. The amount of cost-free aid
from national laboratories had also fallen. Meaitwytin 1992, the position for one professionalhivit
the secretariat had been abolished, leaving oniegsmional staff member. It was difficult to keepcp
with new scientific developments under those cirstamces.



He noted that the Committee’s budget constraintisrbaulted in delays in reporting. Given that
much of the data was time-sensitive, such delaigedaconcerns. With only one professional in the
secretariat, there was an increased risk of erréitsits last meeting, members of the committee had
raised concerns about the risk to the credibilityt® reports, which, thus far, had always beerhlyig
respected. The secretariat must often deal witheis across disciplines, such as physics and liolog
which was impossible for one person to do.

He said that an increase in membership to the S@gtle@ommittee would add to the costs it
incurred each year. At its next session, the Cdtemiintended to address 41 issues, including those
arising from recent interest in the nuclear powptiam. Consideration of those issues could not be
achieved in the usual five-day session. He stdesisat the Committee was extremely respected by
Governments and scientific bodies; its findinggicaily underpinned Government programmes, and
those of international organizations, on protectiét the moment, however, staffing problems hieder
output.

Questions and Answers

Opening an interactive discussion, the Fourth Cdtemi Chairman, ABDALMAHMOOD
ABDALHALEEM MOHAMAD ( Sudan) asked how the Atomic Radiation Committee planted
encourage more participation from developing caastr

Irag's representative asked why the United Nations réifie Committee on the Effects of
Atomic Radiation secretariat had only one expert, @hether that was the result of the small nunatber
Member States who were on the Committee.

The representative of Finlaradso asked about the number of Committee membetisg that a
mechanism of observing had been developed to albanticipation, without incurring financial
hardships. She asked if the Committee would be @b$ustain this “observership” option.

The representative of Belarasked if it was possible to get the report on @byl earlier.

Nigerids representative asked why the report on Chernbagilstill not been made available so
many years after the incident.

In responding to the question from Iraq, Mr. CRIGKId he did not know the answer, but
thought it was a “legacy” issue. A second postéedted, but had been abolished in the 1990s.

Replying to the Chairman’s question, Mr. Crick sged that the Committee had been scientific
and not political during its early years, and hadeived valuable contributions from the developing
world. The Scientific Committee had been the viehior sharing information globally in the middié o
the century, but the Internet was the method ohglao now. The Scientific Committee would be
working on the way it shared and coordinated infatiom.

To the question on the Chernobyl report’s availghiMr. Crick noted that Belarus had been
sending an observer to the Committee for a numbegrears, and the Committee would be working
through that observer to send a copy of the refpoBelarus to ensure that important details were no
missed.

In response to Nigeria’'s question, Mr. Crick notedt the Committee had issued two previous
reports, and that this report was an update orméladth implications of the disaster. The repod hat
been time-critical, but might have clarified sorssues at the event’s twentieth anniversary hadenb
available.

In response to Finland’s question, he said thereeva® problems foreseen in managing six
observers at the next meeting. The problem laganaging more people in a decision-making capacity.

Introduction of Draft Resolution




CLARE ANNABEL GATEHOUSE (Australia whose country had chaired the Scientific
Committee’s fifty-fifth session, introduced the firaesolution on the_effects of atomic radiation
(document A/C.4/62/L.5), saying that Governmentd anganizations around the world relied on the
Scientific Committee’s estimates as a basis foluatang radiation risk. For example, the estimatese
used by the International Atomic Energy Agencyaelsnowledged by the Agency’s General Conference
in its resolution GC (51)/RES/11.

She said that Australia welcomed the developmeatlohg-term strategic plan for the Scientific
Committee’s future programme of work in 2008. Takvance of the Committee’s work today, and the
need to disseminate its findings quickly, was intpal in the context of the current energy debdts.
work was vital on the effects on people and thesgstem of ionizing radiation, and was an issuereéy
concern when assessing future energy options.

Australia was pleased that UNEP had establishedsa fund for the Scientific Committee, but
noted that it should not be seen as an alternativeroviding adequate resources for the secretariat
Recently, Member States had been frustrated bfatttehat their significant contributions at sessiof
the Scientific Committee had not resulted in thmely publication of the Committee’s findings.
Australia appreciated the benefits of the Commiitediolding, on an exceptional basis, a seven-day
session in 2008, recognizing the need to finalEz@asments that would otherwise become out of diate.
addition, financial, operational and scientific ues must be resolved before new members could
contribute to its work.

She said it was her hope that the draft resoltisfore the Fourth Committee would be adopted
by consensus.

NORIYUKI NAKANO ( Japan said that the Scientific Committee had providedtal function
in reviewing the sources and effects of ionizindiation. As a country long committed to the safest
possible use of nuclear technology, Japan had ieddfom the Scientific Committee’s work. The
Government of Japan was planning to hold a symposiu the “Recent Achievement of UNSCEAR and
Future Directions of Radiation Research” next monthwas important for the Scientific Committee to
continue to carry out its study of radiation’s effeto ensure the safety and security of humarglseand
the environment, and to promote uses of radiat@mnnfiedical purposes. For that reason, the United
Nations Environmental Programme should review attdngthen the present arrangements for the
Scientific Committee and consider a temporary fagdinechanism on a voluntary basis to complement
existing ones.

Noting that six Member States had expressed thesirel to become members of the Scientific
Committee, he said those six countries would bdy¢a dispatch profound expertise on atomic radmti
particularly scientists from nations that had acuolated scientific observations through the Cherhoby
accident. Yet, Japan held that considering andifglag the standard qualifications to serve as a
Scientific Committee member was necessary to enthatebody’s proper functioning. Thus, it sharke t
concerns expressed in the Committee’s report onit@act of such an increase. Financial and
administrative issues should be addressed befecesiing that possibility.

FEDERICO PERAZZA (_Urugugy on behalf of Southern Common Market (MERCOSUR),
said that Governments of the region had providgoeds to participate in the Scientific Committee’s
work since its inception, and planned to continuehssupport. Those same Governments would
encourage the early release of their 2006 repod,reted with satisfaction that estimates of th&sriof
exposure to ionizing radiation had not changedeyTélso encouraged the early completion of overdue
reports that had already been reviewed at the-tfifitgl and fifty-fourth sessions of the Scientific
Committee, expressing concern over reasons fodetay -- lack of resources.

He reaffirmed the need for UNEP to strengthen itspsrt for the Scientific Committee, as
instructed by a resolution of the General Assenfifulyn last year. The region was pleased with the- on
time financial contribution made by the Environmeltogramme to help publish the Scientific
Committee’s 2006 report, and also by the creatiba trust fund to manage potential extra-budgetary
contributions. However, the problem of guarantgestable, permanent and regular support still
remained.



As the Scientific Committee considered the develepinof a long-term strategic plan, it should
not ignore other urgent tasks, such as Argentimatuest for answers regarding the “problem of
attributing detrimental effects at low doses ofiatidn”. Failure to resolve that question coulddeto
legal problems.

REBECA HERNANDEZ TOLEDANO (_Cubgasaid the difficult budgetary, financial and staff
situation of the Scientific Committee had detradiean its efficiency and contributed to the inatyilto
fully implement its adopted work plan, particulaity issuance of documents. She called for thechda
continue for alternative financing sources, andsagred appropriate the Committee’s planned styateg
to prepare its future work plan.

She said it was unjustifiable that there were atilbut 30,000 nuclear weapons in the world, and
she reiterated her country’s firm commitment to fhrehibition and total elimination of all nuclear
weapons, and its total opposition to the use ofeancenergy for warlike purposes. Cuba had pralide
significant assistance to Ukraine to reduce thesequences of the Chernobyl accident, particulayly b
assisting accident victims -— mostly children -—arrehabilitation programme. It would continue to
provide that assistance and, to date, had helpeB84@8children and 3,400 adults. Besides its
humanitarian impact, that programme also had ansfieimpact. Primary data had been obtained on
internal contamination of infants from areas a#elcby the accident. Its information had also been
disseminated at the main scientific forums.

The Scientific Committee’s consideration of expaugdits membership was appreciated, and the
participation of non-member scientists was alsccamle, she said. The request from six Member States
to become Committee members should be considersdogsas possible. Keeping and strengthening the
bonds of cooperation among the Committee, the MerSkstes and the different bodies and agencies of
the United Nations system was also important.

MIGUEL GRACA (Portugal, on behalf of the European Union, voiced supgort the
Scientific Committee’s work on the long-term headtind environmental effects of ionizing radiatios, a
in the case of the Chernobyl accident. The Eunopé@don looked forward to receiving that Committee’
assessments following its participation in the @bbyl Forum last year.

He said the European Union welcomed the particpadf observers at the 2007 meeting of the
Scientific Committee from the United Nations Envineent Programme, the World Health Organization,
IAEA, the International Agency for Research on Ganthe European Commission, the International
Commission on Radiological Protection, the Inteora@l Commission on Radiation Units and
Measurements, the International Organization foan&ardization and the International Union of
Radioecology.

Just as interest in the Committee’s scientific wbad increased significantly, its funding had
been reduced, he noted. The draft resolution eneffects of atomic radiation before the Fourth
Committee addressed the issues of staffing andirfign@s well as of the increased membership to the
Scientific Committee. That resolution also invitsik Member States desiring to become members to
designate one scientist each to attend, as obseitefifty-sixth session. The European Unionkied
forward to receiving the Secretary-General’s reporthose matters.

ANDREI METELITSA ( Belaru3 commended the Committee’s work, adding that thdyson
Chernobyl’s effects on human health was particylavelcome. The Committee’s work was very
important to sharing the effects and risk of atonaidiation, and it was highly regarded in the siifien
community. Its work was also widely used in Befarincluding in evaluating national standards for
public health protection.

He said that the size of the territory and the patmn affected by the Chernobyl catastrophe
had made it the most major atomic tragedy of th@wg. Despite being the smallest country affected
Belarus had suffered from approximately 70 per oéithe fallout. He noted the lack of attentiorthat
situation, despite the fact that many people cortinto suffer from Chernobyl's effects. He emphedi
Belarus’s high rates of morbidity and the elevatadcer rates, with the latter rates 16 times higjmen



in those countries not affected by Chernobyl. Bhfscts underscored how much was still not known
about the effects of atomic radiation.

For the future of the people who had been so tadlgiaffected, he said his country was
particularly interested in becoming a member of Sceentific Committee. Belarus and its scientisisl
accumulated a considerable amount of researchdiological effects, particularly on human healttdan
the environment, and it was ready to make a cartidh to the Scientific Committee.

SHRIPAD YASSO NAIK (Indig, expressing appreciation for the Scientific Cottee's work,
noted that it was in the process of completingdtdew of certain issues, such as: radiation exposn
the public and workers; accidental radiation expesaxposure arising from medical uses of radiation
the effects of radiation on non-human biota; andltheeffects due to the Chernobyl accident, among
others. The use of radiation for medical purposash as X-ray exams, computerized tomography and
nuclear medicine, was on the rise, but proper decuation and monitoring of patient or attendees’
exposure was not being done.

He said that the biological and health effects atfural radiation exposure required continuous
monitoring, and international agencies should stepo ensure critical assessment of those effects.
Indeed, “natural laboratories”, such as the on&eémnala's south western coast, should be the fodus o
detailed scientific enquiry. As yet, there wasavidence of any significant deleterious effectsoth
natural exposure.

Dogmatic adherence to the “Linear No Threshold” difjpsis as a cornerstone of radiation
protection schemes had put an unnecessary ecoiumden on the increasing number of countries that
were seeking to develop nuclear electricity get@nads a cleaner and cheaper option, he said.ast w
time to revisit those regimes. Central to the vahgation of that hypothesis was the “attributasiliof
radiation effects.

He said that biological and health effects werey\emplex, with more than one type of agent
and signalling processes triggering the same effeath as cancer. Non-radiation causes, such as
smoking, diet and so on, might add to a margindiatéon effect. Therefore, the analysis of confding
factors was critical, and how much an effect cchgdattributed to radiation exposure should be demat
of serious discussion. He added that cancer-akmtonsideration of deleterious health effects of
radiation exposure should not overshadow the gibsesible effects, such as in-utero effects andrsthe
in deciding the exposure limits. He called for quite budgetary support for the Scientific Comraitte

U HTIN LYNN ( Myanmay) said the world was faced with an ominous threeg @ the growing
possibility of nuclear accidents and the subsequeleaise of radiation. Atomic radiation could iictfl
immense suffering, yet those tragedies were prabémt Identifying and reviewing the sources of
radiation and evaluating their effect on human thealere fundamental steps for preventing such
situations and protecting against them. The waskedby the Scientific Committee to provide the
scientific foundation for formulating internationadsic safety standards for radiation was commedadab
and it was imperative that the Committee contintedulfil its mandate. Thus, it should be equipped
with necessary resources, and Member States whe wwveat position to do so should also field active
scientists to further enhance the Committee’s work.

He said that the Chernobyl disaster’s effects omdans and the environment were ongoing.
More should be done to alleviate the resulting mmrnental degradation and the effects on health and
the economy. Information on how to maintain healifestyles, despite the effects of low radiation,
would be helpful and should be disseminated. Tagedy had provided many lessons and highlighted
the need to focus on nuclear safety and redoulideteto prevent atomic contamination. Myanmar had
enacted the Atomic Energy Law in 1998 for the p&dagses of nuclear energy. That law provided for
the utilization, production, storage, distributiosale, import and export of nuclear and radioactive
material and apparatus. Regulations had also dedted to ensure radiation safety.

ASIM IFTIKHAR AMHAD ( Pakistar) said it would be unfortunate if minor adminisivator
financial constraints were allowed to hamper thekwaf the Scientific Committee. In response to the
General Assembly’s invitation, Pakistan and fivéaest countries had expressed interest in becoming



members. Pakistan possessed the relevant experdgnt professional expertise, and would contribute
much to the Committee’s work.

He expressed satisfaction that the draft resolutiwher consideration would constitute a further
step towards the increase in the Scientific Conm@it membership. While Pakistan would have
preferred a decision in 2007 to increase the meshiygrhe hoped that the financial and administeativ
issues would be fully addressed in the interveming-year period, thus enabling Pakistan and otioers
assume full membership of the Scientific Committeereafter.

ABDULSATTAR AL-JANABI ( Iraq) said that the effects of ionizing radiation orpplations
were many, and held significant dangers for peaplé the environment. The Scientific Committee had
been submitting a number of important and accuseientific reports on the effects of atomic radiati
Aware of the importance of that topic, Iraq hadablshed a body to review the source of ionizing
radiation. That committee had started its worR@®®5 and would participate in sharing its inforroati
Irag called upon States to cooperate fully with theted Nations to protect the planet from the sisk
radiation.

MANAR TALEB ( Syria) commended the Scientific Committee on its wonkg &aid that it
should continue to undertake the functions entcutet. Syria’s own policy towards the use of leac
technology was rooted in the belief that the padagfes of such technology by all countries shdndd
allowed. He was concerned by the attitudes of stvae made it difficult for developing countries to
obtain nuclear technology for peaceful purposes.

He said that Syria had been one of the first tbfoak nuclear-weapon-free Middle East, which,
in addition to making the region safer, would alsduce the hazards of atomic radiation. In stguim
bring about a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Midetist, Syria had adhered to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons since 1969 anddwadplied with the nuclear safeguards of the IAEA.

It had also submitted, on behalf of the Arab Grau@003 draft resolution to the Security Counciltioe
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free Middle Hasder the oversight of the international community
and the United Nations.

Israel possessed nuclear weapons, but did not siisrfacilities to international monitoring, he
noted. It had not adhered to the Nuclear Non-faraiion Treaty or to the IAEA safeguards, thus
undermining peace and security in the region amdrituting to possible environmental dangers. The
international community should work together togstee Israel to subject its eight nuclear facsitie
IAEA oversight, in accordance with the relevant8ég Council resolution of 1981.

He also drew attention to the danger resulting ftbendisposal of nuclear waste in developing
country territory, including through the sinkingmdclear material in the high seas or oceans. edalled
that Israel had buried nuclear waste in the Occuf@grian Golan, and drew the attention of Member
States to the seriousness of that issue, whichrestjinternational cooperation to resolve.

Action on Draft Resolution

The Committee Chairman noted that the draft resmiubn the effects of atomic radiation
(document A/C.4/62/L.5) had only been issued th@nimg, and asked whether the Committee would
agree to waive the 24-hour rule, in order to takt@a on that text.

The representative of Irasaid he saw no problem with taking action on & today, and
asked the representative of Australia, as its moaHsponsor, to elaborate on any major amendments to
the text from that of the previous year’s version.

Australids representative said that among the new provsivere those related to the Scientific
Committee’s financial concerns and questions of benship. Apart from those terms, all other changes
had been technical updates.

The Secretary of the Committee then took the flooexplain that, should the draft be adopted
by the General Assembly, it was estimated thattexhdil requirements in the amount of $63,100 would



arise for servicing the Scientific Committee’s yiflixth session for seven days, instead of theyb-da
period normally allotted to it. Provisions had baaade in the programme budget for 2006-2007 for
implementing the terms of the draft.

The Secretary made some editorial amendments textheas did the representative of Pakistan

Speaking before the vote, the representative adrBshoted that his country had just joined the
group sponsoring the resolution. Still, it hadiees comments to make on the resolution’s final two
paragraphs. While two countries seriously affedigdthe effects of atomic radiation — the Russian
Federation and Japan — were members of the Sae@immittee, two others -- Belarus and Ukraine -—
were not. Belarus, by a tragic quirk of fate, hiael opportunity to acquire information on the ef$ecf
radiation on man and the environment as a resuth@fChernobyl accident. Thus, it had extremely
valuable knowledge about atomic radiation, whidbelieved could benefit the world community.

He said his country was puzzled by the lack of oesp to its desire to become part of the
Scientific Committee; its intention to do so hachegnored. That had been going on for some years.
Last year it had managed to have incorporated @G@neral Assembly resolution 61/109 the question of
including Belarus in the Committee, and the resotubad noted Belarus’ application.

Currently, as part of compromise and to ensure exmiss, he said his country had agreed to
defer becoming a member of the Scientific Commitiagl next year. It considered that, according to
paragraph 15 of the present text, the Fourth Coteenitvould unanimously approve that the six Member
States wished to become members and regarded gphadi6 as an indication that the Scientific
Committee’s secretariat would pursue that aim byressing the financial and administrative
implications of increased Committee membership.

He requested that that clarification be recordetthénproceedings of today’s meeting.

Then, acting without a vote, the Fourth Committggraved the draft resolution, as orally
amended.
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