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The meeting was called to order at LO.25 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued-)
CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION WON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT (TEMS
The CHAIRMAN: This morning the Committee will begin by taking decisions
on draft resolutions listed under cluster 5 of the informal paper distributel to
the Committee - draft resolution8 A/C.1/41/L.14, L.16, L.18, L.32, .60 and L.68.

Before we proceed to take action on those draft resolutions, 1 shall first
call on any delegation wishing to introduce draft resolutions.

Since no deleqgation wishes to do soc at this staqge, | shall call on
repreeentativee to make statements or comments on the draft resolutions in
cluster 5 or to explain their votes before the voting.

First | call on the Secretary of! the Committee.

Mr_KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): 1 should i ke to inform the
Committee that the following delegations have become sponaors of the following
draft resolut.ons: A/C.1/41/L.18:1 Romaniaj L. 221 the German Democratic

Republicy L.60: Burkina Fasoy and L.331 Czechoslovakia and Hungary.
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Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) s On behalf of the 12 States members of the
European Community, I wish to make an explanation of vote on draft resolution L.16,
on the World Disarmament Ccompaiqgn.

The 1.2 cannot support this draft resolution, operative paragraph 7 of which,
as in the case of its predecessors, talks of all Member States being invited to
ensure & flow of ‘accurate information” and "to avoid dissemination of false and
tendentioun information”. In our view, this s a blatant call for censorship and
should be unacceptable to all Member States that share tht democratic t: Yition f
a deep-rooted balief in the right to freedom of speech. The 12 cannot support ' he
suppression of freedom of speech and ideas for which this d-aft resolution
apparently co~lla.

We also view with concern the idea ot the involvement of children for
political purpoeee, no matter how worth while those purposes may be.

Mr. BAYART (Mongolia) (interpretation from French) sz Before the Committee
begins to vote on draft resolution L.14, I should lika to announce that Mozambique
has 1oined its sponsors.

The CHAIRMAN3 The Committee will now take action on dratt resolutions
tisted in cluster 5. First, | should like to inform members that, because of
ongoing consultations, we shall postpone action on draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L.60
and L.68.

We shall beqin the voting with draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.14, entitled
“Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the
General Assembly at its tenth special session: Disarmament Week”. It wan
introduced by the representative of Mongolia at the 28th meeting of the Firut

Commj ttee on 31 October 1986. The spongors are: Afghanistan, Angola, Rulgar La,
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{fhe Chairman)
the Byelorusslan SSR, Cuba, Cazechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, the Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Mogzambl.ue, the Ukrainian SSR and
Viet Nam. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favours Afghanlistan, Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Barbados, Bhutan,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, F irkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Brelorussian Soviet SBocliallst ;.epublic, Cameroon,
Chad, Chile, China, Cclombia, Congo, C8te 4°'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of}, Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic
Republic, ‘Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamshiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mosambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia.
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Bmirates, United Republic of

Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against ni ted States of America

Abstainings Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Greece, lIceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Japan Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spain Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.14 was adopted by 89 votes to l, _with
22 abstentions.*

me CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.16, entitled “Review and implementation of the concluding document of
the twed fth special session of the General Assembly: World Disarmament Campaign”,

and subtitled "World Disarmament Campaigna action8 and activities”. It was

*Subsequently the delegatiouns of Angola, Bolivia, Central African Republic,
| Djibouti, Guyana, Malawi, Mali, Sierra Leone, Yemen and Zaire advised the
Secretarlat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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introduced by the representative of Bulgaria at the 30th meeting of the First
Committee on 3 November 1986. The sponsors aras Bulgaria, the Byelorussian SSR,

the German Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Romania, the Ukreinian ESR and Vviet Nam.

A recorded vote has been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

_I_n___l;?avoun Afghanistan, ‘ger ta, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Bahrain,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi , Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Chad, Congo, C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, BEcuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Merico, Monqolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nlgeria, Pakistan,
Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Samoa,
Senegal, Sri Lanka, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, uUnion of Soviet
Socialist Republica, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoalavina, Zambia, Zimbabwe

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

Abstaining: Austria, Bahamas, Barbados, Belgium, Brazil, Burma, Canada,
Chile, Chin?, Colombia, Denmark, Fiuland, Germany, Federal
Republic ot, Greece, lIceland, lIreland, lIsrael, Ttaly, Japan,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Oman, Papua New
Guinea, Portugal, Rwanda, Singapore, Spain, Sudan, Suriname,
Sweden, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay

Draft resolution A/''.1/41/L.16 was adopted by 80 votes to 3, with
35 abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take action on the draft resolution
in documert A/C.1/41/L.18, entitled “Review and implementation of the concluding
document of the twelfth special session of tha General Assembly: Wor Ld Disarmament
Campaign”. It was introduced by the representative of Mexico at the t7th meeting
of the First Committee on 10 November 1986 and has the following sponsors:

Bangladesh, Egypt, Indonesia, Mexico, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden,

Venezuela and vugoslavia. A recorded vote has been requested.

L Subsequently the delegations of Boilvia, Central African Republic, Djibouti,
Guyana, Malawi, Mali, Sierra Leone, Yemen and Zaire advised the Secretariat that
they had intended to vote in favour.



AMH/ 3 A/C.1/41/PV.39
12

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Rahamae, Bahrain, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunel Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorusaian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, C3te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finltand, Gabon, German jemocratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indone<ia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Ireland, lIsrael, lItaly, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Pcpua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar , Romania, Rwanda, Samca, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Larka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Fmirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againatr None
ﬁstainingz Belgium, France, Germany, Federal republic of, Luxe bourg,
Netherlands, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Draft renolution A/C.1/41/L.18 was adopted by 114 votes to none, with
9 absgi:entions.*

The CHAIRMAN: The next draft resolution is contained in document
A/C. 1/41/L. 32, enti’led “Review and iwmglementation of the concluding document of
the twelfth special session of the General Assembl : United Nations Regional
Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa". It was introduced by the
representative of Benin on behalf of the Group of African States at the
37th meeting of the First Committee, on 10 November 19%86. The sponsors have

*Subsequently the delegations of Brlivia, Central African Republic, Djibouti,
Guyana, Sierra Leone, vemen and Zaire advised the Secretariat that they had
intended to vote in favour.
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requested that this draft resolution be adopted rithout a vote. |If | hear no
objection, | shall take it that the Committee wishes to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.32 was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those delegations that wish to explain
their votes after the voting on all the draft reeolutions in cluster 5 on which we
have just taken action.

Mr. FISCHER (Federal Republic of Germany): The delegation of the Federal
Republic of Germany wishes to explain its votes on draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L.14
and L.18, Allow me to refer to those drafts in reverse order.

As rega1ds draft reeolution L.18, on the World Disarmament Campaign, my
delegation, as in previous years, has abstainea in the vote. Again we have done o
with great reluctance, since from the outset we have supported the World
Disarmament Campaign conducted as agreed upon by consensus at the second special
session of the General Aeeembly devoted to disarmament.

Our support for the World Diearmament Campaign is well founded. Since the
inception of the campaign in 1982, its activities have indeed been carried out on a
global and balanced basis. T am thinking in particular of regional conferences in
which representatives of my Government have participated.

I should also like to comment on the generally balanced and factual
information contained in campaign publications as well as the wide dissemination
given to it, including in non-official language8 of the United Nations.

For all this, we should like to expreae our appreciation to the dedicated
staff of the Department for Disarmament Affairs af the Secretariat.

With all this in mind, we regret even more thatc the present text fails to
confirm two principles upon which the World Disarmament Campaign rester voluntary
participation and universality. We had wished that the sponsors of this text would

take into considerat ion our concerns, which we have repeatedly expressed, and would
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present a draft resolution capable of enlisting maximum support. The World
Disarmament Campaign indeed deserves such support.

we therefore call upon the sponsors of this draft to take into account our
reservations te the present text so that next year, L f the sponsors decide to
propose a similar draft resolution then, we shall all be able to join in a
consensugs on a draft resolution that deais with theworthy and commendalile goals of
the wWorld Disarmament Campaign.

Secondly, the delegation of the Pederai Republic of Germany has once again
abstained in the vote on the draft resolution on Disarmament Week, this year
contiulned in document A/C. 1/41/L. 14. Again we should like to state that we have
abta ined wi th reluctance , since we support the thrust of Disarmament week. We
cannot, however, accept the call on specialized agencies or on the International
Atomic Energy Agencv to disseminate information about matters outside their scope
of activities. Those ourganizations have own statutes and ;. -. under s
obligation towards their member States to adhere rigorously to the terms of those
statutes.

Mr. YAMADA (Japan) : | should like to explain the votes of my delegation,
first with respect to the draft resolution on Disarmament Week in document
A/C.1/41/L.14.

Japan attaches great importance to the purpose to be served by Disarmament
Week , and consistently has given its support to Disarmament Week resolutions in the
past. Ever since that week 's inauguration in 1978, Japan has also taken an active
pact in observance of that important occasion every year. When we auppor ted
resolution 40/152 E, on Disarmament Week, last year, my delegation pointed out its
concern about some of the formulations in the said resolution and cautioned that i F
the trend to deviate from consensus language were to continue, Japan would be

forced to rec: sider its pesi tion in the future.
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With due respect to the delegation of Maongolia, w.ich takes valuable
initiatives on Disarmament Week resolutions every year, and with which we have
worked clcecly, my delegatiaon finds it unfortunate chat this year’s draft
resolution on Disarmament Week in document A/C.1/41/L.14 represents in our view
further deviation from that of last year. P a example, the new language ir the
8 :oond and fourth preambular paragraphs is indeed misleading. Under these
circumstances, my deiegation wae constrained to abstain.

My delegation wishes at the same time to stress that there is no change in
Japan's support for the aim of Disarmament Week and t hat it will continue to
implement it in 4 positive manner. Japun strongl y hopes that a draft resolutics
more in line with the original ai m oOf pisarmament Week and cne that may attain the
widest possible support wilXl be presented at next year ‘s seasion of the General
Assewbly.

With respect to the dr -~ resolution on the World Disarmament Canpai gn in
document A/C.1/41/L.16, my delegation wishes to make it clear that our abstention
ehould not be conetrued as in any way implying that Japan does not appreciate the
lmportance ot the World Disarmament Campaign. Tho Government of Japan recognizes
the significauce of the Campaign and will continue to do so. The draft resolution
in document A/C. I/4 I/L. 16, in the view of my delegation, sets cut arbitrarily
priority issues in disarmament. Its overall tone is biased and subjective., we
therefore abstained on it.

My delegation joined in the consencus adoption of the draft resolution on t-e
United Nations Regional Centre for Peace ad Disarmament in Africa in document
A/C.1/41/L.32. We did 80 on the understanding t hat those Centres are financed by
existing resources an : voluntary contributions, and thus will not place an extra

burden on the United Nations budget.
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Mr. van SCHATK (Nether lands): My delegation abstained on draft
resolution \/C.1/41/L.18, on the World Disarmament Campaign. We agree with the
objective of the Campa ign, the widest possible dissemination of information and
unimpe 3ed access for all sectors of the public to a broad range of informatic n and
oniniane on question6 of arms limitation and disarmament. The Campa ign has been
launched because the United Nations considers disarmament too important a question
to leave its fate exclue.vely in the hand8 of policy maker8 and consequently has
decided that in thi. field public opinion should play a positive role. Hence the
recognized objective of the Wor ld Disarmament Campaign o mob {1 iz ing public opinion
on behalf of disazmament..

We should like to seize this opportunity once again to stress our commitment
to the freedom of the people of the Nether land: to speak out freely in public about
our own Government's policy on peace, security and disarmament, and to disseminate
the views thus expreaeed individually or in an organized form, whether they support
those policies or not.

To the Netherlands, the objective of the World Disarmament Campaign is not
merely a theoretical concept but has been implemented as a matter of tradition.
However, activities in the wrid Disarmament Campaign tend sometime8 to lead
one-sidedly to the mobilization of public opinion in a .certain direction. In fact,
in the World Disarmament Campaign emphasis should rather be placed on the
availability and accesyibility of United Nations material on disarmament, for which
no additim.l funds and/or viluntary contr ibutions seem to be necessary.

My country 13 at this moment not prepared to contribute financially to this
vehicle for the dissemination of information to the public. The reason is that in

fact we have doubts on the effectiveness of the Campaign.
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We also wish to recall that yearly celebrations are baeing held on the occasion

of International Peace Day, this year on 15 September, and Disarmament week, 24 ta

31 October, or: which the Committee hax jut voted.

For these reasons my delegation abstained on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.18,
a8 well as on the other draft resolution on the World Disarmament Campaign,
A/C.1/41/L.16, which contains still more elements running counter to the ideas |
have just expressed and on which the United Kingdom delegation has spoken an behalf
of the twelve member countries of the Burorzan Bconomic Community.

Mr. KRISALO (Pinland): Finland voted in favour of draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L. 14 on Disarmamant Week. We felt it appropriate to do so, taking into
account the main intention of the draft resolution, that is, to mabilize public
suppor t for disarmament issues through the holding of Disarmament Week annually.

Some delegations may have had difficulties with the mention of a
“"comprehensive system of international peace and security* in the preamble of the
draft resolution. Finland fully agrees that the world needs a 8ya tem of
international peace and secur ity. The United Nations in fact is such a system in
' principle. It is debatable, however, how well this system of ours works in
Practice, but slnce we have on our agenda a separate item, item 141, dealing with
the proposal to create “a comprehensive system of international peace and
security”, we shall have an opportunity to come back to this and related questions
in greater detail in that context.

Mr. ROWE (Australia): The draft resolution in document A/C.1/41/L.16 on
the World Disarmament Campaign, sponsored by, among others, Bulgaria, received my

delegation’s support. That support related to those aspects of the draft

resolution which bear directly upon the World Disarmament Campaign, a programme
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that. Australia has consisten:ly supported through four successive pledging
conferences with substantial oconver tible currency contr ibutic as.

There are, however, slements of this draft resolution to which my delegation
takes excepcicn . It 18 quite clear that this draft resolution is being
increaa irqly weed to pro ject the propaganda intentionO of a certain qroup of Menber
States of ¢hiw 2rganization. This trend is to be regretted, | refer in particular
to operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution, in which a considerable amunt of
dubious material extraneous to the consideration of the Worid pisarmament Campaign
hae been included The call in paragraph 4 for the Soviet Union md tbe United
States to inform the Secretary-General annually of actions each has taken in
certain specified fields has little or nothing to do with the World Disarmament
Campal in.

The same operative paragraph contains a call for the prohibition of all
nuclear-weapon tests. The position of the Australian Government on this matter s
very well known. We wish to see the conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear test ban
that incorporates a prohibltion of all nuclear test explosions, including so-called
peaceful nuclear teat explosions, in all environments foe all time. A bilateral
moratorium on nuclear tests, in the strong view of my delegation, while
representing a welcome interruption to nuclear testing, would only be a temporary
respite by anly t.wo of the five nuclear-weapon States. In addition, such a

mor ator tum would not be subject to agreed verification srrangements.
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Australia’s preference, #4 | have stated, is for a camprehensive
nuclear-test-ban treaty which could be subject to agreed verification provisions.
A8 can be seen, there is wmach In the draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.16 that is

unnece-gsary or contentious ok both. The draft resolution would have been vastly

improved if this extraneous material had beewn left out entirely.

Mr. de la BAUME (France) (interpretation from French). . 1 should like to
give an explanation as to why the French delegation abstained on two of the draft
resolutions we have Just considered,A/C.1/41/L.18 and A/C.1/41/L.14.

As far as the former is concerned, my delegation attaches great importance to
the efforts undertaken ~ith regard to th~ World Disarmament Campaign. However,
this year, like Past year, my delegation has abstained because of the provision in
operative paragraph 4 whereby the General Assembly 3s called on to express its
regret t hat moet of the States which have the largest military expenditures have
not so far made any financial contribution to the W»r 14 Disarmament Campaign.

I should like to point to the effort made by France with regard to information
on disarmament and the promotion of that cause, which 18 extremely important.

Fur thermore, we believe that the donation made by our country to the United Natione
Institute for Mearmament studies - nearly 91.2 million since the creation of that

Institute - constitutes a very important contribution t.o the Campaign, since that

"18 no doubt the most effective way of ensuring the dissemination of information on
disarmament and the consideration of matters related to disarmament.

The French delegation also abstained on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.14 because
we cannot. agree to 1 ta operative paragraph 6, which invites special ized agencies
and the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) to intensify their ac*ivities to

| disseminate information on the consequences of the arms race, especially the

nuclear-arms race. We believe it I8 neither advisable nor appropriate for the
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United Nations thus to invite the specialized agencies in to devote s« ‘e of thelr
energies to activities not witl a the!r spheres of competence, thus distracting
them from their real vooations, That would not serve our interests, nor the
purposes of those agencies, nor the purposes of disarmament in general.

Mr. KIBIDI Zaire) (interpcetat! n from French): My delegation would
like to take this opportunity to ® t&b that the Government of Zaire has announced
fts contribution to dincharge its obligation with regard to the World Disarmament
Campaign. Our Government has ocontr ibuted $500 as a voluntary contribution to this

Campaign,
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The CHAIRMAN: We have thue concluded our consideration of the draft
resolutions in cluster 5 except A/C.1/41/L.60 and L.68, which will be considered
and voted on at a later stage.

We shall now take up cluster 7, which includes the draft resolutiona in
documents A/C. 1/41/L.1% and L.21. Does any member wish to make a statement or to
comment on the draft resolutions in this cluster? 1t appears not.

| shall now call on delegations that wish to explain their votes on these
draft resolutions.

Mr. TEJA (India): My delegation will abstain on the draft resolutions
contained in documents A/C.1/41/L.15 and L.21. We believe that the only real and
credible guarantee for non-nuclear-weapon States, without any discrimination as
regards the use ok threat of uae of nuclear weapons, lies in the adoption of
meaningful nuclear disarmament measures and the complete elimination ¢f nuclear
weapons. Even if nuclear-weapon States do extend some form of security assurances
the non-nuclear States will not really be any more secure unless the nuclear-weapon
States provide a simultaneous comr’ tment to give up the doctrine of nuclear
deterrence and the nuclear weapons which go with it. So long as nuclear-weapon
States have nuclear weapons in thelr arsenals, and go long as their security
policies remain predicated on the possible use of nuclear weapons, such assurances
will have little use for the non-nuclear-weapon States.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action on the draft resolutions in
cluster 7, beginning with that in document A/C.1/41/L.15, entitled "Conclusion of
effective international agreements on the strengthening of the security of
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use ok threat of use of nv 'lear Weapons”.

That draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Bulgaria at the

30th meeting of the First Committee, on 3 November 1986. The sponsors are
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Afghanistan, Angola, Bulgaria, Byelcrussian SSR. Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Ethiopia, Mongolia, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Viet Nam. A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favours Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Camerooun, Central African Republic, Chad, Comoros,
Congo, C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guli.. «~Bissau, Guyana,
Hungary, Indonesia, Tran (Islamic Republic of), lIraq, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Lit *n Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta. Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo.
Trinidad and Tokago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, mited Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezu-:i&, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zalre, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Prance, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Argentina, Austria, Eahamas, Barbados, Brazil, Burma, Chile,
China, Colombia, Greece, India, Treland, Israel, Jamaica, Malawi,
Samoa, Sudan, Swaden Uruauay

Draft resolution A/C.1l/%1/1..15 was adopted by 91 votes to 10, with
19 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take action on the draft resolution
contained in document A/C.1/41/L.21, enti tled “Conclusion of eifective
international arrangements to assure ncn-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons".

That draft regolution was introduced by the reptesentative of Pakistan at the

36th meeting of the First Committee, on 6 November 1396. A recorded vote hae been

reques ted.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favours

‘Malneﬁz
Abstainiigs

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angusla, Australia, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Belgium, Benrn, Bol i vi a, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgarta, Burkina ¥aso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Soclalist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, C8te d'Ivoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland,
France, Gabon, German Remocratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Ireland, Israel, |taly, Jama::a, Japan, Jordan, Kanya, Kuwait,
Iao People’s Democrati’c Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriyr , Luxembourg, Madagascar , Malawi, alaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nelherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, kakiatarn, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Portuial, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Ewirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, Uni ted Republic of Tanzania, Urugquay,
Venezuela, viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zamb‘a, Zimbabwe

None

Argentina, Barbados, PBrazll, India, United States of America

Draft resolution 1A/2.15441AL.2) tvas adopted by n o n e ., w i t h

% abstentions._*

L Subsequently the delegation of Paraguay advised the Secretarlat that it had

intended to vote

in favour.
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The CHAIRMAN: T shall now call on thoss deleqgations wishing to explain
their votes after the vot ing on the draft resolutions listed in cluster 7.

Mr. THOMPSON-FLORES (Brazil) : My Government's views on the auestion nf

neqgative security assurances are well known to Member States, so I shall try to be
brief in restating them once again in connection with the draft resolutions we have
just acted upon.

It is cur feeling, which is shared with a Group of 21 of the Conference on
Disarmament, that the nuclear-weapon Powers have striven to legitimize ‘heir
exclusive possession of nuclear weapons through the reaffirmation of theories,
doctrines and perceptions that only serve their own interests, without taking due
account of the security needs of the international community at Larqge. As a result
of such attitudes, the nuclear-weapon Powers have engaged in an unbridled
proliferation of nuclear . maments, both vertical and geographical, which has
gravely endanqgered the security of all other nations. In the process all they have
offered those other nations is unilateral declarations of guarantees, which, with
one notable exception, are tantamount to virtually no reliable quarantees at all.

As long as this situation is allowed to prevail, no progress can he made in
the multilateral consideration of the matter. For that reason, my delegation has,
au in the past few years, ahstaied in the votee or draft resolutiono L.15 and
L.21, which do not, in our view, ndeuuately cef lect those concerns.

Mr. YAMADA (Japan): With respect to draft resolution L.15, we noted some
‘mprovement compared with the previous year's resolution 40/85, such a8 the
deletion of the references in the operative paragraphs which might have the effect
of prejudging the work of the Conference on Disarmament. However, there are still
references to specific modalities, and some of the preambular paraqraphe are
one-sided. On the whole, we Find draft resolution L.15 neither balanced nor

objective. Therefore we voted against it.
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(Mr. Yamada, .Japan)

Wth reqgard to draft resolution L.21, my delegation has reservations on
| operative paragraphs 2, 3 and 5, which refer to specific modalities of negative
security assurances, possibly prejudging the work of the Conferer ~e on
Disarmament, However, we note that this draft resolution does reflect the stage of
work at thka Conference on Disarmament, in particular by the reference to “a common
formula”. In the hope that the wrk in the Conference on Disarmament will be
continued in this direction, my delegation voted in favour of it.

Mr. CAMPORA (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The delegation of
Argentina ahstained in the votee on draft resolutions L.15 and L.21, concerniry the
conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States agairst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, because we doubt the
effectiveness of such arrangements. Rut we have no doubt as to the moral and
political ohligation of nuclear-weapon States vis-3A-vis those States that do not
poLBess nuclear weapons and have renounced the possession of ouch weapons in the
future.

In this respect, the nuclear-weapon States must uneauivocally and without any
pre-conditions state that they renounce the use or threat of use of such weapons
against non-nuclear-weapon States. To the extent that such rerunciation becomes a
concrete and unconditional guaraniee will this item acouire the meaning it has
totally lacked so far.

Mrvon BOHFMEN (New Zealand) ¢ New Zealand voted against draft
resolution L. 15. We did so because, despite some improvements In the text as
compared to last year's resolution, the draft remained muite unbalanced in its

approach to some important security auesations touched on in the resolution.
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The CHAIRMAN: We have thus concluded action on the drnft resolutions
listed in cluster 7.
The Committee will now take action on draft resolutions listed in clueter 8:
A/C.1/41/1..19, L.25 parts A and B, and L.59. Action on draft resolutions L.20 and
23 will he postponed to a later stage, perhaps this afternoon.

I shall now cull on those delegations wishing to mske statements o draft

resolutions listed in cluster 8.
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Mr. ZIPPORI { Israel) ¢+ At this stage, | merely wish to discuss for a
moment draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.25 B, “Nuclear capability of South Africa”, in
Particular its eleventh preambular psraqraph, where, contrary to fact, Israel has
been named and singled out from other countries. My delegution will request a
geparate vote on the two words “and Israel®™ in that paragraph when the time comes
to vote. Israel has no nuclear collaboraticn with South Africa, and we do not
think that this should be part of the draft resolution.

The CHAIRMAN: Since no dr:legation wishes to speak in explanation of
vote, the it Comrittee will now take decisions on the draft resolutions listed
in cluster 8, beginning with the cdraft resolution contained in document
A/C.1/41/L.19. The draft resolution is entitled "Establ shmeat of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone 1ir the region of the Middle East® snd was introduced by
the representative of Egypt at the 35th meeting of the First Committee, held on
6 November 1986. The sponsor of the dr»ft resolution in Egypt.

The sponsor has requested that the First Committee adopt the draft resolution
without a vote. If there is no objection, | shall take it that the committee

wishes to adopt the draft resolution.

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.19 was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn now to the draft resolutions contained in document
A/C.1/41/L.25, entitled “Implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization
of Africa”, which was introduced by the representative of Benin, on behalf of the
Croup of African States, at the 37t meeting of the First Committee, held on
10 November 19836.

We shall firs. take a decision on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.25 A, entitled

*Implementation of the necl iration". A recorded vote has heen requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Af'ghanistan, Albania, Algeria, An jola, Argentina, Australia,
Auwstr|a, Bahamas, Bahrain, Barbad.s, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Boli Via, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
#amo, Burmu, Barundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
(spmeroon, Canada, Central African Republi~, Chad, China, Comoros,
crngo, C8te A'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Ksmpuchea, Democratic Yemen, Dennark, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt,
¥ihiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Gernany,
"odleral Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, lIceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
{ tslamic Republic ws;, Iraqg, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar,

Malaysia , Maldives, Mali, Malts, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, Poiand, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, kwanda,
“amoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, %$udan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Ar~b Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Num, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: Chile, France, Israel, Lesotho, Malawi, United Kinydom of Great
Britain and Northern 1reland, United States of America

Dratt resolution A/C.1/41/L.25 A was adopted by 126 v.tes to none, with
7 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn now to draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.25 B, entitled
“Nuclear capability of South Africa”.
A separate vote has been requested on the deletion of the words "and Iscmel®™
in the eleventh preambular paragraph. A recorded vote has been requested.
I call first on the representative of Democratic¢ Yemen, who wishes to speak on
a point of order,
Mr. AL--ALFI (Democratic Yemen) ¢ | wish to request that the Secretary of
the Committee be asked to clarify precisely what it is we are about to vote on.

The CHAIRMAN: | cull upon the Secretary of th2 Committee.
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Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee) : If | understood you correctly,
Mr. Chairman, you stated that the voting was taking place on the two words "and
Iarael* in the eleventh preamhular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.25,
part B, which is entitled “Nuclear capability of Routh Africa”.

The CHAIRMAN: There are a number of point6 of order. | call firat on
the representative of Democratic Yemen.

Mi. AL-ALFI (Democratic Yemen) ¢t | am sorry to speak once again. | think
the auestion bhefore the Committee in simple. Those in favour of deleting the w.rds
should identify themselves; those who are againat deleting them should identify
themselves. There is a misunderstanding.

The CHAIRMAN: There ire scm more point6é of order, hut perhaps the
representative of Democratic Yemen aas spoken on behalf of the other delegation6
that have raised 6 point of order. That appear6 to be the cade. | should now like
to ask the representative of Israel to repeat hi6 reauest for a separate vote On
the eleventh preamhular paragraph of the draft resolution in document IL.25, part R,
line 2.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Israel): My reauest is that the word6 “and Israel” be
deleted From that line. Therefore | would think that 1€ one vote6 "yes", one is
voting to delete th« se words.

The CHAIRMAN: | think that, after the point of order raised hy the
repreeentative of! Democratic Yemen, and the additionzl explani.ion of the
repreeentative of Israel, it is auite clear what we are about to vote on.

Since we have had to spend some minutes on points of order, we should start
tie voting from the very beginning.

A recorded vote ha6 be2?n reauested on the eleventh preamhular paragraph of
draft resolution L.25, part B.

I call on the Secretary to conduct the voting.
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Mr. KHFRADI (Secretary of the Committee) ¢+ The voting wi 11 commence

afresh.

I should like to give a word of explanation regarding what wan said by the
representative of Democratic Yemen.

I think | correctly referred to the fact that the voting was proceeding on the
proposal made by the representative of Israel and as interpreted by you,
Mr. Chairman, and T think in your statement you correctly referred to the queetion
of deletion. So | did not think it necessary at that stage to repeat what you had
already placed on record.

The voting will now commence on the question of the deletion of the two words
*and Israel” in the eleventh preambular paragraph of A/C.1/41/L.25 B.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Malawi, Nether Lands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
samoa, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Zaire

Against: Afghanl stan , Albania, Alger ta, Angol a, Bahrain, Benin, Botswana
Brunei , Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Central Af (can Republic, China, Comoros,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republlic of), Irag, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republ ic, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian ‘oviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United

Republic of Tanzania, viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Abstaining: Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon,
Colomhla, CBte d'lvoire, Ecuador, Gabon, Greece, Guatemal.a,
Irelanl, Jamaica, Japan, Lesotho, Mexico, Nepal, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Spain, Togo, Uruguay, Venezuela

Deletion of the words “and Israel-wasejected by 76 votes to 23, with
26 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: We shull now take acti on on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.25 B as a Whol e.
A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favours Afghanistan, Al bania, Al geria, Angola, Argentina, Austria,
Bshamas, Bahrain, Bar badoa, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brasil, Brunei bDaruasalam, Bul garia, Burklna Faao, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon.
Central African Republic, Chad, china, Col onbia, Comoros, Congo,
CO8te 4'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprua, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Denocrati ¢ Yenen, Denmark, Djihouti, Ecuador, Egypt,
Kthiopia, Finland, Gabon, Gernan vemocratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Quinea, Quinea-Biaaau, Guyana, Hungary,

I cel and, India, I ndoneaia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireq,
Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwai t, Lao People's bemocratic
Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jnnahiriya, 1adagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mhlta, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mosamb e, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, N geria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, anama, Papua Now Guinea, Peru, Philippines,

Pol and, Qatar, rRomauia, Rwanda, Sanpa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Slerra Leone, Bingapore, Sonalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Ropuhlic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraini an Soviet Socialist
Repubiic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republica, United Arab
Bmirates, United Republic of ‘Tanzania, iruguay, Venezuel a,

viet Naa, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zanbi a, ZzZimbabwe

Ageinst; France, Israel, United Kingdom of Geat Britain and Northern
Ireland, United State8 of Aneri ca

Abst ning: Australia, Bel gium Canada, Chile, Germany, Federal Republ ic of,
Italy, Japan, Lesotho, Luxemhourg, Net herl anda, New Zeal and,
Por t ugal

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/1L.25 B, as a whole, was sdopted by 117 votes to 4,
with 12 ®  batwdonr.
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The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take a decision on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.59, entitled "Implementation of General Aasembly resolution 40/79
concerning the signature and rati€ication of Additional Protocol | of the Treaty
for the Prohihition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco)"”.
This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Mexico at the
35th meeting of the First Committee, on 6 November 1986. The eponsore sre: the
Bahamas, Bolivia, Colombia, Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic, Bcuador,
Fl1 Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay,
Suriname, Trinidad and Tohago, Uruguay and Venezuela.

A recorded vote has been reoueated.
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A recorded vote was taken.
In _favour: Afghanistan, Alqger ia, Angola, Australia, Austr ia, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Barbados, Belgiun, R%enin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,

Burundi , Byelot ussian Soviet Sccial ist Republic, Cameroon.
Canada, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia. Democra tic Kampuchea, Democra tic Yemen, Denmark ,
Ecuador, Fgypt, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German DPemocratic
F&public, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Iltaly, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Z%ealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Pol»ad, Por tugal, Qatar,
Romania; Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern lIreland, United Republic of
Tanzan ta, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslaia, Za ire, Zanb ila, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Absta in ing: Argentina, Central African Republic, C&e d'Ivoire, Cuba, France,
Guyana, Mali

Draft_resolution A/C,1/41/1L.59 was adopted by 126 votes to none, with
7 absten ions.

The CHAIRMAN: 1 ghall now call on those delegations wishing to explain
their votes after the voting on draft resolutions in cluster 5.

Mr. MLINJA (Albania): The Albanian dele .tion voted in favour of draft
resolution A/C. /4 I/L. 25. This stand is in keeping with the policy of my
Government in support of the just cause of the African , ‘oples. However, we shoul 1
like to stress - and this must be put on record - that our support for this draft
resolution does not affect at all our well-known and principled attitude on the

establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones.



MLG/haf A/C.1/41/PV. 39
a7

Russ tan) : The 3oviet tnion has tirelesasly given its support. co the African States
attempting to set up a nuclear-free zone on their continent. Wwe firmly condemn any
attempt undertaken by the racist rédgime of Pretoria to acquire nuclear weapons, and
we share the indignation inspired by the acts of certain Western States and Israel
and attempts made by transnaticnal corporations that contribute to the nuclear
preparations of South Africa.

Because of these considerations of principle, the Soviet Union has supported
the draft resolution contained in document A/C. /4 I/L. 25 A.

With regard to the wording of operative paragraph 1 of this draft, the
delegation of the Soviet Union wishes to 8 . “e that the creation of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone on the African continent must meet the recognized
principles of in terna tional law, in particular the principle of the free navigation
on the high seas.

Those conaiderations'explain our support of draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L. 25 A
and B.

Mr. THOMPSON-FIORES (Brazil) : | should like to state my delegation's

position on the various proposals presented under cluster 5.

Brazil has joined the consensus on draft r¢ solution A/C. 1/41/L. 19 concer ning
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East, and auppor ted
draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L. 25 A and B, respectively on the Declaration on the

Denuclear ization of Africa and the question of the nuclear capability of South

Africa.
The last two have a special interest in the context of the initiative on the
zone of peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic, wi th which they are fully

compatible and which they complement.
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(Mr. Thompao-I'Lores, Brazil)

Reqarding operative paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.19, it is our
opinion, as repeatedly stated in the paat, that the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones should not in any way be related to adherence to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty, a discriminatory and unbalanced ins¢rument that has
allowed the omly existing modality of proliferaclon of nuclear weapons, that is,
the one being carried out by nuclear-weapon Powers, to proceed Unchecked. We again
cast a positive vote on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.%® on the signature and
ratification of Protoool | to the Treaty of Tlateloloco, an instrument we ‘rave
signed and ratified and shall continue firmly to support.

Mr. PATOKALLI) (Finland): | wiah w explain the vo‘es of Denmar k,
Iceland, Norway, Sweden and my own coun try on the two draft resolutions contained
in document A/C.1/41/L.25 A and B, on the implementation of the Declaration on the
Denuclearization of Africa.

Our countr ies ' strong condemnation of apar theid in all its forms and
manifestations has been voiced on many occasions. That condemation is based on
the traditional Nordlc concepts of justice, freedom and democracy and our beliet in
the equality and dignity of every human being. Apartheid is a fundamental
violation of those values,

The position of the Nordic Governments has again been recently demonstrated in
the economic and other measures against South Africa taken by all Nordic
Governments further to restrict co-operation with South Africa in order to increase
the international pressure on the South African Government. T‘he Nordic countries
al so share the concern voiced in those draft resolutiona that South Africa might
aocjuire nuclear weapons. Such a develooment would be a major setback to
international non-proliferation efforts aud would add to the already grave threat

to international peace and securlty caused ny the policy of _apartheid.
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(Mr. Patokallio, Fi nl and)

For that reason, our del ega tioms voted in favour of the two draft
resolutions. However, in 80 doinj, we must voioce reservations awed by e ic
formulations used in both.

First, because of the strict adherence of the Nordic countries to the
provisions of t he Charter, we must generally reserve our position with regqard to
formulations t hat fail to take into account the proper division 0f competence
between the Security Council andthe General Assembly .

Secondly, the Nordic countries deplore, and voted agai nst, the inappropriate
and selective mentioning of i ndi vi dual countries or groups of countries, @ |nc% this
makesit nore difficult to reach international consensus in dealing with the

question of South Afri ca.
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(Mr. Patgkallio, Finland)

Third, since the General Assembly is composed of delegations representing
Membher States, it should address itself to Governments rather than to private
citizens and enterprises.

Those are the considerations on which most of our reservations are hased. As
regards specific paragraphs, | ahould also like to add that we have reservations as
regards operative paragraph 7 in resolution A, "Imp.ementation of the Declaration’.

MrTEJA (India): The delegation of India has, as with similar
resolutions in past years, extended its support to draft resolution L.19 on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East.
However, we should like to put on record that our support for that draft resolution
is without prejudice to our position on the inadeauacy of partial measures,
particularly in the field of nuclear disarmament, and our position on the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the application of the so-called
full-scope safeguards.

Mr. CAMPORA (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) : The Argentine
delegation supported draft resolution L.1. on the eatablishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle Fa it. We also supported draft
resolution L.25 A on the implementation of the Declaration on the denuclearization
of Africa. That support i8 in keeping with the position of Argentins, in favour of
the complete elimination of nuclear weapons in general and the geographical
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons in particular.

It is the belief of the Argentine delegation that nuclear-weapon States must
show scrupulous respect for the wishes of those countries and regions that have
decided to declare their territories free of nuclear weapons.

With regard to the aforementioned draft resolutions we must recall that

Argentina has well-known reservations with regard to the Non-Proliferation Treaty
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(Mr. Campmagentina)

and the safequards rdgime of the International Atomic Energy Agency, aspects which

were referrad to in the aforementioned draft resolutions,

Mr. de la BAUME (France) (interpretation from French): The French

delegation regretted having to abstain in the vote on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.25 A and to vote against draft rwolution L.25 B.

The French Government agrees entirely with the fundamental objectives of those
two resolutions, the denuclearization of Africa and the prevention of the
aoquisition by South Africa of nuclear capability for military purposes.

Fur thermore, the French Government shares the concerns of the African States as to
the ~ of force and destabilization measures taken by South Africa against
countries in the region.

My country supports the principle that all StateO must refrain from any action
that might lead to the proliferation of nuclear weapons. We also feel that South
African must suwmit all its nuclear facilities to the control of the International
Atomic Energy Agency.

On all those points tbe French Government agrees fully with the sponsors of
the draft resolutions mentioned. But,at the same time, we attach great importance
to the distinction that must be made between the peaceful uses of nuclear energy
and its use for military purposes. We do not believe that this distinction has
besn made sufficiently clear in draft resolution A/C.1/41/L. 25 A. Purther , we feel
that the expression of views on th6 possession and development of the nuclear
capability of South Africa goes beyond what we would have thought to be useful,
With regard to A/C.1/41/L.25 B, the indispensable distinction between military
applications and civilian uses i8 not reflected at all. Hence, in viw of the
importance we attach to that distinction, we were canpalled, as with similar draft.

resolutions i n previous yeare, to vote against draft resolution L.25 B.
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(Mr. d« la ARaume, France)

France abstalned in the vote on draft resclution A/C.1/41/L.59 on the
ratification of Additional Protocol I of tha Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) .

We cannot aqree ihat France should he called into auest}’on whereas certain
countries in the actual zone of application of the Treaty have not sianed or
ratified it, nor have they had recourse to the clause that idmita the entry into
force of the Treaty to them even beforve all countries of the region have becowme
parties to the Treaty.

The French Government will in due course take an appropriate decision with
regard to the ratificaticn of Additional Protocol I in light of the ttate of the
ratification of the Treaty itself.

Mr. GARTHELEMY (United States of America) ¢ The United Staten delegation

was nleaeed to have joined in the consensus adoption of draft reeolution L.19,
concerning the eetahliahment of a nuclear-weapor-trzee zone in the Middle Fast. |t
contains a preambular paragraph that emphasizes the need for appropr late measures
on the auestion of. the prohibition of military ottacke on nuclear facilities.

As8 regards the general cuestion of the prohibition of military attacks on
nuclear facilities, which arises in a number of draft resol 'tions addressed by this
bo 7, including this one, | ehould like to take this occasion to note that the
nuclear facilities of natione at peace are protected by the provisions »f the
united Fations Charter concerning the use Of force and that, when nations are
engaged tn active hoatilities, long-standing laws and customs of war prohibit
attacks againat facilitles that are not legitimawc military objectives, as well as
attacks which would cause dispruportionate civilian casualt ies. In our view,

states should comply with existing international obligations.
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(Mr. Bart _helemy, United States)

A« m, .elegation indicated on 10 Noveamber in its explanation of vote following
che adowrion of resolution A/C.1/41/1..7 on radiological weapons, we cont inue to
believe that the question or additional legal protection against attacks on nuclear
facilities should he considered neparately From the auearion of a ban on
radiological wwapons.

Mr. ROAE (Australia) : Australia abstained in the vote on draft
resolution L.25 B on the nuclear capability of South Africa. Our decision to
hatain was determined by aeveral aspects of the draft resolution with which we
could not agree. Foremost among them was a reference in the eleventh preambular
parayraph tc ‘certain Western Statee and Is. 21",

That singling out of States by name should not, in cur view, be acceptable

practice in a draft resolution such as this and is unhelpful.
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(Mr. Rowe, Australia)

In the seventh preambular paragraph, the sponsors of the draft resolution made
reference to South Rfr ica' s nuclear-weapon capnbil ity. We have heard many such
ursubstantiated assertions in the past. My delegation does not, thersfore, reqard
that reference as being at all helpful to the Committee’s consideration of thie
important item.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Imrael) : Tarael is once more pleased to be able to join the
consensud on the draft re alution adopted under agenda item 49, draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.19. This in, an in the past, subject to the position of the Government
of Israel, camnunicated by the Permanent Representative of Isrsel to the
Secretary-General on 13 June 1985 and published in document A/40/383 and
incorporated by the Secretary-General into his report (R/40/442), as well a8 in the
letter of the Permanent Repreeentative of Israel dated 6 May 1906, incorporated
into this year's report of the Secretary-General (h/41/465).

* feel it important to stress cnce again the position consistently taken by my
delegation, that the establishment of a nucleir-weapon-free zone® in the Middle Fast
can take place only through direct an) free negotiations among the soverelgn States
of the region. Thrt poaition ia in accordance with the practice thnt has been
followed in other parts of the world - Latin America and the South Pacific. That
position is also in conformity with the recommendations of the Independent
Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues, also known am the Palme Commission,
found in document A/CN.10/38 of 8 April 1983.

Mr. NUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (inte pretation from Spanish) : My delegat ion

wishes to explain its abstention in the vote on draft resolution A/t. /41/L.59,
just adopted by the First Committee. Cuba shares the view reflected in t-he Final
bocument of the first special session of the General Assemhly devoted to

disarmament that the :stablisbment of nuclear-weapon-free *rmes on the basis of
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(Mr. Nufiez Musauera, Cuba)

ayreemente freely ente.ec into by the States of .he regiont in auestion is a very
important disarmament measure., My country considers that the Government of Mexico
made a praiseworthy regional contribution hy propoaing the Treaty of Tlatelolco

An members know, Cuba does not possess nuclear weapons and is not about to
develop them. Rut Cuha cannot renounce its right to defend its soverelqnty,
independence and territorial integrity with weapons it deems necessary, so long AR
a part of its territory, Guantanamo, continues to be illegally occupied by a United
Staten military baae imposed upon Cuba, and RO long as the only nuclear Powar in
our hemisphere maintains a hostile and aqgreasive attitude against our country in
all spheres. That bhostility is reflected, _inter alla, in the maintenance for the
past auartar century of a criminal economic blockade againsat Cuba, in menacing
military manoeuvres and in spy flighta over our territory.

So lonqg as that rituatinn persists, my country's position cannot ke one of
meek acceptance or voluntary renunciation. We therefore had to abstain in the vote
on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.59.

Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) : | should like to explain why the United
Kingdom delegation wan unable to aupport draft resolutions A/C.1/41/1.25 A and
L.25 B, juat adopted hy the Committee. The United Kingdom fully supports the
Governments of the independent Statea of southern Africa in their efforts to
gquarantee and safequard their territorial inteqrity and national sovereignty.
While we note that South Africa has announced 1ts intention to abide by the spirit
of the Non-Prol iferation Treaty, we believe that South Africa should accede to that
Treaty at the e ‘'iest opportunity so as to reassure its neighbours and the world
about 1 ts nuclear programme. We also believe that South Africa should place its

nuclear facilitiea under the safeguards of the International Atomic Fnerqy Agency.
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(Mr. Edis, United Kingdom)

As we have stated on previous occasions, the United Kingdom does not
collaborate in any way with South Africa in tha detelopment of {ita civil nuclear
power pxogramme, still leas in the development of a nuclear-weapon capability.
Indeed, we have joined the . : her member States of the European Community in a
prohibition of all new collaboration with South Africa in the nuclear sector.

None the less, all States have the ight to apply and develop programmee for
the peaceful uses of nuclear enerqy, a right that is internationaliy recognized and
set out in a number of internat’onal instruments.

We also note that these draft resolutions contain judgemente that are either
insufficiently substantiated or are more properly mattei s for Lhe Security Council.

Mr. NASHASHIBI (Jordan): Jordan voted in favour of draft resslutions

A/C.1/41/L_19, L.25 A and L.25 B to express its rejection of the introduction of
nuclear weapons in the Middle Eaet and the African continent, which would create
danger and add further complications in an already dangerous and complex
® jtuation. Israel's collaboration with the régime of South Africa was referred to
by many participants in the international seminar on the United Nations arms
wbargo against South Africa, held at London From 28 to 30 May 1986, and in the
World Conference on Sanctions against Racist South Africa. In a paper submitted to
the World Conference (R/CONF.137/WP.2) it was stated that & further potentially
vary dangeroua conduit for South Africa is lsrael, because of its intimate
co-operation in the nuclear and military fields and hecaune it can he used In the
reverse direction to funnel South African exporta Into the European Community.

In a paper submi*ted to the seminar on the arms emharqo, Signe Landgren of the

3tockholm International Peace Research Institute stated that.
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“Israel is, of course, the closest contact for South Africa in the Middle
East. South Africa has supplied larqe amounts Of hardware, and also military
voluntaet 8, during Israel 's v ars with 1ts Arab neighbours after 1948. In
1967, for exanpl e, South Af rica was the chief wpplier of spare parts for the
Mirage fighters of the Israell air force. It seems reasonable to assume that
technological co-operation in mil itary ¢« ese rrch and development has taken the
place of direct arms exports since the Israeli arms industry is more advanced
than that of South Africa.

“In 1982, one Marais of ARMSCOR confirmed in an interview that Israel

played a role as intermediary for South African arms exports.”

Mr.__AL-HINAI (Oman) (interpretation from Arabic) : My del egation was
gratified at the adopticn by consensus of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.19 on the
establishment of a ruclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle Rast. My
country hopes that all .the States of the region will view this matter in terms of
the need for stability and just peace in the region and for the solution of all the
reglon's prohleme. That would bring us closer to true international peace and

security.

My country hopes also that certain parties will refrain from engaging in a

nuclear-arms I ace.
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The CHA1 RMAN: The Committee has thus completed its action on the draft
resolutions listed i n cluster 8,apart from those contained in documents
A/C. 1/41/1..2¢ and 1..23,

An I stated yesterday, it is my intention to take up this afternoon the draft
resolutions in cluster 9 and those from cluatera 4, 5 and 8 action on which had
heen postponed, to wit, draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.39 from cluster 4, L.60 from
cluster 5 and, 1 hope, L.23 from cluster 8, all bearing in mind the matter of

flexibility T have mentioned in earlier statements.

The meeting rose at 12.25 p.m.




