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The meeting was called to order at lo.56  a.m.

ORGANXZATICiN  OF WORK

!Ehe CHAIRMAN: As I informed the Committee yesterday, aR  informal paper

setting out a list of all the draft resolutions on disarmament agenda items

arranged in l3 different clusters has been prepared. It is now being distributed

to the Committee.

AS far as the item on disarmament and development is concerned, members will

recall the statement I made at the Committee’s 28th meeting,  OR 31 October,  iR

which T referred to the situation concerning the subject-matter and the ongoing

consultations thereon. It is my intention to inform the Committee in the near

future concerning the outcome of those consultations and regarding the aCt?OR  to be

taken OR this issue.

The clusters, as X explained in my earlier statemnt, were devised by the

Bureau on the basis of t&a pattern that has evolved during the past several years.

In  the  process of grouping the various draft resolutions, the Bureau took into

account the most logical and practical criteria available and endeavoured at the

same time to group them according to related subject-matter to the extent possible.

fn this connection I should like to stress that no other motivation should be

attached to the efforts of the Bureau in this respect than their desire to

facilitate and expedite the work of the Committee with a .view  to utilizislg the time

allocated for this phase of the Committee’s work in the msst  effective manner

pass ible .

With respect to any timetable for action on the  draft resolutions, it is my

intention to move, as far as possible, from one cluster to another in sequence at

the conclusion of action on each cluster. At the sat@  time, in applying this

procedure an attempt will be made to maintain the required degree of flexibility.

I hope that I shall have the Committee’s understanding when I say that I shall not

be in a *sition  to give any precise indication of the days on which any particular

..,~ -* ,--.. ,._
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(The Chairman)- - - - -

cluetern  wi l l  bc?  taken up. Never thel.eea, to the extent poeeiblc,  I shall try to

provide advance Information as to how we shall proceed at auccessiv~  moetinge.

AR  for  action on each individual  cluster, delegations will  first  of  a l l  have

the opyx)rtunlt.y  t-o make any staten\entm, ot.her  than explanation8 of vote,  which they

regard  as necessary  w i t h  reepect  t o  t h e  d r a f t  reeolutiona  i n  t h a t  clumter.

Gubaeguently,  delegat iona wifihfng to explain thrrCr poeitions  or votea  on any or  al l

of  t.he  draft reflolutions  in  a paKtiCUlar  cluster before a decision is tak*n wil.  be

able to do 630. Then, after the Committee has taken a decision on the draft

resol.cltfo0f4  contained in a given cluster, delegations wi.shing to explain their

poflItiona  o r  vote6 a f t e r  t h e  decie!~  i~  t a k e n  w i l l  b e  able  to d o  do.

1 would therefore aqaln  urge deleqati<Jns,  to the extent faasible,  to make a

coneolldated  statement on the draft resolutions  contained in  an ind iv idual  cluster

wt th respect to the statements and explanations of positiona or the vote conoorned.

Before  proceeding to the question  of the Committee’s  proceeding6 on Monday,

10  November, when t-he Committee will embark upon acti.m  on the draft reaolutione,

my  I take it.  that t.he  suqqested  programna of work and the procedures I have

rwttl inec:  are acceptable to the Committee?

If  1 hear  no object ion,  i t  wi l l  be 80  decided.

It wan no decided.--_-__------

The CHAIRMAN:- -  . - I - - In accordance with our programme, the Coranittee  will

commence action on the draft renolutions  contained in the first cl.ueter,  and

tht!r eafter  proceed, within the t ime avai lable, to the other cl uatets  in  sequence.

tnk tnq  Into account the pc~~iso that I have already merit  ioned  concerniny  the due

d~!qr  et’ of flexibi’l  1  ty that  may need to he matnt.ain.  d. I a m  conrident.  that  1 s h a l l

have the Ccmmittce’:s  fullset  co-operation In adhering to thie  procedure,  especLal.Ly
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(Tha? Chairman)

nince  the clustors  heve  been niuclribr~ted  well in advance and several daya  are

available  tn delegationa to engage in the necesnxry  conxultatione  and to seek

instructionx, an hppropropriato,  from their rsxpective capitals.

1 should  like to refer to one other point. In view of the action that we

xhall need to take on xuch  a large nuder of draft rexolutione  and *t  e I imited  time

available for that purpoxe, it ix my intentl<,n  to start our morning meeting8  at

LO a.m. during the period 10 to 17 November. In this connection I wish to appeal

to all delegation6  kindly to be plerent  at meetings  punctually in order to enable

the Committee to begin itx work promptly..

AGENDA  ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)

aOK  LDERATION  OF  AH,  ACTION UPON DRAFT RBBOWTIOKS  ON DISAIWAMIQ’JT  ITIWS

Mr. ~~1  (Ngypt)  1 I am speaking today to introduce briefly for the

Comittee’x  conxideration  draft rexolution A/C.l/41/1,.19,  entitled “Entabliahment

of e nuclear-weapon-free xone in the Middle East”, under item 49 of the General.

Aerrelbly ‘8 agenda.

Egypt’8 preoccupetio with the perilx that nuclear weaponc  and nuclear-weapon

xyxtema  poxe for the world in of long standing. Our concern hae baen manifested 1.n

different formx and in a w Ide  range of endeavour a. Over a number of years we have

played an active role in the establ tshment  of the International Atomic Energy

Agency,  in the negotiation8 culminating in the Non-Proliferation Treaty and itn

adoption by the t’irot  Committee at a xpecial aession  and, most recently, during the

Third Review Conferonce of the Pertiee to the Trenty on the Non-Proliferati.on  of

Nuclear Woapoms,  Geneva, in September  1986.

Egypt  firmly believes that tho dangers caused by nuclear weapons cm  be

alleviated permanently only through Y comprehensive and global solution. We havrt,

however, ooaplemnted  our global of  forts with concerted regional endeavours aimed

at e8tablirhing  nuoloer-weapon-tree  xoner. Cairo hoxted  i n  1 9 6 4  the African  mmml.t

Cnnf~onm calling  for a nwlur-weapon-free  Af r iaa.
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At the IJn1ted  Nat ions FZypt has a lso tradit ional ly  pponeoced,  joint.ly  and

independently, t .he  ca l l  for  the  establishment  o f  a  nucl.ear-weapon-frr-  d.one  in the

Middle East. We remain as  committed to  theno cagional  goals ae w e  are  to  g loba l

effort8  to achieve  a  nuc lear -weapon- f ree  wor ld . W o shal l  spare no effort in  th is

regard) nor sha l l  we  !I&  put  o f f  by  the  complexities  o f  the  problema  o r  obntaclaa

which may arise. We  cannot  bu! oertieti’  re , for  the very  exlutence  o f  nuc lear

weapons entail6  a risk to the security of the world community a8  a whole,  and a

rampaging nuclei  .-armn  race cannot but endanger us  a l l .

On the regional  level , we must once more caution agninet  eny lntrusion of

nuclear  werpone  into the Middle East  - a situation which would have grave

conaequencee, immensely exacerbating an already tenee  a i tuat ion. Egypt call6  upon

Statea  of  the region and ’ Ry;>nd  t o refra in  f rom taking any nt  pe  o r  act ion  which

might lead to a nuclear-arms race in the M1ddl.e  East.

Since 1974 Eqypt  hrrd  submitted for  the Commit.tee’s  considerat ion draft

reuolutions  calliq  for  the  estab l i shment  o f  a  nuclear -weapon- f ree  zone in  the

MiddLa Enet.. This  year , too, we have put. before members a draft reaolutlon  in this

regard. The relevant document, A/C.l/41/L.19, ia self-expl.ane  .ory a n d  f o r  all

practical  purposes  id*-ntical  w i t h  reeolution  40/82, wh ich  wan adopted by coneensue

(luring  the fort ieth sess ion of  the General .  Aeaembly. Ihe  ctranqeq made are RimplY

o f  <In  editor ia l  nature r,nd  w o r e  neceseary  to  accol~tmodate  references to new

dwumento  presented  t h i s  y e a r , such au  the reports  cal led f,Jr  f rom the

Sacretary-General  in  implementat ion of  last  year’6  reso lut ion . W e  should  lika  t o

express  our  appreciat ion to  the Secretary-General  for  those  rewrta.

We acknowledge that some delegations might hav preferred  to  8eo  th io  year a

draft .  resolution  wh ich  could  expedite the proceee  leadivg  to  the  establishment  o f  a

nuc lear -weapon- f ree  zone  in  the  Niddle  Eaet. We ehare this  position  and would even
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aubmlt t.hat  no delegation here ia  more anxious to have thie  pcoceee  pur-sued  with

promptness and dispatch and to see ‘he Iw>litical  pronouncements of the Cmneral

Aseembly  tranmlated into pract ical  measure6, permanently freeinq  the Middle East

from the dangera  of nuclear weapona. However, recogniz ing the complexity  of  the

problem and al l  itn  interrelated elenmnta, we  f e l t  i t  wou ld  be  he lp fu l  to  accord

more  opportunity  to  the d i f ferant  part ies  concerned fu l ly  to  convey their  opinions

on this  ieeue  to the Secretary-General . We are convinced that thia will enhance

our  abi l i ty  in  the future  to  take a l l  the  d i f ferent  anpecte  ful.ly  knto account and

enable UI) t o  colraidar  a  more ambitious  e f fort  next  year .

In conclusion,  Bgypt  wou ld  l ike  ta  urge a l l  part ies  concerned,  part icular ly

those  that have not yet done so, fu l ly  to  convey thei r  v iews  to  the

Secretary-General  as soon  as  poeeible  in order  to enable  UL~  a l l  to  g ive  them  the

appropr iate  considerat ion. W e  should also  l ike  to  emphasize  the importance of  the

adoptjm  a f  dra f t  reaolutlon  A/C.l/lljL.l9,  in accordance with tradit ion,  by

conaeneus. We are conf ident  t.hat  delegations will  cont inue t.o  lend UR  their

support  in this regard.

I ZLPPORI  { I s r a e l )  IMK I shou ld  l ike  to  take  a  few mlnutea o f  the

Ccmmittee’n  t ime to urge a l l  i ts  members to vote against  draft  res-liIC-;on

A/C. 1/41/L.  40, General  and complete disarmament: prohib i t ion of  the  deve lopment ,

production,  stockpi l ing and use o f  rad io log ica l  weaponstir  introduced yesterday hy

This  draft  resolution is  redundant)  there  ie another  draft  reso lut ion on the

Sante  subject I A/C.l/Il/L.7,  on the  l ines  o f  t.hoee  which  in the past have heen

adopted by Lznnensus, aa  i t  iur  hoped this year’s  dra f t  reso lut ion  wi l l .  be. The

only new e lement in  the Iraqi  draft  1s  operat ive  paragraph I, wh ich  ia  equral.lY

redundant, 88  w e l l  aa being  inaccurate. The whole question of the Ieraeli  attack
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AgAi,,fJt  t h e  tKAqi reACtOr  ftVe yAPCS  Ago  hAEJ b e e n  eXhAUAtiVt;y  dillCUf5AAd  bth  in

this  Organizat ion - aqain  only a week ago - and in the International Atomic Energy

Aqenc y (IAEA) . *err* Is absolutely  no juatiflcation  f o r  raifling  the matter  once

agnir..

Mnrecver, anyone with  the  moat  elementary knowle~lge  o f  the  facts  05  the

bombCnq  o f  the  Qsirak  reactor  knows  that  i t  WAB  attacked before it  had become

operative. This  wal done in order to avoid any ponsible  radioact ive  fa l l -out ,  and

in fact  there  was  non-. The  f.naccuracy  o f  this  paragraph in it.selL  is  more than

enouyh to  jurrtify  re ject ion  o f  the  d*:aft  resolut.Lon *fore  us . I t  ie,  I b e l i e v e ,

CleAK  to  a l l  members  that  i t  wae introduced for  no other  reason than to  launch

another  sp i te fu l  attack upoon  my country. M y  delttyation  wil.L, o f  course ,  vote

against  draft .  reaolut ion A/C.l/Il/L.40  and I  hope that al l  menrbers  w i l l  do  l!kewise.

MK  . STRULAK (Poland) t-I---. I have the honour  and the pr ivlleqe  to introduce

today the draft  resolut ion A/C.1/41/L.56,  ent i t led “them ,cal  a n d  batter  PC)  qical

(bio logical )  weapons”. The draft  resolut ion in  quest ion is  being introduced on

behalf  of  the delegationa of  Argentina,  Austral ia ,  Belgium, Canada,  Dclnmark,  the

German Democratic Republic, thcb  Federa l  Republ ic  o f  (;ermany,  Grecwe,  Indonesia,

Japan, Kenya, Wngolia,  the Netherlands,  Norway,  Spain,  Sweden,  the UkKAinian

Soviet  .%~lalist  Republ ic , the United Kingdom of Great  Britain and Northern

Ireland, Urugnsy,  Viet  Nam and,  of  COUKEI~,  Pol.and.

The debates tn  the First  Co,mnittee this year have demorietrated, an has been

t h e  case  tn p r e v i o u s  y e a r s , that  the general  concern over the ever  threatening

presence of  chemical  weapons has certainly not-  diminished. That concern ha8 been

compounded :)y the fact that the work of the Conference on Disarmament ha8 this year

iWJc3in  f a l l en  shot t o f  achieving the expected  ll.Lt  imate qoal  - -  the  f ina l  e laborat ion

of A draft convention on the complete ,I$  e f fect ive  prohib i t ion  o f  the  ~levelopment,

production, stockpi l ing and use of  chemical  weapons and on their  destruct ion.
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(Mr  1 HLruLak  I Po.Land)-..- I_-

On the other hand, wide positive raferencaa  have 5sen  made t.o the considerable

progrew!  achieved by the Conference in bringinq  cl.oser  rrolu~iona  to a number of

major  probl.ems  concerninq  the  draft convention, thanka to the otrenuoue efforts of

the Conference, it8 Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in particular, and the__.-

qoodwill  oemonstrated  by member Statee.

On thie  basis, pressing  calla  have Seen  formulated in thfa  Hall for a decialva

effort tmarde finalizing the draft conventiou  with the time. factor being streaaed

rnorp  than ever before.

The draft resolution  that the co-sponsors are preeenting today to the Firer:

Committee reflects theae main Lines  of the debate here. AS the draft resolution

otherwise largely follows the pattern of previoua traditional or conuenuus

reeoIutitrnH  on  cherPica1  weapons, T shall spare the Committee a detailed

reintroduction of paragraphs that are identical with those  of  last year and limit

my comments to a few changes or, to be more ,)reciae, addition6 made.

The firnt  addition 1~ the third  preambular paragraph, which takes .lote  of the

Final Lkxument of the Second Review Conference of! the Parties to the Convention on

the prohibition of bacteriological weapone, of 1972, and in particular of

article ICX  of the consensus Final  Declaration of that Conference, which,

inter ali.a, urged the Conference on Diaarmamentr-.-

*to errart  all.  porrsible  efPorte  to conclude an agreament  on a total ban of

chemical weapons with effective verification by the earliest possible datu.”

mie addition, we believe, is self-explanatory.



(Hr.  St rulak,  P o l a n d )- - - -

The uocond  addition  occur8  in the aaccnd  part of the fourth prrambular

e~rewaph, which note8 the holding by the hd Hoc Uoxdttee  on Chemical  Weapons,

since 1984, of interseessional  conaultutione, which increased  the tina devoted to

negotiationn. We believe that this supplementary effort, which ban brought

fruitful results, deserve8 to be duly arckncmledged-

The third addition concern8 the words "and use” in the third linl  of the fifth

prearPbular paragra#  and in the third line of pcrsgrapb  1. The word8 are

intKO&ICed  t;o  w k e  t h e  n a m e  o f  t h e Cuture onvention in the text of the draft

resolution coKKe8pond  fully to the actual wording used in the so-called rolling

text of the dK.,ft  W~XP tntion being elaborated by the Conference on Di8armamnt,  in

pat:ticulac in paragraph 3 of chapter I of the appendix.

The fourth and last addition is the insertion of the words %onethele88”  and

'notwithmtanding  the progress made in 1986' in the first and second  linen,

Kea&JeCtiVrly,  Of WKegKlQZh  2. The sponaore  believe that the addition of those

words would constitute an appropriate reflection of the increamed concern that the

wnvention in question ha8 still not been elaborated, even tt:ough  there has been

progrese  in that direction.

The 8poneoKs  wish to express their hope that draft. resolution  t.56 will be

adopted by consensus, a8 well as their profound conviction that it will provide  the

neCN88eKy  support to the  &nference  on Dfaarmarnsnt  for the finaliEation  a8 early a8

posr”ihle  of itn  Work cn the global and total ban on chemical weapon8.

The CHAIMAWX 'I would aak the representativr  of Poland t.cb  sdmlt  the

amendment8 he ha8 just proposed to ttao  ftecretarlat in writing, 80 that the draft

KO8OlAItiOfl, a8 emended,  can be circulated.

I now call upon Amba8aador  Wijesardene  of Sri Lanka, who will apeak  in hi8

capacity a8 Chairman of tha Ad Hoc Corittee  on the World Disarrramnt  cOnfQK8nGQ.
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Mr.  WIJEWAROANE  (Sri Lanka, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the World- - -

Diearmament  Conferenc*)  f I have the honour, aa  Chairman of the M Hoc Committee c*

the World Disarmansnt  Conference, to introduce Lta  raport,  docurmrnt  A/41/28, a8

well as a draft resolution entitled *World  Disarmawnt  Conference’@, A/C.VCL/L.~~=

The mandate of the Ad Aoc Committee was  renewed by General Aeee&ly  raaolution

40/15’  of 16 Ihxxmber  1985. In that mandate, the M ~oc  Cord  ttee was rsquested,

inter ali,.,

“to continue to maintain close contact with the reprasentativea  of the

nuclesr-weapon Stat.es  in order to remain currently informed of their

positiona, as wel l  as  with all  other Rates”  (General Assanbly  resolution

40/1sr,.

The Ad Hoc Committee was also asked.- - -

“to consider any relevant ccaaants  and obeervattone  which might be made to the

Commi  t tee, especially bear in..;  in mind paragraph 122 of the Final Document of

tile tenth Special  SeeSioil  of the General ASSernbly” (resolution  40/154).-

TM Ad Hoc Committee was also requested to submit a report to the forty-first

session of the C’neral A%sc~&hXy, and document A/41/28 fulfils  that mandate.

The format of the report follows the usual three-tier arrangement, Part I

being an intrc  r&ion. That introduction reproduc..a  a substantial part of

resolution 4O/l54,  which constituted guidelines for the work of the Ad hoc

Comi  ttea in 1986. In addition, it ccntains  general information concerning

paL  ticipation  and organization of work, L’B  well ae  a 1,ist  of the elected officers

of the Ad Hoc Committee. Part II covers the work of the Ad Hoc Commi  ttce and

incorporates !.he  updated indications of the positions of the nuclear-weapon  States

presented to the Ad Hoc committee in the tour  se  of the close contacts  maintained

through its Chairman with the repreaentativea of those States purSUant  to

paragraph 3 of resolution 40/154. Part III contains the conclusions and

recommendations of the M Hoc Committee and states, inter alia:- - -



A/C. l/Il/PV.  =5
13

(Mr. Wi  jewardane, Chairman,
M uoc  comi tteo on the
World Dinarmament  Conference)

“The Ad Hoc Cosunittee  reiterated that the idea of a world disarmament

conference haa  received  wide support by the metiership  of the Unite& Nationa,

however  , with varying degrees of enphaais  on and differences concerning

conditions and certain aspects related to the question of the convening of

such a conference, including aspects related to the deteriorating

international situation.m (A/4l/2S,  para. 1-J)

The report also concludea, au evident from the updated positions of the

nuclear-weapon Staten, that

“no oonsenaus  with respect to the oonvening of a world disarmalnant  conference

under the preaent conditions hae yet been reached among the nuclear-weapon

States , whose participation in such a oonfercrnce  has been deemed essential by

moat States Metiers  OF  the Organization: (A/41/28,  para. 13)

Having in mind the important  iequiremants  cf a world disarmament  conference to

be convened at the earliest approprirte  time , with universal participation and with

adequate  preparation, the Ad Hoc Ccmml  ttee reconrnended  that the General Assembly

renew the mandate of the Ad Hoc ComPittre  and request it to continue to maintain

close contact with the representatives of the nuclear-weapon States in order to

remain current?.y  informed of their attitudes, as well ‘as  with all other States, and

to consider any relevant oomments  and observations which might be made to the

Ad Hoc Commi  +?~?.(r.

In conclu6Bng  my introduction of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the

World Disarmament Couference,  I wish  to thank the metiers  of the Ad Hoc Committee,- -

particularly n-hose  who participated in the mrking  Group, for their co-operation in

preparing the draft report. The Dapporteur  of the Ad Hoc Committee, the

representative of Spain, .Mr. Pablo Barrios, must. in particular he  mentioned for

having discharged his responsibilities in a commendable manner in preparing the

report.
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(Hr. wi jewardane, Chairman,
M HOC  Cxttee  on the
World Diaarmamnt  Conference)

I  wou ld  a l so  l ike  to extend sy 8incare  thanka to the  Counnel lor  o f  the Pol ish

Wi88iOn,  Wr.  Ra8imierz  Touaaew8ki,  the Vice-Chair-n  of the Ad Hoc Committee, who

aaaiated  Y greatly in advancing the work of the Ad Hoc COimnittee.

I al80  have the pr iv i lege to  introduce,  on behal f  of  Peru,  Poland,  Spain and

Bci Lanka,  draft ro8olution  A/C.l/41/L.63, -World  Diaarmamant Conference,”  which

proceed8  from the afocerrntioned  rowwndationa  o f  the  nd  Hoc  Committee.

Paragraph 2  o f  that  dra f t  re8olution  prov ides  for  the  renewal  of the mandate

of the  Ad Uw  Committee. Paragraph 3 wnta ins  a rewmendation  that the Chairman

of the Ad  Hw Committoa undartake  conaultat iona with the  representat ives  o f  the

nuclear-weapon Statom, aa  ~11  aa r?‘th  a l l  other  States,  in  order to remain

currently informed  of their  po8ition8  on the guestlon  of  convening  e w o r l d

diaarmmnt  wnference. Paragraph 4 contains a r8gueat  to  the Secretary-General  to

report  on the ro8ulta  of my aonaultationa  to the General  Assembly at  its

forty-•ewnd l eeaion. In paragraph 5, there is  a  decision to include in the

provirional  agenda of the forty-second  l eaaion of the General Assembly  an item

entit led “World Dirarrmt  Conferenae.”

Henoe,  should this  draft resolution  be adopted , the question of convening the

meetings  of the Ad Ww  Committee would be deferred to  the forty-eecond seasion  o f

the GWImral Aaaelbly  and wu ld  be further  considered,  with due account  taken o f  the

developments conoerning  the situation.

In l ubaitting this  draft roaolution, the sponsors alno  proceeded from the

prerlae  that the 8uggeated  ardor  of act ions  for  the current etage of the

Qrweeding8  of the Ad Bw  Conaittee  wou ld  contribute to  the measures that could

help  in  easing  the present f inancia l  s i tuat ion of  the United Nat ions.  Cn their

behal f ,  I  Would  like  to  rewund  draf t  reao lut ion A/C.1/41/L.63  fo r  adopt ion  by

awaon8ur.
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(Mr. Wijevardan*,  Chairman,
iii  HOC Comlttee  on the World
Dis&rmamant  Coznce).- - - -

In conclusion,  T wish  to axtend  to the Secret8ry  of the Ad Hoc Conmittee,- -

Mr. Sohrah Kheradi,  nnd him asaiatanta the appreciation and thank8 of the member6

of the Ad Hoc Camni~tee for a job well done durinq the year under review. f hope- -  - -

that their cwtinuinq aaaietance  will be made availahle to me in the year shred.

Mr.  NON! (Canada) t I am pleaaed to announce that Canada is a 8pOnMre- ., I._ .e.,

under agenda  item 46,  of draft re8olutlon  n/C.l/dl/L.72,  entitled “Urqent  need for

a comprehensive  nuclear-test-ban treaty”*

A8 Canada*0  Primf  Hiniater, the Right Honourahle Brian Mulroney, and the

Secretary of Str.te  for External Affaira,  the Right Honourable Joe Clnrk,  have

consistently saphaaired,  Canada nupporta a negotiated and verif  iahle conprehensive

test-ban i reaty which will and all nuclear testing, including so-called peaceful

nuclear explosiona, by all countriea  in all environment8 and for all time ae  a

fundamental arm6  control objective. Mr. Clark recently reiterated this point. He

maid;

“It i8 my  firm  belief that a conprehensive  teat han can be verifiahlc. The

in@ementation  of a conprehensive  te8t  ban will, however, in the Cirbal

analyai8,  depend upon politicel  vill, particularly on the palt  of the

nwlear-weapon  state8.-

Unfortunately, there are no l irrple panaceaa  or l hort cuta  to the achieveaent

O f  o u r  objsctive. The proceee  ie neceeearily a dollberative and difficult one.

There ia, however, legitimate aau8e  for optimism that, through perseverance  and

c-operation, we can taka  concrete and significant  ateps  toward the achievement of

this  important goal.

The  purpose  zY!  the draft resolution hefora  urn  ia  t,o accelerate progress,

generate political will, 8nd  ensure that the process leading to a teat-ban  tr@*tY

ia directed  in a conntructive  faahlon. we are gratfefed  to note that  the draft
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(Mr.  Roche,  Canada)--.- __----

reaolntion  urgen the Conference on Disarmament.  to commence practical work on a

nuclear test-ban treaty at tho beginning of  itn  1907  sesnion. As the sole

multilateral forum mandated to negotiate disarmament aqreements, the Conference, in

Canada’n  v i e w , should play a substantive  and pract ica l  ro le  in working towards the

rea l i zat ion  o f  a comprehensive test-ban treaty. The work of the Conference ohould

Rupplemen  t , colnplement  and,  i f  necessary, stimulate diacuaeiona  amonq the nuclear

Statea,  most  part icular ly  the super-Powers.

Canada is ancf>uraqf  d by the progrees  made hy the United Staten and the Soviet

Union in Reyk javik. We are especial ly  grat i f ied hy their  mutual  acceptarce  o f  a

etep-by-step  proceas  f o r  reducinq  n u c l e a r  teata, leodinq  to  the  complete  cessation

of teats. There wee  alao a hmad  convergence of views on the aueation of

veri f icat ion procedures. Canada will continue to encouraqe  them to make special

e f for ts  to  reach  agreement on reductions in nuclear  areenale  and testinq  in tandem

with conf idence-b !  i ld inq and ver i f icat ion meaeuree.

We would also like to take this  opportunity to acknowledge the special  efforts

current ly  directed towards eeeking an end to nuclear -weapon test ing. We re fer  in

part icu lar  to  the five-continc,nt  peacr  in i t iat ive  formulated in  Mexico  last

August. This  in i t ia t ive  wi l l  contribute to ensuring that the att,ention  o f  the

euper-Powers remains focused on the vitnl  stake of the world community in

increasing publ ic  awareneea  o f  the dangnre  posed by nuclear  pro l i ferat ion.

we cannot speak on the subject  o f  a  teat -ban treaty  without  etresaing  the

importance which Canada attaches to verification. For  any teat  han,  tent

lfmitation  or  morator ium to be successful  an a  confidence-huildinq  meaaure or  a6  a

meane  of  endinq competit ions in arms, arqumenta over non-compliance 511uet.  he avoided

by enaurinq  that  an adeouate ver i f icat ion r6gime ie  in  place . Thin  can he & bieved

only through private neqot int  ions, not through pub1  ic declaratione.
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(Mr. Rcche, Canada).  .  . - - -

In thin  reqard, Canada !a an active supporter of  and contr ibutor  Go the  wo rk

of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific  Expert6  within the Conference on Dinarmament.- -

The Group of Rxpertn  has made cansiderable  prcqreas  in recent yeara  on the

refinement of method@  of seismic verificntion  and the conununication of seismic data.

We are  part icular ly  p leased at  the inclusion of  language in  operat ive

paragraph 3 (a) of our draft reaolution which urges the Conference on Disarmament:

“To take inxnediate  stepe  for the establishment, with the widest  posainle

part ic:  lpat  ion, of an international seismic monitoring network with a view to

/he  fur ther  development  o f  i t s  potent ia l  to  monitor  and ver i fy  compliance  w i t h

a colpretrensive  nuclear-test-han treaty”.

Canada helieven that the uork  of the Group  o f  qcientific  Experts offer0  an

excel lent mean8  of  co-ordinat inq international  effortm  to  promote teat han

ver i f icat ion .

Fcr ita  part, Canada i.e support ing a  number cf private sector research

projects  re lat inq to  var ious aepects  o f  test-ban  verification. Throuqll  the

upgradinq  o f  the Ye l l owkn i f e  seismic  array in our  Northern Territoriee,  w e  are also

expandinq  the capahi l i t iee  of  an a l ready extensive  network of  more than LOU aeiemic

Inonitorinq stat ions acromfl  the country. Althouqh the primary purpcae  of the

existinq Canadian seiemtc  network in  to mon!tor  earthcuakes,  the data generated

could  form an inteqral  part  o f  an internat ional  se ismic monitor ing system  wh ich

would  have  to  he  eetabliehed  to  monitor  an eventuai  test-b,rn  treaty. The Canad ian

C&vernment currently devotee $2.5 millLon  per  year  to  these activities.

I n  Oc>ober, an internat ional  wcrkehop  on the proceaaing  o f  wave form data  waa

held in Ottawa  and attended by experta  from 17  countriee. The exchange of waveform

data in likehy  to  he an important  aepecat  o f  the  ver i f i ca t ion  o f  a  teat  bar.  by

seismic  means.
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(Mr. Roche,  Canada)

Canada�s  l pproaoh to a test han 18  actively  wpported  by 8 vocal and concerned

Canatlian  public. Candian8  expect their repre8entative8  to expre88  8upport  for and

make 8n active contribution to international effort8 188ding  to th8 realixation  of

a coat-ban treaty 8~3,  ultimately, to the l liNinatiCXI of all nuclear wespon8.

Returning to the draft reralution  before U8, Canad believe8 that it eteer8  a

oorrect  aour8e. On the one h8nd  it i8 re8ponxive  to the rr8litie8  of the nuclear

age a8 we know them todayf  it doe8 not make  sweeping  prmi8e8  or pre8ent

unreali8tic  palli8tiv08. On the other hand it doe8 not neglect to 8et  out the

broad arm8  oontrol  and di88rmament  objective8 tow8rd8  which the global -unity

aU8t  8triVe. The draft taeolution  provide8 reali8tic,  aoncrete  prop08818 for the

achiovenent  of these goal8. We wi8h  to thank the Auxtr8lisn  8nd  New zealand

d81098tiOn8,  a8 ~011  a8 the other 8pon8or8, for their  work in prep8cing  thi8

forward-looking draft re8olution. It i8 our hope that th8 draft reeolutim  will

find unanlmou8  8Upport  from  811 member8  of thi8  Cmittee.

Mr. BUMSR (Au8tralia):  On behalf of the delegation8  of France, Iceland,

the Netherlands, NOrWay,  Papua New GuI,*ea, Ramca, Sweden and the United Kingdom snd

of my  own delegation, I introduce mw into the First  Connittee  draft re8olution

A/C.L/Il/L.71.

Thi8  18  8 simple  and, we belleve, important draft re8olution  relevant to the

work of the United Nation8 in the field of di8arwmOnt.
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(Mr.  But ler ,  Aumtrmlia)-

Rmrlier  this  y e a r  t h e  Secretmry-General  o f  the United  Nmtions  mpoke  publicly

about - and thue brought to  the attention of the  wor ld  oonunity  - the C8at that

the Director  o f  the  United witions  Inmtituta  f o r  Dimmramment  Romearoh  (UNIDIR)  had

been abeent from hie  pomt  f o r  meveral  mnthe. That  abeence, wh ich  beg&n in

December 1985, ham continued to the pre8ent  tiu. The Seoretmry-General l nd the

Advisory  Board  on  Di8armmnent Studiue  have  reported on the 8arioum  effect  thmt

Mr. mts’e  abeence  from him post  ham had an the Inatituto’m  work.

Our drad t remolution  in document ~/C.l/41/~.71  exproame DW  doep ooncarn  ot

that  e f fect  on  the  Inetitute’m  work and ug bel ieve it  ia  8  oonaern  that  mhould  b8

shared throughout ~%e United Nationr.  T h (P  fundanrttal  objoctivo of the draft

reeo lut ion  ie t o  me  that the work o f  t ho  United  Nmtionn Institute for  Dl8mrummnt

Research ie  restored to good health.

We know what ham happened mince ~ecenbor  198s.  A full macount  of the events

from  that  t ime to the present  wan  given a fmu  dmym mc;c,  in  the Comittoe  in a

statement aade by the United Nation8 Under-Secretary-Gener8l  Mr. Jan r4artonmon.

That etatenmnt wa8 clear and very intoraative.

what we do not know ie  why thio  h8o  happened. There orn be only one 01-r

mource  o f  an  anewer  to  that  quest ion, that  ta  the authoritiem  who  have  retmined

M r . Bota  in Bucharest  and prevonted him from returning to him pomt  at  Qenevm. W e

hoard a statement two daye ago by a reprmmentative  of ttaolle  authoritia8  - that  mdm

b y  Ambaeeador Mmrinescu. Ftegrettably,  hi8 8trtemont  did not an8wmr  the bamio

queetion  of why Mr. Bota is  being prevented from re8uming him poet. Inmtmmd  t h e

statement made  a  ser ies  of  oontradictory  mmmortionm  about  Mr .  Botcr’m  value to

mmanian  government adminietration, even though in the z;1me  l tmtement it was

al leged that he had involved hlmeelf  in espionage activitias)  and then the

extraordinary assertion wao  made  that,  neverthele88,  ha continue6  to  run the

a f fa i r s  o f  UNIDIR  f rom Buchareet.



(Hr. Butler, Auetr  al ia)

UNIDIR’s  affairs should  bo  run by itm  Director from Geneva and,  aa  the

Secretary-General of the United Nation8 and the Advisory  Board on Diaarmnment

Studies have reported, that is not being do;le  and that in damging  the Institute.

Some might say that this  draft reoolutiota  ham mtivationn other than those I

have just  described. .&me  might oven apeculata  that tnrre is more to it than

appears  on the printed page of document A/C.:/IP/L.71. I want to address that

point directly . This draft resolution is not dfraotod  against Rxnania  or the

Romanian  authorities, and any suggeotion  to the contrary ia  utterly misconceived.

All of us  who have mponsormd  this  draft rssolution  want to maintain and

continue good relations with Romania  and certDinby  want to co-operate with it ae

fully aa possible in the field of diaarmalwnt.. What  this draft reaolution seeks  to

do - in addition to eneur ing that Hr. Bota returns to hie  poet in Geneva and that

tha Institute’s health ie restored - ia to resrfflrn  and protect principles that are

of vital iqxxtance  to all of us with renpect  to the integrity and indapenuence  of

the United Nationk  Secretariat.

The Secretar iat ia one of the Charter organs  of the United Natione, and the

rules under which United Nation8  staff  arG employed and to which they muat  conform,

if they are to  do their job with<wt  fear or favour,  are rulea  of fundamental

importance - and we must eee  that they are obearved.  Thue, this  draft resolution

1s not only about calling for Mr. Bota’a  retl;rrr  to his poet in Geneva but is alno

about eeeking to protect those rules  and the integrity of the United Nations

Se,-retaciat.

We trust that this draft rsaolution will receive the full support of the

Conunittee  and earnestly hope that, when adopted, it will be implemented in al1

reapecte  without delay.
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MK. SOB  (Cameroon) 8 At the 17th meeting  of the First Ccmvni.  ttea  on

22 October  1986, the Permanent  Representative  of Cameran  had the honour  to outline

the views of the Government  of the Republic of Cameroon on the  review of the role

of the Onited  Nations in the field of disarmament, which appears as j tern 60  (3)  on

the Committee’s current agenda. At that tine  we stressed the view that the item

deal8  with the core of the role - indead,  the vary  raison  d’$tKs  - of the united

Nations under the Charter, namely, the mlntonance  of international peace and

6ecur  i ty . w e  also expressed tie hope that, at its 1987 substantive sess  ‘1,  the

Disarmament Commiesion  411 successfully  conclude its conmideration  of thr  subject

and submit a final report to  the forty-second session of the General Assent  ly in

1 9 8 7 .

In this connection, Cameroon oontinuea  to believe that the United Nations

providee  the most appropriate forum for the harnrmisation  and co-ordination of OUK

collective endeavours in this field. Cameroon thorafore  once again calls upon the

General Aeeerably  to take the necessary measure8  to enable the world body to

discharge more effectively its central role and primary  responsibility in this

sphere, taking into account, intot  alia, the consensus resoluticns  of the Cc .reral,

Aseembly  at its thirty-ninth and fortieth sessions - resolutiona 39/151  G and

40/94  0, respectively - the views of timber  States and the work already

acampliahed  by the DiearmaImnt  Connoission  on the review of  the role of the United

Nations in the field of disarmament, aa  reflected in the Conaisaion’e  reports to

the fortieth and forty-first sessions of the General Aaserably in documnts  A/40/42

and A/llJ42. We t.hinrc  i.t  ia tins  for this AsselPbly  of sovereign Statea  to take a

bold and urgent decision to breathe now  life into the United Natione  multilateral

diearmament effort and rouse it from its debilitat.ing  alu&er. We will give this

important item a careful review against the bar:kdrop  of the current structural

reform of the United Nations.
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(Mr.  S o b ,  Cmlrrocm)

I have l mkmd to mpemk today to introduce the draft resolution oontained in

doaumnt  A/C.1/4l/L.70,  entitled “General and complete  dimarmmmntr  Review of the

role of the United Nation8  in the field  of dimarnmment-. It8 l ponmorm are  Antigua

and Barbuda, Aumtralia, Aumtria,  the Baharmmm,  Bmrbadom,  Bmlgiun, &  lime, Bolivia,

Botmwana,  Burundi, Cameroon, Caneda,  Cape Verde, Central African -public,  Chad,

Colonbia,  Comorom,  Congo, Comtm Rica, C&e d*Ivoiro, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,

Equatoriml  Guinea, Fiji, Gabon, the Federal I&public  of Germmny,  Ghana, Greece.

Guinea, Guinem-Bimmau,  Guyana, Haiti, Italy, Janmiaa,  Japan,  Kmnya,  Liberia,

Mmdagamcar,  Malaysia, Mali, M~UX-itmnia, Mmuritium,  Panamm,  Papua New Guinea, the

Phil ippinem, Portugal, Rwanda, Seine  Chrimtophar and Novim,  Saint  Lucia, Saint

Vincent and the Grenadinem,  Samom,  Sao  Tome  and Principe, Sierra Leone, Singapore,

Somlia,  Sudan, Surinwmm,  Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda,  Uruguay,

Vanuatu, and Zatiia.

Our draft resolution im  l mmrntially procedural. It does  not meek to take

midem  on any of the  l pecific problomm  in the dimarmment  field) rather, it8 aim i8

to rOViow  the role of the  United  Nation8 in thim entire field  with m view to

rendering it more effeotivo. we believe that dimarmmaent  is of global relWanC0

and of interomt  to all countries and peoples. The United Nations, an Organization

committed to the universality of itm mambermhip and charged with  the solemn

remponmibility of maintaining international peace andl  mecur  ity, therefore appmarm

am thm romt appropriatm  forum for building a univormally-applicable proaems  of

peace, inoluding  dimarlrament. This Organiaatton mumt thormforo  etrive ta reconcile

the  varioum  and  momtimem  different  pomitionm of States 011 various specific

dimarmpsnt  problomm with a view to arriving at conmenmum agroementm.

A more effwtivo  United Nationm role in thim field im  partir  ularly  important

for ~mmll  countriom  like mine which have neither the manm  or the inclination to

join the arnm race, nor adegumte  mmmnm  for credible protection again8t  the weapons

of Mm8 destruction pommommod  by the militarily l ignificant Statem.
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(_M_r  - Sob, Cameroon)-----.

Over the past four decadea, eepecially with thzt  traumatic dawn  of the nuclear

age, Governmente and peoples the world over have increasingly reccxJnized that

diearmament, and especially nuclear disarmament, in an eeaentlal  component of

efforts not only to achieve international peace and security,  but above all to

remove the ghastly threat poeed  to the very survival of the human race by nuclear

weapons. No issue  is more compelling and more universal than the quest  for nuclear

disarmament. And no forum providas  a more ideal framework for qlobal  negotiationa

in the interest of our collective security  than the universal forum of the united

Nations. What is required ie to enhance, in a concrete manner, the effectiveness

and credibility of thio universal forum to enable it to play its central role and

discharge fully its primary responsibility in this field.

Fcom  the etatemente  of representatives in thie  Committee, it would Beem  clear

that, despite many efforts OVOK  many yeare,  progreeti  in tht!  disarmament field hafs,

regrettably, been extremely limited , and the role of the (Jnited  Nations has

appeared increasingly marginal. A comprehensive review of the role of the IJnited

Nations in thie field would provide an opportunity for the international community

tr identify new ways and mean6  of makiny  that role more effective with a view to

promoting substantial progress  in diearmament.

Forty years since  the establishment of the United Natione "to save uuccoeding

qeneratione  from the scourge of war”, sane stock-taking would appear necenaary  to

enable ue all to re-examine collectively what the international commurlity LR doing

in this critically important field. We recoqnize  that a number of important and

commendable stKUCtUKa1  and institutional improvements have been made within the

context of enhancing the United Nations rile in the dinarmament Eleld. Many of

those improvemente  cam about an a result of the first review undertaken by the>

General Assembly in this field a decade ago.
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(Mr. Sob, Cameroon)

The present regrettable situation and the lack of vubetantive progress in the

First Committee, the Conference on Disarmament  and the united Nationfl  Disarmament

Commission demonstrates, in our view, that it is not the proliferation of

Ket301UtiOnB, meetings, studies and other programmee OK activities that will bring

about disarmament. Surely, the various programmoo and activities are important <Knd

relevant and have been carried out efficiently. My delegation beliavea,

nevertheless, that it is not just a question of doing things right but, perhaps,

more  irnv  tant, of doing the right things. We crgently  need concrete, practical

nolitical  agr n'* among States, as ~011 as institutional arrangements, in which

Member Stated  can have confidence. rn our view, the United Nations has adequate

facilities and resources at its disposal to play a mOre  eff :tive role in the fit12

of disarmament. The central issue now is to make better use of those resources.

It is our conviction that the immediate focus in our collective endeavouc at

'H strge must be on the fullest and most constructive use  of the resources and

structures  of the United NatiOns  system in the field of disarmament. If the

regrettable deadlock in disarmament efforts, including that in the Disarmament

Commiaeion itself, has demonstrated anything, it is perhaps that, notwithstanding

the importance that may be attached to the institutional arrangements made and

reforms carried out, taey shruld neither be confused with nor made to replace

concrete, substantive resulte.

OLr primary  concern is not so much the quantity as the quality of the work

done. We have no doubt that so Ear th' United Nations has efficiently carried out

its various activities in the field of disarmament. But has the United Nations

been effective in thir field?

Some of the reasons why t le Organization's role has not always been fully

effective in this Eield lie well beynnd  the institutional context of the united
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(MC.  Sob, Cameroon)

NAtiCXlEl. There haer  n’l).  t.oo of ten been a regrettable absence  of the appr<lpriate

political  will. And, in several tnetances, for whatever reaeone, letermined

eEforte  have been mMdrt  to bypass the world body completely, even on univeraal1.y

relevant diearmament.  111i  tiat  ives.

A review of th.t-t Ll~lted  Natione  role in the field of disarmament ie  neither a

panacea for the ls,ck  of  progress in this field, nor meant to replace substantive

deliberations and n+?gotiations. tither. Lt  is meant to assist  and enhance those

effort6 by identifying wavs  and means  by which the Ornanization’e  role in this

field can be more efcectively  dischargeri, The review ehould provide an opportunity

for giving meaning a~:  substance to the notion that the United Nations ha8  a

central role and pri~n-y responsibility in the field of diaarmment. Otherwise,

the notion  will remain an empty  concept. which will serve only to erode further the

already fragile credibility of the Organization in the eyes of the public.

The United Nations can and should be more active in the field of disarmarnentr

not in termti of additional programmes and activities, but in terms  of ita

approachee  and the ways in which it  use8  the meana  already available to it in  this

field. That call8  for a cleat and precine  identification ant  definition of the

practical ways  and means  of diacharging  the role of the United Nations  in

disarmament.

As hae frequently been stressed in the statements of representatives in thin

CommLttee, we believe that disarmament. ie d queetion of security and ia, therefoyer

of intereet to all countries. Progrese  in thie domain requires the co-operation

and participation of all. The process of democratization xd earral  participation

has already begun and hau  been most actively encouraged. A more effective United

Natfolle  role  in this  field would help to ensure that opportunities are provided  for

accommodating the concernn  and intereets of all Member States in all reJ.evant
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(Mr.  Sub,  Carnorm-)- -

dimatmamont  diacursiona  and noqotiationa. It would alao onsuce  that the role and

aontribution  of the  Smxotariat  is in accordanon  with the roqulromonta  ot &W&or

atatom  fo r  aubstantiw support. l’ho  world forum of the United NntiaW,  with ita

objectiva of universality,  should  thorofore  be utilitrd  more  fully and

constructively  in this  field.

In our view, it ie  esaontial, in dofining  the United  Nation0  role in thiu

Ciold  in concrete  toru  to be guided abvo  all by a qrocltor aenee  of cealillm,

Praqmat  iaa  and pr ior  ity. Ne beliovo  that publiz  oonf  idonce  in the United Nations

as  a wholo,  am well aa itm  credibility, would be Curthor  enhanced if the

Organization successfully  accomplishad  a few important taaf  P inmtead of

ovar-extending its limited ro8ouraes  to aov~  too aany inconclusive  undertakings.

In our view, the credibility problon  from  whioh  international organi?atione  aeam  to

suffer is the result not ao much of any l ignACLcant public drift from

internationalim,  but of a growing manse  of diaappointwnt with their performance

and achievementa  in articulating and conaretirinq thi8  internationalian. In fact,

wo foe1  that there ia growing worldrib  recognition of internationalism as an

increasingly  inevitable way of life.

Am  I stated  earlier,  draft rwolution A/C.l/Il/L.IO  (s essentially

nrocedural. It follows on the recommendation of the Disarmament  Commission  ax

reflected in Paragraph  30  of the Conair8ion’a  report to the current seasion  of the

General A88embly  (A/41/42). Most of the proviaiona  of the draft resolution are

based  on General Assembly oonasneua  decisions  md  renolutione, inc,uding  General

A*Bombly  rerolutione  39/151  G and 40/94  0 on the review of the role of the united

Nations in the field of disarmament , which  were adopted by wnseneua  at the

Asarmbly’e  thirty-ninth and fortieth ~sssion8.



NWiC WC.  1/41/w. 3s
30

We  Sob,  Cameroon)

In the  draft rsoolution’r  operative part, the momt iaportant  element is the

rWue@t  to the  Disar  a.unt  Ccami~~rion  to continue, as a matter of priority, if

aonmidcration  of the item  on the review  of the role  of the United  Nations in the

field  Of dimarmament,  with a viw  to l ubaitting its report on the subject  including

m~l~sicn~~,  findings and rocaumondationm,  as appropriate, to the General

mWRbly’#  forty-second  moosion.

Aa the Pocmnout  Reprcaentative  of Cararoon  pointed out in hirr  statement on

thi8  iten  at the 17th meeting of thim  Caemittw  on 22 October, we  have taken note

of all the valuable comamntm  and views put forward by Member States on the subject

in  quoaticn  during the Dirsrmamnt  Comimfon’~  1986 l brtantive so~sion.

Na  how  that, l apacially with the agroemrnt  reached m that pmgramme  of work,

the  Di~armaaont  Ccmmismicm  will proceed to a mubmtantive  and comprshensivs  raview

of the  rola  of the United Nations in the field of disarnment  and produce coneensue

Cock wndationr  for the consideration  of the General  hamembly  at it6  forty-second

rMrion.

Th*  oearingly  increasing  macginaliration  of the role of the United Nationu  in

this  internationally  and unlvormally  oritical  domain ie a soumo  of major concern.

hn  urgent  reappraisal  of tlm  rltuation  would appear to ba  in order. Concrete

practical neamrem  of reforr  mo urgently raquirod  to prevent the Organization fi m

laming into permanent paralyrie,  indeed  irrolevanco,  in thim  crucial field.
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The results of the work of thtr  Disarmament Commission on the aueution  Of the

rev iew  o f  the  ro l e  o f  the  Ilnited  Nat ions  wi l l ,  in  our  v iew,  sure ly  have a  bearing

one way or  another  on the  judqement  o f  Memhorm  States  nnd of  the internat ional

public  ae a w h o l e  reqerdinq  the role  and credihilit not  on ly  o f  the  Commiaflion  hut

aleo  o f  the  United Nation6  au a whole.

Let  UR rine  colbctively  to  the  cccaeion  to ennure that,  in fut.ure,  the

United  Nationa  truly  exercisea  itx central  role  and primary revponalhllity  in the

f i e ld  o f  diaarmament.

On  beha l f  o f  the  sponsors  I  commend draft  resolution L.70  to  the  at tent ion  o f

a l l  Member  Statea  and expresu  our  hope  that  i t  w i l l  be adopted by connenRu8.

Mr. TIWA  (Romania) : The  subject  o f  th i s  short  intervention LB  d ra f t- - -

resolution  A/C.l/ll/L.39,  which I  sha now introduce.

Ae repreaenpativas  w i l l  r e c a l l , laat year the General Aaaemhly adopted

reso lut ion 4U/l5U,  by which the Secretary-General  waa reaueated to  bring  up  to

date ,  with  the  ase iatance o f  a  group of  aualified  consultant experts  appointed by

him, the report  entitled  “The  economic and social  conseauencee  o f  the  arm8  race and

military expenditures”.

Under t termn  o f  l a s t  year’s  reaolut ion,  the L‘eport, in  itn  updated verar’>n,

warn  reaueeted for  the forty-second aeeeion  o f  the  Genera l  Asflemhly. It  is  not my

intent ion t.oday to  elaborate  on the need and value of  the report ,  nlnce we did  so

last  year. I  ahould only l ike to remind members that  resolution 40/150  wc7~  adoMed

hy  139 votes  in  favour , one  aqainet  and  7  ahetentione.

Thie  year , d u e  YO  t h e  f i n a n c i a l  difficulties  o f  t h e  IJnited  Nation.l,  whic:h  llre

well known to all of LIB, the Secretary-General  hafl  had  to  defer  the elahorat  Ion  o f

the  report . The  dehate8  that have already  taken place in the General  AHsenlt)ly  ant1

here in this Committee have highliqhted  the qrave  concern of an overwhelminq

major i ty  o f  States  reqardiilq  the arms race and military spending and t.helr
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conaeouencee  for the economic and social  development  of  peoplen  in the developed

and developing countr  ien a l ike .

I t  ie t.rue t.hat, in  deciding on their mil itary budgets individual Ctivernmentu

are sinply  exercising their  r ight t o take into account their  security intoreste  and

are  fu l l y  aware  o f  a l l  the coneeauencee  of their decieion  for  the i r  economic ,

f inancial  and social  situation. Although we believe there is no plint  in  ensuring

eecurity  through a steadily increasing  accumulat ion  o f  weapone ,  one cannot in  any

way chal lenge the sovereign  right o f  a State  to  set  the l eve l  o f  i t s  mi l i tary

spend inq . All we aak -.  and thin  is  part icular ly  val id  i f  the reaueet in addreaaed

to those countries which are reeponeib le  for  the hulk  0’.  mil itary expenditures - ie

that  Member States,  whi le  deciding on their  mil i tary budgets,  take into account not

only their intcreata  hut aleo  the e f fects  o f  their  decis ion on the economic and

eociel  situation  o f  o the r  countries and on internatior.al  peace and security ae  a

whole.

From that  po int  o f  v iew we are  fu l ly  convinced that  the  report ,  the  purpose  of

which is to examine the economic and social  coneeouencee  of the acme race and

military expenditures on a global  ecalc  and to inform a l l  Member  States

accordingly,  be  today nerled  ntire than ever b&ore.

Thie  if!  precisely the need that  draft  resolution ~.39  addressee. I t  reque Its

the Secretary-General  to  br ing up to date  the report  on tbd  economic and social

COnEOUUenCes  of the arme  race and mil itary expenditure*  in  accordance with

paraqraphn 1,  2 and 3 of  lant  year’n  reeolut ion,  4l~/l!W.  The Secretary-General  ie

elf40  reuueeted  to present the report in it.8 updated ver6ion  to  the General  Assembly

a t  ita  f o r t y - t h i r d  eeesion.

The dra f t  reeo lut ion i s  o f  a  procedura l  nature and ie,  In fact ,  meant to br ing

ahout the implementat ion of a reeolution that ham  elr ,ady been adopted.  My
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delegation hopes that all delegation8 that voted in favouc  of last year’s

resolution, U/150, will do the same at the present session.

With your permiseion,  I shall tako thin opportunity  to preeent scme  comments

on the statement  made hy  the representative of Auattalia  when he introduced draft

refialution  A/C.1/41/1~.71.

The posftbn  of my country on thie  particular subject has  already been

explained by the Permanent Representative of Romania to the United Nations.

Ambassador Marineacu,  in his statement of 4 November  in this Committee. I do not

intend  to qo back over what he said aa we considm  that wo have stated our poaiticn

in very clear terme, and that we have preaented all  the informat1o.l  this Committee

needs to reach a judgement on the subject that the representative of Australia

introduced today.

If additional information is needed, r should like to declare in thje

Cormnittee that my delegation is prqared  to provide it.

9s to the draft resolution  itself, I should like to draw the attention of

delegations to the fact that it apparently expresses concern over the situation

around the [Jnited  Nations Tnstitute  for Dbarmament  Remarch  (JYNIDIR).  This  in

understandal le, for as we have already aaid, the Romanian  delegation, Romania as a

jstatp  and the Romanian  Government are also ccmcerned  about the situation in

IJNIDIR. We also share the concern of other delegationa, and we cannot - and do not

have even the sliqhtest  intention to - ahallenqe  the r? Iht  of any delegation

participating in this Committee to exprsos  its concorn  over the situation of

IJNIDIR. A6 we have already stated, Romania has supported tr  i n  activities of IJNIDIR

from the very beqinnjng, and is ready to co--rate  in remedying the situation.
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That im the allmgul  intention of draft remlutiOn  L.71. But  tPb0  real

intention im to dra#  thin  Conrittoa  into dimcumming  a probloe  that klongs  to

another Critter,  newly,  the Fifth Coambittee,  if W I  approach thr nattor  a8 the

draft reoolution  inwitea  the Connitteo  tc do, from  the  addninimtrative  and permonnel

standpoint.

A6  a matter of fact the draft rwolution kginn  by 8electively  mentioning moma

articles from  various  international legal  in8truw.rt8,  starting  with the Charter -

articles that deal with a aattor that ia not within tb  coqmtance  of thi8

colunittae.
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It in not within the competence of this Colanittoe  to diocunm  Article 100  Of

the United Nation6  Charter. Nhat we have to do here is di~~~sa  dimarmament  and

international security. It ip1 the Fifth Committee which doals  with this kind of

problem that Calls under the heading of adninietrative and peramnel matterm.

Secondly, this  draft resolution is alao inter.ded to draw this  Conxuittee  into

an operation whiah  la  related to the ma-called rescue  of one person. We have

explained the situation  with regard  to the Direator of 11NIDIR,  Mr. Bota,  and all

the delegation8 here should  keep this fact in mind. As a matter of fact, draft

resolution A/C.l/Il/L.71  invites the Committee to take a position on a matter which

perta  ine to Romania. It is an internal matter now. Yet we have,  maintained and

continue to nraintain  that the Ibmanian  artboritiea  are ready to diacuas  thie

matter, in 6pite  of the fact that it is cur lnternal affair. We want to keep the

channel open in order to diwusn  the matter in the proper place, namely, in the

Fifth Committee,  and also to discuse  it with  the Secretary-General  with a view to

finding  a aatiafactory  solution  for all part.ies  concerned.

The real aim of thin draft resolution A,Q.l/Il/L.71  is tc block - really  to

block - a satiefactory  solution to this  tragic cane. The draft resolution is not

aimed at remedying the situation of IJNIDIR. On the contrary, it will be

unproductive and ia perhaps meant to perpetuate the present situation of UNIDlR.

It i8 very eaey to understand that the Romar~ian  authorities will not negotiate

under an ultimatum, or under terme  which are humiliating. Thie draft resolution is

a hostile act directed against the Gxwtenmnt  OP  a ?&tier  State of  the United

Nations.

I have said that thie ie an ieaue  for the Fifth Committee. In thie  Conmd  ttee

we do not have the expertise to take a decision on it, for it is of an

adminietrative  nature and relates to pernonnal  mattere.
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The draft resolution is trying to mislead  this Committee bl focusing attention

only on the privileges of an international civil servant. In this respect, I wily

quote - selectively of course, because the draft resolution is selective in quoting

and making references to various legal instruments - from what has been adopted as

the law for international civil servanta, namely, the Staff Regulations. Article I

of the Staff Regulations is entitled “Duties, obligations and privileges.. I

should like to stress the fact that the privileges ate included in the sa#  article

With  duties and obligations. There is a very intimate link between irunitles,

pr ivilegea, duties an4  obligations. What I should like to quote from article I is

the following;

“BY accepting appointment, they” - the international civil servants - “pledge

themselves to ditwharge  their functions and to regulate their conduct with the

interests of the United Nations only in view.”

Rsgulation  1.3 reads:

“members of the Secretariat shall neither seek nor accept instructions from

any Gwernment  or from any other authority external to the Organization.”

Regulation 1.4 reader

“They’ I- the international civil servants - “shall not engage  in any activity

that is  incompatible with the proper discharge of their duties with the United

Nations.*

and further onx

While  they are not expected to give up their national sentiments or their

political and celigioua  convictions, they shall at all times bear in mind the

reserve and tact incumbent  upon them by reuson  011  their international status.”

Regulation 1.5 readsa
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wThey  shall not comunioate to any person any infocration  known to them by

reason  of their official position which ha8  not been ma& public . . . nor shall

they at any time  we such inforution  to private abantage. l

Regulation 1.6 reads8

l No staff metier  ahall accept any honour, deooration, Cavour, gift or

rerruneration  from  any Governnent  excepting for war service”  - mnybe  we have to

add “for cold war swvicea  - %3r  ahalL a staff meaer  accept any honour,

decoration, favour, gift OK  remuneration from any source  external to the

Organization, without Cirrt  obtaining the approval of the &tcretary-Cmneral.a

I am not aware chat the Secretary-General gave Mr. Bata apprwal to do such  things.

Regulation 1.7 readmr

“Staff metier8  may  exercise the right to vote but shall not engage in any

political activity which is inconsistent with or night refleut  uwn  the

independence and iapsrtiality required by their status as international civil

aervanta.a

Regulation  1 . 8  reader

“Theaso  privilegoa  and iunities  Curni&  no exause  to the 8taCC  me&era  who

enjoy then For  non-peKCormanoe of their private obligatimm  or failure to

obmervo lmm  and police regulations.”

And now, what is included in the oath of the international civil servant? The

international civil servant xolemly  IW~~KII  that he will notr

“seek O K  accept instruations  in regard to the perfornanoe  of my duties from

sly  GoveKiment or other authority external to the Organiration.’

The draft remoluticm  mentions only privileges and immunities. mere  i s  t h e r e

a refrrenae to the duties of an international civil servant  - to his duty to

perforn  him activities  independently and to be exolumively responsible  to the

Secretary-General and to the Organixation?



MlXi/dk A/C. l/4  IJPV.  3 5
39-40

(Mr. Tinca,  FIonusnia)

Thi8  draft resolution reflmotm  three  basic  minmr II irat, the draft resolution

is  biaaed, IIO  uah  ia evident. Beoondly,  the draft resolution  im  based on a double

standard. It is directed againat  Rbmaniar  it treats an Bautern  European country in

one  way, while other caaee  like this are treated in another way. Thirdly, this

draft resolution almo  euffora Cram  the grave ain  of nam-calling.  These sins  were

fought for a lcng  tima  in the United  Nations , and I nau  see  that the same countries

which were fighting againmt  ther  are enjoying with satisfaotion their uoe  agairlst

one country.

Finally,  I should  like to l xpros# the hope, the humble  hope, that the

financial ‘qplications of thin draft resolution  will not be  borne by the united

Nations.
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Mr. ADDUISATAR  (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic) I I  Rhould  like to

speak  to agenda item 49 and draft resolution A/C.l/41/L.19,  which was  introduced

thig  morning by the representative of Wgypt. My delegation supports the draft

raeolution, and I would add that the agenda item, n Establishment of a

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the  region of the Middle East,” hae  been under

cnneideration by the General Assedly  for a nurd>er  of yeare. Var i0uB  rer,olu  r ionf7

hiwe  been adopted calling for the establishment of- a nuclaar-weapon-free zone in

the region of the M’.ddle  East. wt of them  dere  adopted by consensus but have

never been implenrented  owing to the position  taken by Israel.

Iraq has  demonstrated its deep conviction that it was neceaeary to establish a

a nuclear-weapon-free zone in tJ e region of the Middle  East by wholeheartedly

supporting United NAtiOn@  resolutions on the nubject, by ratifying the Treaty on

the Nori-Proliferation  of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and by placing its nllolear

faci1itir.s  ,inder  International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards.

Many reaolutions have been adopted at the international level inviting

countries to accede to tbe Non-Proliferation Treaty  and to tAEA’u  safeguards

system,  since such  action would repreaent an important step towards the goal af

establishing a nuclear-weapon-free rone In khe Middle East.

In thie  context, I woul.d  mention the following facta: First, 111 the nuclear

installat,  ,ne  in the Wlddle  Eaet are subject to the IAEA safeguards system and the

non-proliferation r6gime.  with the exception of the nuclear installations of

Israel, whose r.  -clear military capability  hae been proved by United Natione  eportR

in documents A/36/431 and A/40/530. Secondly, the Middle Eaet region ia not today

free from nuclear weapons because of the lack of veriE$  cation procedures with

regard to the lnraeli  nuclear installationa whose  existence has  been pointed out

by various  international sources. Ierael’s  illegal nuclear military capability itafz~
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i n c r e a s e d  at. ,  t-l*’ OE  the theft  o f  nuclear  mater ia l  and equipment,  proving  that

t h e r e  i~au  ~TS~I 6nplicity  in that.  pr  cess  on the part o f  other States.

The  region  must  Lhorefore  f i rs t  be  f reed  f rom nuclear  weapons  as a f  irat  step

iowards  thn  mtabliahnant  of  a nuclea  --wurzpn-free  zone. To accomplish that end,

International Atom-  Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards must  be accepted and the

Non-?roliferatCon  Treaty ratified. Retfusal  to take these steps mean8  that Imael

has acquired nuclear weapons, and this  is prejudicial.  to  the  very  pr inc ip le  o f

creating .J  nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Eant  ats set forth in the Final

Wxument of the Third Review Conference on the NM’.

F’otr  these reasons,  tho only way to achieve “he  objective  of  the establ ishment

,,f n nucle,  r -weapon - f r ee  zone ie f  x Israel  to  renounce the nuclear option,  accede

the Bon-Proliferation Treaty and place  its nuclear facilities under international

safequards. I&fuss1  to do so gould  nu l l i fy  the  posit ive  e f forts  being made to

e ‘tablish  a nuclear.  weawn-f.ee  zone in  the  reg ion of  the  Middle It.

Mr .  GARCIA  ROBLBS  (Mexico)  ( interpretat ion from Spanish)  I I have the

honour  to  introduc-  draft  reso lut ion A/C.l/Il/L.59  on agenda item 46,

“Impiementation  o f  Genera l  AUMVIIM~  reeo lut ion  40/79  concerning the s ignature and

rat i f icat ion  of Addit iona l  Protoco l  I  o f  the  Treaty  for  the  Prohib i t ion  o f  Nuc lear

W,:apons  in Z;:in  Amariza  (Treaty of Tlatelolco) .” The draft  reoolution  ta

npon9ored  by  the  de legat ions  o f  the  fo l lowing  18  countries: Bahamas, Bolivia,

Colombia, Costa Rica, Bominicitn  Republic,  Bcuador,  El  Salvador,  Guatemal?,  Haiti,

Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Surillama,  TrinidaJ  and Tobago,  uruguay,

Venezuela and i&xiCo.

The  pr.eambul.ar  1 ctlon  of  the draft .  resolut ion takes  into account,  as h I been

done in previous yearn, the rrJct  that ,  w i th in  the  zone  o f  app l icat ion  o f  the  Treaty

o f  ‘r’latelol.ro, I to  which 23 sovereign Staten are a lready part ies ,  there are some
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Terrttoriea which, in 8pite  of not being 8u!ereign  political entitie8,  era

nevertheleaa  in a position  to ruaoive  the benot'ita deriving from the Trusty  through

it8 Additional Protocol X, to ubiah  the four State8 that de lure or d8 facto af@--_-

iQternationslly  re8pon8ibln  for those Territories ray beoor parti88.  Th8 next

preanblllar paragraph 8bJtes  that it Would  not be fair that the people8  Of 8OW Of

those TerriW;ie8  zero  deprived of such benel!its  without being given the

o~pcrtunity  to expre8s  their opinion  in this cOnnaUtiOn.

The ?hcJe aperative  paragraphs of the draft rerolution are very 8irilar  to

thoee in ladt year'8  re8clution  On tbts oubjoct. Paragraph 3 prOVid88  for the

inclusion of the item in the provillional agenda of the forty-aeoond  8888iOn  Of thy

General Aeeembly. Psraqraphs 1 and 2 faithfully rsfl.ect  the feelings of the whole

of Latin America, in terme similar to those used last year, and  thoy read as

t0110wer

“1. IIeplores tt At the rignature of Additional Protocml  T by France,

which  took place on 2 Marah  1979, has not yet been  followed by the

correapnding  raticication, notwith8tanding  the mime already  elapsed and the

prseaing  invitatiwm  which the General Annmbly  ban  addressed to it]

‘2 . Once more urgee Prance not to delay any further SW' ratification,

whtch hau been requn8ted  80 many time8 and which appears all the more

advisable, eince France is the only one of the four States to which the

Protocol ia 0pen  that is not yet party  to it".

AR an tlpilogue,  it seema appropriate to rmvjew  certain facts that should be

borne in mind with regard to thiu particul c aspect.
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The first fact is that next year we shall commemorate the twentieth

anniversary of the opt  ling  for sl+:atuio  of the Treaty  of Tlatelolco and its two

Additional Protocols. The second is that already 25 States are parties to this

Treaty. The third is that Additional Protocol II, as we all know, is 1.n  force for

the five States t,o  which it  is open for sLgnature.  The fourth is that Additional

Prlrtocol  L, au is stated in the  penultimate preatiulnr  paragraph of the draft

resolution X am now introducing, is already in  effoc:  for three of the four States

for which it  is open for signature. The fifth  ia that France is the only one of

those State which is  not yet party to that instrument, despite the fact that it

acoeded  to the Treaty on 2 Marah  1979, already over seven years ago; and the sixth

is that, se ha.4 been uaid  on several occasions by the United Nationd, it would not

be fair to the peoples of those territories within the xone  of appl icatj.on of the

Treaty of Tlatelolco  - to quote the language of Additional Protocol I - “for which,

de jura  or de facto they” - meaning the States to whicfr  that Protocol is open  for

signature - “are internationally responsible” if  those peoples were deprived of the

benefits of the Treaty without, a6 the draft resolution saya  Cbeing given the

opportunity to express their opinion in this connection”.

Now this brief summry  should lead uu  to consider whether, contrary to what we

expect, if the situation continues to be the same next year, it would be

appropriate for the General Assembly  to oonstder  what type of measuras could be

adopted so that the peoples of the terrltor  ies for which France has international

responsibility within the zone of application of the TJ.atelolco  Treaty could  be

conrulted  on a matter of this nature which, without any doubt, can bet  regarded as

vital.
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nr . GURIWOVICH  (Byelorueeian  Soviet  Socia l ist  Republ ic)  (int.erpretntion- - -

from Russian) : A t  th is  s tage  o f  the  work  o f  the  Pirflt  Committee. nly  de legat ion

wishes to  comment on the draet  resolutions wt:ich  have been  submitted.

The genera l  p icture  which emerges from  these t.exts i s  not  uni formly

sstisfactory.

On  the one hand - aa we note with great aatiofactlon  - the overwhelming

major i ty  o f  dra f t  resolutions  are dovoted  to  m jor  problems: the prevention of

nuclear  wart  the  renunciat ion of  the  t!irst  use oi nuclear weapons; the ccmplutr?

prohib i t ion  of >heir  uses  nuclear disarmament; the ceaeation and prohibit.i.jn  of

nucl en r tests1  the f reezing of nuclear capacities;  the creat ion  o f  nucl.ear-free

zones)  and the implementat ion of a staqe-by-atago programme  fc the cr,mplete  and

universal  f limination  o f  nuclear arms. We attach qreat  s igni f icance to  draft

resolut ions  that  would  prevent  the spread of  nuclear  arms Lo outer  space5 they al.1

unambigu3Usiy  re:ject  Star  W6rs  plans, and stress that outer space must be an arena

fo r  peace fu l  co -operat ion , not  confrontat ion ;  t.hey  propose  t.he  banning of  attack

weapone  in space, and insist on the obsrsrvance  o f  internat.ional  agreements on

questAons  connected with outer space. We  a l so  note the draft  resolutiolla  on the

elimi  (1 It&on  of chemical  weapons, the reduction of conventional armaments and the

etrenqt.heninq  o f  existing  agreements to cal l  a  halt  to the arms race and to prevent

its opread  t o  n e w  areas. There  are  a  number  o f  other  dract  reso lut ions  which are

quite  proper ly  d irected towards  the organizat ion of  the work  o f  o r gans  deal ing  w i t h

matters  o f  ~Jfaarmament  which  cou.lR  f a c i l i t a t e  aucce,ga i n  nmptiatione  nou mder

way. These  dra f t  reso lut iona mobi l ize  a l l  ant i -war  forcsfr in  their  fltruqqLc  for

disarmament and for a comprehr?noive  system of  internat iona l  pi\ce  and security.

Most  o f  tne  dra f t  reso lut ions  are dictated by a fe~llnq  o f  responeLbJ.I.ity  f o r  the*

seriouo  work f a l l ing  w i th in  the wmpetence of the Firet  Cormi  ttec?. The

Byelotus~  ian delegation supports  these c&aft  resolutions.
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On the &her  hand, Home  of the draft reeolutione  are clear ly based  mere ly  on

coneidarationa  o f  axpediency, and are directed to aima that are f a r  renroved  f r o m

those enehrined  in sarly  documents o f  thr  United  tlationn,  including the Fina l

Document o f  t.he  firfit  special  ReNaion of  the General .  ARsemr  ly devoted to

d j narmament.

Here I should  like to make the followinq point.. C<  stain  Weetern  delegations,

both at. thin  neaaion and at  previous neaaione  o f  the  Genera l  Anscmbly,  have

clamoured  in thin  Committee  for  a reduction in  the number of  draft  reeolutions,  for

a ha l t  to  the  submieeion  o f  h igh ly  controversial.  draft  renolutions,  -nd  for an

e f f o r t  to arrive at  coneensue  texts, It  might natural ly be expected that thoae

countries would be the firet  to heed their own appeala  and act on them. Not at

a l l : ones aqain there hae been a qap hetween words and deed*.

Whi l e  ca l l ing  fo r  a redllction  in the number  o f  draft  resolut ions  and a  halt  to

the submission of  controvers ia l  draft  raeolut ione,  certain Weetern  States have

actual ly increased the number  o f  d ra f t  resolutione, and have even put forward texts

of  a  c lear ly  provocat ive  nature. Whi le  ca l l ing  for  co -operat ion  in  producing

conaeneus  draft  renolutione  in  texts  wherever  possible,  the tqme  Statea  have

pereieted  in  re fueiny to  adopt  any of  the  proposal8  akmed  precisely  at achieving

trnlancad  texta. They are reluctant to coneider  and adopt compromise versions

propwed  to them that take into account the poeitione  o f  the Weetern  countries.

Furthermore, in a number of  cases Borne  Weetern  countr ies  have even refused  to

di~cuee  w i t h  r>ther  intererrted  deleqatione  the very idea of  merging the var ious

text-e o f  d ra f t  rcaolutione  on a single euhject., a n d  o r  t.o  cont.ider  specific

propoaale  to that effect.
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( M r .  Gurinovich,  Bysloruesian  8%)

Thus, the picture which emerges leqitimaloly  gives  rise  to the questtonr  is

thim just  rampant hypocrisy, or IR  the seeumption  that the idea  of reducing draft

ro8olutions  and amending them, making conceeeiona  and showing readiness  for

co-operation, i s  aomethiny  that  should be done %l.y  by othor delegation@?
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It is difficult to say which of those motives is  the most unsavoury. It i s

easy to preach one kind of behaviour while yourself actinq  in a completely

different way. As the  First Committee begins a very responsible etaqe  of ita

work - action on draft resolutions - it is important that delegations consider

their position most scrupulously, as rsgarda  both procedural and sLSetantive

mattera, with due regard for their responsibility to the world community.

We must engage in a joint effort to create political, material, organizational

and other machinery for the preservation of peace with a view to excluding even the

ponaibility of the outbreak of war. we  muet not put a spoke  in the wheel of

existing international machinery, much less think of new spokes to put in that

wheel. Mankind needs a world without war and without weapons.

The CHAIRMAN:- - I call on the Secretary of the First Committee,

Mr. Sohrab Kheraci.

Mr. IWERADI  (Secretary of the Committee) : 1 wish to inform metiers  of

the Commit.tee  that additional countries have become sponsors of draft rebolutions,

a8  follows: A/C. l/Il./L.  3, Greece and Liber  la; P/C. 1/4l./L.9,  Bhutan, Canada,

Denmark, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Mongolia, the Ne therlanda and the United States;

A/C.1/41/L.10,  Botswana and Samoa1  A/C,1/41/L.11,  Cameroon, Denmark and the Federal

Republic of Germany; A/C.l/Il/L.24,  Cameroon and Peru8 A/C.l/41/L.26,  Bahaiaat3,

Colorrbia,  Ireland, Portugal and Spain!  A/C.l/Bl/L.  34, Ecuador; A/C, 1/41/L.  35,

Ireland; A/C.l/4l/L.51, Ecuador and Kenya1  A/C.l/41/L.53,  Ecuadorl  A/C.l/41/L.54,

Ecuador; A/C.1/4l/L.55,  the Philippinea; A/C. l/ll/L.56,  Ireland and Italy8

A/C.l/41/L.57,  Ireland; A/C.l/41/L.58,  T eland; A/C.l/41/L.59,  Bahamas;

A/C.1/41/L.60,  Greece and Viet Nam)  A/C.1/41/L.67,  Ireland and Austria;

A/C.l/41/K,.6R,  the Rahamas  and Ecuador; A/C.l/41/1..69,  Japan and Portugal;

A/C.1/4l/L.70,  Bahamas, Rarbados,  Fiji, Japan, Portugal and Saint Vincent and  the

Grenadines; and A/C.1/41/1..72,  Greece, Kenya and Malayeia.
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(Mr. Kher adl)--_l

I  wish  a l so  to  inform menbera  o f  the  Committee mat  Cuba is an or ig ina l

sponsor  o f  d ra f t  reeo lut ion  A/C.l./41/L.65.

The CHAIRMAN: The fo l lowing delegat ions  are  scheduled to  speak at  this-

afternoon’s  meeting: Czechoslovakia,  Pakistan, the German Democratic Republic,

Peru , India,  Mexico,  Argentine and Yugoelavia.

T h e  nvaetlng  c o a t  a t  12.35~.


