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The meeting was called to order at 3.25 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144_(continued)
CONS IDFRAT ION OF AND ACTION UPON DRAFT RESOLUT IONS ON D ISARMAMENT ITEMS
The CHAIRMAN: This afternoon the Committee will take decisions on draft
resolutions Listed in cluster 9 of the informsl paper distributed to the Committee,
namely, A/C.1/4)/L. 3, L.6, L. 28/Rev.}, L. 33, L. 48, L.%2, L.58 and L.64.
Befoce proceeding to take action on them 1 shall first call on any delegation
wishing to Introduce draft resolutions.

Mr. PAN Guoxlang (China) (interpretation from Chinese): Please allow me

to make a brief statement before tha vote on draft resolution L.28/Rev.l, submitted
by the Chinese delegation.

In draft cesolutton L. 28, the Chinese delegation urges the Uaion of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States, which possess the most important nuclear
arsenals, to discharge their special responsibility for nuclear disarmament, to
take the lead in halting the nuclear-arms race and to negotiate in earnest with a
view to reaching early agreement on the drastic reduction of their nuclear
weapons. The draft resolution also appeals to other nuclear-weapon States to
participate in the process of nuclear disarmament when the Soviet Umion and the
United States have drastically reduced their nuclear weapons.

In our opinion, the 3above proposal of the Chinese delegation is a raasonable
one which reflects the actual situation in the International disarmament field at
present. The Swiet Union and the United Staces have already agreed in pr inciple
to take the Lead in drastically reducing their nuclear weapons and are carrying on
negotia tions on th is issue at var Lous levels,

The main purpose of the iraft resolution of the Chinese delegation is o

encourage the scvigt 2o~ and the United States to reach early agreement on the
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(MrFan Guoxiang, China)
drastic reduction of their nuclear weapons in order ta create the necessary
conditions for other nuclear-weapon States to participate in the process of nuclear

disarmament 80 as to eliminate all nuclear weapons.

In the course of consultation* with all sides, a number of countr lea have made

certain suggestion3 with regard to operative paragraph 3 of draft resolution L.28.
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In ader to accommodate the concerns of these countries, and also taking into
consideration the views of all sides, the Chinese delegation has decided to delete
operative paragraph 3 of L.28.

The Chinese delegation wishes to state here that, after deleting operative
paragraph 3, China, as a nuclear-weapon 8State, will certainly not evade its own
responsibilities. In accordance with the position it has stated repeatedly, China
will maxe its contribution towards opposing the nuclear-arms race and achlieving the
total destruction of all nuclear weapons.

We trust that the draft resolution in its revised version will receive the
support of the entire membership of the First Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: 5ince no other delegations ishes ko introduce draft
resolutions, | should like to inform members that., because of ongoing
oconsultations, the inllowing draft resolutions in cluster ? will not be taken up
and the Committee will postpone action on them: A/C.1l/41/L.3 andL.52.

I shall now call on t ose delegations wishing to make statements on draft
resolutions in cluster 9.

Mr. ROSE (German Democratic Republic) + The delegation of the German
Democratic Republic would like to inform delegations Mat it does not insist on a
vote on lts draft resolution L.6, entitled "Nuclear weapons in all aspecta™, As a
result of intensive consultations with the sponsors of draft resolution L.33, it
was possible to merge draft cesolutions L.6 and L. 33. It was possible to do so
because the two &afts proceed from the same basic concerns and because import.unt
nlements of the draft sumitted by the German Democratic Republic have bean
incorporated in the revised version, draft resolution L. 33/Rev.l.

In thris contaxt, wmy delegation would like to add that the draft resolution now

before us covers the question of nuclear disarmament in all aspects: that la, both
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quantitative and qualitative, Hence we felt there was no need to submit a separate
draft resolution on the prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons tnis year.

Such an approach meets the request of the Chairman to reduce the number of
draft. resolutions.

T should like to take this opportunity to thank the sponsors of L.33 And, in
par ticular, the deleqgation of Argentina, for their qood co-operation, which Led to
the successful conclusion Of the consultations.

Mr. CAMPORA (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) ¢ The Argentine
delegation has aaked to speak to inform the Commi "tee that draft, resolution L. 33 is
now being introduced as L.33/Rev.l, and in Its new version, it i~ sponsored by many
delegations. This question ot great. impor tance regarding the cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and nucl r disarmament is now dealt with in & draft with wide
gsuppor t. This leads us to hope that it will draw broad sw nrt in the General
Assembly and in the Conference on Disarmament. It is hoped that this topic will be
addressed with the seriousness ita high priority requires.

MrBAYART (Mongolia) (interpretation from Russian): The draft
resolutions in cluster 9 touch upon very impor tant issues rel'acing to the halting
of the nuclear—-arms race and nuclear disarmament. These are matters to which
Mongo La attached great significance. T should like, theretore, to set forth
briefly our position for the records of the First Compittee witlh respect. to draft
resolutions I.. 33/Rev.1, L. 48, L.64 and others.

In our opinion these draft resolutions ars in consonance with the demands of
the entire world. Nuclear disarmament is a requirement of the times; it 18 an
absolute necessity . It is a multl faceted task that involves all of humanity and

therefore requires redoubled efforts on the part of all States and peoples to
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ensure total efficiency for all of ¢ disarmament machinery . Unfortunately, it
should be emphasized that, because of the Western group of countries, the
Conference on Disarmament has hitherto been unable fully to discharge its
responsibilities as a multilateral negotiating body on disarmament in this most
important issue on matters of high priority in present world politics, namely, the
cessation of the nuclear-%-ma race and nuclear disarmament.

We think this is inadmissible, particularly since it is extremely detrimental.
o the authoar ity of the singls negotiating body on disarmament. One at times hears
assertions to the effect that the question of the cessation of the nuclear-arms
race and nuclear disarmament are not rip for negotiation or that the Conference on
Disarnament, is not the most appropriate place to consider these matters.

Of .;ourse, Mongolia, like many other States, attaches tremendous significance
to the merican-Soviet talks on a wide range of issues relating to nuclear and
space weapons. Theee negotiations are of prime importance. Nuclear disarmament, it
it has been suggested, is the responasibility of only two States. This is
eosentially undemocratic and is in fact a denial of the actual situation with
respect to disarmament, where all sovereign Statss are involved on au equal basis.
Nuclear disarmament is a cause which i8 of concarn to all. Nuclear war threaten8

the life of all States and peoples.
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Therefore tho efforts of all States and peoples should be devoted to it. We
th ink it is now high time -and this would in fact. accord with the interests of all
peoples - for the Conference on LIisarmament to commence multilateral negotiation8
on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and on nucl ear disarmament and to that
end to create an auxiliary body whose mandate would be to carry out practical talks.

Thet is the essr~nce of draft resolution L. 33/Rev.l, and Mongolia suppor ts it.

Turning to the draft resolations that refer to a freeze on nuclear armaments,
we also support them. Mongol ia has a'ways favoured, nd continues to favour, the
freezing of nuclear arsenals since we see that as a necessary and logical 8tep that
would lead to the reduction and final elimination of nuclear weapons, which are the
main source of the threat of nuclear warfare.

The CHAIRMAN: Are there any further comments on the draft resolutions in
cluster 97 It appears not.

I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): At this stage | should like to
inform the Committee that Me fcllowing delegations have become spunsors of the
fol lowing draft resolutions: A/C.1/41/L. 33/Rev.l, Bulga: ia, the Ukrainian SSR.
Viet Nam and Poland; L.56, Samoa; L.66/Rev.L, Liberia; L.72, Liberia; and L.60, the
German Democr atic Republic.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those delegations that wish to explain
their votes before the voting on all draft resolutions in cluster 9.

Mr. van BOHEMEN (New Zealand): New Zealand will vote in favour of draft

resolutions L.48 and L.64, on a nuclear-arms freeze. Our support for those draft

resolutions reflects the concern of the New Z-aland Government and people at the
continuing nuclear-arms race, This siqg - our determination that. the nuclear-arms
race must he brought to a halt as soon asa possible and that the reduction of

nuclear weapons should beg in forthwith.
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In New Zealand *a view a nuclear freeze must. be based on a balance of
deterrence at the lowest possible level of nuclear weapons. First. and foremost
among the elements of a freeze must be a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty that
would ban all nuclear teats by all States in al! environments for all time.

A nuclezr-arms frceceze hould also be accompanied by negotiations, not
unilateral actions, aimed at achieving deep cuts in nuclear aLsenairs as a matter of
priority and with the goal! of the complete elimination of all nuclear weapons. A
freweze must be balanced, mutual and verifiable in all of its elements.

Accordingly we would note that the draft resolu tions contained in documents
L. 48 and 1.64 do not accord with New Zealand’s views in all respects. While we
admire the simplicity and clarity of the call for a negotiated freeze contained in
document L. 48, we reqret that the draft resolution makes no reference to the need
for adejuate mcasures of verification and that in enumerating some of the elements
o~f a freeze it does ot mention a comprehensis e nuclLear-test ban.

With respect to draft resolution L.64, we would note that there are a number
of questionable assertions in its preamble. we would also note that, while New
Zealand believes that a nuclear freeze is an important step towards preventing the
continuation of the nuclear-arm8 race, we find it difficult to accept its
character ization as the most effective first step, as is stated in the draft.
Moreover we are disappointed that the test ban called for in paragraph 1 (a) is not
a call for a truly canprehensive ban on all nulear test explosions,

In 3pl te of these reservations we shall vote in tavour of them as a mark of
our belief that the nuclear-arms race mus t be stopped and turned back. A properly

ordered nuclear freeze would represent A siynificant step in that «direction.
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Mr. TEJA (1ndia): My brief remark8 mertain to the «raft resolution on
the prohibs tion of the producti »m of fissionable material for weapons purposer
oawtained in document (. 58.

Paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first special seasion on disarmament
outlined the various stages in the process of nuclear disarmament. (he of the
stages compr iding such a process consisted of

“Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and thelr means

of delivery, and the production of fissional material for weapons purposes®.

(S=10/2, patra, 5 0 (b))

India has consistently abstained in the votes on proposals that seek to
separate the ques tion of cessation of the production of fissionable materials for
weapons purposes from the question of cessation of the production of nuclear
weapons, be “ause such a par tial approach is not in conformity with the Final
Document of the first apecial session on disarmament.

In our view there should bs a simultaneous stoppage of the production of
nuclear weapons and of fissionable material for weapons purposes. |In such an event
all States, including the nuclear-weapon States, would accept the same system of
equitable and non-discr iminatory safequards on all their nuclear facilities,

My delegation will therefore not be able to support the draft resolution in
document L.58.

Mr JOHANSEN (Norway): The Norwegian Government shares the growing
concern at the continuing nuclear-arms race, Curbing the arms race and reducing
the overall levels of armaments must be the primary qoal

In the opinion of the Noarwegian Gover nment a nuclear-arms freeze, subject to
adequate ver ification measures and based on an agreement between the par ties
concerned, could cmstitute an important element in our efforts to achieve &

reduction in the nud ear stockpiles. 1n this respect we would like to reiterate
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OUK strong Support for the ongoing bilateral negotlations between the United States
and the Soviet Union. Those negotiations offer the beet opportunity to obtain deep
reductions in the nuclear arsenals.

Consistent with its approach to tie disarmanent process, Norway will vote in
favour of &aft resolutions L.48 md L.€# on a nuclear freeze put forward by India
and Mexico respectively. Although neither of the two draft resolutions meet all
OUK concer na, we have decided to vote in favour of them to Jdemonstrate the basic
attitude of the Norwegian Government towards the nuclear-arms race.

We shall cast positive vote8 on the firm understanding that both draft
resolutions recognize the need for a freeze tc be balanced, mutual and verifiable
i order not to upset stability.

The CHRIRMAN: If no other delegation wishes to explain its votes before
the voting cn the draft resolut*? , in cluster 9, we shall no* begin the voting.

As far as draft resolution A/C.1/41/T 3 is oconcerned, | have already informed
the Committee that we shall take action on it at a later Stage. As for draft
resolution L.6, the representative of the German Democratic Republic has kindly

informed us that his delegation does not insist on a vote,
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The voting will therefore begin with the draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/41/L. 28/Rev.l, under item 60, "General and complete disarmament”,
entitled "t aclear disarmament™. That draft resolution was in troduced by the
repr~~antative of China at the 30th meeting of the First Committee on
3 November 1986. The sponsor has requested that the draft resolution be adopted
Without a vote. If I hear no objection, may I takr it that the Committee wishes to
act accordingly?

Draft resolution A/C. 1/41/L. 28/Rev.]l wan adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: Next we come to the draft resolution contained in Qcument
A/C.1l/41/L.33/Rev .1, entitled “Review of the implementation of the recommendations
and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth special session:
cessation ot the nuclear-arm: race and nuclear disarmament®, It was introduced by
the representative of Argentina at the 36th meeting of the First Committee on
6 November 1986. The sponSors are a8 ‘ollows: Argentina, Bangladesh, Bu lgar in,
Cameroon, Czechoslovak ja, the German "emocratic Republic, Hungary, India,

Indonesia, Mexico, Poland, Romania, Sweden, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, the United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela and Viet Nam.

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

In favour:

Against:

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas,
Rahrain, Banagladesh, Barbados. Benin, Bhutan, Bol ivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Br unel Dar ussalam, Bulgar ia, Bur kina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byeloruss ian Soviet Soclal 1st rRepublic, Cameroon.
Central African Repwdlic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros,
Congo, CBte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, pemocratic
Kampuchea, Demccratic Yemen, Dj ibouti, Bocuador  gypt , 15th iopia,
Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hu gary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, vordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
Pecple's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,

Mozamb ique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nliger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papa New Guinea, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland, Qactar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore.
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Ugeznda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Sovirt Socialist
Republics, United Arab Bnirates, United Republic of Tanzania,

Urugu ay, Venezuela , Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Australia, Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Iceland, I[taly, Luxembourg, Nether lands, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Apbstaining: Denmark, Greece, Israel, Japan, Spain

Draft resolutian A/C.1/41/L.33/Rev.]l was adopted by 113 votes to 1%, with

5 abstentions,

_'[he CHAIRMAN: The next draft resolution before us is contained in

document A/C. 1/4 I/L. 48, enti tled “Review and implementation of the Concluding

Document of the twelfth special session of the General Assembly: freeze on nuclear

weapons”.

This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of India at the

32nd meeting of the First Committee on 4 November 1986. The sponsor is Indla.

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

In_favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argencina, Austr i.., Bahamas,
Bahrain, Rangladesh, Barbados, Benin, phutan, Bol ivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Br unei Darussalam, Bu lgar ia, Bur kina Faso, Bur ma,
Nurundi , Byelorussian Soviet Social iat Republic, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Congo,
C8tw 4" lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslwvak ta, Democra tic Yemen,
Denmar k, Dy ibouti , Ecuador, Pgypt, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Rissau, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Tran (Islamic
Wwpublic Of), Irag, Ireland, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait., Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Maur itania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, New
Zzenland, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panam:, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Seneqal, Sierra lLeore,
Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and T&ago, Tunisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of soviet
Social 1st Republics, United Arab Pmirates, United Republic of

Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
zZamb ta, Zimbabwe

Aga inst: Belgium, Canada, Prance, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel,
Italy, Luxembourg, Nether lands, Por tugnl, Turkey, Uni ted Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, China, lIceland, Japan, Spain

Draft_resolution A/C.1/41/L. 48 was adopted by 115 votes to 12, with
5 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: Next we shall take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/1,.58, entitled "General and complete disarmament.: prohibi t ion of the

production of fissionable material for weapons purposes”.

This draft resolution was introduced by the reprisentative of Canada at the

33rd meeting of the First Committee on 5 November 1986. The sponsor s are as

follows: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Cameroon, Canada, Denmark,

Fin'land, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, e Nether lands, New Zealand, Nor way,

the Philippines, Romania, Samoa, Sweden and Uruquay.

A recorded vote has been requested.



MLG/ mh

A/C. 1/4 1/PV. 40
19-20

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Against

Absta in ing:

Afghanistan, Alger ia, Angola, Australia, Austria, Bahamas,

Ba“wa in, Banqladesh, Barbados, delgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bollvia,
Botswana, Brunel Darussalam, Bulgar ia, Rur kina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,

Can ads, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros,
Congo, C8te 4' Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratlic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, benmar k, Dj iboutl, Fcuador, BgypL,
Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Faderal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, G inea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Irag, Ireland, [srael, Ttaly, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesot..o, Liber is, Libyan Arab Jamah ir iya , Luxembour g, Madagascar ,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, : writius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nether lands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pa istan,
Panama, “apua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sauédi Arabia, Seneoyal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,

Sur iname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, inited Republic of Tanzania, Uruquay, Venezuela,

Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambla, Zimbabwe

Fr mce

Argentina, Br az {1 , Chine, India, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern lIreland, United States of America

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.58 was adoptaed by 129 votes to 1, with

6 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN :  The last draft. resolution now before us in cluste 9 is
contained in document A/C.1/41/L.64 entitled B Pl XN+ andimplementationofthe
Concluding Document of the twelfth special session of the General Assembly:
implementation of General Assembly resolution 40/1%1 C on a nuclear-arms freeze”.
It was introduced by the representative of Mexj.o at the 37th meeting of the First
Committee on 10 November 1986 and has the following sponsora: Indonesia, Mexico,
Pak is tan, Peru and Sweden.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A reoided vote was taken.

T n favour : Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Br unei Dar ussalam, Bulgar ia, Bur kina Faso,
Burma, Butundi, Byeloruss ian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Conqo,
C8te d'lIvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Djibouti , Bruador = Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India, indonesia, ‘Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Traq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwa:t, Lao
People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,

Mozamb ique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lar .a, sudsn,

Sur iname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, fogo, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Social ist Republics, United Arab Emirates, Ui ted
Republic of Tanzania, Uruquay, Venezuela, V :t Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, zaire, zZambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Belgium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Remblic of, Israel,
Ttaly, Japan, Luxembourq, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of Amer ica

Abstaining: China, Iceland, Nether Lands, $ma in

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.64 vas adopted by 118 votes to 12, w.th 4
abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: 1 shall now call on those delegations wishing to explain
their votes after the voting on draft resolutions in cluster 9.

Mr . SOULIOTIS (Greece) :+ Aa it is widely known, the Greek Government's
firm policy in favour of nuclear disarmament and the high priority it accords to
pursuing the preservation of peace and security has been unequivocally and
repeatedly stated in this forum and in all other forums deal ing with disarmament
In this epir it my delega tion would have voted in favour of resolution
A/C.1/41/L.33/Rev.l were it nut for its fourth preambular paragraph referring to
the doctrine of deterrence “as the most dangerous myth in existence™.

My delegation is unable to share that view, since it believes that that
qualification oversimplifies the matter and, in any case, does not facilitate the
process of bilateral neqotiatione between the two super-powers aimed at substantial
progress towards peace and disarmament under strict and effective international
control.

Mr. KOZYREV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interp atation from
Russ fan): The Soviet delegation wish to express its satisfaction that the draft
resolution8 we have juet voted on in the First Committee have been adopted. Wwe
support them and we welcome the result of the voting as a manifestatiorn of the
awareness of the majority of the world community of the need for practical
decisions to be taken on what are undoubtedly the most important issues cf the
present day - matters of nuclear disarmament.

In this connection | should Like to quote the words of the Soviet leader,

Mr. Gorbachev, when celebrating the sixty-ninth anniversary of the great. QOctober
Revolution: when he stated:
"Now, after Reyk javik, we have a new situation in international. relations.
There 18 no qoing back to the past. The way farward can only be through new

political thinking. This is precisely the position taken hy the
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Twenty-Seventh Congress and this is precisely what. underlies our actions in
international affair 8. The ter ror of war should he removed from 1 ife, afl
should the senselessness of mill tar ism.”

We welcome in particular the adopticn of draft resolution L.33/Rev.l as a
further evample of a constructive approach on how to reduce the number of draft
resolutions and at the same time combiring them, not by weakening them but by
mak ing them canplementary and stronger so thot decisions taken reflect the
asplr at ions of the inter national commun ity .

In connection with that draft resoluti - the Soviet Union wishes to stress
that one of the important ways of curtailing the arms race continues to be the
prohibition of the neutron weapon. We believe t-hat the matter will be given due
regard at the third special session of the General Assembly on disarmiyment, in
which all disarmament matters, including nuclear weapons, will be c« usidered
comprehensively.

The Soviet delegation also voted in favowt of draft resolution L.58 on the
urderstanding that the questions it deals with are made part of our new proposal on
the immediate start of a multilateral exchange of views among all nuclear Parers on
the question of nuclear disarmament. pBur ing such an exchange we could focus in
par ticular on the question of the cessation of the production of fiscionable

material for the purpose of developing and manufacturing weapons.

Mr. LE HOAI TRUNG (Viet Nam) : Like those contain.2d Ln cluswers 7, 8, 10,
and 11 the draft resolutions contained in cluster 9 that have ‘just neen adopted DY
the Committee touch upon the extremely impor tant issues in the @ tr uggle For peace
and disarmament, namely, the prevention of nuclear war and nuclear d isar mament
Nowadays, no responsible Gover nment or statesman should Cal.l to recognize the

oh jective fact that the greatest peril the world is facing today is the threat to
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the survival of humanl ty posed by the existence of nuclear weapcns. That fact. is
established by the very nature of nuclear weapuna.

Nuclear weapons are more than weapons of war. They are ins trumente o{ mass
annihilation. Since the Soviet Union and the "nited States are the major nuclear

Powers, the negotiations between them play an essential role in achieving the goal

of nuclear disarmament.
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The recent meeting between the Lenders of the Soviet mion and the United
S5tates of America at Reyk javik marked an important stage in a complex and difficult
process of dialogue. Much to our ceqcet, while opening up a realistic possibility
for the compl ete elimination of nuclear weapons, the Reyk javik meeting failed to
yield far-reaching result8 because of the American side’s obstinate position on the
question of the so-called strategic defence Initiative (SDI) . 1Tt is in the vital
interest of all the peoples of the world that the bilateral negotiations be <«en
those two countries should be pursued resolutely and seriously to attain the
objectives declared by the two countries and to work out effective agceements irimed
at preventing an arms race in space and eliminating the arms race on Earth, with
the ultimate goal of achieving the complete elimination of nuclear arms
ever ywhere. That is why Viet Nam would have lent its suppoc t to draft
resolution A/C.1/41/L.52, entitled “Bilateral and nuclear-a ms8 negotiations”, had
it been put to a vote in its present form.

We now have before us numerous constructive proposals to avert a nuclear war
and free mankind of nuclear weapons. The Soviet comprehensive programme for
nuclear disarmament is still before us. Its phased and time-bound fcamewoc k
prwides realistic possibilities for humankind to return to a nuclear-fcee world by
the end of this century.

For a long time now the international community has emphatically demanded a
freeze on nuclear weapons, the non-use of nuclear weapons and so on. A8 we have
often elaborated our position on those issues, we shall refrain from doing so at.
this stage. Rather, we wish to emphasize that it is now imperative that a new
impetus be given to neqgotiations on measures aimed at preventing nuclear war and
at.taining nuclear disarmament at all Levels, bilateral and mul tilateral, and that
all States exercise the necessary political will to encure the success of those

negotiations.
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In conclusion, [ wish to share the universal view that, while the Soviet Union
and the United States have special responsibilities, the other nuclear-weapon
States alao should assume their obligations and responsibilities with r gard to
active negotlations on effective nuclear disarmament and refrain from any actions

which have oc may have negative effects on the outcome of the nuclear disarmament
negotiations.

MS. LETTS (Australia) : { wiah very briefly to explain my delegation's

neqative vote on draft resolution A/<.1/41/L,33/Rev.1l on the cessation of the
nuclear-acme race and nuclear disarmament.
My delegation voted against it because we do not believe it expresses the k Lnd
of relationship wtich should exist between bilateral and multilateral efforts
towards nuclear disarmament; it certainly underestimates the importance of the

former. We reqgcet that fact because Australia is deeply committed to effective

measures of nuclear disarmament.

Mr. van SCHAIK (Nether landa): My delegation wishes to place on record

the reasons leading it to vote against draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.48 and to
abstain in the vote on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L. 64, both touching upon the
subject of a nuclear-arms freeze,
The Ne ther lands, encoucaged by the intensified dialogque between the two Powers
possessing the larqgeat military arsenals, is incceacingly of the view that to
' strive for a nuclear-acme freeze would be tantamount to wcong emphasis in the
context of the objective of ceversing the nuclear-acme race - an objective that we
all share.
The United States and the Soviet Union seem to agree in principle on the

necesflity of and the modalities for drastic reductions. In the 1i ght of this

situation, to stress a freeze would not only have the effect of giving a wrong
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signal and advocating leefl than can now realistically be expected to be attainable;
for the Netherlands and its Western Buropean allies, a freeze would also have the
undes ir able effect of sanctioning regional inatabilities, thereby atfecting
security interests.

A further argument against both drafts is tnat it has become apparent from the
bllateral negotiations to which T have referred that far-reaching verification
provisions to accompany any nuclear-arms control agreement are needed and can be
agreed upon. There lo 1lso an Intricate link between verification and a
well-de fined scope . Draft resoclvution A/C.1/41/L. 48 contains an inadequate,
open--ended definition of "scope" and remains silent on the subject of
verification. We appreciate that an attempt is made in draft resolution
A/C.1/41/1..64 to lay down a precisely defined scope. On veri fica tion, however,
that draft, while mentioning this important aspect, explic: tly fails to take
account of recent developments in the bilateral relationship.

Although we continue to conslider draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.64 in a slightly
more favourable spirit, we cannot but conclude that the objective of a nuclear-arms
freeze is somewhat out of touch with reality. The absence of a third draft on this
subject at this year’s session is an indication that some seem to have similer
views.

If it turns out that the more ambitious trend in the setting ot objectives by
the two Power8 directly responsible is8 confirmed in the year to coume, the
Netherlands will have to regard a nuclear-arms freeze as bring increasingly at
variance with its fundamental desire for expedient measures of nuclear
disarmament. 1n that case we shall. have to draw our < ¢l us ions accordingly at
next year 's session, if we are again asked to act on a draft resoliution

recommendin | a freeze.
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Mr. GAMPORA (Aryentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The Argentine
delegation +ishes to say that Lt agrees with the prohibition of the production of
fissiorable material for nuclear weapons. However, we abstained in the vote on
draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.58 on this question because, in our uiew, it should not
be divorced from the general problem of nuclear disarmament.
Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): | should 1 ike f irst to

explain my country’s votes, beginning with draft resolution A/C. 1/41/L. 28.

Allc  me at the outset to say we wvould have preferred the preambular part to
have been sor it different. We went along with the Favourable vote of the
Committee in general, but it must be said that the emphasis placed at the outset on

the overall and major tiareat of world war and on the ultima . goal of the total

elimination of nuclear weapons sh: 1ld not, in our opinion, overlook the genuine
condi tions for secur i ty . rThis recalling of the dangers and tnis affirmation of the

rimate goal should, in our view, be accompanied by the taking into consideration
ot practical modalities of security today. That would have been our preference
with regard to the preambular part.

Wtth reference to operative paragraph 3, | merely wish to make it clear how we
approach it, that is, in our view, when one refers to complementarity and linkage,
when it i8 said that kilaterzl and multilateral efforts should complement and
facilitate each other, that must be oased on the priority given to prior

negotiations and reductions between the two najor nuclear Powers.
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Indeed, these two nucl ¢ar Powers should not be placed on the saw. footing with the
other r;, and | can but 1 ecall here the conaitions get t y my country - reaffirmed
here to the General Annembly three years ago by the President of France - on
negotiations on multilateral reduction of nuclear weapons. T.use conditions have
to do with, first, the reduction of the arsenals of tahe two super-Powers to levels
such that it. could be considered that the spread between arsenals had changed
significantly; secondly, with the qumtitative and qualitative limitation of
de fensive strategic systems; and, finally, widh tangible progreee in redressing the
imbalance of conventi<mal forces in Europe and with the elimination of all chemical
threats. Those are the three well-known conditions my country would like to free
met before we carselves could join in multilateral negotiations in this area.

| should like also to recall the reasons for our negative votes on draft
resolutions A/C.1/41/1.48 and A/C.1/41/L.64, on a nuclear-weapon8 freeze. Our
objeccicns are to the idea of a freere itaelf, and they have been stated here
repeatedly . First of all, a freeze would by definition mean fixing the existing
situation and, hence, the imbalances that that situation might involve as well se
the risks entailed for the security of ihe States concerned. Secondly, a freeze
would be equivalent, to conferring a lasting advantage upon any State that had
increased its armaments signi ficmtly, to the detriment of States that had limited
their efforts. In addition, a freeze would be difficult to verify, and the
negotiations needed to bring about conditions for effective verification would be
just as long and complicated as the negotiations on verification of an agreement on
a reduction of those weapons itself. Finally, a freeze, in so ar a8 it might be
of benefit to a given Power, might substantially reduce the interest of that Power

in negotiating and, hence, its will seriously to negotiate a reduction of weapons.
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Hence progress towards the reduction of nuclear arsenals would not, in our
vi&*, be encouraged by measures or, rather, py declarations aimed at a freeze. The
way leading to such reductions, as | recalled earlier, should ini tially be paved
with reductions by the two major nuclear Power 8, and the negotiations on such
rrductions should have as *heir etarting-point the definition and then tne
establishment of a satisfactory balance.

Mr. QORDEN (United States of America): The United States delegation has
joined in the adoption, wi thout a vote, of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.28,
concerning nuclear disarmament. The United States Governme.t recognizes the great
interest that has been shown in taif subjec and endorses the qoals represented by
the draft resolution. In this ocontext ~ should like to point out that the United
States has taken the lead in this area and is in fact negotiating in earnest on
this subject in the bilateral negotiations in Geneva.

The United States Government fully recognizes that it hae a special
responsibility to bring about nuclear disarmament. In addition, we bel.eve that
the Conference on Disarmament can continue to play an appropriate role in the
congideration of this subject, for we are of the view that negotiations on the

ab ject should continue to be conducted among the nuclear-weapon states concerned.

Mr. KONISHI (Japan) : | <hould like to explain my delegation's vote
against draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.6« and abstention in the vote "n draft
resolution A/C.1/41/1.. 48. We have done so because we have certain reservations
about. the practicability or meaningfulness of these so-called freeze proposals.

" do not need to emphasize here the consistent. efforts of Japan in pursuit of
nuclear disarmament with a view to the ultimate elimination of all nuclear weapons
from the face ot the Ear th., We have been engaged in such efforts in the United

Nations, the Conference on Disarmament and various other internaticnal forums. WC



EH/ 14 Alr. 1/41/PV. 40
33

(Mr Konisni, Japan)

take an active Interes in such issues as the nuclear-. test ban. We follow the
negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union on | uclear and space
weapons with great interest.

In the process towards the realization of nuclear disarmament we cannot and

\ should not overlook the present situation, Mere a balance of military capability
piays a role in maintaining an equilibrium and the peace and security of the
international commmnity is in reality dependent on the ideas which lie behind the
concept of deterrence. Any realistic step towards disarmament should be predicated
on the effective functioning of this mechanism and take fully into account the
satability that is created through these various balances. A nuclear freeze, unless
immediately followed by firmly and delicately constructed acrangements for a
balanced reduction in nuclear weapons, could lead to the preservation of a real or
perceived nuclear superiority of one side over the other. Such an outcome coulid
possibly contribute to a destabilization of the t asic fabric of international
securi ty.

In addition t conceptual difficulties such as these, it is also widely
recognized that verification of a nuclear freeze woul ' be extremely difficult, and
thus could not meet the necessary confidence-building. It would be more mean ingfu?
and product ive i1 f, instead of the unrealistic notion of a freeze, we worked iore on
such p-lority items as the nuclear-test ban, non-proliferation and the striving for

| balanced and verifiable arrangements to reduce the size of existing nuclear weapons
that are deployed by the nuclear-weapon States.

Those are the basic reasons why we could not support. draft resolutions

A/C.1/41/L, 48 and A/C. 1/41/L.64.
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Mr. FDIS (United Kingdom):. | wish to e.plain my delegation's support for
draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.28/Rev.l and its negative vote on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/1..33/Rev.1, both on the subject uf nuclear disarmament, and also by
implication on draft resolutions A/C.1/41/1..48 and /C.1l/41/1..64, on a freeze.

It is surely self-evident that bilateral negotiations between the two Powers
wi th the overwhelming preponder ance - amowting to approximately 95 per cent - of
the world’s nuclear weapons offers by Ear the most. realistic hope of haltinc the
nuclear-armu race and initlating a balanced and verifiable process designed to
reduce substantially the number of nuclear weapons in the world. Both sides
involved obviously share that view, judglng by their actions. The Uni te A States
has put forward a number of proposal for radical cuts in the number of strategic
nuclear weapons possessed by the two major Powers. Those proposals have our full
support. The Soviet Union has also ma& important proposals. We hops that the
negotiations will quickly produce concrete agreements.

When it comes to negotiations on arms control and disarmament, the United

Kingdom claims no special status.
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We remain ready to play a full part in the process. However, as far as the British
nuclear deterrent is concerned, we must naturally take into account that our force
is a strategic one and that ic¢ represents less than 3 per cent of the strategic
nuclear forces available to the Soviet Union and the United States. It would be
unreal istic and unr easonable, as things stand, for us to seek to trade reductions
with super-Powers, but, as we have repeatedly said in this forum and elsewhere, we
have never said “never” as regarda contributing to nuclear disarmament. we have
made it clear that-, if the strateqgic arsenals of the two major nuclear Parers were
to he very substantially reduced and if no significant changes occurred in Soviet
defensive capabilities, the United Kingdom would wish to eview its position and to
consider how beot it could contribute in the Light of the reduced threat. Thn t
continues to be our position.

Mr. BUTLER (Australixr): I wish to explain the reasons for which
Australia voted in faviaur of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.64., This draft resolution
was submitted by Mexioco» and Sweden. Australia voted in support of the draft
regsolution to demonstrate Once again the Australian Government's support for a
freeze on nuclear-weapon testing, production and development as a means of breaking
me upward spiral of me nu -lear arms race.

The d' aft resolution notes that the freeze is not an end in itself, and thai
is how Australia sees it. It shouid be only the first stepy. It must be followed
hy negotiations aimed at deep cuts in the high stockpiles of nuclear weapons. The
immediate goal must he the most stable possible balance at the lowest possible
level. of nuclear weapons. The ultimate goal must remain their complete el imination,

Austral ia's approach to the freeze question also takes into account the need

for mutuality and balance. Any attempt to implemert a nuclear freeze in which one
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side felt a ser ious strategic inferiority was being imposed upon it could lead to
instability and run the risk of provoking nuclear conflict.

Australia also attaches importance to the need for any arms control agreement
such as would be represented hy a freeze to include adequate measures for
verl fication, Without such measures there can be no confidence in international
disarmament and arms control aqreements.

Australia‘®s suppor t for the freeze concept does not preclude support for
al terna tjve approaches a5 well. Australia has lonq given pr iori ty to the
achievement Of a comprehensive nuclear test ban, which in its conception goes
further than the nuclear-weapon test ban or the bilateral nuclear-weapon test
mor ator ium called for in the draft. resolution, since, in our view, a comprehensive
test ban should also include a ban on so-called peaceful nuclear explosions.

Australia has also made known its strong support Eor the bilateral nuclear
arms Limitation neqotia tions that are being conducted by the Uni ted States and the
Soviet Un ion in Geneva, which are not mentioned in the draft resolution. We
appreciate mat these will be difficult negutiations, hut they are of vital
importance and cover much the same qround that would need to be covered even if
they were ins' i tuted following an aqreement to freeze.

We have also noted that thifl year’s draft » esolution does not contain critical
references to nuclear deterrence. From Austral ia's point of view, this is welcome,
gince we believe that the continuation of nuclear stabil vy is the only option
available at the present time to avoid serious nuclear instability and overt
nuclear confl ict. However, I want this to be clear: Austral ia regards deterrence

as only an interim step along the road to the qoal of complete nuclear disarmament
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Obwiously these remarks reflect some variance in a number of areas between our
national approach and that. of the draft resolution just adopted. Our vote is
wi thout prejudice in this respect and has been cast, a8 indicated at the outset and
at Last year’s session of tne General Assemb Ly, to qive expression to Australia’s
support for the aspirations manifest in the freeze proposal. Australia will
continue to work towards these goals in all responsible ways open to it.

The CHA IRMAN: Since no other delegation wishes to explain its vote, we
have concluded action on cluster 9, except for draft resolution6 A/C.1/41/L. 3 and
L.52, on which consultations are still going on.

As | informed members at the end of this morning’s meeting, we shall now take
action on a number of draft resolutions on which decisions were deferred
yesterday. It is8 my intention to take them up in the following order:
A/C. L/41/L. 39, listed in clwter 4; A/C.1/41/L.60, listed in cluster 5% and
A/C.1/41/L.9/Rev.l, listed in cluster 3. If there are no objections, we shall
follow that order in considering those draft resoluctic this afternoon.

1 shall now call upon those representatives who wish to explain their votes on
draft resolution A/C.1/41/1.39.

Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) : | should like t» explain why my delegation
will abstain on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.39, which requests the
Secretary-General to present an updated report on the economic and socia \
consequences of the arms race and milltary expenditures to the General Assenbly at
the Forty-third session.

My delegation considers that the updating of this report should not he
under taken until after the Internationall Ccnference on Disarmament and

Development. The documentation prepared in advance of that Ccnference and the
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results of the Conference i tselt will be of direct relevance to a review of the
study. 1In this way it will be possible to avoid a duplication of work, which might
otherwise result from commissioning an update of the study now, and also better to
utilize valuable resources. The latter point is especially important in view of

the current. financial climate of the Organization, which the draft resnlution

itsel frightly notes.
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The CHAIRMAN: Since no other delegation wishes to speak, the Committee
will now take action on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/41/1.39,
listed in cluiter 4, enti tled "Review of the implementa tion of the recommendations
and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at Lts tenth special session”. This
draft resolution, which has programme budget implications as contained in document
A/C.1/41/L.76, has one sponsor, Romania, by whose representative it was introduced
at the 35th meeting of the First Committee, on 6 November 1986.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In_favour : Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahr a in, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Dar ussalam, Bulgar ia, Bur kina Faso, Burma,

Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, C&e d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic
Republic, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indones la, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraq, Ireland, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liber la, Madagascar
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, ‘1rkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socia list
Republic, Union o f soviet Socialist Republics, Uni ted Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Llruquay, Venezuela,

Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: United States of America

Abstaining: Australia, Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
Israel, lItaly, Luxembourg, Nether lands, Papua New Guinea,
Por tuqal, Saidi Arabia, United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland

Draft resolution A/C,_l_(lt_l/_l,._}_‘)u was_adopted by 119 votes to 1, with 13
abs ten tions . T
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The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those de’egaticne that wish to explain
thelr vote after the vote.

MrQORDEN (United States of America): The United States delegation
would 1 Lke to explain its vote «n draft resolution A/C.1/41/1. 39, pertaining to the
report entitled "BEconomic and social consequences of the arms race and military
expendi tures™. Delegations will recall that the United States opposed General
Assembly adoption of cesoluticn 40/150 cm this subject last year. Our opposition
at that time was based on our conviction that an update of the report in question
was both unnecessary and financially unwarranted, and nothing has taken place in
the intervening year to alter our position On this matter. For these reasons, the
United States voted against draft resolution A/C.1/41/L., 39 today.

M8, LETTS (Australia): Australia abstained in the vote on draft
resolution A/C.1/41/L.39. Auetralia is deeply concerned about the economic and
social consequences of the arms race. We have over the years con tribute3 in a
major way to improving understanding of this phenomenon through participating in
United Nations studies and by being highly supportive of effortb to improve the
data base for theae studies. We have, however, abstained in the vote on this draft
resolution mainly out of concern to eee the beet use made of scarce Secretariat
human and financial reasourcesg during this year when great demands will be ma& of
the Secretariat in preparing for the disarmament and development Conference. We
expect that among those demands will be included the compiling of up-to-date

statistics in this field.
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In practice, such an updating would in itself constitute an updating of the report.
on the economic and social consequences of the arms race. |In deciding to abstain
in the vote on this draft reeolution, we also had in mind the fact that it 18 no
simple matter to assess the economic and social consequencee of the acme race.
Experience hae shown that there is a range of views on how the data should be
manipulated and interpreted. My delegation oconsiders it unfair to ask the
Secretariat to undertake such a task.

Mr . KONISAI (Japan) = | wish to explain my delegation’s affirmative vote
on the draft resolution in document A/C,1/41/L.39. In response to General Assenbly
resolutio *0/152 K of last year, entitled "United Nations disarmament studiea®,
Japan submiiv.ed its views on how the work of the inited Nations in the field of
disarmament studies could best be streamlined and further improved. In formulating
our views, we took into account particularly the current grave financial situation
facing this Or jan ization . It is the sincere hope of my delegation that due regard
will be paid to views such as ours on the improvement of the studies and the
process of updating the Secretary-General's report cm the economic and social
consequences of the arms race and military expenditures, as requested in the
resolution which has just been adopted.

The CHr IRMAN: Since no other delegation wishes to speak, we shall now
take up the draft resolution in document A/C.1/41/1..60, 1 isted in cluster 5 under
agenda item 61 (h).

Since no delegation wishes to speak on the draft resolution or explain { ta
vote before the vote, we shall now take action on draft resolution A/C.1/41/1..60,
under the agenda item review and impl em itati on of the concl uding document of the
twelfth special session of the General Assenbly, enti tled "United Nations jroqgr amne

of fellowships on disarmament”. This draft resolution was introduced by the
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tepresentative of Nigeria at the 30th meeting of the First Committee, on
! November 1986, and has the following sponsors: Alger la, Argentina, Bol ivia,
Brazil,

Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Dominican Republic, German Democratic Republic,

Ghana, Greece, Indonesia, Kenya, Liber ia, Mali, Morocco, N pal, New Zealand,

Niger ia, Senegal, Sonalia, Sri Lanka, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zaire and Zzambia.

A recorded vote has been requester.
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A re ¢ Adv e was taken.

In favo. Afghanistan, Alc¢:ria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,

T T ahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benia, Bhutan,
Bolivi 1, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgar ia, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Lurundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republ lc,
Cameroon, Canada, Ceniral African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cdte Qa*'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
p3ibouti, Rcuador, Eqypt, Ethiopia, Finiand, France, Gabon,
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Biseau, Guyana, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Yras: (Islamic Republic of), lraa,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People’s Democratic Republ ic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Luxemhourq, Madaqgascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambiaue, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman P istan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraquay, Peru, Philippines, Pol ‘d, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegyal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Toqo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turley,
Uganda, Ukralnian Soviet Sccialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist "epublics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Bri in and Northern Ireland, inited Re hlic of Tanzania,

rTuguay, Venezvela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugosla: Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbatwe
Against: Un ited “tates of America

Ahgtaining: None

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/%L.60 was adopted by 134 votes to 1, with no
ahstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: 1 shall now call on those representatives who wish to

explain their vote after the vote.
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Mr. CORDEN (Uni ted States of America) : The United Stat es delegat ton
qreatly regrets that it was not able to support the draft resolution on the Uni ted
Nations Programme of Fellowships on Disarmament, draf t resolut fon A/c‘. 417 60,
The Inited States has been, and cont inues to he, a strong supporter of the
Programme. Represantat fves of the United States Government have addressed several
classes of Fellows, both in Geneva anl in Washington, and we have ourselves
prof 1 ted t rom these exchanges, afl we hone the Fel lows have.

My d Teqgation is grateful for the recognitlon given the United States efforts
in paraqraph 4 ot the draft :resolut lon. However , an memhers of the Committee are
aware, the United States voted aqgainet the draft resolution last year, becaune it
had financial implications. As my delegation indicated in its explanation of vote
last year, the United States cannot support additional expenditures associated with
the implementation of new programmes. Paraqraph 3 app-oves the modalit tes for the
implementation of the n w training programme, wkich continues to entail the
add i t tonal costs approved last year.

Mr. KONISHI (Japs 1) © My deleqgation voted in favour of the draft
resolution, as the Japanese Government considers that the 'Inited Nations Fel lowship
Programme is very important in promoting expertise in disarmament, especially in
the developing countries. For that reason my Government annually invitsg the
participants in the Programme to visit .Japan, including visits t o Hirosh:ma and
Nagasaki.

As for the implementation of the new disarmament tcaining proqramme at the
reqional level, we hope that due attentior will be paid to relevant parta of the
Secretary-General'as report (A/41/720) as well as the financial consat raints « a1t he

nited Nations at the present t ime.
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Mr. EDIS (IIni ted Kingdom) : I wish to put on record that my deleqgation
supported the draft re olution bec. 18e of our support for the United nhations
Programme of° Fellowships on Disarmament. We have done so on the understanding,
made explicit when the draft resolution was introduced, that paragraphs 2 and 3

wi 11 impose no addit ional hudgetary commitments,

Tne CHAIRMAN: sSince no other representative wishes to speak in
explanat ion of vote, we shall now take up draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.9/Rev.1,

1 isted in cluster i, Before we take action on that draft resolution, T call On the
Secretary of the Committee.

MIKHFRADI (Secretary of the Committee): I wish to inform the Committee
that India han , >ined the sponsors of Adraft resolution A/C.1/41/L.9/Rev. 1.

The CHAIRMAN: Before we take action on the draft resolution, T shall
call on those representatives who wish to make statements on it.

MiITAYLHAKDAT (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): we have
examined draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.9, which has only just been distributed, and
have not.4 the Secretariat's information as to its financial implications. Since
my delegation has no instructions on any new financial comnitments that might
result from the adoption of this draft resolution, it will ahetain in the voting.

Mr . CORDEN (United States of Amer ica) 1 The United States delegation i
pleased to join in support for what we had hoped would be the adoption hy consensus
of drafi resolution A/C.1/41/1,..9/Rev.]l on the successful outcome of the Second
Review Conference of the Parties to the biological and toxin weapons Convention,
teld in Geneva In September last.. My delegation was also pleased to join in
sponsor ing the draft resc > ion.

An the United States made clear at the conclusion of the Review Conference in
September, the Inited States approached the Second Review Conference in both a

cr it tical and a conat ructive way. 1In this context, the United States deleqation
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pointed out that the United Staten was convinced that violation8 of the Convention
had taken place. 1Indeed, in the Final Declaration several parties expressed qgravc
doubts about compliance, and the Conference as a whole atressed the need to deal
seriously with compliance issues.

The United States also made clear at the Raview Conference the complications
posed hy developmants In the field of bio-technology for effective verification of
compliancc wit 1 the provisions of the Convention. Recogniziwng the Importance of
the norm agairat hiological and toxin weapons estahlished by the Convention, the
United States joined in recommending several measures Intended to ntrengthen that
norm, including the international exchange of information on outhreaks of
infectiocus diseases and on laboratories and research centres. The United State..
hopes that these measures will he fully implemented hy all States Parties to the
Convention and that they will lead to qgreater International transparency and
opcnnesa with regard to the biological and toxin weapons Convention.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia) : [ had not Intended to speak on this draft
resolution before the vote, hut | feel constrained to do so in the light of the
statement made hy the representative of Venezuela. As T unde:stood him, he made It
clear, with regret, that because of the terms of the financial Implications paper
issued by the Secretariat yesterday, he would not be in a position to join iIn a

cons :nsus on the adoption of a substantivc draft .esolution.
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1 also understood him to indicate that he was not in fact in possession of
clear or final instructions on this matter at the present time - a position in
which, of coursa, many of us find ourselves from time to time.

I n these circumstances, my delega t fon would de. ply reqr et a decision to
proceed wi th action on this draft resolution at this time. The b iologl cal wee pons
Rev iew Cmfer ence , held in Geneva i.n September las t, was attended by many of us.
It was a conference on a subject of undoubted importance. It was a conference that
reached a conclusion of very considerable significance - not least because it was
furward-looking and because it provided for further strengthening and levelopment
of the Convention on bialogical and toxin weaporns. The Final Document of the

Review Conference wae itself adopted by consensus and as the result of very arduous

and detailed work. I think that tbere are many, many delegations in this room now
that would deeply reqret it ii we were not able to take note of that Final Document
on a basis of consensus. | believe that if a little more time were allowed we

would in fact be able to take precisely that action - that is, adopt this

substantive draft resolution by consensus.

In these circumstances, | propose that we take no action on vthis draft
resolution at present and move on to other business, retur ning to the draft after a
certain amount of time has been allowed for the necessary consulta t-ions, which, we
hope, will Lead to consensus action.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (incerpretation from Spanish): My delegation
is of course aware of the importance of this draft resolution, and it is not our
intention to pevent it from being adopted by consensus.

Hence, my delegation would be satisfied if it were placed on record that It
cxp essed 1 eservations concerning the financial impl ications of the draft.
resolution. If that were done, we would be prepared to participate in the adoption

of the drafc resolution without a vote.
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The CHAIRMAN: The statement just made by the representative of Venezuela
has been duly noted, and | thank him for his co-operation. 1 would only add that
the note by the Secretariat in document A/C.1/41/9 indicates that this draft
resolution does not really have any Financial implications 80 far as the united
Nations i8 concerned.

We shall now take action on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.9/Rev.1, entitled
“Chemical and bacteriological (blological) weapons: Second Review Conference of
the Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their
Destruction”. This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of
Austria at the 24th meeting of the Fir-+ Gammittee, on 29 October 1986. | have
already drawn attention to the note by the jecretariat in document A/C.1/41/9.

The draft resolution has the following sponsors: Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Bhutan, Bulgaria, the Byeloruseian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Canada, Chile, china, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ethiopia, Finlaud, the German
Democratic Republic, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Hungary, India, the
Islamic Republic of Iran, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Mongolia, the Netherlands,
New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Poland, Spain, Sweden, the Ukra_.ainan Soviet Socialist
Republic, tha Uuion of Soviet. Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom and the
United States.

It has been reauested that the draft resolution be adopted without a vote. If
I hear no objection, 1 shall take it that the Committee wishes to do that-

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.9/Rev.1 was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: We have thus completed action on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/1..9/Rev. 1.
After further consultotions, we are now in & position to take action on draft

resolution A/C.1/41/L.23, listed in cluster B.
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(The Chairman)
1 shell now call on representatives who wish to explain their vote before the

voting on this draft resolution.

Mr. PREIFR (Israel) : I wish to say a few words about draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.23.

My delegation hopes that the time will come when a majority of tae First
Committee will actively resent listening patiently to unbridled invective against
my country and will refuse to yield to the urgings of its sponsors to sustalnh the
unrelenting onslaught on Israel. It is ultimately the dignity and credibility of
the United Nations that is being challenged.

It is not the insinuations of the draft resolution but the declarations of the
Government of lIsrael which represent lIsrael’s policy. This is that Israel wi'" not
he the first cvountry to introduce nuclear weapons into the Middle EBast.

In the circumstances, Israel reaqueata a "no” vote on the entire draft
reeolut ion. And, in addition to the general remarks I have just made, ¥ should
like to make a few particular remarks on that.

¥Firgt ot all, Israel is s8inglec out from all the countries which have a
aimilar scientific and industrial capability. While a non-NPT country like
Pakistan can preside over the Board of Governors of the International Atomic Energy
Agency, Tsrael's nuclear activitles are annually scrutinized by the united
Nattons. T submit that this I8 not an acceptable mansure of probity.

Secondly, last year’s resolution asked the Secretary-General

“to follow closely Israeli nuclear activities and to report thereon as

appropr jate to the General Assembly®”., (resolution 40/93, para. 7)

The present draft resolution pre-empts the Secretary-General and auestions his

judgement. Furthermore, it denigrates the Committee and the General Assembly hy

forcing it to act upon newspaper reports and speculation.
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Lastly, at the last General. Conference of the International Atomic Enerqgy
Agency ( IAEA) , the Arab States raised this very item but dropped it once they
realized they could not muster sufticient votes For such a resolution. TIsrael
believes that Member States should vote against. the present draft resolution, as
they would have done at the IAEA.

While Israel Objects to every single operative paragraph, Lt will request “no”
votes only on paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 6, in order not to take more of the
Commi ttee's time than is absolutely necessary, | want briefly to comment on these
operative paragraphs,

[f the Committee looks at paragraph 3, my comment is that the Security Council
need not. investigate on the 3trength of newspaper speculations. If such
investigations were conducted with respect to every country whose nuclear stance is
sub ject to newspaper specula tions, there is little else the Security Council would
do.

On paragraph 4, this i tam denies Israel .he r ight of member ship in the IAEA,
which expressly encourages international collabor~ tion for the peaceful uses Of
atomic enerqgy. Israel can and does ocontr ibute in this field, and can benefit from
such col labora tion, just as any other country.

on paragraph 5, this i trm runs oounter to “he aims of the United Nations which
insists On fostering international col.aboration. Such an i tem, if adopted, would
prohibit the UsSR, for example, from inviting the servicea of an Israeli specialist
after the Chernobyl accident, as it did, Or the IAEA, or the World lealth
Organization from drawing On Israeli experience in nuclear medicine, for instance.
This to me is really prepog terous.

On paragraph 6, we have stated and restated that Israel has no nuclear

collaboration witn South Africa. Bat just to be sure, let m: quote once ag.in
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Israel's Anbassador to the United Nations, who said in the General Assembly on

6 November :
“Israel ia repeatedly condemned For an alleged collaboration with South Africa
in this area as well” -~ the nuclear area. “we categorically deny this
allegation. But what does the United Nations say about the wmatte c?
Occasionally it tells the truth. Recently, on 15 May this year, the ni ted
Nationg distributed a report by a team of experts from Nigeria, Sweden, the
Soviet Union, Venezuela and France who had investigated South Africa’s nuclear
weapons capability. The 44-page document was presented . . . at the United
Nations on the subject. Certain countries are mentioned in the context of
nuclear collaboration with South Africa. Again, lIsrael is not among them.”

(A/41/PV.59, pp. 72 and 73)

Therefore, as | said, we should like to have a separate vote on paragraphs 3,
4, 5 and 6.

Mr. HADDAWI (lraq): The Israeli nuclear armament still poses a most
serious threat to all the people of the Middl: East as well as to the people of
adjacent regions, most particularly Africa, for it impedes all efforts to implement
resolutions to consider Africa and other regions as nuclear-free zones.

Fur thermore, Tsrael refuses to ~» it that it has bcecome A nuclear Power and
that it possesses a nuclear arsenal t :ther with th.: means of del ivery. So, it is
not mer :ly newspaper reports, as the Israeli representative sugqgested.

Israel’s co-operation with South Africa in the nuclear field makes it all the
more necessary that the strongest deterrence measures be applied against it until
it behaves responsibly, as do the majorlity of member countries, This morning the
Comni ttee adopted a draft resolution impl icating Israel with regard to co-operation

with South Africa. So the denial of the Tgrael representative here is meaningless.
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Israel must desist from being a nuclear Power if we are to have a nuclear-free
2one in the Middle East. Israel must comply with the requirements of the
International Atomic Energy Agency by submitting 1t8 nuclear facilities for
inspection, just as the rest of us do. It has to adhere to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty to prove its seriousness and to allay the fears of the people of the region.

I do not intend to speak at length on this subject, but only to bring, once
again, to the attention of the Committee that unless and until Israel complies with
the prerequisites of responsibility, notably in the field of nuclear armaments, the
Middle East will remain in constant turmoil, so mich so that international peace
and security will be jeopardized to an unimaginable extent.

The sponsocs of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.23, are of the opinion that it
will be adopted by an overwhelming majority.

Mr. NASHASHIBI (Jordan): | hardly need to recall today the recent report

in The Sunday Times of London revealing the secrets of the Israeli nuclear arsenal

on the basis of what was stated by the Israeli nuclear expert, Mordechai Vanunu,
who worked for 10 years in an Israeli nuclear-bomb factory and who was apprehended
recently by the Israeli Mossad and sent back to Israel. It is stated that Israel
at present has between 100 and 200 nuclear bombs and that the nuclear-bomb factory
is underground in the Negev desert, near the Dimona reactor. Thus the nuclear
spread to *he Middle East, as a result of the nuclear weapons possessed by lIsrael,
is an established fact.

In support of this, there is the Secretary-General's report (A/36/431) of
18 September 1981, which gave a full exposé of Israel's nuclear arsenal programme,
which Israel uses as a weapon to threaten and terrorize the Arab world, to force it

to accept the fait accompli, namely, to abandon its natural right.. ar th er fluppor t
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of this is the statement of the former President of Israel, Ephraim Katzir, who

stated in a newspaper interview with The Washington Post, dated 3 December 1904,

that Israel had the ca,_.ability to produce nuclear weapons, and could do it in a

very short period.
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Also the book entitled Two Minutes over Baghdad, which was written by Tsraeli

authars, avtharized by the Israeli military censors and published in June 1982, i1
yet anothzt nronf of the military capability of Israel with the co-operation of the
racist régime of South Africa: it has the capability of delivering nuclear weapons
to targets in the heart of the Arab world.

The CHAIRMAN: If there are no further statements or explanations of vote
on the draft resolution, ‘e shall now begin the voting on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L. 23, entitled "Isr»eli nuclear armament”. It was i,nrocuced by the
representa tive of Irag at te 29th meeting of the First Comwmit‘ee, on
3 November 1986, and has the following sponsors; Alger is Pahrain, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mauritania,
Morocco, Oman, Yacar, Saudi Arabla, Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republ.c, Mnisia,
Onited Arab Emirates and Yemen.

Befo: e the Committee proceeds w take action or the draft resolution before
us, | call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHEQADTI (Se:cretary of the Committee): | have been authorized to make
the following statement to the Committee.

With regard to operative paragraph 7 of diaft resolution A/C.1/41/L. 23, the
Secretariat could continue to seek further relevant information for the purpose of
updating the previous report and subsequently present it to the General Assemi-ly at
its forty-s« tond session. Tha implamencation of the dr ft resolution could he
achieved %y the Secretariat within existing resouv ces,

The CHATRMAN: We ghall now begin the voting on draft resolution
A/C.L/41/L. 23, Separate votes have been requested on cnerative pacagraphs 3, 4, 5
and 6.

We shall fit st vote on operative paraqr aph 3.

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

In favour._-

Aga inst t

Absta ining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, %Sabrain,

Bargladesn, Benin, Wutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,

Bur ki a #asc, Burnndi , Byelorussian soviet Socialist Pepublic,
Cameroon, Chad, china, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cypcus,
Caechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Dy ibouti , Bgypt , Ethiopia ,

German Democra tic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guinea. Guinea-Bissau,

Guyana, Hungary, India, Indone~ia, iran (1slamic Republic of),

1: aq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, 1ao People 's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mo jolia, Mcrocco,
Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arsbia,
Senegal, Sierra leone, Somalia, St 1 Lanka, Sudan, Syr ian Arab
Republic, Togo, Tiinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, inited Arab Bmirates, United Rerwblic of Tanzania,
Venezuela, Viet Nan, Yemen, Yigcslavia, Zalre, Zarmbia, Zimbsbwe,

Australia, Austria, Belgium, C a:ada, Denmark, Finland, France,
“rmany, Federal Pepubllic of, Guatemala, Iceland, Ireland,
tsrael, Italy, Japan, L'her ia, luxembourg , Ne ther lands, New
Zealand, Norway, Postugai, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, united States of America.

Bahamas, Barbacdos, Bolivia, Bragii, Chile, Colombia, Cta
Ad'Ivoire, Ezuador, Gabon, Jamaica, Lesctho, Malawi, Mepal,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Samoa, Spain, Uruguay.

Opera tive paragraph 3 of draft resclution A/C.1/41/L.22 was adopted py 89

votes to 23, with 19 abscentiont.

The CHAIRMAN: Wwe shall nw vote on operative paragraph 4 of draft

resolution L.23.

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

In_favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Alger la, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesu,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burundi, Byelocuneian Soviet Socialist Republic, China,
Comoros, Congo, Cubs, Cyprus, Czsechosiovak ia, Democrati-: Yumen,
Njibouti, Agypt, Ethiopia, Germen Democratic Rapublic, Ghana,
Guinea, Guinea-Bisaau, Guyana, Hunyary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libyan Acab Jamahir'ya, Madagascar,
Malaynla,Maldives, Mali, Malta, Maur itania, Mauritius, Mongol ia,
Moro -0 Mozambigquwe, Nicaragua, Nige-, Niger fa, Oman, Pakistan,
Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra leone,

Somal ia, Srf Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Repudblic, ™go, Tunisia,
Tur key, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Azab Emiratea, United Republic
Of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zaire, zambia, Zimbabwe.

Againat : Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Canada, penmark, Finl and,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Guatemala Iceland,
Iceland, Ictrael Italy, Japan, Liber in, Luxexbourg, Malawi,
Nether lands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samo-. Spain, Sweden,
United Xingdor of Great Britain md Northern Iceland, (nitea
State6 Oof America.

Abstaining: Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, 3razil, Cameroon, Chile, Colonbia,
C8te Ad'lvoire, Ecuadot, Greece, Jamica, Lesotho, Mexico, Negal,
Pm ama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Trinidad and Tobago,
Uruguay, Venezuela,

Operative paragraph 4 of Zraft resolution A/C. 1/41/L. 23 was adopted by
79 votes to 27, with 21 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: wWe shall now vote on operative parageaph 5 Of draft
resolution A/C.1/41/L.23.

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

In favour;

Against:

Absta inlnqz

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, bhutan, Botawana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Fasc Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chins,
Comoc 08, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovak is, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Bgypt A Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghma,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary India, Indonesia, Iran
(Isiamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, r..aya, Kuwait, Lao Peopie's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libyan Ar ab Jamah iciya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozanbique, Nicaragua, Nlger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra leaone,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia,
Turkey, wanda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist pespublic, Union of
Swiet Sccialist Republics, United Arab Bmirates, Unitad Republic
of Tanzania, Venazuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zawbia,
Zimbabwe.

Australia, Austr {a, Rahamas, Belgium, Canada, Denmar k, Finland,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland, lIceland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa, Spain, Swedet, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Iceland, United Staves of America,
Zaire.

Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon, Chile, Colombia,
C8te d'lvoire, Bcuador, Greece, Guatemala, Jamaica, Lesotho,
Mexico, Nepal, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Trinidad and Tobago,
Urugquay .

Operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution A/C.1/41/PV. 23 was adopted by 79

votes to 27, with 20 abstentiona.

The CHAIRMAN: The Cowmittee will nw vote on. operative paragraph 6 of

dcsft coaolution L. 23

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

In favouis

ainst:

Abstaining:

atghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgar ia, Buck ins Faso,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Soclalist Republic, China, Comoros,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czsechoslovak ia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Egypt, Ethiopia, Gerwan Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indmria, lran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libym Arab Jamshiriya, Madagancar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia,
Morocoo, Moxambique, Nicuagua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syria Arab Republic, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tur key, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviat
Socialist Republic, thion of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuelsa, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, 2aire, Zambia, Zinbabwe.

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Nenmark, Finland, Prance,
Guatemala, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Liberia, Luxembourg,

Nether lands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, sweden, United
Kingdom of Great Pritain and Northern Iceland, United States of
Amer ica.

Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia, Brasil, Cameroon, Chile,
Colonbia, C8te d*Ivoire, Ecuador, Germany, Pederal Republic o f |
Greece, lceland, Jamaica, Japan, lesotho, Malawi, Mexioco, Nepal,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Samoa, Uruguay.

Operative paragraph 6 of draft resolution A/C.1/4)/L.23 wis adopted by 81

votes to 21, wi th 25 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: [ shall now wut to the vote draft resolution
AlC. 1/ 41/1,, 23, as a whole.
A recorded vote hae been requested.

A recorded vote wan taken.

In Eavour : Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Daruusalam,
Bu lgar is, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byeloruesian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Comoros, Congo,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czech oslov akia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democxatic
Yemen, Djibouti, Bgypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Fepublic,
Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran {Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, La » People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritariia, Mauritius, Mexioo, Mongolia, Morocco, Moz ambique,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwandn, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, sSudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and ‘lobago, .anisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet 8Socialist Republi~, mion of Swiet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanxania,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zambia, Zin.abwe

Ada inst: Iarael, United States of America

Abetaining: Auetralia, Austria, Bahaumas, Barbados, Belgiun, Bolivia, Burma,
Cameroon, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Cete A'Ivoir I, Denmark,
Ecuador, Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, FPederal Republic of,
Guatemaln, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Jspan, Lesotho,
Liberia, Laxembourg, Mulawi, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealasnd,
Norway, Panama, Pa ma New Guines, Paraguay, Portugal, Samoa,
Spa in, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain end Northern
Ireland, Ur uquay, Zaire

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/1,. 23, as a whole, was adopted by 92 votes to 2, with
42 abs ten tions.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those delagations wiehing to erplain

their wotes after the voting on draft reaolution L.23.

MS LETTS (Australia): Australia has again this year abstained In the
vote on the draft resolution relating to Israeli nuclear armament, which appears
thia year in document A/C.1/41/L,23. Our decision t absta in was made in

conglderation of several oper :tive paragraphs in the draft resolution, specifically
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paragrapns 3, 4 5 and 6, all of which we have voted against in the sepaiate votes
taken on them.

The call in picragraph 3 for the Security Council to inveetigata lIsrael’s
nuclear activi ties asks the Council, in the view of my delegation, to engage in
activities outaide {ts field of competence and, in addition, such investigation
could well involve, inter al la, &n examination of Israel's relationship with the
International (tomic Bnergy Agency (YABA), something which is defin.tely outsicde
the Cuuncil's competenocs.

The request in paragraphs 4 and 5 for the IABA and all States and
organizations to suspend scientific co-operation with, and assistance to, Israel in
the nuclear tieid could, in the opinion of the Australian delegation, have
Juplications for srazel's rights and rrivileges as & menmber of the IAEA.

My delegition voted aga inst the condemnation, in paragr aph € , of the &slleged
continuing nuclear collabceation between .srael and South Africa. The allegation
Of such collaharation between these two countries has never been watisfactorily
substantiated. The final preadiular paragraph of the draft resolution expresses
deep concern over the continuing development and aoguisition of nuc'ear weapons by
Israel. Austral ia does not consider allegations in the media as consti tuting
adequate substan t{ a tion of the allegation that Israel indeed possesses a nuclear
weapons capability.

Mr . XOZYREV (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation has asked to speak to express its conviction about
the timeliness of our Commi ttea's adoption of draft resolution 5.23. It. is true
that the international community has every reason to be seriously concerned at the
fact that Iarael stubbornly refuses © assume the obligation not to manufacture or
to acquire nuclear weapons, despi ta the frequant uppeals made by the General

Assembly, the Secur ty Counct 1 and the International Atomic Enargy Aguacy (IAEA) .
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That State has also refused to place i1ts nuclear facilities under IAEA
safeguards.

In these circumstances, we should naturally condemn Israel’s reluctanoce to
give up the possession of any nuclear weapons - and no efforts to confuse this vry
clear-cut issuye by introducing Lters ~lien to the subject, particularly dubjious
attampts to speculate about humanitarian activities by certain individual8 and
citizens Who have provided assistance in the case of nucluc disaster, can change
Or alter this state of affalrs,

The CHAIRMAN: We have thus concluded our consideration of draft
resolution A/C.1/41/5L.23, listed in cluster 8. The remaining draft resclution in
this clustec is I,.. 20, and it will be considered at a later stage,

It is 4y intention to take up tomorrow, a t the morning ané afternoon meatings,
clusterc 11, 10 ang and, it is hoped, we ehall take a decision on the convening of
the International Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development, on whish a draft dacision proposed by the Chairman will be distr ibuted

tomorrow.

The neeting rose at 5. 40p. m




