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The meeting was callad to order at 10,15 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)
CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION UPON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMLII: This morning the Committee will take deciaions on th
dvaft resolutions listed under cluster 11 in the informal paper that hat? been
distributed to the Committee, namely draft resolutions A/C.1/41/1..5, L..34.
L.36/Rev.l and [..49, It I8 my intention that at this meeting the Committee will
congjder also the draft resolutions listed under cluster 2 - that is, draft
resolutions A/C.1/41/1,..10 and I,.73/Rev.1.

At this afternoon’s meeting we shall, I hope, come to clusater 10 and a number
of remaining draft resolutions such as LL.37, 1 isted under cluster 4, and if
possible we shall. take action on a numher of drafts liated under cluster 12.

Be ‘ore proceedinq to take action on draft resolutions, including those in the
firat cluster, it 18 my intention to call upon those delegations that wieh to
introduce draft reso) utions.

Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia): The sponsors of draft resolution8 A/C.1/41/L.53
and L.13 have conducted consultations aimed at submitting A single draft. resolution
on the auestlon of the review of the implementation of the recommendations and
decisions of the first speclal session of the General Assembly devoted tO
disarmament.

| Aam pleased tc inform t.he Committee that. the c¢onsultationa have been
concluded successfully. May I he permitted, therefore, to Introduce draft

resolution A/C.1/41/L.53/Rev.1. The text has been amended as follows.
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(Mr. Njokic, Yugoslavia)

The followlng new giyxth preambular paragraph has been ingerted:

"Believing that the prerervation of the existing hilateral, regional and
qglobal system of arma limitation and disarmament aqrooments and the strict
ohgervance of such aqgreements hy third parties are important elements of
disarmament efforts at all levels,".

Secondly, the previous seventh preamhular paragraph han been reworded to read
as follows:

"Streasing once again that the active participation of Member States in
effective disarmament neqgotiations is necessary for discharqing their
responmibility to contribute to the maintenance of international peace and
security, that all States have the right to contribute to efforts in the field
of disarmament, that it 18 more than ever imperative in the present
circumstances to give a new impetus to negotliations on disarmament, in
particular nuclear ‘disarmament., at all levela and to achieve genuine progress
in the immediate future, and that all States should refrain from any actions
which have or may have negat ive effects on the outcome of disarmament
negotiations,”

I ehould like to thank the sponsors of bhoth draft resolutions, especially the
Adelegation of the German Democratic Republic, whose readiness and understanding

have contributed most directly to the successful outcome of the conaultatione.

S I T L o L v
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Mr. KAHN (Gernman Denocratic Republic)s Now that the representative of
Yugoal avin has introduced draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.53/Rev.l, ny delegation would
like tostatethatit does not insist on a vote on it8 draft resolution
A/C.1/41/1.13.

Our thanks ¢o to all sponsors of draft resolution A,/C.}/41/L.5s, and in
particular to Yugoslavia, for their willingness to conbine the two drafts andfor
their constructive cooperation in that ® ndeavour. By nerging draft resolution
L.13 and L.S53, their sponsors have responded to the appeal to reduce the number of
draft resol utions at the present session, This is possible if all concerned pursue
the same objective and are gui ded by common sensa and realism

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now oall On those delegations wishing to make
statenents or comments on draft resolutions listed in cluster 1ll.

Mrs. URIBE de LOZANO (Colonbia) (interpretation from Spanish): 1 should

like to refer to the draft resolutions on ths prevention of nuclear war, which we
are now considering in cluster 11.

The stage nas al ready been met for world wary the nain protagonists are
already  known, as indeed are those who are selling the tickets. For thetine
being, we are observing the show from a distance, butif a nuclear war breaks out,
we would all be annihilated. That is why the prevention of! nuclear war 1is
everyone’'s business and that the matter 18 the priority iteminthis Committee.

Al ¢ountries,cich and poor, or" the Bast, \¥st, North and sSouth are watching
to see how the situation is devel oping and al so what eteps are being taken by the
main protagonists, the main actors, to avoid a world catastrophe.

The draft resolutions before us on the prevention of! nuclear war recognize the
urgent need to define measureswith that goal in view and the possibilitythat the

resolutions of the General Assenbly, going beyond recomendations, might have a
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(Mrs. Uribe de Lozano, Columbial

positive effect on disarmament and lead to the conclusion o f apecif {c ( qgreements
disarmament.

Hence (Colombia has co-sponsored draft resolut ion A/C. 1/ .1/L. 34, which in
paraqraphs 2 and 3

“Reiterates its conviction that, in view of the urgency of this matter
and the inadequacy or insufficlency of existing measures, it is necessary to
devise guitahle steps to expedite effective action for the prevention of
nuclear war".

and

"Aqain requests the Conference on Disarmament to undertake, as a matte:
of the highest priority, negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on
appropriate and practical measures which could be nagotiated and adopted
individually for ! » prevention of nuclear war and to establish fer that

Purpose an ad hoc committee on the subject at. the oginning of its 1987

session”.

As to the intent in draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.% that wr accept as a
guarantee a declaration not t¢ he the first to use nuclear weapons, we cannot S€e
that confidence can rest in proposals that would limit sc*eiy to the nuclear field
the scope of a fundamental Charter stipulation which is go frequently violated
today, that is, the non-use of force. We consider it important to reach a
consensus on guaranteeing the security needs of tho world in general through
effective disarmament measureg and not simply by adopting proposals that would only
bring the process of disarmament down to the level »f more declaratory intentions.
On the contrary, it. is necessary to continue adopting vesclutions on nuclear
disarmament, the need ftor which is recognized by everyone. However these willnot

he productive if they do not lead to effective disarmame.,t measures.

on
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(Mrs. Ur ibe do Lowyrasalombia)

The United Nations Charter condemns not only nuclear waryit. condemns all
wars, whatever kind of weapons are iwnvolved. For that reason, the idea of not
being the first to use nuclear weapons as it appears in this. draft resolution
simply weakens the prohibition of the use of force as defined in the Charter.
Also, it would not effect nuclear areenalo, the inherent threat. of which would
persist. Instead of promoting their total. elimination, it retains the military
option ©of the nuclear-weapon States and the potential to threaten to use them.

With those comments, we wish to indicrte our support for and indeed
co-sponsorship of draft resolution L.34, and our abstention in the vote on L.5.

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those delegations wishing to explain
their votes before the voting on all draft resolutions in cluster 11.

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Ruscian) i The title and the content of the cluster of draft resolutions we are now
considering speaks for | tsel £. All these draft resolutions = A/C.1/41/L.5, L.34,
L.36/Rev.l and L.49 = are replete with warranted alarm about nuclear armaments and
have a unity of purpose on the urgent need for action to save civilization on Earth
and to get rid of the nuclear threat from the life of society. We highly commend
this position, since the turn of events in the world is making it even more urgent
for political will to be evidenced and for decisive and specific steps to be taken
to curb the nuclear-arms race and prevent nuclear war.

In connection with the adoption of draft resolutions on various aspects ot
nuclear disarmament, many delegations pointed out the significance of the Reyjkavik
meeting and the current situation on American-Soviet negotiations on space nuclear
weapons. In this reqard we wish to emphasize that the Soviet leadership is
energetically resolved t.o do everything it possibly can to ensure that by the

beginning ©f the next century peace triumphs without nuclear weapons.
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(Mr. Lsnraelyan, Union of Soviet
Socialist Repub lics) - -

The platform of interrelated proposals we get forth in Reykjavik ~ proposal.8
that were carefully balanced to take account of the interests of those
participating in the talks themselves and the entire community of nations -~ hari
taken the ccncrete form of a new approach, the need ior which is dicta .ed by the

reaiities of the nuclear missile age.
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(Mr. Isaraelyan, USSR)

Accord has be °n virtually reached on some of the major pro>lems in world
politics, Unfortunately, it has been impossihle to embody this in hinding
agreements, owing tO the aspiration Of the United States to carry out its "star
wars" rogramme and thus to create a race in now forms of weapons.

Reykjavik resulted in a agualitatively new international situation, where
nuclear diearmament issues have been raised to a higher level; descending from that
level in unacceptable and, indeed, inadmieeihle. We should not miss the

opportunity that has been identified to settle aueetiona of war and peace irn the

interest of mankind.

In our view, the draft reeolutione the Committee is considering now are
oriented precisely along thos2 lines. The Soviet delegation will vote ip favour of
them, and appeals to other delegations to do the same,

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take a decision on the draft
resolutions in clustera, beginning with t.e draft resolution contained in document
A/C.1/41/1.5, entitled “Review of the implementation of the recommendatione and
decisions adopted by the General Asaembly at {ts tenth special session: Non-uee of
nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war*, This draft resolution was
introduced hy the representative of the German Democratic Republic at the 28th
meeting of the First Committee, held on 31 October 1986, and is sponsored by the
following delegations: Cuba, the German Democratic Republic, Hungary and Romania.

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

In farour; Afghaniatar, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahrain,
Rangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunel Darussalam,
Bulgaria, Burkina raso, Burma, Burundi, Byeloruaaian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Chad, Congo, Cbte d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Fcuador, Zgypt,
Zthiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Irag, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s pemoc: atic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Lihyan Arab Jaeahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaraqua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, pPakistan,
Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviat Socialist Repuhllc, Union of Soviet Socialist
Repuhl {cs , United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
7 imbabwe

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Central African republic, Denmark,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland, Italy, Japan,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain,

Tut key, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

)\hstalning: Bahamas” Brazil, Chile, China, Colombia, Ireland, 1srael,
B i Paraguay, Samoa, Saudi Arabia

Draft resolution aA/C.1/41/L.5 was adopted by 93 votes to 19, with 10
abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN: we turn next to draft resolution a/c.1/41/L.34, entitled
‘Review of the implementation of the recommendatlons and decisions adopted by the
General Assembly at its tenth special session: Prevention of nuclear war”. The

draft resolution wan introduced by the repreeentative of Argentina at the 34th

meeting of the First Committee, held on 5 November 1986, and is sponsored by the

following delegations: Algeria, Argentira, Bangladesh, Brazil, Cameroon, Colombia,

*Subsequent 'y the delegation oi Cyprus, Malawi and Rwanda advised the
Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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(The _Chq i rman)
Congo, Ecuador, Fqypt, the German Democratic Republic, India, Indonesia, Mexico,
Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, Sudan, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam and
Yugoslavia.

A recorded vote has been reauested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Hangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botawana,
Brazil, Brunel Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Ryelorussian Soviet Socialist Repuhl ic, Cameroon,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colomhia, Cornoros,
Congo, Cte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yzmen, Djibouti, dcuador, Fqypt, Ethiopia, Finland,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraa, Ireland, Camalica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s
Democratic R«public, T.oanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritius, Mexico, Monqolia, Morocco, Mozambiaue, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panam., Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Sanoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, somalia,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Tog?, Trinidad and Tohaqo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet. Sori -' gt Republic, uUnion of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam. Yemen, Yuqgoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France,. United Kingdom of Great Rritain and Northern Ireland.
tnitecd States of America

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Federal Repuhlic of, Iceland,

Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembhourqg, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, Turkey

Diaft resolation A/C.1/41/L.34 was adopted by 113 votes to 3, with 14
astentionsg.®

*Subseauently the delegation of Cyprus, Malawi and Rwanda advised the
Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour,
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The CHAIRMAN : e tak ) up next the draft resolution contained in document

A/C.1/41/1..36/Rev.1, entitled “Review of the implementation of the recommendations

and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at {ts tenth special session:
Prevention of nuclear war: Climatic effects of nuclear war, including nuclear
winter”. The draft resolution, the programme budget implications of which are Bet
out in document A/C.1/41/L.79, waa introduced by the representative of Mexico at

the 37th meeting of the First Committee, held i 10 November 1986. The sponsors of

are as follows: Rangladesh, India, Mexico, Pakj stan and Sweden.
A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote waa taken.

In favour : Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benln, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Aurkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, CBte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopla, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraa, Ireland, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lar, People’s Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua N@&w Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Samoa, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist. Republic, UInfon of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Fmirates, Uinited Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, V.et Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe
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Agat ;. United States o f Amer ica

Abstaining: Belgium, Prance, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,

Luxembourq, Netherlanda, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great firitain and Northern Ireland

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.36/Rev.1 was adopted by 119 votes to 1, with .0
abstent lons % Ea

*Subgeauently the delegat ion of Cyprugt, Malawi aid Rwanda advised the
Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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The CHAIRMAN: T he lastdraft. resolutfonin clusterilinow pheforeusis
A/C.]/dl/[,,ﬂ), entitled “Review and implementat ion of the Conclud ing Document of
the twelfth special session of the General Assembly. convent {on on the prohibition
of the use of nuclenr wo.pons”.

That draft resclution was introduced hy the representative of India at the
32nd meeting of the First- Committee, on 4 November 1986. The sponsors are af
follows: Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Ecuador, Eqypt, Ethiopia, India,
Indonesia , Madagaacar, Romania, Viet Nam and Yuqgoslavia.

A recorded vote has been reauested.

A recorded vnte was taken.

“I_l.l favour: Afghanfstan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Hahamas,

' Hahrain, Banaladesh, Benin, Hhutan, Holivia, Dotswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Hurkina Faso, Hurma, Hurundi,
Hyelorussian Soviet Social {st Republic, Cameroon, Central African
Repuhl ¢, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comorosg, Congo, Cdte
d'Ivolre, Cuha, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic
Repuhl 1{i¢, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, lIran (Islamic Republic of), Iraa, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arah Jamahir iya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Monqolia, Morocco,
Mozambiaue, N:>pal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paragriay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Seneqal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tohago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainjan Soviet Socialist Republic, UInion of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, 1nl ted Repuhl ic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yug glavia, %aire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

!\Jarinst: Austiolia, Belgjum, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portuc !, Spain, Turkey, {inl ted Kingdom of Great
Britain a n d Northern Ir tand,United States of America
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Abstaining: Greece, lIreland, |Israel, Japan

Draft resolution was A/C.l/lll/l..l‘) adopted hy 107 votes to 17, with 4
abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call on those delegations wishing to explain
their vote after the vote on all draft resolutions in cluster ll.

Mr. FAN GUOXIANG (China) (interpretation from Chinese) : The Chinese

delegation voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.49 because we support its
thrust on the non- use of nuclear weapons. However , certain formulations used in
the preamble and the main part of the draft convention should undergo i rther
exploration. We have our own views on those matters. In spite of this, we voted
in favour of the draft resolution.

Here T should like to clarify China’s position on the non-use of nuclear
weapons.

China has c¢r neistently held that, hefore the realization of nuclear
disarmament, in order to reduce the danger of the outhreak of nuclear war, the
first task {8 to prevent any State from using nuclear weapons to engage in acts of
aggression. For that purpos:, al.l the nuclear-weapon States must undertake the
obligation not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against any States or
under any circumstancea. On the hasgis of that undertaking on the part of the
nuclear-weapon States, an internationa | convention should he drawn up with the

participation of all nuclear-weapon States on the prohibition of the use of nuclear

weapons.

*3uhsequently the delegation of Cyprus, Malawi and Rwanda advised the
Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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(Mr. Fan Gucxiang, China)

In addition we feel that to'ay, when nuclear weapons cont inue to pile Up, the
mere prohibition of the yge of nuclear weapons cannot safequard security, nor can
it: safequard world peace for States. There must algo he a dragtic cut in nuclear
weapons. Only the ultimate elimination of all nuclear weapons ran completely
remove the danger of nuclear war.

Mr , OKELY (Australia) : In explaining Australia’s vote on t.he resolution
i n documen: [, 5,1 would observe that the prevention of nuclear war is an objective
of the highest priority. For this purpose, inter alla, »11 wars should he
prevented. Thr aim of the prevention of nuclear war is not advanced by a griori
an.! unver1f jable declarations ahougt the use of nuclear weapons. Wwhat is reauired
is nuclear disarmament and until that occurs, other arrangements, including
deterrence of the une of nuclear weapons.

Turning to the draft resolution in document A/C.1/41/L.34, my deleqation voted
in favour of it. We gsupport strnngly the objective of the preventjon of nuclear
war by all means. However , my delegation would have preferred to see the
resolution drafted in such a way as to give due recognltion to the fact that the
issue of the prevention of nuclear war cannot he dealt with 1in isolation. One of
the mos! Important ways to prevent a nuclear war i8 through the prevention ©f all
wars. My delegation also supports the establishment of an ad hoc committee on this
issue at the Conference on Disarmament.

Although my delegation is not certain that such an ad' hoc committee could
undertake negotiations on the matter at this stage, we should like to see the
conference on Disarmament consider and identi y pogsible areas for its detailed
examination of the {gsue similar to the ad hoc committee estahlished for tue

prevention of an arms race ip outer space.
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(M. Okely, Australia)

Accordingly, my del egation urges the Conference on Diearnanent to establish at
its 1987 session an ad hoc comrittee so that it can begin discussion of an issue of
priority concern in the field of disarmanment.

Mr. FYFE (New Zealand); In gene-al, New Zealand supports resolutions
that propose di narmanent and arms control measures that are nutual, balanced and
verifiable, and that would promote stability at a lower |evel of armaments, taking
into account the need of all States to protect their security. W will not support
resolutions that |ack balance and are of a vague and declaratory nature.

Accordingly, New zealand has voted against the draft resolutions contained in
L.5 and L.49. The New Zealand Government has nmmde clear its view that New Zealand
cannot be defended by nuclear weapons. However, it recognizes that different
strategic circunmstances make inevitable diffecences of approach in the reduction

and eventual elimnation of nuclear weapons.

gty
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(Mr. Pyfe, New zea land)

The drafts {n locuments L.5 and L.49 promote the renunciation of the first use
of nuclear weapone, ignoring tha need for balancing reddactions in conventional
forces. Such reductiona and the renunciation of the first use of force are in the
modern age essential to the avoidance of conflict that could escalate into a
ruclear was.

Mr. JABGER (Denmark) : I ghould like to explain my delegation’s vot. on
draft resolution L.5, on the non-use of nuclear weapons and th revent ion of
nuclear war.

A8 the Danish representative stated in 1e general debate of the First
Committee on 16 October 1986,

*... Denmark calls upon the parties to ongoing negotiationa =~ that is, those

in Vienna on the mutual and halanced reduction of armed forces ard armaments

anG associated measuraes in Central Europe, in the Conference on Diaarmament,
and in the bilateral talks in Geneva - to reach early agreements in order to

Create the conditions necessary for a reduced dependence on nuclear weapons,

which should pave the way for negotiationa with a view to reaching an

international agreement not to be the first t.0 use nuclear weapons®.

(A/C.1/41/PV .4, p. T)

Draft resolution L.5 has been introduced under agenda item 62, “Review of the
implementation of the recommendations and deciaione adopted by the General Assembly
at its tenth special session®™, The validity of the Final Document of the tenth
special session and the priorities and objectives laid down in it is reaffirmed
annually by the General assembly. According tothatdocument disarmament measures
must be well-balanced if they are to further international stability. No single
State or group of States should at any stage of the disarmament process be able to

obtain military advantages. Disarmament measures must be implemented with the
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(Mr. Jaeger, Denmark)

amount of international verification necessary to ensure that all parties live up
to their commitments.

Denmark Aupports resolutions which respect these fundamental principles. In
our view draft resolution §L.5, though put forward under the heading Review of the
implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly
at its tenth #apecial session”, does not live up to those fundamental principles but
advocates a biased and simplistic solutior instead.

The concept of deterrence has bheen developed as an integrated part of a
defence strategy and as an answer to a certain actual situation in which a group of
States find themse Ives. The 8ingling out of the first-use option does not serve to
create an improved situation of mutual security. A mere declaration not to be the
first to use nuclear weapons, tn itself, without adeaquate follow-up measures to
show and ensure that adherence to the declaration is intended, is of very limited
value.

Given the right conditions, a mutual agreement between the nuclear Powers not
to be the firgt to use nuclear weapons could, however, make a positive contribution
towards greater security, but it is the at*ainment of adeauate conditions that 1is
esgential, and n»ot the declaration in itself.

For the reason | have just given, Denmark could not support draft regolutinn
L.5 and therefore voted against it.

Mr. GOUGH (United States of America): The United States delegation's
negative vote on draft resolution T[,,36/Rev. |, as wag the case with its negative
vote on resolution 40/152 G Last year, in no way signifies that we consider the
issue of the c¢limatic and potential phyaical effects of nuclear war, including
nuclear winteir , to be unimportant. On the contrary, e helieve that the issue

merits intense study hy aualified investigators,
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(Mr._Gough, United States)

Moreover, we helieve that studies on the environmental effects of nuclear war
should he pursued in a digpassjonate way, and free of political overtones. TIn our
view this would he difficult in a study such a8 the one proposed in this draft
resolution.

fn addition the draft has financial implications that also contsibuted to our
decision to cast a negative vote.

In any event, the United States, together with other national and
international bodies baving competence in such matters, will continue to 8tuwi: the
critical problems involved in this mattes.

Mr. MOLANDER (Sweden) : My delegation wishes to explain its vote on draft
resolutions I,,5 and L.49.

Let me first deal with droft reeolution L.S. I should like to reiterate that
the Swedish Government vyjews unilateral declarations by nuclear-weapon States In
which they make the commitment that they will not be the f {rst to use nuclear
weapons &8 an important concept in the efforts to reduce the dangers of an outbreak
of nuclear war. We hope that all. nuclear-weapcn States will find It possible to
make such declarations.

The establishment of a rough parfty in conventional forces on a lower level
would obviously facilitate such commitmenta, 1 . the view o: the Swedish
Government, a firm comaitment not to he the first, to use nuclear weapons, made
through an international inatrument of legally binding character, would make an
import ant contyribution to tlhe success of efforts to prevent nuclear war. That is
one reason for the support my Government has today given to draft resolution L.5.

However , such an international instrument should deal solely with the concept
of non-first use of nuclear weapons and should not contain any further elements not

directly related to it. In fact the Swedish Government. considers that the
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prohibition of the uge or threat of force in {nternational relations laid down in
Article 2 of the Charter of the United Nations is mandatory and sufficient. what
is reauired Is, rather, improved compliance by Member States with the existing
prohibition and with t.he obligation, also laid down in the Charter, to settle
international disputes hy peaceful means.

Turning to draft resolution [,.49, let me first reiterate that Sweden lends its
support to the concept of proh ibiting the use or *hreat of use of nuclear weapons
in an international legal ipatrumei.t., |In this context | would like to auote the
following from the statement of the late Swedish Prime Minister, Mr. Olof Palme, on
the occasion of the commemoration of the fortieth anniversary of the United Nations:

“Any u e of nuclear weapons would he deeply reprehensible. One can speak
of an international norm which is graduwally gaining acceptance. The time has
come to consider whether mankird ghould not begin to study in earnest how this
utter moral reprobation can be translated into hinding international
agreements. We should consider the possibility of prohibiting the use of
nuclear weapons, by internat ional law, as part of a process leading to general

and complete disarmament.” (A/40/PV.43, p. fw_ﬁ)

My delegation was therefore, as last year, in a position to vote in favour of
India’s proposal contained in document 1,,49, However, in regard to the sixth
preamhular paragraph, my deleqgation has reservations as to the interpretation of
the United Nationg Charter. In fact, if the use of nuclear weapons were
uncontestedly to he a violat ion of the Charter, there would be no obviocus need for

another international leqgal instrument in this respect.
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Mr. TRJA (India) : 1 wish very briefly to explain our vote on draft
resolution A/C. ]_/41/[,, 5. My delegation voted in favour of that draft resolution
because we agree with its main thrust, which is directed towards the prevention of
nuclear war.
We should like to state, however, that pending the achievement of complete

nuclear disarmament the best course of action for preventing nuclear war would be

to forswear completely the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons in any

circumstances whatsoever.
Mr. YAMADA (Japan) : Japuan voted in favour of the draft resolution on

climatic effects of nuclear war, including nuclear winter, in document

A/C. 1/41/L. %/Rev. 1, out of our deep concern on the suhject. It is the firm helief
of my Government that it is moat important that such studies ™e conducted in A
balanced, objective and scientific manner and that A clearer and correct
understanding of the matter; based on acientific findings and analysis, he obtained
and hrought to the attention of the general public.

It is also the hope of my delegation that when the study in question is
conducted due regard will he paid to the views of Japan suybmitced in response to
General Assembly resolution 4¢/152 K on how the work of the United Nations in the

ield of disarmament studies can best he further improved.

Mr. KF1SALO (Finland) : | have asked to speak in order to expl iin the
vote of Finland on draft rerolution A/C.1/41/1,.% on non-use of nuclear weapons and
prevention of nuclear war.

Finland believes that nuclear war is mn where professed to he an element of
rational policy. It is the declared policy of the Government of Finland that
nuclear weapons should never, under any circumstances, be used, That is the reason
why Finland voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.5 a d also for al 1 other

draft resolutions in cluster 11.



MLG/mh A/C,1/41/PV. 41
27
MMARTYNOV (Byelorussian Soviec Socialist Republic) (interpretation
from Russian); The Byelorussi.n SSR would like to make the following statenent 'n

connection with the votes we have just taken On a number Of draft resolutions in
connection Wi th the prevention of nuclear war.

One f theswiftest ways of pre.enting nucl ear war would he the refusal to be
the first tousenuclear weapons, an proprsed in draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.5. As
nmentioned in thedraft resolution, the commitment not to be the first to use
nucl ear weapons has already been made by two Powers, the Soviet Union and the
Peopl e’ s Repu 1ic of China, thus proving that it is a perfectly feasible step.
Such a commiment is not sinply adeclaration, since it involves auite reilistic
conuseauences in the field of nilitary doctrine and practical nilitary
constructicn, The reference to the right of collective defencc under the United
Nations Charte- cannot he regarded as warranted. This is clearly indicated by
4perte of the Uniced Natinng in the conprehensive etudy on concepts of security,
publ i shed recently in document A/40/553.

The continuation of the Wstern nuclear Powers' policy of relwing on their
being able to he the first to carry out a nuclear strike as a basis of their
strategic doctrines involves an increased risk of nuclear war. The assertion that
it isinpossible to agree on not being the first to use nuclear weapons in the
abgence of a balanced reduction of conventional weapons is also very far from being
in contact with reality. In fact, the Budapest message of the St tas Parties to
the Warsaw Treaty appeals for a radical reduction of conventional weapons and
armanents in Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals,

Nor can we .egyard as serious thereference to an absence of di sarmanment in the
nuclear field as a pret xt for refusing to give up thefirst useof nuclear
weapon:, It is weil known that one of the nuclear Powera that has nade the

com{tmsnt not 10 be the First to use nuclear weapon8 = the Soviet Unlon - has put
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forward a step-by-step programme for nuclear disarmament which, {f there was
political willingneas on the part of other nuclear P.wers, could he initiated and
implemented immediately.

The implementat*ion of the agreements to which we were very close in
Reyk javik - and not shirking them - could also help to further the process of
nuclear di sar manent,

Finally, the commitment not to be the first to yge nuclear weapons could be
enshrined In a legally binding document., thereby considerably strengthening it.

In view of the foregoing, the delegation of the Byeloiussian SSR supported
draft resolution A/¢.1/41/L.5. We also voted In favour of all the other draft
resolutions in the cluster, since they are aimed at promoting the prevention of
nuclear war in practice. In particular, we welcome the urgent appeal contained in
draft resolution a/C.1/41/L.34 on the creation of a subsidiary body in the

Conference on Disarmament to consider measures to prevent ruclear war.
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The CHAIRMAN: We have thus omcluded our action on all draft resolutions
in cluster 11.

In accordance with what | said earlier, we return pow to dratt resolutions in
cluster 2. | should like to inform menbers that because of ongoing consultations
the following draft resolutions in cluster 2 will not be taken up this mor ning;
action upon them is postnoned: draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L.2 and L.43.

I call now on delegations wishing to make statements or comments on draft
resolutions in cluster 2.

Mr . ROCHE (Canada): | have the honour to introduce 4 revised uraf
resolution under agenda item 62 (n) (iii), contained in @& cument
A/C.1/41/L.73/Rev.1l, and entitled "Review of the implementation of the
recommendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth special
sesgion: Implementation of the recomtendations and decisions of the tenth apecial
Session; Verification in all ite aspacts®™, | do So on behalf of the delegations of
Austrelia, Austria, the Bahamas, Belgium,h6 Botswana, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Costa Rica,
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France, the PFederal Republic of Germany, lIceland,
Italy, Japan, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa, Sierra leon:,
Singapore, Turkey, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern lIreland, and,
of course, Canada.

This revised draft resolution is the product of many long and inuvensive, but.
2lways positive and co-operative, seasions of consultations and negotlations, It
is the belief of the sponsors that the numeraically lcw, but qualitatively high,
improvements which have been incorporated not only will permit the terms of the
dra’t resolution to be implemented in a more expeditious manner but will also

permit the draft resolution to enjoy universal support.
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Men, on 4 November, | introduced draft resolution A/C.1/41/1,.73, I noted that
the importance of verification for successful arms limitation aqgueements was not
lessening. On the contrary, {t is becominq more immediate. | also noted that the
dr aft resolution provided & [xactlcal means of engaginy the United Nations and all
its Members, especially those with xperience and technology relevant to
verification, in &fining and making invaluable the sound and practical means by
which successful and lasting arms control measures could be achieved. Those words
apply equally well to the i1evised draft resolution in A/C.1/41/L.73/Rev.l.

The expanded number of sponsorg, which now reflects the very composition of
the United Nations itself, testifies that with positive political will conflicting
points of view can be harmonized, competing draft resolutions can be merged, and
consengu8 can be reached. nr goal throughout. this exercise hLas been to deepen our
corsideration and understanding of verification and to continue the consensus
achieved at the fortieth .se@8ion of the Gener. L Assembly. We believe we have all
succeeded in the accomplishment of that aim.

To you, Mr. Chairman, my delegation extends its thanks. Your advocacy of
honest compromise and merger and your willingness o wse your good offices in the
attainment and furtherance of consensus certainly paved the way for th 1is
accompl ighment .

We must also thank, and pay a tribue to, the delegations of Bulgaria and
Czechoslovakia for their positjve co-operation during our consultations, and the
delegation of India for {jtg help. We look forward to -=orking with them closely
during our future consideration of verifiration.

Finally, it 18 our expectation that when action 1is taken on this text, draft

resolution A/C.1/41/L.73/Rev. .l will be adopted without a vote,

g e PN s Ed N
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Mr. HALACHEV (Ru lgarLa) ¢+ In connect fon with the successfu | outcome of
the unofficlal consultations with a view to merging the draft resolutions contained
in documents A/C.1/41/L,.1 and L.73, on the issue of verification, I should like to
flay that the delegations of Bulgaria and (Czechosl.+ kla express their satisfaction
with the agreement on a joint draft resolution under agenda iLtem 62 (n) ({ii).
From the very outset we have deemed thnt idea to he well advised and we have
focused our efforts to that end.

I wish to extend our gratitude to the sponsors of draft. resolution
A/C.1/41/1..73, and especially to the delegation of Canada, which undertook very
ser jous and constructive etforts towards reach ing agreement. T should 1 ike to
convey our thanks also to the delegations of [ndla, Yiqoslavia, Sri Lanka and other
countr ies for their important contri tion and valuable co-operation.

The delega ! ions of Czechoslovak iu and Bulgar ia are grateful to you personally,

Comrade Chairman, for your skilful guldance and your suppor t for the consultations,
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We are hopeful that Eruitful co-operation on the issue of verification will
continue in the future. We also consider agreement on a joint draft reeolution as
a positive step towards achievliny a -‘oncerted and constructive approach to the
major question of verification. That joint approach is now of great importance in
view of the urgent need for a speedy achievement and implementation of substantive
and eftective measures for arms limitation and disarmament.

We view the implementation of the recommendation to be adopted as a valuable
step towards that. goal. We are also convinced that our ultimate ubjective hae to
he that comprehensive and adequate verification, far from creating obstacles,
should facilitate the adoption of concrete disarmament measures.

Since such ayreement has been reached, the sponsors of draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.1 have decided not to put {t to a vote. Ths delegations of Bulgaria and
Czechoilovakia join the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.73/Rev.l and call
upon all delegations to give it their support.

:I;he CHAIRMAN: | thank the representative of Bulgaria for his statement
informing the Committee that the sponsors of tne draft resolution contained in
A/C. 1/41/L. 1 do not insist on a vote.

I also thank the representative of Canada and the representative of Bulgaria
for their kind words addressed to me.

Since no other represcntative wishes to speak on the draft resolutions in
cluster 2, [ shall now call on those representatives wishiny to explain their votes
before the vot ing.

M[_-_“J;‘i-:m‘»ll_i\fiL_Y}_\li(Uni()n of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russ 1an); In connection with the decision we gre about to take on draft
resolutions in cluster 2, the Soviet delegation would “irst recall that in its

statement of 10 November we stated that the Soviet delegation would abstain in the
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vote on draf t resolutionl,. 10, <bjective information on military matters. At that
time we explained the reasona for that position and called upon other delegationg
to act 1 ikew ise.

Wi th regard to the agreement achieved between the delegations of Bulgaria and
Crechoslowak la, on the one hand, and Canada, on the other, on the question of
verification, we weloome this agreement and offer cordial congratulations to those
delega tions. Naturally, the Soviet deleqgation will support that draft. reso'ution
since the Soviet Union is s confirmed protagonist and chanplon of verification
measures, heyinning with paticnal forms of verification and emb[acinq the whole
range ' f international forms of verification, from vonstant on-site inSpectionﬂ to
systematic inspections on demand. I think we have demonstrated our devotion to
stricter verification in negotiations on various disarmament matters, in particular
at the negotiations on the banning of chemical weapons and also in proposals on
negotiations to prahibit nuclear tests.

* join in the request that draft resolution 1I,. 73/Rev.l be adopted by
consensus.

Iﬂﬁ&%ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂéﬂz We shall now begis voting on draft resolutions in
cluster 2. 48 T have already said, we shail take up first. the draft resolution
contained in document A/C. 1/41/L. 1.0, :ntitled "General and complete disarmament:
Objective information on milt tary matters”.

This draft resolution was Introduced by the representative of the United
Kingdom of Great pr i tain and Northern Ireland at the 28th m tiny of the First
Commi ttee on 31 (O tober 1986. It has the following sponsors: Australia, Belgium,
Bo tswana, Canada, Denmar k, Fr ance, the Federal Repuwlic of Germany, [celand, Italy,
New Zealand, Norway, Samoa, Tur key and the {nlted Kingdom.

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

In favour: Argentina, Australia, Austr ia, Bahamas, Banqlad-sh, Belgium,

_.. Fhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, BK unei Dar ussa lam, Bur und i, cameroon,
canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Comoros, Cote
d'lvoire, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Djibouti, Ecuador,
Fgypt , Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, lIceland, Indonesia,
Ireland, Israel, Ttaly, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Lebanon, lesotho,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malts,
Mauritius, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigar, Nigeria,

Nor way, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraquay, Peru,
Philippines, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Senegal, sierra
Leone, Slnqapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uganda,
nited Kingqdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Unfted
States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,

simbabwe
Against : No e
Abstain _inq:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Benin, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina

Paso, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, China,
Colombia, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, German
Democratic Republic, Hungary, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Mexico, Mongoiia, Nicaragua,
Oman, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Republ.ic of Tanzania, Viet Nam

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.10 was adopted by 88 stes t_ o noune,with
30 abstentions _

The CHAIRMAN: Next we come to draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.73/Rev.1,
entitled "Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions ad>pted
by the General Assembly at its tenth special session, Imolementation of the
recommendations and decisions ¢of the tenth special session; Verification in all its
aspects”.

This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Canada at the
31t meeting of the First Committee on 4§ Nwember 1986 and has the following
sponsor ;; Australia, Austria, the Bahamas, Belgium, Botswana, Bulgaria, Cameroon,
Canada, Costa Rica, Tzechoslovakia, Denmark, Finland, France, the Federal Republic

of Germany, lceland, ltaly, Japan, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa,
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Sierra Leona, Singapore, Turkey and the tnited Kingdom of Great gritain and
NoE thek n | reland.
A request Rae been made for the draft resolution to ba adopted without a
vota. 1If I hear no cbjection, I shall take it that the Committee wishes to act
acoordingly.

Deaft resolution A/C.1/41/L.73/Rev.l was adopted,
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‘The CHAIRMANS We have thus concluded action on draft reeoluticne
a/Cc,1/41/L.10 and L,73/Rev,l, listed in cluster 2.

I ghall now call on those delegations that wieh to explain their pogitiong Or
votes after the gdacisiong or votes on 4he draft resolu tione in cluster 2.

Mr. TEJA (Indla)s My brief remarks will relate to the draft resclution
on vecification’in all its aspects contained in document L.73/Rev.l.

We are gratlfied that the sponsors of that ceeoluticn, in particular the
delegation of Canada, have accommodated some of the concerns of other groups in
order to have only one draft resolution on this subject and to secure a consensus
anit.

There is no doubt about the critical importance of effective ver ification
arrangements in all disarmament agreements. My delegation would, however, like to
emphasize that a separate discussion of the aspects of verification should not be
used to distract our attention from specific and concrete disarmament measures.
The draft cesolution to which | refer does reiterate the principle contained in the
Final Document of the the first special session on diearmament that the formulation
Or modalities of verification systems depend on the purpose, scope and nature of
the corresponding agreement. It followe therefore that the requirement of a
verification system acceptable to all parties should be considered in the context
of actual negotiations.

India abstained in the vote on draft resolution L,10, on objective information
on military matters, since we consider that progrese in disarmament i8 a matter Of
the exercise of political will by the major Powers, and lack of progrese cannot
possibly be attributed to lack of information on military matters or to the sbsence
of an international system of standardized reporting on military expenditure.

Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia)s My delegation voted in favour of draft

reaoluticn L.10 since it represents a continuation of the aection my country
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gupported on the occasion of its initiation during the thirty-seventh session of
the General Assembly, Objective information on military matteca ia indeed an
important element which might, together with some other more important
prerequisites, such as sincere political determination, contribute to the

of fectivenees of negotiations on disarmament ieeues. But, cn the other hand, one
ghould not overestimate the effects of a lack of objective information on the
armaments programmes of States on the acceleration of the arms race, in particular
the nuclear-arms race, and on the heightening of international tension, which is
implied in thie draft resolution.

However , bearing in mind the intention of the sponsors to point to one
possible way of contributing to the promotion of relations and confidence among
Btates with a view to achieving general and complete disarmament, my delegation
voted in favour .of it,

Mr. SALLES (Brazil): The Brazil ian delega tion could not vote in favour
of draft resolution L.10, on objective information on military matters, for, as was
the case with its predecessors, it addressee issues and problems extraneous to the
crucial queetione of disarmament proper and which pertain mainly to the
relationship between the two military alliances, Therefore in our view it does not
contribute to the adoption of concrete multilateral dis.rmament measures.

Mr . EFFENDI ( Indones ia): wmy delegation fully endorses the main thrust of
the draft resolution in document L.73/Rev.l, namely that disarmament and
arms-limitation agreement8 should prowide for adequate measures of verification
eatiefactory to all parties concerned in order to create the necessary confidence
and to ensure compliance by all parties. We have therefore joined in the consensus.

However, it remalng our basic view that paragraph 4, which requests the

Disarmament Commission, inter alia, to consider at i{ts 1987 session verification in
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all its aspects including principles, provisions and techniques, can only be
effectively undertaken While taking into account ongoing negotiations and in the
light of the provision contained in preawbular paragraph 6 (b), which gtates that

*The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in any

specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purpose, scope

and nature of the agreement.”

Mr. FISCHER (Uruguay) {(intertation from Spanish): We wish to aay that we
believe that the conB8ensus that hae been reached on the question of verification ia
perhaps one of the MOSt important events of this session, This consensus, between
blocs, this increasing convergence of ideas, might in fact open up a historical
stage witi .egaxd t 0 verification, It 18 closely associated with all other
disarmament matters and could be extended to all other areas of the limitation and
reduction uf weapons.

We hope we shall be. able to aontinue consolidating this principle as a volicy
of the international community.

Mr. TOMAE (Nigeria): The Nigerian delegation would like to explain its
aoquiescence in the adoption of resolution A/C.1/41/L.73/Rev.l, on verification in
all its aspects,

The Nigerian delegation eppreciates the importance of verification in
disarmament negotiationa and congratulates the delegations that have brought about
the conaenaua on L.73. But We remain concerned by any action which might have the
effect of diverting attention from the substance of negotiationa on this important
gueation, and we should like t0 expres8 the hope that, though the present consensud
draft resolution in our view contains contradictory themes, its stipulations will
not hamper prugresa in disarmament negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament in

Geneva.



MLG/MTM A/IC. 1/41/pV .41
46
The CHAIRMAN: We have thua concluded action for today on draft
resolutions listed in clueter 2. As 1 have already informed members, tte two
remaining draft reeolutione, A/C.1/41/L.2 and E.43, will he the subject of
decinions at a later etage beoause of oontinuing coneultatione.

There is an opportunity this morning to take up the draf: resolution contained
in document A/C,1741/1.37/Rev,1, listed under clueter 4. Although it was
distributeé¢ only this morning, | understand that the Committee is in a pos’ tion to
take action on it now.

Accordingly, if there {8 no objection, it is my intention to proceed to take
action on this draft reeolution.

| t was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN: Accordingly, | ehall now oall on thoee delegations wishing
to make etatemente or comment.8 on draft reeolution A/C.1/41/L.37/Rev.1,

Mr. TINCA (Romaniaj: The draft reeolution contained in document
A/C.1/41/1.37 was intended, as | stated in introducing it at one of our previous
meetings to permit the Nisarmament Commimsion to take a short racesr in considering
the principles that should govern the further actions of States in the field of
freezing and reduction of military buagete.

Neverthelees, at the euggeetion of a number of tlelegationa, we aave
re-examined our proposal, and conseguently, we have made the necessary ohangee to
that draft rseolution.

The new version, which 48 now oontained in document A/C,1/417/L,37/Rev.l, which
I have the honour to recommend to® the Committee an behalf of the aelegatione of
dustralia, Colombia, Finland, iIndoneaia, Ireland, Nigeria, Senegal, Sweden, Romania

and Uruguay, envieagee a solution that might be adopted by consensus.
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The  .ambular part of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.37/Rev,1 18 more elaborate
and borrows - agraphs from previous consensus reeolutione adopted by the General
Aeeembly on this gubject. In its last preambular paragraph, it notes that the
Diearmament Commission at its subsetantive gession in 198¢, agreed upon the
principles that should govern further action of States in the field of freezing and
reduction n»f military budgeter

“except ome on which various alternative8 were proposed by Member States®.

The operative part of draft reeolution A/C.1/41/L.37/Rev,1l i8 ale0 similar to
the resolutions adopted by the General Assembly in the past, Paragraph 4 of the
draft reeolution = and this {8 where the main chrnges come:

?Reauests the Disarmament Commission to goutinue the consideration of the
item entitled *Reducclon of military budgets', and in the context, to conclude
at ita substantive gession in 1987, its work on the last outstanding paragraph
of the 'Prin iples tl at should govern further actions of ateg in the field
of freezing and reduztion of military budgets', and to eubmrt its report and
rocommendatlone to the General Aseembly at its forty-second session®.

It wae euggeeted to my delegation that another chance given to the Diearmament
Commission to hava a new try in order to resolve the only one remaining principle
might be worth while.

The sponsors underetocd that in organizing its work at its 1987 substantive
sesglon, the Disarmament Commission would take fully into account the limited
nature of the mandate entrueted to it by draft reeolution A/C.1/41/L.37/Rav.1,
which in fact calle fsr elaboration of only one paragraph.

I have also to gpecify that draft reeolution A/C.1/41/L.37/Rev,1l Will have no

annexes,
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I take this opportuni ty to express my deleqation's gratitude to theose othel
delegations which co-operated in finalizing the draft resolution, and 1 submit that
It might be adopted without a vote.

ﬂ_‘:_-_ﬁm_fi (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland): On
behalf of the 12 member States of the European Community, | should 1 Ike to make
some comments on Araft resolution A/C.1/41/L.7 as revised and just introduced by
the representative of Romania, which Is entitled “Reduction of mi 1i tary budgets”.

In the statement- of the Twelve on this subject on 31 October, we reaffirmed
that all countries have a mutual intereat in finding ways to reduce military
expenditure while maintaining undiminished security. 1t is because of the pr iority
the Twelve attach to the search For such reductions that wc have participated
actively in work related to this at the United Nations, and I bave in mind here in
particular the work whi *h has heen accomplished at. the United Nations Disarmament
Commiasion,

Tt {s gratifying to he able to note that. at the 198) session of the Commission
it proved possible to make :onsiderable headway on t*is auestlon. Work remains to
he done, however, and the progress made so far remains Incomplete until the
outstanding issues are fully resolved.

Therefore, thn Twelve consider that we must pot gshy away From the final hurdle
in front of us. Now is not the tim« for the United Nations Disarmament “ommission
to pause in itfl considerat ion of this issue. The Commission this year decided, in
the 1 ight of the progress achieved, to recommend to the Asgembly that discussion of
the item at the Commistion should be cont aged and a fully agreed text reached. we
congider that the Commission, on which all Member States are represented, « wuld be
1 irmly supported In this recommendat lon, which js found in paragraph 28 of dornment

A/41/4%.
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(Mr. Fdis, United Kirgdom)

For that reason, the Twel ve, in voting in favour of, or perhaps joiaing in the
consengus on, draft resolution A/c¢.1/41/L.37/Rev.1, particularly welcome the
recommendatton now contained in paragraph 4, and just introduced by the
repregentative of Romania, that discussion of the item he continued at the 1997
session Of the Disarmanent Commission, and we look forward to the opportunity for

further useful work there.

ey A
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MriISCHER (Uruquay) (Interpretation F r o m Spanish): 1 merely wish to
confirm that Uruquay wishes t o co-sponsor draft tesolution A/C.1/41/L.37/Rev .1, as
we did similar drafts | n previous years,since that had nct yet been recorded.

Ini_cm IRMA_N; Since no other delegation wishes to make statements or
comments on the texts of the drat.resolution before us, | ghall now call on
delegations that wish to explain their poaition before a decision is taken on
L.37/rev .1,

Mr. TIMERBAEV (Lilon of Soviet Socialist Republics) (Interpretation from
Russian): Since it favours the {mplraentation of real steps to curb the arms race
and b ing about disarmament in close connection with the resolution of the problem
of warld economic and sgoclal development, the Soviet inion and other socialist
countr fes have consistently sought a reduction of military expenditure on the part
of States. Representatives are familiar with the proposal made by the States
parties to the Warsaw Treaty and the members of. the North Atlantic Treaty
grganization (NATO) to undertake negotlations in order to reach tangible aqreements
not. to incceaee, and subsequently to reduce, military expenditure, as well as wi th
other initiatives taken by the socialist counts Les almed at finally mak ing some
headw. y in this matter.

During the sessian of the Disarmament Commission this year it was possible to
achleve substantial new progress in agreement on a set of principles for the
freezing and reduction of mll itary budgets. Rejrettabliy, it was impossible to
reach final agreement in the Commission on this set of principles a ince gome
Wertern countr | e e ocontinued to make demands related to the comparabil ity and
tr ansparency of mill tary expenditure a8 a prelininaiy precequisite, | would stress,
for the commencement of negotiations on their reduction. Thia demand can only h e
regarded a n a pretext for e fuainﬂjo tackle the proolem 0 F how to cut down on

military allocations a n d cansequently to liber atefunds for devel opment purposes,
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Mr. Timer bauvlSSR)

The Sowiet tmion is convinced that. there is an urgent need to achieve
practical agreements on the real redu tion of military expenditure. Furthermore,
we bel ieve that § C such an agreement were achieved we could set up an internationa |
fund to render amssistance to developing ccuntries.

On the whole, the Soviet Union supports draf resolution L.37/Rev.l andw e

shall vote in favour of Lt.

Lh___e___g_}{il_}_u_a_}_\_m The Committee will pow take a decision on draft resolution
A/C. 1/41/1.. 1 7/Rev.]l, en titled "Reduction of military budgets”. It was introduced
by the representative of Romania at the 29th meeting of the First Comnittee, on
J November 1986, and hasg the following sponsors: Aus tr in, Colombi. Fin land,
Indonesia, Ireland, Nigeria, Romania, Senegal, Sweden and Uruguay.

There has been a request for the draft resolution to be adopted without &
vote. | f I hear n o objection, | shall take it that the Committee wishes tp act

accord ingly .

Draft resolution A/C. 1/41/L. 37/Rev .1 wad adopted.

IDE_%.!%N: I shall now call on thoge delegation6 wishing to explain
their position on this draft resolution after the decision on it has been taken,

Mr, TEJA (India): My delegation decided to support the consensus on
draft resolution L. 37/Rev.l, which we have just adopted, My delegation would like
to state, however, that we do not. “elieve that all Member States are equally
responsible for the very high Lwel of ¢lobal expenditure on the arms race. since
it is just. nhalf g dozen or so militarily significant States that account for the
overwhelming propor tion of world military expenditure, the reduction of military
budgets is thelr primary responsibility., The progressive qualitative and
quantative esca lationo f the arms raceincl uding the nuclear-arms race, can only
he arrested by an exercise of the pol,iflct ! commitment of the States en jaged in

such a 1 gee -
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The CHAIRMAN: We have thus oconcluded action on all draft resolutions
listed in cluater 4, and [ congratulate metiers on this progress.
ORGANIZATION OF WRK

The CHAIRMAN: It {8 my intention to take up this afternoon the
consideration Of and action upon the draft re~olutions liated in cluster 10 and, it
is hoped, the remaining draft. resolutions in cluster 9, AC 1.41/L. 3 and . 52, and

also a number Of draft resolutions listed under cluster 12.

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m.




