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The meetinq was called to order at LO.25 a.m.- -  ..__ I__-  .-.-___ .-

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144

CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION WON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS

(continued-)

ON DISARMAMENT [TI’J’W

The CHAIRVAN- - This morning the Committee will begin by taking decisions

on draft resolutions 1iBted  under cluster 5 of the informal paper dlstributec!  to

the Committee - draft resolution8 A/C.l/Ql/L.lI,  L-16, L.lfl, L-32, L.60 and L.68.

Before we proceed to take action on theme  drnft  resolutions, I shall FirRt

call on any delegation wiehing  to introduce draft reeolutiorrs.

Since n o  del.egation  wlahss to do 80 at this etage,  I shall  call  on

repreeentativee to make statements or comment8  on the draft reoolutionn in

cluster 5 or to explain their votes before the vOtin9.

First I call on the Secretary of! the Committee.

r . KHERADL  (Secretary of the Committee):Mr I should 11 ke to inform the

Committee that the following delegations have become apcnaore  of the following

d r a f t  reeolut~onsr A/C.1/41/L.18: Romaniaj L. 221 the German Democratic

Rep&l ic 8 L.601 Burkina Pasop and L.33~ Czechoslovakia and Hungary.
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Mr, KDiS (United Kingdom) I On behalf of the 12 State8  members of the-.-

European Community, I wish to make an explanation of vote on draft resolution L-1.6,

on the World Disarmament Campaign.

The 1.2 cannot support this draft resolution, operative paragraph 7 of which,

as in the cnae of its predecessors, talks of all Member States being invited to

ensure a flow of ‘accurate information” and *to avoid diseamlnation  of false and

tendentioun information”. In our view, this ir a blatant cal l  for censorship nnci

should be unacceptable to all Member States that share tht democratic t. 1ittor,  .,f

a deep-rooted balief in the right to freedom of speech. Zbe 12 cannot support r he

suppreesion of freedom of epeech and ideas for which this d-aft resolution

apparently c**lls.

We also view with concern the idea or the involvement of children for

political purpoeee, no matter how worth while those purposes muy be-

Mr. trAYART  (Mongolia) (interpretation from French) I Before the Committee- -__

begins to vote on draft resolution L-14, I should lika to announce r.hat Mozambique

has Joined  its sponsors.

The CHAIRMANa The Committee will now take action on dratt resolutions

listed in  c luster  5. F i rs t , I ehould  like to inform  members that, because of

ongoing consultationn,  we ahall postpone action on draft resolutions A/C.I/I~/L.CO

and L.68.

We shall beq(n the votinq with draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.14,  entitled

“Review of the impl.ementation  of the recommendations and decieions adopted by the

General Assembly at it.5 tenth apectal seesion: Disarmament Week”. It wan

introduced by the repreeentative  of Mongolia at the 28th meetfng  of the Firt:t

<~OllUIli  ttee on 31 OcIobcr 1986. The sponsoie  a re : trfqhanietan,  Angola, Rulgar La,
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i’l’hs  Chairman)-

the Byelorueeian  SSR, Cuba, Cxecho*lovakia, the German Democratic Republic, the IA(~
People’s Democratic Republic, Wongolia,  Woxanbi~(ue,  the IJkralnian  SSR and
Viet Nam. A recorded vote hr8 been requemted.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favours Afghani8tan,  Argentina, Bahamaa,  Bahrain, Barbados, Bhutan,
Botewana,  Braxil,  Brunei  DaruaeaIam,  Bu lgar ia ,  r Irkina Faso ,
BUKlM, Burundi, Ba*oloru*aian  Soviet Socisllet r.epublic,  Cameroon,
Chad, Chile, China, Col.mabia,  Congo, C&e d*Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus,
Cxechorlovakia,  Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Finland, Gabon, German Democratic  Republic, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bismau,  Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of),  I r a q , Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic
Republic, ‘Lebanon, Lesotho,  Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar,  Walaymia,  Maldives, Malta, Wexico,  Mongolia, Morocco,
Mosambique,  Nepal, Niaaragua,  Niger,  Nigeria,  Pakietan,  Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, .Saialpos,  Senegal, SaMliar  Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Syrian Arab Republia,  Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia.
Wanda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist  Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republic8,  United Arab Wlirates,  United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Veneauela,  Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
?allbabwe

Againat a tmi ted Staten  of America

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

Draft resolution A/<“.1/41/L.l4  wan adopted by 89 votes to L, with-_ - - -
22 abstentions.*

me CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action on draft resolution

A/C.l/Ql/L.l.G,  e n t i t l e d “Review and implementation of the concluding document of

the twed fth special session  of the General Maemblyt World Disarmamant Campaign”,

and eubtitled  “World:  Diearmement Campaigna action8 and activities”. It was

*Subsequently the delegatiwre  of Angola, Bolivia, Central African Republic,
Djibouti , Guyana, Malawi, M&i,  Si.erra Leone, Yemen and Zaire advised the
Secretar!at  that they had intended to vote in favour.
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(The Chai man)

introduced by the representative of Bulgaria at the 30th seeting  of the Piret

Committee on 3 November 1986. The sponeora  ure: Bulgaria, the Byelorueeian  SSR,

the German Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Romenia, the Ukrcitnian  ESR and Wet Nam.

A recorded vote has been requested.

I
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A recorded vote was taken.---_---_-__---l---..

Pn favours._I- Afghanistan, ‘ger ta, Angola, Arqentina, Auotral.ia,  Bahrai.n,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Daru88alam, Bulqnria,  Burkina
Faso, Burundi , Byelorurreian  Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Chad, Congo, C8te d’rvoire,  Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Fcuador,  Fgypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Repub1i.c  of ) ,  Iraq, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,  Monqolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Niqeria,  Pakistan,
Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, JUmania, Samoa,
Senegal, Sri Lanka, Syrian Arab Republic, Thatland,  Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,  IJnion of Soviet
Socialist Republica, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Y119oelovi.~,  Zambia, Zimbabwe

sainst a France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Dnit.ed  States of America

Abstaininqt  Austria, Bahamas, Barbados, Belgium, Brazil, Burma, Canada,
Chile, Chin?, Colombia, Denmark, Fi;rl.and, Cirmany,  Federal
Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel,  Italy,  .Japan,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Oman, Papua New
Guinea, Portugal, Rwanda, Singapore, Ppai:r,  Sudan, Suriname,
Sweden, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uruguay

Draft resolution~8’.1/41/L.16  was adopted by 80 votes to 3, with
35 abstentions.*- -

The CHAIRMANX The Committee will now take action on the draft resolution

i n  docum0r.t  A/C.l/4l/L.18,  ent i t l ed “Review and implementation of the concluding

document of the twelfth npeciai session of tha General Assemblyr Wor Ld Disarmament

Campaign”. It was introduced by the representative of Mexico at the ‘7th meeting

of the First Committee on 10 November 19Hh and has the fo).iowinq  sponsors:

Bangladesh, Egypt, Indonesia, Mexico, Pakistaa,  Peru, Romania, Sri I.anka, Sweden,

Venezuela and vugoslavia. A recorded vote hau heen requested.

l Subsequently the delegations of BoLivia, Central African Bepublic,  Djlhouti,
Guyana, Malawi, Mali, Sierra Leone, Yemen and Zaire advised the Secret.ariat  thdt
they had intended to vote in favour.
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A recorded vote was taken.- - - - - - -

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria,  Angola,  Argentina, Australia,  Austria,
Rahamae, Bahrain, Barbados, Bellin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei  Darussalam,  Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Cdte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cypruu,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
EcuadorI  Egypt, Ethiopia, Finlarld,  Gabon, German Jemocratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary,
Iceland, I n d i a ,  Indonesia, Irdn (Islamic Republic of ) ,  Iraq,
Ireland, Israel,  Italy, 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,  Panalna,  Pcpua New Ga.Lnea,  Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar p Romania, Rwanda, Samra, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Larka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, 'IUgo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainran
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab pmirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againatr None

Ab8taininat  Belgium, France, Germany, Federal  nepublic  of,  Luxe bourg,-
Netherlands, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Draft renolution A/C.l/Il/L.lfI was adopted by 114 votes to none, with
9 abe::entions.*

The CHAIRMAN: The next draft resolution is contained in document

A/C. 1/41/L. 32, enti’led “Review and ilhlpiementation  of the concluding document of

the twelfth special session of the General Assembl  I United Nations Regional

Centre for Peace and Diearmament 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 1986. The sponsors have

*Subseguently  the delegations of &Tldvia,  Central  African Republic,  Djibouti ,
Guyana,  Sierra  Leone, Yemen and Zaire advised the Secretariat that they had
intended to vote in favour.
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(The Chat rman)

requested that this draft resolution be adopted ftthout  a vote. If I hear no

ohjectton, I shall take it that the Committee wishes to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.32  was adopted.

The CHAIRMANI I 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.

MC. FISCHER (Federal Republic of Germany):- - The delegation of the Federal

Republic of Germany wishes to explain its votes on draft resoLutione  A/C.1/41/L.14

and L.18. Allow me to refer to those drafts in reverse order.

Aa regalda dra f t  reeo lut ion  L.18, on the World Disarmament Campaign, my

delegation, ae in previous yeore,  has abstainea  in the vote. Again we have done ‘0

with great reluctance, since from the outset we have supported the World

Disarmament Campaign conducted as agreed upon by coneensue  at the second epecial

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, ita activities have indeed been carr?.ed  out on a

global and balanced basis. I 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 aa well ae 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 Diflarmament  Affairs af the Secretariat.

With all this in mind, we regret  even more thai: the present text faf.19 to

confirm two principles upon which the World Disarmament Campaign rester vol.untary

participation and universality. We had wished that the sponsors of this text would

take into coneiderat  ion our concerns, which we have repeatedly expressed, and would



(Mr. F i s c h e r ,  Vederal.  Mflblic ,>I: Cirnmny)

pef~ent  a draft resolution capable of enlisting maximum nuPport. The WCNld

Disarmament Campaign indeed deserves euch support.

WI* therefore call upon the eponscrs of thie draft to take into account our

1 f the sponsors decide to

11 be able to join in a

reservationa  tc the present text so that next year,

propase a similar draft resolution then, we shall  a

consensue  on a draft resolut.lon  that dea;a with theworthy and c~,nmendaLle goals of

the wcx1.d  DiearnUment  Campaign.

A/C. .I/4 l/PV.  59
14- 15

Secondly,  the delegation cjf the &decal  Republic of Germany has once again

abstained in the vote on the draft resolution on Disarmament Week, this year

contiined in dormant A/C. 1/4l/L.  14. Again we should like to stats  that we have

abta ined wi th reluctance , since we support the thrust ob Disarmament week. w

cannot, however, accept the call on epeciaPized  agencies or on the International

Atomic Energy Agencv  to dieeeminate  information about xmttere outeide  their scope

o f  ac t iv i t i es . T h o s e  urganizations  h a v e  t h e i r  ayn statute8  at-4 : zU 1;-4eec  ar:

obligation towards their metier  State8 to adhere rigaously to the terms of those

l3tatutes.

Mr . YAMADA  (Japan) : I should like to explain the votes oE my delegation,

firet with respect to the draft resolution on Disarmament Week in document

A/C.1/4l,/L.14.

Japan dttaches great importance to the purpose to be served by Disarmament

W-k, and consistently has given its support to Disarmament Week resolutions in the

past . Irver since that week *a inauguration in 1978, Japan has also taken an active

pact in observance of that important occasion every year. Wlen  we auppor ted

resolutvan  40/152 E, on Disarmament  Week, last year, my delegation pointed out its

concern &out some of the formulatione  in the said resolution and cautioned that i F

the trend to deviate from consensus language were to continue, Japan would be

forced to ret Ieider  its pcsf tion in the future.

--
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Mr. Yamode,  Japan)-

With due respect to the delegation of Maqolia,  rk.icb takea valuable

initiatives on Disarmanrsnt Week remolutiars every yaar , and with which we have

worked clcecly, my delegaticlr finds it unfortunate chat thie year’s draft

reeoluticm  on Diaarmanrsnt Week in docurmnt A/C.l/Il/L.14  repeesenta  in our view

further deviatiaP  from that of 1-t year. P a  oxmple, the new lsnguage  ir. the

e :cond and fourth preanbular  paragraphs is indeed mirrluding. Under these

CiCCUrmt4nCW, my deiegation wae cormtrainod  to abstain.

My delegation wishcaa  at the mama  time to stress that there is no change in

Japan’6 support for the aim of Disarmament Weok and that it will ccntinue  to

implement it in 4 positive ntlnner. Japn atrargl y hopes that a draft reaoluti(b:.

more 1.n line with the original aim of Disumamart  Week ad cne that may attain the

wfheet poeeible  support will be presented at next year ‘8 aemsicn  of the General

With respect to the dr -* reeolution  on the mrld  Dtsumanrnt  Campaign in

document  A/C.l/41JL.16,  my delegntim  wirhea  to make it clear  that our abetention

ehould not be conetrued aa in any way implying that Japan does not appreciate the

inportance ot the Wald Disarmmat  Cmpicp. Tho Govunment  of Japan recognizert

the eignifica~~ce  of the Campaim  and wil l  oontinue to do so. The draft resolution

in document A/C. l/4 l/L. 16, in the view of my delegatiosl,  aeta cut arbitrarily

priority issue4 in disarmament. I t s  overa l l  tone  ie b iased  Md eubjective.  We

therefore abstainnd o n  i t .

My delegation joined in the coneemua adoption of the draft resolution  on C&e

mited  Wattions Regional Centre for Peacm ad Disarmament in Africa in &CUment

A/(3.1/41/L,.  32. We did 80 on the undbretanding  that theme Centres  are financed by

existinq  reaourcee an 1 voluntary contributions, asd thus will not place an extra

burden on the mitnd Waticne  budget.



HI.G/bo n/c. l/41/1  ‘. 39
17

Mr . van SCHATK  (Nether lands): My deLeqation abetained  on draft- - _ _

resolutial  \/C.L/41/L.18, on the World Disarmament C,ampaign. We agree with the

objective of the Campa iqn, the widest possible dissemination of information and

~mimp3ed  access for all sectors of the public to a broad range of informatic n and

oyiniane  on question6 of arms limitation and disarmament. The Campa ign has been

lsmd\ed because the Lhited Nations considerrc  disarmament too important a question

to leave itf~ fate exclueively  in the hand8 of policy maker8 and consequent.Ly  has

decided that in thib fieLd public opinion should  play a poeitive  role. Hence the

recoglized  objective of the V&X ld Disarmament Campaign o II& il iz ing public opinion

on behalf of diearmammt..

We should like to seize thie opportunity once again to etress  our commitment

to the freedom of the people of the Wether lmd.c; to speak oclt freely in public about

our own Governamnt’s  poLicy on peace, security and disarmament, and to disseminate

the views thus expreaeed individually or in an organised  form, tihether  they euppoct

those policiee or not.

To the Wetherlande, the objective of the Y*>rld  Diearmament  Campaign is not

merely a theoretical concept but has been imp.Lamated  an a matter of tradition.

However, activitier,  in *he World Disarmament Canpsign  tend sometime8 to lead

one-sidedly to the mcbilization  of public opinion in a ,certain direction. In  fact ,

in the World Disarmanrent Cangaign  emphasis should rather be placed on the

availabil+ty  and accestiibiLity  of mited Wtiona material on disarmament, for which

no addition:.1  funbi  and/or ubluntaey  contributions  seem to be necessary.

My country  ia at this moment not prepared to contribute financially to thfS

vehicle fey the dissemination of information to the public. The reason is that in

fnct  we have doubts on the effectiveness of the campi.gn.
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(Mr. Van Schaik,  Nether landa;- - -

We also wiuh to recall that yearly celebrations are being held on the occaeion

of International Peace Day, this par on 15 Bepteaaber, and Disarmanmnt week, ?4 ta

31 October, an which the  Cosmtfttee  haJ jut  voted .

For these reasure my delegation abstained on draft resolution A/C.1/41&,.18,

aa well  as on the other draft resolution (3n  the wculd Maarmament  Cmnpaiqn,

A/C.l/IlJL.16,  which contains still more elesmnts  running counter to the ideas I

have just expessed  and on tiich  the Ihited  Kingdom deleqaticm  has spoken an behalf

of the twelve membm countries of the IUrvan &onomic  Coranunity.

Mr. KEISAIO (Pinland) : Finlmd  voted in favour of draft resolution

A/C.l/Il,/L.  14 on Disarmamaot  Waek. W felt it appropriate to do so, taking into

account the nain intention of the draft resolution, that is,  to m&ilize poblic

Support  for disarmamnt  issues through the holding of Disarmalmnt  Week annually.

Some delegations msy have had difficulties with the mention of a

“coI&?rehensive  system of international peace and security* in the preatile of the

dra f t  resolution. Finland fully agreeu that the world needs a syo tern of

international peace and sear ity. The Ulitad  Nations in fact is such a system in

’ p r i n c i p l e . It is d&at&le, however, how well this system of ours wacka  in

Practice, but slnos  we have on our agsnda a separate  itam,  item 141, dealing with

the proposal to create “a comprcrhensive  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 .  RWE (Aus t ra l i a ) : The draft resolution  in document A/C.L/4l/L.16  on

the World Disarmament Cmnpaign, sponsored by, amcng  others,  Bulgaria, received my

delegation’s support. That support EelaCed  to those aepecta of the draft

resolution which bear directly up the World Disarmament  Czanp,sign,  a programme
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(Mr.  Rowe, kletralia)- -

that. Awtral.ia has consistently supported through four successive pledging

conferences with slS1stantial  OonvoK  tib1.e currency oontr ibutic  18.

There are, however, eleaults  of this draft resolutirr?  to uhi&  my delegation

take8 exwpiic*r  . ft lo quite clear that this draft cesolution  is being

increaa inql!!  uaad to pro jact the pcopgmds intention0 of a certain qroup of Msnber

States  o f  *hkd 3rqanizatiar. This trend is to be regretted, I  refer in particular

to operative paragraph 4 of tha draft rrolutiar, in which a cormiderable  arwlunt of

dubioue  material extraneous to the coneidaraticm  of the Wrld  DiearmauwIt  Cam(?aign

hae been Lncluded The call in paragraph 4 for the f3oviet  Vision md tbe mited

States  to inform the Secretary-anera1  annuaLLy  of actions ea& has takm in

certain specif ied f ields haa little or nothing to do with the World DisaKMnOnt

Campei in.

The same operative paragraph contains a call for the prohibiticxl  of all

nuclear-weapon tests. The position of the Australian C~eriuanrat  On this mztter is

very well knuwn. We wish to see tha conclusim  of a comprehensive nuclear test ban

that incorpocatee  a pcobibition  of al l  nuclear test explosions, including so-called

peace fu l  nuc lear  teat  explosions,  in  a l l  envirarr*nts  foe  a l l  t ime .  A b i la te ra l

moratorium on nuclear tests, in the strong view of my dolegation, while

representing a welcorm  interruptiar  to nuclear testing, would only be a temporary

respite by mLy t.wo of the five nuclear-weapon States. In addition, such a

moratorium  would not be stiject to agreed verif~orticn  nrrangements.
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(MK . Rowe Australia)-~-.~--~--A-----~_.

Australia’s preference, ~4 I  have stated, is for a canpKeherU3iVe

nuclear-test-ban treaty which colnld be subject to agreed verifi~ticm p~ovisione.

AFI can be seen, there  i s  IIU& In the  dra f t  resolution  A/C.l/4l/t.16  that  Ls

unnenhsaary  or mntentioua  OK both. The draft reeoLutia7  would have been vaetly

imprcrved i f  this extraneous mteKia1 had heeli left out entirely.

Mr. de la BADME  (France) (interpretation from French), 1 should like to_I_ - - -

give an explanation as to why the FKCSIC~ delegation abstained on two of the draft

re8OLutiars  we have Just considered,A/C.L/4l/L.L8  and A/C.l/Il/L.lI.

As far  as the former is concerned, my delegntion  atta&ee great importance to

the effort23  undertaken .fit.h regard to tbr World  Diearmamsnt  Campaign. Hmever I

this year , like Past year, my delegation has abstained becauee  of the provision in

operative paragraph 4 whereby the General Assembly j.8 called on to express it8

regret that matit  of the States which have the 1a:geet military expenditures have

not 80 far made any financial contribution to the W?t ld Disarmament Canpaiqn.

I should like to point to the effort made by France with regard to information

on diearnuanrant  and the promotia,  of that cause, which ie extremely important.

Fur the:more , we believe that the donation trade by our country to the Ihited Natione

Institute for Mearmament studies - nearly 91.2 million elnce the creation of that

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

~ LB no doubt the most effective way of ensuring the diseeminatia~  of information  on

diearmament  and the coneiderrrtion  of matters related to disarmament.

The French delegation also abstained on draft resolut.ion  R/C.L/4l./L.L4  because

we cannot. agree to i ta operative paragraph 6, which invites special. ized ayencies

and the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) to intensify their ac”lvities  to

1 diseeminate  information on the consequences of the arms race, especiall,! the

n u c l e a r - a r m s  racw. We believe it  Ls neither advisable nor appropriate for the
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(Mr. de la Baume Franc-e)--L~--..z-.

United Nations thue to invite the epcialimd agencies In to devote II< ‘e OC thair

enerqiee to  act iv i t ies  not  wiU n their  8pheree o f  conQetenoe,  thuu d is t ract ing

them from their real voostioru. That would not serve our intereats,  nor the

prpoeee o f  those agencies, nor the purposr oE disarmamnt  in general.

or. KmmI ;-ire) (intorprotati  n fram French):  m d e l e g a t i o n  w o u l d

like to take this opportunity to l t&b that the C&wernwnt of Zaire hae announced

lta cmtribution  Vo dincharge its obligmticm  with regard to the Warld Diearmament

Campaign. Our GOVernmmt.  has oontr  tbuted  $500 ao a voluntsry contribution to this

Cempl‘gn.
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The CHAIFWAN~ We have thue concluded our consideration of the draft- - -

reeolutlone  In cluster 5 except A/C.l/41/L.60  and L-68, which will be coneidered

ana voted on at a later stage.

We shall now take up cluster 7, which dncludee the draft resolutiona in

documents A/C. 1/41/L-15  and L-21. Does any member wieh to make a statement OK to

comment on the draft Kesoluttons  in this clueter? It appears not.

I ahall now call on delegations that wish to explain their votes on these

d r a f t  Kesoluttonn.

M r .  TEJA  (India)2 My delegation will abetain  on the draft resolutions

contained in documents A/C.l/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 thKeat of uae of nuclear WekpOnS, lies in the adoption of

meaningful nuclear disarmament measuKes  and the complete elimination Lf nuclear

weapons. l3ven if nuclear-weapon States do extend some form of security dseuranceS

the non-nuclear States will not really be any more secure urrlese  the nucleac-weapon

States provide a eimultaneoua  comrr'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 their arsenals, and 80 long as their security

polictea remain predicated on the possible use of nuclear weapons, such assurances

wi l l  have  l i t t l e  u8e fo r the non-nuclear-weapon States.

The CHAIRMANx We shall now take action on the draft resolutions in

cluster 7, beginning with that in document A/C.l/Jl/L.lS, entitled *Conclueion of

effective  international agreements on the strengtheniny  of the security  of

non-nuclear-weakwn  States against the use OK threat of uf3e  of nlE ‘Iear  Weapons”.

That draft resolution was fntroducc;l  by the representative of Bulgaria at the

30th meetiny  of the First Committee, on 3 November 1986, The sponsors are
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(The Cha i rman)

Afghanistan, Angola, BUlgaKia, Byelcrussian SSR.,  Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemenr

Et.hiopla, Mongolia, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republice  and Viet Nam. A

recorded vote has been requested.

A KOCordad vote was taken.

In  favourr Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faeo,  Burundi, Bye~OKUFJSiUn  Sovi.et S o c i a l i s t
Republic, Cameron,  Central African Republic, Chad, Comoroe,
Congo, C&a d*Xvoire,  Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoelovakia,  Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Bgypt,  Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, GD~I..  *-Bi~aau,  Guyana,
Hungary, Indonesia, Tran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao ~eople’s  Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia,  Lit In Arab JamUhiKiya,  k4adaga8carr Walayeia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta. Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philipplnee,  Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, TOgo,
Trinidad and Tohgo, Tunisia, Uganda , Ukrainian Soviet Socialiot
Republic,  Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,  lnited Arab
Bmiratee, United Republic of Tanzania, Veneru~;l&,  Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zalre, Zambia, Zimbabwe

KAgainat 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 AmeKiCa

Abetaininqr Argentina, AUstKia,  Cahamas,  Barbadon,  BKaZil,  B u r m a ,  C h i l e ,
China, Colombia, Greece, India, Treland, Israel,  Jamaica, Malawi,
Samoa, Sudan, Swscten , [Jruguay

Draft resolution A/C.1/&1/1..15 was adopted by 91 votes to 10, with-v
19 abstention@.

- -

The CHAIlWAtfr The Committee will now take action on the draft resolution

contained in document A/C.l/Il/L.Zl, anti tled “Conclusion of ei’fective

international arrangements to aamlre  ncn-nuclear-weapon  State8 against the use or

thrant  of use of nuclear we(lp0npI”.

That draft  Keeolution was introduced by the repreeentative  of Pakistan at the

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

requee ted.
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A recorded vote was taken.-
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I n  favourl--~ Afghanistan, Algeria, Angcrla,  Australia, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Belgium, Benrn, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgar ta, Burkina Paso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian  Soviet
SocialLst  Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, c&e d’Ivoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
yemen,  Denmark, Djibouti ,  P%xrador, P.gypt, Ethiopia, Finland,
France, Gabon, German Denxxratic  Republic, Germany, Federal
w)ublic  of, Ghana, GreL?e,  Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of ) ,  Iraq,
Ireland, ISCael, Italy, Jamak:a,  Japan, Jordan, Kanya, Kuwait,
Iao People’s Democra+.+c Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriyr I Luxembourg, Madagascar p Malawi, itilaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Ne:hor\ands,  New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, PnkistanI  Panama, Papua New Guinea, PerUl
Philippines, Poland, Portulal,  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 Social ist
Republics, United Arab Bnirates, United Rinqdam of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, (lni ted Republic of Tanzania, IIruguay,
Venezuela, viet Nam, Yemen, yugoslavia,  Zaire, Zamb’a,  Zimbabwe

Againeta None-

Abetainiiu~t Argent.ina,  Barbados, FrazlL,  India, United States of America

Draft resolution_ A/C.1/41/L.21  was
F; abs=tions-*

1 2 6  v o t e s  t o  n o n e ,  w i t hadopted2- __I-

l Subsequently the deLegat.ion of Paraqunv advised the Secret.ariat  that it had
intetlded to vote in favour.
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The CHAIRMAN:- - - - I shall  now call  on thop:  deleqatlons  wishing to explain

their  votes aft.er  the vot Lnq on the draft resolutions List.ed in cluster  ‘7.

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

neqative security assurances are well known to Member States, so I shaLL  try to be

brief in restatinq  them once again in cannection  with the draft resolutions we have

just acted upon.

I t  is c u r  feelinq, which ifl shared with a Group of 21 of the Confgrence on

Disarmament, that the nuclear-weapon Powers have striven to Leqitimizr.  ‘heir

exclusive possession of nuclear weapons through the reaffirmation of thr+lries,

doctrines and perceptions that only serve their own interests, without taking due

account of the security needs of the international community at Larqe. As a result

of such attitudes, the nuclear-weapon Powers have engaqed in an unbridled

proliferation of nuclear <. maments, both vertical and qeographical,  which has

gravely endanqered the security of all other nations. In the process all they have

offered those other nations is uniLatera1  declarations of guarantees, which, with

one notable exception, are tantamount to virtually no reliable quarantees at all.

As lonq as this situation is al lowed to prevail , no proqress can he made in

the multilateral consideration of the matter. For that reason, my deleqation  has,

au in the past few years, ahstaied in the votee OF draft resolutiono I,.15 and

L-21,  which do not, in our view, ndeuuately cef lect those concerns.

Mr. YAMAnA  (Japan ) :- - - With respect to draft resolution\  1..15, we noted Rome

(mprovement compared with the previous year's resol.ution  40/85, such aa the

deletion  of the references In the operative paraqraphs which miqht  have the effect

of pre-judqinq  the work of the Conference on Disarmament. However, there are still

references to specific modalitiefl, and some of the preambular  paraqraphe are

one-sided. On the whole, we Find draft resolution I,.15 neither balanced nor

objective. Therefore we voted against it.
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With reqard to draft resolution L.21, my deleqation  has reservations on

~ operative paragraphs 2, 3 and 5, which refer to specific modalities of negative

security assurances, possibly prejudging the work of the Conferee ce on

J)iearmament  , However, we note that this draft resolution does reflect the stage of

work at tta Conference on Disarmament, in particular by the raference  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  (Arqentina)(interpretation  from Spanish): The delegation of

Arqentina  ahstained in the votee on draft resolutions L.15 and L.21, concernir3  the

conclusion of effective international arrangements to ansure  non-nuclear-weapon

States again& 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

plitical ohliqation of nuclear-weapon States vin-A-vis  those States that do not- -

poreese nuclear weapons and have renounced the possession of ouch weapons in the

future.

In this respect, the nuclear-weapon States muret uneauivocally and without any

pre-conditions state that they renounce the use or threat of use of such weapons

aqainst non-nuclear-weapon States. To the extent that such refiunciation  becomes a

concrete and unconditional guaraniee will this item acauire  the maaninq it has

totally lacked so far.

.  von BOHEMKN (New Zealand) IMr - - New Zealand voted against draft

resolution J,. 15. We did so because, despite some improvements In the text as

compared to last year’s resolution, the draft remained ruite  unbalanced  in its

approach to some important security ouestions  touched on in the resolution.
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The CHAIRMANr We have thun concluded sctlon on the drnft reaolutlons

l i s ted  in  c luster  7.

The Committee will now take action on draft resolutions listed in clueter 8:

A/C.l/Il/L.l9, L.25  parts A and B, and L.59. Action on draft resolutions L.20 and

23 will he postponed to 8 later staqe,  perhaps this afternoon.

I shall now cull on those delegations wishinq to mske etatementr,  on draPt

resolutions l isted in cluster 8.
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Mr. ZIPPORI i Israel )  :--.-- At this stage, I merely wish to discuss for a

moment draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.25  8, UNuclear  capabil ity of  South Africa”,  in

Particular its eleventh preumbular  psraqraph, where, contrary to fact,  Israel has

been named and singled out from other countries. My deleqirtion  will request a

sepsrate  vote on the two words “and Isreel” 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 d(?legation  wishes  to speak in explanation of

vote, the ;t Comrtttee  will now take decisions on the draft resolutions listed

in cluster R, beginning with the tlraft  resolution contained in document

A/C. 1./41/~. 19. The draft resolution  is entitled “Establ  ahmcnt of  a

nuclear-weapon-free zone ir, 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 Nocember  1986. The sponsor of the drrft  resolution in Hqypt.

The sponsor has requested that the First Committee adopt the draft resolution

without a vote. Lf there is no objection, I shall take it that the committee

wishes to adopt the draft resolution.

Draft resolution A/C.l/4l/L.l9  was adop:ed.- _

Ttre CHAIWlAN: Ite turn now to the draft resolutions contained in document- -

A/C.l/41/L.25,  ent i t l ed “Implementation of the Declaration on the Denuclearization

of Africa”, *:hich  was introduced by the representstlve  of Benin, on behalf of the

Croup of African States, at the 37) mpetjng  of the First Committee, held on

10 November 193G.

We shaLL firs< take a decision on draft resolution A/C-1/41/L-25  A, entitled

“implementation  of the WX~ Ication”. A recorded vote has bee3 requested.
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A recorded v&x wau taken.--_-_.-.  ,,.._. -.

I n  Eavour8 Ali~jhanistan,  Albania,  Algeria,  An lola, Argentina, Australia,- -
A.~at  r la, Bahamas, Bahrain, Barbadrs,  Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
BI:lli Via, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darusealam,  Bulgaria, Burkina
1’1~  IM:J , Bu r mu , Burundi,  Byelorusaian Soviet Socialist Republic,
C YEmeroon, Canada, Central African Republi?,  Chad, China, Comoros,
C~:~nqo, C&e tl’Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
E&rpuc  hea , Democratic Yemen, Denrlark,  Djibouti, Ecuudor,  FxJypt,
ncl:hiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Gecn:nnyr
I”ljderUl Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
CIIi,nea-Bissau,  Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran

(1 [nlamic  Repub l ic  by;, I raq ,  I re land ,  I ta ly ,  Jumaica, Japun,
&rdan,  Kenya, Kuwuit,  Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
‘[*Iberia, Libyan Arab Yamahiriya,  Luxembourg, Madeqascer,
Malaysia I Maldives, Mnli,  Malts, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaraqua,
Nlqer, Nigeria, Worwuy, Oman, Pakistan, Punuma,  Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, PuLand, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Icwundu,
!3mnoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sludan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
IJkrainian  Soviet Socialist Republic,  Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Ar?b Bnirateo, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Num, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Aqainstl None

Abstaining Chile, France, Israel, Lesotho, Malawi, United Kinydom of Great
Hritain  and Northern lrelnnd, United States of America

Dratt resolution A/C.l/Il/L.25  A wns adopted by 126 v,jtes to none, with,--
7 abstentions.-

The CHAIRMANX We turn now to draft reeolutiod  A/C.l,/41/1..25  B, entitled- -

“Nuclear capability of South Africa”.

A separate vote has been requested on the deletion of the words “and Isrnel”

in the eleventh EJreambular  paragraph. A recorded vote has been requested.

I call firsi..  on the representative of Democratir!  Yemen, who wishes to speak on

a point of order,

Mr. AL--ALFI (Democratic Yemen) I I wish to request that the Secretary of

the Committee be asked to clarify precisely what it is we are about to vote on.

The CHAIRMANs- - I cull upon t!le Secretary of ths Committee.
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Mr. KHERADI  (Secretary of the Committee)  tI. If I understood you correctly,

Mr. Chairman, you ntated  that the voting was taking place on the two wixds  “and

I6rael. in the eleventh preamhular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.l/ll/t.25,

part  0, which i6 entitled “Nuclear capability  of Routh Africa”.

The CHAIRMAN: There (are a number of point6 of order. I  c a l l  first on

the rapresentative  of Democratic Yemen.

Hr. AL-ALP1 (Democratic Yemen) t I 6m sorry to #peak  once aqaln. I think

the aueetion  hefore  the Committee in sinple. Thoee in favour of deleting the w.ard6

Should identify themnelvee#  those who are against deleting them 6houid  identify

themselves. There i6 a mi6undOrEtanding.

The CHAIRMAN: There Ire mm more point6 of order, hut perhape the

representative  of Democratic Yemen  has spoken on behalf of the other delegation6

that have raised 6 point of order. That appear6 to be the cade. I nhould  now like

to ask the representative of 16rael  to repeat hi6 reuua6t  for a aoparate vote On

the eleventh preamhular paragraph of the draft resolution in document L.25, part R,

line 2.

Mr. ZIPPORI (16rael)r  My rwuest  is that the word6 “and Inrael”  be- -

deleted From that line. Therefore I would think that if one vote6 “yt?6*, One in

votinq to delete thr ,6e words.

The CHAIRMAN: I think that, after the point of order rai6cd hy the

repreeentative of! Demacratic  Yemen, a nd the ndditiontl explant-ion  of the

repreeentative of Inrael, it is auite clear what we are about to vote on.

Since we have had to spend home  minutea on point.n of order, we should  St-art

tie votinq from the very heqinninq.

A recorded vote ha6 hel,n reoueeted  on the eleventh preamhular paraqrnph  of

draft  resolution L-25, part R.

I call on the Secretary to conduct the votinq.
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Mr. KIIFRADI (Secretary of the Committee) I The voting WI 11 commcwe

afresh.

I should like to give a word of explanation regarding what wan naid by the

repreeentative  of Democratic Yemen.

I think I correctly refecreJ  to the fact t.hat the voting was proceeding on the

proposal made by the representative of Israel and a8 interpreted by you,

Mr. Chairman, and I think in your fltatement  you correctly referred to the queetion

0L deletion. So I 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 I s rae l” in the eleventh preambular paragraph of ~/C.l./41/L.25  1%.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour r Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Carmany, 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

~inetr Afghan1 stan , Albania, Alger ta, Angola, Bahrain, Benin, Botswana I
Brunei I Bulgaria, Burkina Fam, Burundi, Byelorueeian  Soviet
Sociallet  Republic, Central Af (can Republic, China, ComorOS,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Biseau,  Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Ilslamic
Itepublic  of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Repub) ic, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Maltir,  Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudt Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraintan :oviet  Srhzialiet  Republic,
Union of Soviet  Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Viet hlam, Yemen,  Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Abstai.nin~:- - Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon,
Colomhla, C&e d’lvoire, Ecuador, Gabon, Greece, Guatemal.a,
Irelan),  Jamaica, Japan, Lesotho, Mexico, Nepal, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Spain, Togo, Uruguay, Venezuela

Deletion of the words “and Israel”- - - - -  r e j e c t e dwas by 76 vote6 to- - - 23, with_
26 abstentions.- - - -
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The CRAIRMhNx  rVe aholl  now take action on draft reaolutlon

A/C.1/41/L.25  8 88 a whole.

A rooordod  vote haa beon remmated.

A recorded vote ~88 taken.

In favoutr Afghaniatm,  Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria,
Bahanaa,  Bahrain, Barbadoa, Benin, Bhutan, Rolivia,  Botewana,
Braail, Brunei Daruaaa1am,  Bulgaria, Burklna Faao, Burma,
Burundi, By8loeuaaian  Soviet  Socialist  Republic,  Cameroon.
Central  African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia, Comoro8,  Congo,
C&o d'Ivoiro,  Cuba, Cyprua, Czechoslovakia,  Democratic
RupWh08,  Democratic Yemen, Donmark, Djihouti, Ecuador, Egypt,
tthiopia,  Finland, Gabon, German uemocratic  Republic,  Ghana,
Gr-0, GUat@Mla, Guinea, Guinea-Biaaau, Guyana, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indoneaia, Iran (Ialuic  Republic  of), Ire's,
Irohitd, Jammica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Demccratic
Republic, Lohmon,  Liberia, Libyan Arab Jnnahiriya, Iadagaacar,
mlay8ia,  Maldiv.8,  Nali, Malta, Mauritiw,  Mexico, Mongolia,
MOmam, Moaamb m, Nepal, Niaaragua,  Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Own, Pakistan, anama,  Papua Now Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatrr, Romauia,  Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Siert8  Lume,  Singapoco,  Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Surinme,  SUeden,  Syrian Arab Ropuhlic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad
and TaLugo,  Tunisia,  Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet B~ocialist
RmpubYia,  Union of Soviet Socialist  Republica, United Arab
-iratea,  United Republic of Tansania,  Jlruguay,  Venezuela,
Viot Naa, Y-n, Yugoslavia,  Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabm

Againat: FCancer  Iaraol,  United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
lrelond,  UnitaU State8 of America

Ab8t ninQ: Au8trali8,  Belgium, Canada, Chile, Germany,  Federal  Repuhllc  of,
Italy, Japan, Lesotho,  Luxemhourg, Netherlanda, New Zealand,
Portugal

Draft reaolutim  A/C.L/Il/L.25  B, aa a whole,  was adopted  by 117 votea  to 4,
with 12 l batwdonr.
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The CHAIPMANt We ehall now take a decieion  on draft resolution- -

A/C.l/4l/L.59,  e n t i t l e d “I~lementation  of General Assembly resolution 40/79

concerninq the niqnaturq  and ratiCication  of Additional Protocol I 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 we: the

Bahamas, Bolivia, Colombia, Coata  Rica, the Dominican Republic, Rcuador,

R1 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.
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In favour:- - - - Afghanistan, Alqer ia, Angola, Australia, Austr IA, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Barbados ,  Be lg iun ,  3enin,  Rhutan, Bol iv ia ,  FWtswana,
Brazil ,  Brunei Dacuesalam,  Bulgaria,  Burkilra  Paoo,  Burma,
Burundi , Byelot  useian  Soviet Social  1st. Republic, Cameroon.
Canada, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo,  Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia. Donocra tic Kampuchea, Denocra tic Yemen, Denmark ,
Ecuador, wypt, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German [lemoccatic
F&public, Germany, Federal republic  of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
minea, minea-Bissau,  Hungacy,  Ice land ,  Ind ia ,  Indones ia ,  I ran
( I s l a m i c  &public  o f ) ,  I r a q ,  I r e l a n d ,  I s r a e l ,  I t a l y ,  Jamsi<:;,
Japan, J-&n,  Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  IuxetiOUr9,
Madagascar, Nalawi,  Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mcngolia,  Morocco, Moeanbique,  ~spal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Onan, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Polpjld, Par tugal, Qatar,
Romania; Rwanda, Sama, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden,
Syrian Arab I&+eplblic,  Thailand, logo, Trinidad and mbago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Hepublic,
Union of Soviet ~cialist Republics,  United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United  Peppublic of
Tanzan ta, rmited States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yuqosla**ia,  Za i r e ,  Zanb ia, zinbabwe

Aga inet : None

Absta in inq: Argentina, Central African Hepublic,  C&e d’Ivoire,  Cuba, France,
Guyana, Mali

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.59  was adopted by 126 votes to none, with- - - - - - - _.__ ___--.---._-----
7 abstem  ions.

The CHAIHNAN: I sha.11 new call on those deleqatione  wishing to explain

their votes after the voting on draft resolutions tn cluster 5.

Mr . MLWJA  (A lban ia ) : The Albanian delec  Ition voted in favour of draft

resolution A/C. l/4 l/L. 25. This stand is in keeping with the policy of my

Government in support of the juet cause of the African i’ .oples. However  , we shou) 1

like to stress .- and this must be put on record .- that our support for t-his draft

resolution does not aEEect at all our well-known and principled attitude  on the

establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones.
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Mr . KOKEFW (Union o f  %viet  Shcialist Bepublics)  ( interpretat ion  f rom_.._-.-__-

Russ tan) : The ‘imiet Ihion  has t.irelsssly  given its support. co the African S’;ates

attempting to set up a nuclear-free zuie  on their  antinent. We f trmly  condemn any

attempt undertaken by the racist regime  of Pretoria to acquire nuclear weapon, and

we share the indignation inspired by the acts of certain Western States and Israel

and attempt8  made by transnaticnal corporations that contribute to the nucl.ear

preparations of South Africa.

Because of these considerations of principle, the Soviet Union has supportid

the draft resolution contained in document A/C. l/4 l/L. 25 A.

With regard to the wording of operative paragraph 1 of this draft, the

delegation of the Soviet union wishes to 8 A ‘:e that the creation of a

nuclear-weapon-free zcme on the African continent must meet the recognized

principles of in terna ticoal  law, in particular the principle of the free navigation

on the high seas.

Those considerations’explain  our support of draft resolutions A/C.l/4l/L.  25 A

and B.

Mr . TEDMPSON-FIDRE3  (Braz i l )  :- I should like to state my delegatian’s

position on the various proposals presented ruder cluster 5.

Brazil has joined the consensus on draft r# solu~icxr  A/C. 1/41/L. 19 cancer  ning

the establisbmcnt  of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East, and supported

draft CrtsOlUtimS  A/C.l/4l./L.  25 A and B, respectively on the Dsclaratiar  on the

Denuclearization  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

zcne of peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic, wb th which they are fully

compatible and which they complement.
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(Mr .  Thoqn?Ial-Plores,  Braz i l )___-

mgarding  operative paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C-i/41/L-19,  it  is  our

opinicm, aa repeatedly stated in the pasrt.,  that the establiahmsnt  of

nuclear-weapon-free zones should not in any way be related to adherence to the

Non-Proliferation  Treaty, a discriminatory and unbalanced instrument  that has

allowed the only existing modality of prolCferac.ion  of nuclear weapons, that is,

the one being carried out by nuclear-weapon P-era, to proceed Unchecked. We again

cast a positive  vote on draft resolution A/‘C.l/41/L.Cn  on the signature and

ratification of Protoool  I to the Treaty of Tlateloloo, an instrument we ‘rave

aiwed and ratified and shall continue firmly to support.

Mr .  RTOKALLIC  (F in land ) :- - I wieh ‘Q) explain the volts of Dsnmar  k,

Icelmd, Norway, Sweden and my own COW try an the two draft resolutions contained

in document A/C.l/Il/L.25  A and B, on the implementation of the Declaraticn  on the

Danuclearization  of Africa.

Cur 00~ntr lee * strong condemnation of apar theid  in all its forms and

mmifemtations  hae been voiced on many  occasions. That ccndemration  is based on

the traditional Nnrdic concepts of justi-, freedom and democracy and our beliet in

the equality  and dignity of every human being. Apartheid is a fundamental

v io la t ion  o f  thoee  valuee.

The position of the Nordic Qovernsmnts  has again been reoently demonstrated in

the economic and other measures against With Africa taken by all Nordic

~Vernmnte fUCt.htir  to  res t r ic t  co-operatim  with  8outh A f r ica  in  order  to  increaee

the international PEessure  on the South  African Government. T‘he Nordic countries

also share the concern voiced in those draft resolutiona that Sotrth  Africa might

aaIuire  nuclear weapons. Such a develoomwrt  would be a major setback to

international non-proliferation  effort8  arrd would add to the already grave threat

to international peace and securi.ty  caused  rjy the policy of apartheid.
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(Hr. Patokallio,  Finland)

For that reaecn, our delega tiome voted in favour of the two draft

resolutions. However, in so doing,  we must voia resuvetions  awed by l ic

formulations used in both.

First,  because of the strict adherence of the Nordic oomtriu  (30 the

provisions of the Charter, we must  generally reaerve our positicn with  regard to

formulations that fail to take into acxmmt the proper divimim  of ooqmtena

between the Security Co~rcll  and the General AMObly .

Semndly,  the Nordic  countries deplore, and voted against, the inawtopriato

and selective mentiming  of individual cmntriem  OK grmp# of oomtXiY,  l inc% this

makes it more difficult to reach intornatianal  oonam@u in dealing with the

question of South Africa.
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(Mr. Patqkall io,  Finland)

Third, since the General Assembly is composed of delegations *epresenting

NemheK States, it should address itself to Governments rather than to private

citizens and enterprises.

Thoee are the considerations on which most of our reservations are hased. As

regards specific paragraphs, I ahould also like to add that we have reservations as

regards operative  paragraph 7 11, resolution A, “1mp:ementation  of the Declaration’.

,  TEJA  ( I n d i a ) :Mr 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 Pnadeauacy  of partial measures,

particularly in t,he field of nuclear disarmament, and our position on the Treaty on

the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the application of tire 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 Ra It. We alao supported draft

resolution L.25 A on the implementation of the Declaration on the denuclearization

of  A f r i ca . That support is 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. CampA r g e n t i n a )ra , -.I_-.

and the safeguard6  regime  of the Internaticnal  Atomic Wergy Agency, aspects which

were referrsd  to in the aforementioned draft resolutiona.

Mr. de la BAWE  (France) ( interpretation fran French):  The rreclch

delegation regretted having to abstain in the vote on draft reaolutin,

A/C.l,/Il/L.25  A and to vote agaiMt draft rwolution L-25  B.

The French Government agree8  entirely with the fundamental objectives oE thono

two resolutions, the denuclearination  of Africa md the prevention  of the

acguieiticn  by South Africa of nuclear capability  for military purpogps,

Fur thermore, the French Government dares the cmcerne  of the African States as to

the - of force and deatabilixaticn  measures taken by South Africa against

countrlee in the regicn.

f!y country supports the principle that all State0 must refrain from any action

that might lead to the goliferation  of nuclear weapons. we also feel that South

African must stirnit al l  i,ta nuclear facil ities to the control of the International

Atomic Energy Agency.

On all those pointa tbe French Government agrees  fully with the sponeoce of

the draft resolutions mentioned. But,at the mama time, we attach great impartnnce

to the dietinction  that must be made between the peaceful uaeu of nuclear arlergy

and ite UBC: for military purpmcn. Wa do not beliave that this distinction hae

been made eufficiently  clear in draft raeoluticn  A/C.l/Il,/L.  25 A. Purther  , we feel

that the expression of view0  an 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.l/Il/L.25  B, the indispensable distinction  between military

applicaticns  and  c iv i l i an  userr ie not  re f l ected  at  a l l . Mtnce, i n  v l w  o f  t h e

importance we attach to that dietinctim,  we were canpalled, aa with similar draft.

reaoluticne  i n  previoue yearas, to vote against draft reaolut.iun L-25 B.
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(Mr. d* la Aauma,  France)- - -

France ahstalaed  in the vote on draft reeolution  A/C.1/41/1,.59  on the

ratification of AdditiOnal  Protocol T of tha Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear

WeapnnTa in Latin America (Treaty of TlatelolcOJ  .

We cannot ,lqree i.hat France should he called into aueat!% whereas certain

cOuntrio  in the actual zone of appl.ication  of the Treaty have not sinned ‘)r

ratified it, nor have they had recourse  to the clause that >dmitrJ  the entry into

force of the Treaty t.a them even befo-e all countriee  of the region have becOme

parties to the Treaty.

The French Government will in due course take an appropriate decision with

regard to the rntificaticn  of AdditiOnal  Protocol 1 in light of the ttate  of the

ratif ication of the Treaty itself .

Mr. LARTHPLPIMY  (Ilnited  States of America) I The Jlnited  Staten deleqation_-

w.!s nleaeed to have joined in the conezneua  adoption of draft reeolution L.19,

cOrIcefning the eetahliahment of a nuclear-weapon.--rree  zone in the Middle Past. I t:

contains a preambular paragraph that emphasizen  the need for apptopr late meaBUrefr

on the question  of. the prohibition of military ottacke on nuclear facilities.

Ae regards  t!?e general cnrention Of the prohibition of military attacks on

nuclear iazilitlee, which arieea in a number of draft reeol tlons addressed by this

bo 1, includiny  t h i s  ona, I ehould like to take thie cccaaion  to note that the

nuclear facil ities of natione at peace are protected by t.he provir!ione  )f the

Ilnited  Pations  Charter concerning the uee Of force and that, when natione are

enqaqed tn active hoetilitiaa, lonq-standing  lawrv and cuatome  of war prohibit

attacks aqainet Encilitlee that are not leyitima~.;  military  o’njectiveo,  an well a8

att.acks  which would cause dLeprt,portlonaP-e  civiPian  casualt iem. In our view,

State6 should comply with exiatinq  international obligations.

b
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(Mr. Bart helemy, United Statea)- - -

F” Ill, .elegation indicated on 10 Novernher in its explanation of vote fol lowing

t.he ado:,rlon  of resolution A&.1/41/1,.7  on radiological weapons, we cant inue to

believe  that the question di additional legal protection against attacks on nuclear

facilities should he considered  neparately From the auearion or‘ a ban on

radiological  r~apom3.

?4r. R(kJF:  (Austral ia )  : Australia  abstained in the vote on draft

resolution L.25 B on the nuclear capability of South Africa. Our decinion to

‘jstain  was determined hy aeveral aspects of the draft resolution  with which we

could  not agree. Poremoat  among them wae a reference in the eleventh preambular

parayraph tc ‘certain Western States and 1s. -11”.

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

practice in a draft rc%olution such as this and is unhelpful.
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(Mr. Rowe, AJlBtraliU)

In the seventh  preambular paragraph, the aponaoro of the draft refx>lution  made

reference to South Mr ica’ m nuclear-mapon  capnhil  ity. We have hcrrd many such

urluhstant.isted  sesertions in the past. t+y delegation does not, thersfore, r-cqard

that reference aa beinq at all helpful to the Committee’s consideration of thie

important item.

Mr .  ZXPPORI  (Israel) : TtwaeP  is once more pleased to be able to join the-

c3nmen8us  on the draft re’ alution adopted under agenda item 49, draft resolution

A/C.1!41/‘L.19. This i n , an in the past, subject to the position of the Government

of Israel, camnunicated by the Permanent Reprementative  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 (A/4U/442),  as well ae in the

letter of the Permanent Repreeentative of Israel dated 6 nay 1906, incorporated

into thim year’6 laport of the Secretary-General (A/41/465).

‘L feel it important to stress cnce again the position consistently taken by my

del.eqation, that the sstablishment  of a nuclear-weapon-f!res  zona in the Middle East

can take place only through direct anl free negotiations anumq the sovereign  Statea

of the region. Thrt poeition ia in accordance with the practice thnt hae been

follOwed in other parte  of the world - Latin America and the South Pacific. That

position Ca also in conformity with the remendations of the Independent

Commission on Disarmament and SecurCcy  Iseuee, alno known am the Palme Commineion,

found in document A/CN.10/38 of 8 Rpril 1983.

Mr. NtlkZ MXQUERA (Cuba) (inte’  pretation  from Spaniab)  I My deleqat ion-v-w - -

wishes to explain its abstantion  in the vote on draft resolution A/<.. .,‘4l/L.59,

just adopted by the Firnt-  Committee. Cuba shares the view reflected in* t-he Final

Qocufflent  of the firat  apacial rrosslon of the General Acaemhly devoted tc

disarmament that the rntabllabment  of nuclear-weapon-free Tnrlem on the hasis of

I
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(Mr.  Nuflez  Mutxauera_l  CLOYI)---.- -____  ---_--

ayreemente freely ente.ec- into by the States of ,.he reqionr.  i n  auestion  is a v e r y

important Aiaarmament  measure. My country (Ioneider  that the Goverliment  of Mexico

made a pratsaworthy  reqional contribution  hy proponinq  the Treaty of Tlatelolco

An members know, Cuba doea not poaeeee nuclear weapon8  and is not about to

develop them. Rut Cuha cannot renounce ita riqht to defend ita novereiqnty,

independence and territorial  inteqrity  with weapone  i t  dcem~ necessary, so long AR

a part of its territory, Guantanamo, continues  to be illeqal.ly occupied by a United

Staten military baae imposed upon Cuba, and RO l.onq ae the only nuclear Power in

our hemisphere maintains a hostile and aqqreasive attitude aqainnt  our country in

a l l  apherea. That hostility  is ref lected, inter alla, in t.he maint.enancc for the---I-

paflt auart.er century of a criminal economic blockade aqninat  Cuba, in menacinq

military manoeuvreu and in spy fliqhtn  over our territory.

So long aa that rituatinn pereiats,  my country’n  position  cannot ha? one of

meak acceptance or voluntary renunciation. We therefore had to abstain in the vot.e

on draft resolution A/C.l/ll/L.59.

Mr. EDIS  (United Kingdom) : I should  like to explain why the (lnited

Kinqdom del.eqation wan unable to aupport draft resolutions ~/C.1/41/1..25  A and

L.25 R, lust adopted hy the Committee. The United K!nqtlom  fully supports the

Governments of the independent States of southern Africa in their efforto  to

quarantee and safequard  their territorial  inteqrity and national sovereiqnty.

While we note that South Africa has announced rtrj intention to ahide by the spirit

of the Non-Pro1 iferation  Treaty, we believe that South ~Fricn  should accede to t-hat.

Treaty at the e Iieet  opportunity so as to reamnure its neiqhhour~  and the wnrld

about 1 t4 nuclear proqramme. We alm helieve that South Af-rIc:n should place its

nuclear firc:il.ities  under the mfequards  of the Tnternatfona’l  Atomic Enerqp  Agency.
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(Mr. Edis, Iljlited Kingdom)II-

Aa wo have stated on previous nccaRion8, t.he rlnlted  King&m does not

collaborate in any way with South Africa in  th_p development  o f  itn c iv i l  nuc lear

power proqranne,  still leas in the development OF a nuclear-weapon capability.

Indeed, we have joined the I ? her member States of the European Community in a

prohibLtion of all new collaboration  wit.h South Africa in the nuclear sector.

None the lema, all States have the iyht to apply and develop proqrammee for

the peaceful ueee of nuclear enerqy, a right  t h a t  ~FY internationalLy  racoqnized  a n d

8ot out in a number of international  instruments.

We rlmo note that t.hase  draft reeoltitions contain judqemente that are either

inrufficiontly  substantiated  or are more properly mattels for Gle Security Council.

Mr. NASHASRIBX  (Jordan): L;ardan  voted in favour of  draft ras:>lutionn

A/C.l/Il/L.19,  L.25 A and L.25 B to exprese its rejection of the introduction of

nuclear veapns  in the Middle Eaet and the African continent, which would create

danger  and add further cOmplication8 in an already dangerous and complex

l ituation. Imrael’a  collaboration with the rdqime of South Africa wa8 referred t0

by many participants  in the international fieminar on the United Nations arms

mbargo against South Africa, held at London From 28 to 30 May 1986, and in the

WOrld  Conference on Sanctions aqainst naciat South Africa. In a paper submitted to

the Wor ld  Confarence  (A/CCNF.l37/WP.2)  i t  waR fltated  that  h fur ther  potent ia l ly

v+ry dangeroua conduit for South Africa in Israel, kcauae  of its intimate

co-Operation fn the nuclear and military Fields  ancl hecaune it can he claed In the

K’OV8rae  direction to funnel South African exportfl Into the European Community.

In a paper eubmikted  to the seminar on the armn emharqo, Siqne  Landgren  of: the

St0CRhol.m  Internattonal  P e a c e  Renearcb: Tnotituta  fltat.wl  t h a t .
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(Mr.-.- Naehaahihi,  Jordan)

“ I s r a e l  if3, o f  courfle, the closest contact for South Africa in the Middle

Eaet. South Africa hafl  supplied larqe amounts  of hardwara,  and also military

voluntaet 8, during Israel  ‘R t nrn with it8 ArMb neighbours after 1946. In

1967,  for example, South Af rlca was the chief lllpplier of epare  parts C3r the

ufraqe  fighterR o f  the  Ieraeli  a i r  fo rce . It seeme  reasonable to a8aumo that

technolqlcal  co-operation in mil ttnry  I BRC  arch 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 exporta..

Mr. AL-HINAI (Oman) (interpretation from Arabic) I- - My delegation wa8

gratif ied at the adoptirn  hy consenws of draft  resolution A/C.l/Il/L.19  on the

eatahliehment  of a r.cclear-weapon-free  zone in the region of the Middle East.  My

country hopea that all.the States o f  the region will view this matter in tefml of

the need for etability  and just peace in the reqion  and for the mlution  of a11 the

reyion’e  prohleme. That would hrinq us closer to true internntional  peace and

security.

My country hopa aleo that certain parties will refrain from engaging in a

nuclear-arms race.



EM:;/ i 5 A/C.1/41/PV.39
61

The (Nil WAN: l'he Committee has thus completed its actlon on the draft

re8olutionfl  listed i n  cluster  8, apart from those contained in documents

A/C. !./41/1..2C  and 1,.23.

A n  t stated yesterdhy, 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 po8tpnn~d,  t o  w i t , draft  reeolution  A/C.l/41/L.39  from cluster 4,  L-60  from

cluster 5 and, 1 hope, L.23 from clueter  8, all bearing in mind the matter of

flexibility  T have mentioned in earlier statements.

The meeting rose at 12.25 p.m.-


