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The meeting WAR  callecl  to  order  at  10.35 a.m.I_~___I-_---

AGRNDA  ITEMS  46 TO 6’i  AND 144 (continued).-~

CONSIDlW7ATION  OF AND ACTION  UPON DRAFT  RES<)I,IlTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRW.i?: This morning the Committee will  take decisions  on the

draft  reaolutione  l isted under cluflter  11 in  the  in formal  paper  t.hat.  hat? heen

diatrihuted  to the Committee, n a m e l y  draEt  teeolutinns  A/C.1/41/1,.5,  L.34.

L.36/Rev.l  a n d  l..4q. It  in my intention tlbat  at  thin  meeting the Committee will

caneider  a l s o  t h e  d r a f t  resolutions  listen  u n d e r  c l u s t e r  2  - t h a t  in,  rlraft

resolut ions A/C.1/41/L.l0  and L.73/Rev.l.

At thin  afternoon’s  meeting we shal l ,  T hope , come to cLu8ter  10 and a number

of  remaining draft  resolut ions such as  L.17,  1  isted  under cluster 4,  and if

poseihle  we shal l .  take act ion on a  numher o f  draftR  1Lnted  under c luster  12.

Before  proceedinq  to  take act ion on draft  resolut ions,  Includinq  those in the

firat  cluoter, i t  ia  my intent.ion  to  ca l l  upon those  d@leqations  that  w ieh  to

introduce  draft  resow  utions.

M r .  DJOKIC  (Yugoelavia): The  Rpneors  o f  dra f t  reso lut ion8 A/C.l/4l/L.53- - -

and L.13 have conducted consultations aimed at submittinq  a s ing le  draft .  resolut ion

on the aueation  o f  the  rev iew  o f  the  implementntton  o f  the  recommendationtr  and

decis ions of  the firet  Rpecial  session of  the General  Aneembly devoted to

dinarmament.

I am  pleased t.c,  inform t.he Committee that. the conflultations  have been

concluded successful ly. day  I he  permitted,  therefore,  to  Introduce draft

reso lut ion A/C.l/Il/L.S1/Rev.l. The text has hetin amended BR  follnwfl.
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(Mr.  njokfc,  Y u g o s l a v i a )-

T h e  fallowlnq  n e w  sixth preamhular  paraqrnph  h a s  heen  inderted:

"Bellevinq  that the preservation  of the existlnq  hilateral ,  regIona  and

qlobl  system of arme  limitation and disarmament aqrooments and the strict

ohaervancc?  of  such aqreen,entR hy  third  parties  are iqortant  elements o f

disarmament efforts at all  levels,“.

Secondly, the previous seventh preamhular paraqraph han heen  reworded to read

as  fo l l ows :

"Streesinq  once aqain  that the act ive  part ic ipat ion of  Member  States  in

af!fective  disarmament neqotlatfons  is necessary for discharqing  their

reaponmihility  t o  contribute  to the maintenance of  internat ional  peace and

swurity,  that a l l  States have the rlqht  to contribute  to e f fo r t s  In the  f i e ld

of disarmament, that it is  more than ever imperative in the present

circumstances to qlve  a new impetus to neqotlatians  on disarmament, in

particular nuclear ‘disarmament., at  a l l  levele  and to achieve genuine progress

in the itmnedintc fu ture , and that al l  States sh<wld  re f ra in  from any actions

which have or may have rleqat  ive effects on the outcome of disarmament

negotiat ions,”

I ehould  l ike  to  thank the sponsors of hot.h  draft  resolutions,  especial ly  t.he

dsleqation  of the German Democratic Repllhlic, whose readinaes  and understanding

have contributed  most directly to the successful  outcome of the conaultat ione .
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Mr. KAHN (German Democratic Republic)r Now that the representative ,)f

Yugoalavin has introduced draft resolution ~/C.l/41/~.53/Rev.l,  my delegation would

like to state that it does nat in8i8t  on a vote on it8 draft resolution

A/C.l/41/L.l3.

Our  thanks go to all spansOr  of draft resolution A,'C.!/4l/L.%r,  and in

particular  to Yugoelavla,  for their willingne88  to combine the two drafts and for

their constructive co-operation in that l ndeavour. By merging draft resolution

L.13 and L-53, their sponsors  have reapanded  to the appeal to reduce the number of

draPt  resolutions at the pre8ent  w88ion. This i8 poeaible  if a'11  concerned pursue

the same objective and are guided by common  8en8e and realism.

The cHAxmAN:- 1 shall now oall On those delegations wishing to make

statements or cOmment8  on draft re8olution8  listed  in clUatOr  11.

Hra. URIBE  de LWAN0 (Colombia) (interpretation from Spanish): I should

like to refer to the draft reMlUtiOn8  on the prevention of nuclear war, which we

ai- n0w considering in cluster 11.

The atage  nas already been 8et for world warI the main protagonists are

already known, as indeed are those who are 8elling  the tickets. For the time

Ming,  we are observing the rhow  from a distance, but if a nuclear war breaks out,

we would all be annihilated. That is why the prevention of! nuclear war 1s

everyone’8 bu8ine8s  and that the matter is the priority item in this Committee.

All (%untriea,  rich and poor, or" the East, West, North and South are watching

t0 sbc how the situation is developing and also what eteps are being taken by the

main protagonists, the main actors, to avoid a world catastrophe.

The draft resolutions before ue on the prevention of! nuclear war recognize the

urgent need to define ~eaeufee with that goal in view and the poeslbility  that the

resolutions of the General Assembly, going beyond recommendations, miqht  have a
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(Mrs. Ur  ibe dr Lozano Colombia)----.---.-.-I ---.L---

posit ive  e f fect  on  disnrr~~.uI~enl dd  Lead  to the conc1u8ion  o f  specif  itr  6 greements  on

disarmament.

Hancr Colombia  has co-sponsored draft  resol.ut  ion  A/C. I./  \1/1..  34,  wh ich  in

paraqraphs 2 and  3:

“ R e i t e r a t e s  it.R  convict.itrn  that, in  v i ew  o f  the  urqency  of  this  matter

and the inadequacy or innufficiency  of  existing measures,  it  is necessary to

dev,lse  suitable  steps  to  expedite  e f fect ive  act ion for  the prevent ion  o f

nuclear  war”.

and

“Aqain  requests the Conference on Disarmament to undertake,  as a matte!.

o f  the highest  pr ior i ty , negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on

appropriate  and pract ica l  measures  which could be negotiated  and adopted

i n d i v i d u a l l y  for a ,*  prevent ion of  nuclear  war  and to  estab l ish fr:r  that

Purpose an ad hoc commit.tee  on the subject at. the~. \?ginning  o f  i t s  1987

session”.

AS to  the intent  ill  dra f t  reso lut ion A/C.1/41/L.5  that  wr’  accept as a

quarantee  a  declarat ion not  tc, he  the  f i rst  to  use  nuclear  weapons ,  we cannot  see

that  conf idence can rest  in  proposals  that  would l imit  so’eky  to  the  nuc.lear  f i e l d

the scope of  a  fundamental  Charter  st ipulat ion which i.s  60  f requent ly  v io lated

to(lay, t h a t  in, the  non-use  o f  fo rce . We consider  i t  important  to  reach a

consensus on guaranteeing the security needs  o f  tho  wor ld  in  genera l  through

effective disarmament meanurea and not simp1.y  by  adopt ing  proposa ls  that  would  only

bring the procesn  OE disarmament down to the level ,)f more declaratory int:entions.

On the contrary, it .  is necessary to continue  adopting r~esolutinns  on nuclear

disarmament, the need for wh ich  is  recognized by everyone. llowever  t h e s e  wil.1  n o t

he prctiuctive  i f  they do not  lead to  e f fect ive  disarmame:.t  measures.
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( M r s .  Ur  ibe d o  Lozano Colomhin)_-._-_-__ -L-  -

The United Nations Charter  condemns not only nuclear  wart  it .  cdondemns  a l l

wars, whatever kind of weapons are I.nvolved. For  that  reason,  the idea of  not

beinq the f i rst  to  use nuclear  weapons as  i t  appears  in  this .  draft  resolut ion

simply weakens the prohibit ion af the use of  force as  def ined in the Charter .

A lso ,  i t  would  not  e f fect  nuc lear  areena lo , the inherent threat. of which would

persist . Instead of  promoting their total .  e l imination,  i t  retains the mslitary

opt ion  oE the nuclear -weapon States  and the potent ia l  to  threaten to  use them.

With those  comments, w e  w i s h  t o  indicrte  our  support  for and indeed

co-sponsorship  o f  dra f t  reso lut ion L .34, and our abstention in the vote on L.5.

The  CHAIRMANt I  shal l  now ca l l  on those  de leqat ions  wishing to  expla in

their  votes  before  the vot ing on a l l  draft  resolut ions in  c luster  11.

M r . ISSRAJZLYAN_  (Union o f  Soviet  Socia l i s t  Republics)  ( interpretat ion  f rom

RUST=  1 an) I The  t i t le  and the  content  o f  the  c luster  o f  dra f t  reso lut ions  we are  now

considering speaks for  1  tsel  E. Al l  these draft  resolut ions - A/C.1/41/L.5,  L .34,

L.X/Rev.l  and L.49 - are replete with warranted alarm about nuclear armaments and

have a  unity  of  purpose on the urgent  need for  act ion to  save c iv i l izat ion on Earth

and to  get  r id  o f  the nuclear  threat  f rom the l i fe  o f  society . W e  highly commend

this  pos it ion, s ince the turn of  events  in the world is  making i t  even more urgent

for  po l i t ica l  wi l l  to  be  ev idenced and for  deci.sivc  and specif ic  steps to be taken

to curb the nuclear-arms race and prevent nuclear war.

In  connect ion with the adopt ion of  draft  reso lut ions  on var ious  aspects  c~i

nuclear disarmament, many delegations pointed out  the s igni f icance of  the Reyjkavik

meeting and the current s ituation on American-Soviet  neqotiations  on space nuclear

weapons. In  this  reqard we wish to emphasize that the Soviet  leadership is

energetical ly  reuolved  t .o do everything it  possibly can to ensure that by the

beginning of the next century peace triumphs without nuclear weapons.
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(Mr. Lsnraelyan,  Union of  Soviet__.
ii  oc  1 a 1 i R t Repub  lies)-  - - - -.__..  -___ -_-_..

The  p la t form o f  inter re la ted  proposa ls  we  Bet  f o r th  in Reykjavik - proposal .8

that  were  care fu l ly  balanced to take account of  the interests  OE those

part ic ipat ing in the talks themselves and the entire communit:y  o f  nat ions  - harl

taken the ccqcrete  form of a new approach, the neetl  lor  which is  d icta  .ed by the

rea;itlee  o f  the  nuc lear  miesile age.
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(Mr. Iesraelyan, USSR)

Accord hae  be ‘n  virtually reached on some of the major pro!>lems  in world

politics. Unfortunately, it has been imposaihle  to embody this  in  hinding

agreements, owing to the aspiration of the llnited  States to carry out itis  ‘Btar

warri* ,arogramme  and thus to create a race in now forms of weapons.

Reykjavik resulted in a aualitatively  new international situation, where

nuclear diearmament issues have been raised to a higher levell  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 in  the

interest of mankind.

Tn our view, the draft reeolutione the Committee is considering now are

oriented piecinely along thoeo  lines. The Soviet delegation will vote in 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,le  draft resolution contained in document

A/C.1/41/L.5,  entitled “Review of the implementation of the reco,mmendationn  and

decision8  adopted by the General Asaembly at ita tenth special eeeeion:  Non-uee of

nuclear weapons  and prevention of nuclear war’. This  draft resolution was

i.ntroduced  hy the repreeentative  of the German Democratic Republic  at the 28th

meeting of the First Committee, held on 31 Gctober  1986, and is sponeored  by the

following delegations: Cuba, the German Democratic Republic, Rungary  and Romania.

A recorded vote has been reauested.
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A recorded vote was taken.
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In fatour: Afghanistan.,  Algeria, Angola, Arqentina, Austria, Bahrain,
Ranqladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei  I)aru88alam,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,  Burma, Burundi ,  Bye loruaa ian  Sov iet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Chad, Conqo, C&e  (I’Ivoirc,  Cuba,
Caechoalovakia,  Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Zcuador,  Zgypt,
Zthiopia, Finland, Gabon,  German Democratic Republic,  Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran, JcIrdan,  Uenya,  Kuwait, Lao People’s Democl  atic  Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Lihyan Arab Jaeahiriya, Madaqancar,
Malays ia , Maldives, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
MoZBmbiqua,  Nepal, Nicaraqua,  Niqer, Nigeria, Oman, Pakintan,
Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Ar.rh
Republic,  Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, JJganda,
Ukrainian Soviet  Socialist Repuhllc, Union oE Soviet Socialist
Repuhl its , [Jnited  Arab Emirates, JJnited  Republic  of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
z imbabwe

Against: ?+ustralia,  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,
IJnited  States of America

Abstaining:  Bahamas” Brazil, Chile, China, Colombia, Ireland, Israel,
Paraguay, Samoa, Saudi Arabia

Draft resolution A/C.L/ll/t.S  was adopted by 93  votes to 19, with LO
abstentions.*

The CHAIRMAN: We turn next to draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.34,  entitled

‘Review of the implementation of the recommendatlonk  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, Argentir.a,  Bangl.adesh,  Brazil, Cameroon, Colombia,

*Suhseauently  the delegation oi Cyprus, Halawi  and Rwanda advised the
Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.

b
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(‘The Cha i rman)- - I _ _

Conqo, Ecuador, Bqypt, the German Democratic Repuhllc,  India, Indonesia, Mexico,
Morocco, Niqeria, Pakistan, Romania, Sudan, Ilruquay,  Venezuela, Viet Nam and
Yugoslavia .

A recorded vote has been reuuested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria,  Angola ,  Argentina, Austra?in,  Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Hanqladesh, Benin,  Bhutan, Bolivia, lMt.Wana,
RraZil,  Brunei  Darussalam,  Bulgaria ,  Burkina Faso,  Hurma,
Burundi, Ryelorussian Soviet  Social ist  Repuhl  ic ,  Cdmrjroon,
Central  Afr ican Republ ic , Chad, Chile, China, Colomhia, Cornoros,
Congo, C8te d’lvoire,  Cuba,  Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democratic  Yemen,  Djibouti ,  Zcuador,  Fqypt, Ethiopia,  Finland,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Guinea, Rlyana,  Hunqary, India, Indcnesia,  Iran ( Is lamic Republic

of), Tram, Ireland, Zamaica,  Jordan,  Kenya,  Kuwait ,  Lao People’s
Democratic  R&*puhlic,  T,c..>anon,  Lesotho,  Liberia,  Libyan  Arab
Jamahiriya,  Madagascar,  Malaysia,  Maldi’des,  Ma l i ,  Ma l ta ,
Maur i t ius ,  Mexico ,  Monqol ia ,  Morccco,  Mozamhiaue,  Nepal ,  New
Zealand,  Nicaragua,  Niger,  Nigeria,  Oman, Pakistan, Panam,,  Papua
N e w  Guinea,  Paraguay,  Peru,  Phil ippines,  Poland, Qatar,  Romania,
San.oa  , Saudi Arabia,  5enega1,  Sierra Leone,  Sinqapore,  Somalia,
Sr i  tanka,  Sudan, Sllriname,  Sweden,  Syrian Arab Republ ic ,
Thai land,  Tog?, Trinidad and Tohaqo,  Tunisia,  Uganda,  Ukrainian
Soviet. Socc  -.  .st Republic, Union  of  Soviet  Socia l ist  Republ ics ,
United  Arab  Emirates, United Republic  o f  Tanzania,  Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam. Yemen, Yuqoslavia,  Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France,. United Kinqdom of Great Rritain  and Northern Ireland.
brtitcil  States of America

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Federal  Republic  of ,  Iceland,
I s r a e l ,  I t a l y , Japan,  Luxemhourq,  Nether lands,  Norway,  Portugal ,
Spain, Turkey

Draft  resolition  A/C.l/Qi/L.34  was adopted by 113 votes to 3, with 14- -
-‘stentisns.*a.,.

'Suhseauently  the deleqation  o f  Cyprus, Malawi and Rwanda advised the
Secretar iat  that they had intended to vote in  favour.
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The CHAIRMAN  : we tail  )WI_- up next the draft resolution contained in document

A/C.l/ll/I,.36/~ev.l, entitled “Review  of the implementation of the recommendations

and deciaiona  adopted by the General  Asaemhly  at  ite  tenth special  session:

Prevention of nuclear war: Climatic  e f fects  o f  nuclear  war ,  inc luding  nuclear

w i n t e r ” . The draf t  reso lut ion, the programme budget impl icat ions  o f  which  are  Bet

out in document A/C.1/4l/L.79,  wae  introduced by the representat ive  o f  Mexico  at

the 37th meet ing of  the First Committee, held OII  10  November 1986. The sponsors  o f

a re  as  fo l lows : Rangladesh, India,  Mexico, Pakj  atan  and Sweden.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote w a a  taken.

In favour  : Afghanistan, Algeria,  Angola,  Argentina, Australia,  Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin,  Bhutan, Bol iv ia ,  BOtEIWana,
Brazi l ,  Rrunef  DaCUsBalam,  Bulgaria ,  Aurkina Faso,  Burma,
Burundi, Byelorusaian  Soviet  SocialiBt  Republic,  Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic,  Chad, Chile,  China, Colombia,
Comoroa, Congo, C&e  d’Ivoire,  Cuba, Czechoslovakia,  Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Rcuador,  Egypt,
Rthiopia,  Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Guat.emala,  Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indoneeia, Iran ( Is lamic Republic of ) ,  Irao,  Ireland, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, tars  People ’s  Democrat ic  Republ ic ,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,  Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,  Madagaecar,
Malaysia,  Maldives ,  Mal i ,  Mal ta ,  Maur i t ius ,  Mexico ,  Mongol ia ,
Morocco,  Mozambique,  Nepal ,  New Zealand,  Nicaragua, Niger ,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua Uew  Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Phil ippines,  Poland, Qatar,  Romania,  Samoa,  Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra  Leone, Singapore,  Somal ia ,  Spain,
Sri  Lanka,  Sudan, Suriname, Sweden,  Syrian Arab Republ ic ,
Thai land,  Togo,  Trinidad and Tobago,  Tunisia,  Uganda,  IJkrainian
Soviet  Socia l ist .  Republ ic , llnion  o f  Sov iet  Soc ia l i s t  Repuhlice,
United <Arab  Rmirates, TJnited  Republ ic  o f  Tanzania ,  Ilruguay,
Venezuela, Vlet  Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,  Zaire,  Zambia,  Z imbabwe
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In-t<:Aqa IJnitec-t  Staten  o f  Amrr  icn

Ahetaininq:--11 nelyium,  P r a n c e , Germany, Federal  Republic  o f ,  Israel,  Italy,
Luxemtnurq, NetherlandR,  Portuqa1,  T u r k e y ,  Ilnited  Kinqdom  Of
(:reat  Rritain  and Northern I re land

Draft  ro~olutio~~1.1/41/T..~6/l~ev.l  WAA  a d o p t e d  by_119  v o t e s  t o  1,  w i t h  LO
ahstent.  ions.  *

---I  ---_--___I - - - - -
-____

*Suhseauent,ly  the  drle<lilt i.on  01. (‘yprus, Malawi atd  Rwanda advised  the
S e c r e t a r i a t  t h a t  t h e y  h a d  Lntenrled  t o  v o t e  in favour.
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T h e  C H A I R M A N : T h e  last. d r a f t .  resolut  fan  i n  cllrster  11 n o w  twft,re  11s IR

A/C.1./41/L.49,  ent.htled “Review and irrp,lementat  ion of the ConcJ.ud  inq Document of

the twelft:h  specia l  session of  the General  Am?emt)ly. convent ton  on the prohibition

o f  the  use  o f  nuclanr  wu.pons”.

That  ttraft.  resrilution  was introduced by the representative of  India at  the

32nd  meetinq  of the First- Committee, on 4 November 19fJh. The sponsors  are  a~

followe: Alqeria,  Arqentina,  B a n g l a d e s h ,  Hhutan,  E c u a d o r ,  HqYpt,  Et:hiopia,  India,

Indonesia , Madagaflcar,  Romania, Viet  Nam and Yuqosliivia.

A recorded vote has been reaueated.

A recorded vnte was taken.

In f avour :-.  - Afqhanfstan, Algeria,  Anqola,  Argentina, Austria, Hahamas,
Hahrain, Hanqladesh,  Henin,  Hhutan,  Holivia,  Dotswana,  Rrazil,
Brunei  Darusealam,  Bulqaria,  Hurkina Faso, Hurma, Hurundi,
Hyelorussian Soviet  Socia l  ifit  Repllhlic,  Cameroon,  Central  Afr ican
Repuhl ic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros,  Conqo, C&e
d’Ivo!re,  Cuha, Czechoslovakia,  Democratic Yemen, Ilji~llti,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,  Finland, Cahon,  German Democratic
Repuhl ic,  Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India,
Indonesia,  Iran ( Is lamic Republic of ) ,  trau,  .Jamaica,  *Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic,  Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia,  Libyan Arah Jamahir iya,  Madaqascar,  Malays ia ,
Maldives ,  Mal i ,  Malta ,  Maurit ius ,  Mexico,  Monqolia,  Mo rocco ,
Mozambiade,  Wpal,  Nicaragua,  Niqer,  Niqeria,  Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraqriay, Peru, Philsppines,  noland,
Qatar,  Romania,  Saudi Arabia,  Seneqal,  Sierra  Leone,  Sinqapore,
Somalia, Sri  Lanka,  Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, TOGO, Trinidad and Tohago,  Tunisia,  llqanda,
Ilkrainian  Soviet  Socia l ist  Republic,  [Inion o f  Sov ie t  SociaJ.ist.
Republics, JJnited  Arab  Emirates, Ilni  ted Repuhl i(- of Tanzania,
Ilruguay, Venezuela, Viet. N a m ,  Yrmen, Yuq  rslavia,  Zaire,  Kamhia,
2  imbahwe

Against:____ Australia,  Helqi~lm,  Canada, Denmark,  France, Germany, Federal
Republic  of ,  Iceland, Ktaly,  J,uxembourq, Netherlands, New
Zealand,  Norway ,  Portucl  1,  Spain,  Turkey, IInI  tcad  Kinqdom  o f  Great
Hritain  a n d  Nort.hern 11  Iand, Ilnttcd  States  of  America
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Abstaining: Greece, Ireland, Israel,  Japan

Draft resolution was A/C.1/41/1,.49  adopted hy 107 votes to 17, with 4
ahatentione.*

The CHAIRMAN: I  sha l l  now ca l l  on those  de legat ions  wishing to  expla in- -

their  vote  a fter  the vote  on a l l  draft  resolut ions  in  c luster  Ll.

M r . FAN GIJOXIANG  (China)  ( interpretat ion from Chinese)  : The Chinese

delegat ion voted in  favour  o f  dra f t  reso lut ion A/C.l/41/1,.49  because  we support  i ts

thrust on the non.  use (IL nuclear weapons. However , certain formulat ions used in

the preamble and the main part  of  the draft  convention should undergo i rther

exp lorat ion . We have our own views on those matters. In  sp i te  o f  this,  we  vo ted

in  favour  o f  the  dra f t  reso lut ion .

Here I should l ike  to  c lar i fy  China’s  posit ion on the non-use of  nuclear

weapon8.

China has CI  neistently held that, before  the  rea l izat ion o f  nuc lear

disarmament, in order to reduce the danger of the outhreak of  nuc lear  war ,  the

f i r s t  task ie to prevenk  any State  f rom using  nuclear  weapons to  engage in  acts  o f

aggression. For  that  purposta, al.1 the nuclear-weapon States must undertake the

ub’Ligation  not  to  use  or  threaten to  use  nuclear  weapons againut  any States or

under any circumstancea. On the hasis  o f  that undertaking on the part  o f  the

nuclear-weapon States, an internationa I convention should he drawn up with the

part ic ipat ion  o f  a l l  nuclear-weapon States on the prohlhition  o f  the  ufle  o f  nuc lear

weapons.

*!Iuhseausntly  the delegation of  Cyprus, Malawi and Rwanda advised the

Secretariat  that  they had intended to vote in favour.
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I n  a d d i t i o n  w e  f.eel  t h a t  toa’ay, when nIlclear  weapons cant  inue to pi le  up,  the

mere prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons cannot snfequard  security,  nor can

it :  safequi3rfl  wor l d  peace f o r  States. T h e r e  muflt  alno  h e  a  drastic  c u t  i n  n u c l e a r

weapona. Only t.he  ultimate elimination of  a l l  nuc lear  weapons  ran  complete ly

remove the danqer  of nuclear w a r .

Mr s OKELY (Australia) :I - . - - - In expL$inlnq  Austral ia ’s  vote on t .he resolut ion

i n  document  r,.s, z wou ld  ohserve  that the  prevent ion of  nuclear  war  i s  an ob ject ive

o f  t h e  hiqhest.  p r i o r i t y . F o r  t h i s  purpose, i n t e r  a l l a ,  ~11  wars  Rhould  h e

prevented. Thr aim of the prevention of  nuclear  war  is  not  advanced by a  priori

an,!  unverlf  Iahle  declarations ahlIlt  the  use  o f  nuclear  weapons. W h a t  i s  reauired

is nuclear disarmament and unti l  that occurs,  other arranqements,  including

deterrence of  the use o f  nuc lear  weapons .

Turninq  to  the draft  resolut ion in  document A,‘C.1/41/1,.34,  my deleqation voted

i n  f a v o u r  of i t . We support  strnnqly the ohjec:tive  o f  the  preventjon  err  nuclear

w a r  h-t al l  means. However , my deleqation would have preferred to see the

resolut ion drafted in such a  way as  to  qive due recoqnlt ion to  the fact  that  the

issue  o f  the  prevent ion o f  nuc lear  war  cannot  he  dea l t  with  in iso lat ion.  One of

the mosl  Important  ways to  prevent  a  nuclear  war in through the prevention of all

wars. My deleqat ion a lso supports  the cstahlishment  of  an ad hoc committee  on thisII-

imue  at  the Conference on DiRnrmament.

Althnuqh  my deleqation is not certain that such  an ad hoc committee could.___

undertake neqotiations  on the matter  at  this  staqe,  w e  should  ljkc  to see the

conference on Disarmament-  consider and identi  y posnihle  areas for  i ts  deta i led

e x a m i n a t i o n  or t h e  insue  s i m i l a r  tc, t h e  a d  hoc commit.tee  established  f o r  tt.6.-

prevention of  an arms race In  outer tipace.
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Accordingly, my delegation urqes  the Conference on Diearmament to establish at

its  1987  session an ad hoc committee so  that it can begin discussion of an issue of- -

priority concern in the field of disarmament.

MK. FYFE (New Zealand); In gene-al, New Zealand supports resolutions

that propose dinarmament and arma  control meaeucea  that are mutual, halanced  and

verifiable, and that would promote stability at a lower  level of armamentA,  taking

into account the need of all States to protect their security. We will  not 6Upport

resolutions that lack 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 made clear its view that New Zealand

cannot be defended by nuclear weapons. However, it recognizes that different

strategic circumstances make inevitable diEfecencee  of approach in the reduction

and eventual elimination of nuclear weapons.
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The drafts tn locumente L.5 a-td  L.49 promote the renunciation of the first  use

of nuclear weapone, ignoring thl¶  need for balancinq  reddctlonla  in conventional

forces. Such reductlone  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

t.clclear  was.

M r . JARGER  (Denmark) I I Rhould  like to explain my delegation’s vat* on

draft resolutiocl  L.5, on the non-use of nuclear weapons and th prevent  ion  of

nuclear war.

Ae  the Danieh rb.>resentative  stated in le  qeneral hebate  of the Firrrt

Committee  on 16 October 1986,

" . . . Denmark calla  upon the parties to ongoing negotiationa - that ie, those

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

and  associated ineafrures  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.o uee  nuclear weapon@*.

(A&.l/‘l/PV.4,  p .  1,

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  nension”. The validity of the Final Document of  the tenth

special session  and the priorities and objectives laid down  in it ifi reaffirmed

annually by the General Assembly. According to that document disarmament measures

must  be well-balanced lf 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 meaeuree  muat  be implemented with the



RH/R A/C. 1/41/W.  “il
2 2

(Mr. .Ineqer,  Denmark)

amount of  internat ional  ver i f icat ion necessary to  eneure  that  a l l  part ies  live up

to their commitments.

Denmark  Rupportn  resolutions which  reslxct  these fundamental principles.  In

our v iew dra f t  reso lut ion  1,.5, though put forward under the heading Review of the

implementation of the recommendations and  decinions  adopted by the General Assembly

at its  tenth apeclal  session”, does not live up to those fundamental principles  but

advocates a biased and simplistic solutior  Instead.

The concept  of  deterrence has heen developed  as an integrated part  of  a

defence strategy and as an answer to a certai,l  actual situation in which a group of

States find themse Ives. The sinqling  out cf the f i rst -use option does not  serve to

create an improved situation of mutual securtty. A mere decl.aration  not to be the

first to use nuclear weapons, tn itself ,  withuut  adecluate  f o l l o w - u p  measures to

show and ensure that adherence to the declaration is intended, ia  of very limited

value.

Civet  the rtiqht conditions, a mutual agreement between the nuclear Powre  not

to  be the fir&  to  use nuclear  weapons  could ,  however , make a positive contribution

towards greater  security, but it  is  the nttad.nment.  o f  adeauate  condit ions that ia

essential, and n-& the declaration in i t s e l f .

For  the reason I  have just given, Denmark  could not support draft resolutbn

L.5  and t.heretore  voted against it .

Mr. GOIJGh  (llnit.e?A  States of America) : The  JJnited  States delegation’r

negative  vote  on dra f t  reso lut ion L.36/Rev.  I, as wae  the case with its negative

vote on resolution 40/152 G bst  year, in no way signifies that we consider the

issue of the c’limatic  anii  potential  phystcal  e f fects  o f  nuc lear  war,  including

nuclear winter  , to he  unimportant . On the contrary, ::e  hel ieve that the issue

merits intense study hy (Iualified  investiqators.
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Moreover, we helleve  that flt.udies  on the environmental effects OE nuclear war

should he pursued  in a dispaeAionate  way, and  f ree  o f  polittcal  overtones. Tn our

v i ew  thla  wou ld  he  d i f f i cu l t  in  a  study  euch  aa the one proposed in this  draft

resolution.

fn  addit.ion  the draft ha8  f inancia l  impl icat ions that  a lso  cont.-ihuteal  to  our

decision to cast  a neqative  vote.

In any event, t h e  llnited  Staten, toqether with other national and

international bodies havinq  competence in such matters, will continue to Btr*:’  the

cr i t ica l  problems  involved in this  mattes.

Mr. MOLANDER  (Sweden) : My delegat ion wishes  to  expla in  i ts  vote  on draf t

resolutions  J,.5  a n d  L-49.

Let  me f i rst  dea l  with  dr,lft  reeo lut ion  L.S. I should  l ike  to  reiterate that

the Swedish Government views unilateral declarations by nuclear-weapon States in

which they make the commitment  that they will not be the f iret  to use nuclear

weapons as an important concept in the efforts  to reduce the danqers  of an outbreak

of nuclear war. W e  hope that a l l .  nuclear-weaFn  States  wi l l  f ind  I t  poneihle  to

make such declarations.

The  establishment  o f  a rouqh par{  ty in conventlonai  forcea  on a l ower  l eve l

wou ld  ohviouRly  fac i l i tate  such commitments. I .I  the view oi  the Swedish

Government, a f i rm com:litment  not  to  he the f i rst ,  to  use nuclear  weapona, made

throuqh an international inntrument  o f  l ega l ly  bfndfnq  character, wou ld  make an

import ant  contribution  to tlhe success of efforta  to prevent nuclear war. That in

one reaflon  f o r  the  riupport  my Government has today qiven to draft  resolution L.5.

However , such an lnternat,ional  instrument should  deal txolely  wi th  the  concept

of non-first use of nuclear weapons and should not contain any further elementa  not

direct ly re lated to it . In fact the Swedi8h  Government. considera  that the
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prohlhition  o f  the  uee  o r  thre.lt  o f  f o r ce  in  internat.ional  re lat ions  la id  down in

Artic le  2  of the Charter  of  the JJnited  Nationn  is  mandatory and suff ic ient. What

is  reouired  I s ,  r a t h e r , improved compliance try  Member States with t.he  existinq

prohibitton  and with t.he obliqation, also  la id  down in the Charter,  to sett.le

internat ional  dispute8  hy  peace fu l  means.

Turninq  t o  d r a f t  resolut.ion  L-49, let  me f i rst  reiterate that Sweden lends i ts

support to the concept of proh ihitinq  the use or bhreat  of use of nuclear weapons

in an internat ional  leqal  instrumerdt. In this context I  wou1.d  l ike  to  auote  the

fo l lowinq  f rom the  statement  o f  the  la te  Swedish  Pr ime Minister,  Mr .  Olaf  Palme,  o n

the occasion of the commemoration of the fortieth anniversary of the [Jnited Nations:

“Any II  ie of nuclear weapons would he deeply reprehensih1.e. One can speak

of  an  internat iona l  norm which i s  qrtrdually  gaining acceptance. The time has

come to  consider  whether  mankir,d  should  not  heqir, to  study in earnest  how this

utter moral reprobation can be translated into binding  internat ional

agreements. We should  conRider  the poss ib i l i ty  o f  prohibiting  the  use  o f

nuclear weapons, by internat  ional  l a w , as  part  of  a  process  leading to general

and  complete disarmament.” (_A/4O/PV.43, p. E)

My deleqat ion was therefore ,  as  last  year , in  a  pos i t ion  to  vote  in  favour  o f

India’s  proposal  contained jn document C.49. However, in regard to the sixth

preamhular paraqraph, my del=Jation  has reservations as to the interpretat ion  o f

the IJnited Nat.jons  Charter. In f ac t , if the use of nuclear weapons were

uncontestedly  to he a violat  ion of the Charter, there would be no obvious  need for

another  internat ional  legal  instr-ument  in  this  respect.
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Mr.  TEJA  ( India )  : I wish very br ief ly  to  expbin  our  vote  on  draft

resolution A/C. l/41/1..  5. M y  d e l e g a t i o n  v o t e d  i n  favo#Jr  o f  t h a t  d r a f t  rcsoluti(W

because we agree with  i t s  main thrust, which is  d irected towards the prevent ion  o f

nuclear war.

W e  should l ike to state,  however, that pending the achievement of complete

nuclear disarmament the best course of  act ion  fo r  prevent inq  nuc lear  war  wou ld  1~

to  fo rswear  complete ly  the use or  threat  o f  use  o f  nuc lear  weapons  in  any

circumstances whatsoever.

Mr. YAMADA  (Japan) : Japan voted in  favour  o f  the  dra f t  reso lut ion on

cl imatic  e f fects  o f  nuclear  war ,  inc luding nuclear  winter ,  in  document

A/C.  1/41/L. %/Rev. 1, out of our deep concern on the subject. It is the f i rm hel ie f

of my Government that it is moat important  that such studies Ye  conducted In  -1

balanced, objective and scienti f ic  manner and that A  c learer and correct

understanding of  the matter ; based on flcientiric  findings and analysis,  he ohtnined

and hrought to  the at tent ion  o f  the qeneral  publ ic .

It  is  a lso the hope of  my de legat ion that  when the study in auestion  is

canducted  due regard wi l l  he paid to  the v iews  o f  Japan  submit.red  in response to

General  Assembly resolution 40/1.52  K on how the work o f  the  IJnited Nat ions i.n the

ield  of  disarmament studies can best he further improved.

MC. KEISALO  (F in land)  : I have asked to speak in  order  to  expl  Iin the

vote  o f  F in land on draft  renolution  A/C.1/41/1.. 5 on non-use of  nuc lear  weapons and

prevention of nuclear w a r .

Finland bel ieves that  nuclear  war is  nl where professed to  he an el.ement o f

rat ional  pol icy . It  is the declared pol icy of  the Government of  Finland that

nuclear  weapons should  never, under any circumstances, be ~~sctl. T h a t  1s t h e  r e a s o n

why Finland voted in favour  of  draft  reso lut ion A/C.1/41/L.5  a #d  a lso  for al  1 other

draft  resolut ions in  c luster  11.
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- ~~‘~~V  (Ryelorussian  Soviet  Socialist Republic)  (interpretationMr I - -

from Hussiun): The bye1orussi.n  SSR would like to make the following statement In

connection with the votes we have just taken On a nu&er  Of draft  resolutions  in

connection with the prevention OF nuclear war.

One Of the swiftest ways of presenting  nuclear war would  he the refusal to be

the first to use nuclear weapons, an proposed  in draCt  resolution A/C.l/41/1..5.  As

mentioned in the draft resolution, the commitment not to be the first to use

nuclear weapons has already heen made by twc Powers, the Soviet Union and the

People’s Rep<. LIC of China, thus proving that it is a perfectly feasible step.

Such a commi’,ment  is not simply a declaration, since it involves auite realistic

COnueauences  in the field of military doctrine and practical military

constructicn. The reference to the right of collective defencc under the United

Nations i:harte- cannot he regarded as warranted. This is clearly indicated by

Aperte  or the clniced  NatirJns  in the comprehensive etudy on concepts of aecurlty,

published recently in document A/;U/553.

The continuation of the Western nuclear Powers’  policy of relving  on their

being able to he the first to carry out a nuclear strike as a basis of their

strategic dcctrines  involves an increased risk of nuclear war. The assertion that

it j s  impossible to agree on not being the firat to use nuclear weapons in the

absence  of a balanced reduction of conventional weapons Is also very far from beilJq

in contact with reality. In fact, the Budapest mesnage  of the St tl?s  Parties to

the Warsaw Treaty appeals for a radical reduction of conventional weapons and

armaments in Europe from the Atiantic  to the JJrals.

Nor can we Ir.,ard  as serious the reference to an absence of disarmament in the

nuclear field as a pret et for refusing to give up the first use  of nuclear

weapons, It is we21 known that one of the nuclear Poweru  that has made the

com~~ii.~+~t  not to be the fir:;t to use nuclear weapon8 - the Soviet IJnion  - has put
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forward a step-by-rstc4pl  programme for nuclear disarmament which, lf  there was

political willingnthen  on  the part of other nuclear P~awers , could he initiated and

imlemented  irmedi.irl-eLy.

The implementa?lon  of the agreements to which we were very close in

Reyk javik - and inot.  rihirking  them - could also help to further the process of

nuclear disarmament,

Finally, the commitment not to be the first to une  nuclear weapons could be

enshrined In a legally binding document., thereby considerably strengthening it.

In view of the foregoing, the deliegation  of the Byelorueeian  SSR  euppocted

draft resolution AJC.l/41/C.5. W e  also voted In favour of all the other draft

resolutions in the cluster, since the,y  are aimed at promoting the prevention of

nuclear war in practice. In particular, w e welcome the urgent appeal contained in

draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.34  on the creation of a subsidiary  body in the

Conference on Disarmament to consider measures to prevent nuclear  war.
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The CHAIHMAN: W e have thus olncluded  our a c t i o n  o n  a l l  d r a f t  reaoluticmfl- -

in  c luster  11.

Tn  accordance with what  I  sa id  ear l ier ,  we  return  nov  t o  rlrart  resolut ions in

cluster  2 . I  should  l ike  to  inform menbers  that  became  of  ongoing  consul tat ions

the folla*ing  draft  reeolutions  in  c luster  2  wi l l  not  be  taken up this  mor ninq;

action  upon them ie pcstponed: d r a f t  rasolutione  A/C.l/41/L.2  a n d  L.43.

I  ca l l  now on de legat ions  wiehing  to  make statetbmcnts  o r  corenents  on  draEt

resolut ions in  c luster  2 .

Mr . ROCHE  ( C a n a d a ) : I  h a v e  t h e  harour  to introhoe  4  revieed  craft

reso lut ion under agenda item 62 (n)  ( i i i ) ,  contained in d cument

A/C.1/4l,/L.73/Bev.l,  and entitled %eview  o f  the  implementat ion  o f  the

recommendatione  Md  decision8  adopted by the General  Aeeenbly  at i ts  tenth special

eeeeim: Implementat ion of  the  reconxnendaticme  and declaims  of  the  tenth  epecial

Sess ion;  Ver i f icat ion in  a l l  i te  44pbct4”. I  do  So on bahalE  o f  the  de legat ions  o f

Austrrlia,  Austria,  t h e  Bahamae,  B e l g i u m ,  Botswana,  nulg4ri4,  Camroon,  Coeta Rica,

Czedoalovakia,  Denmark, Finland, France, the P&decal  ~spublic  of Germany, Iceland,

Italy,  Japan,  Malaysia,  New Zealand,  Mrway,  Portugal,  ~4mo4, Sierra  ~yont,

Singapore, Turkey, the UIited  Kingdom ot  Great  Britain  and  Northern Ireland,  and,

of  course, Canada.

This revised draft  resolut)‘Jn  is the product  of  many long and Inteneive,  but .

c’lways posit ive  and co-operat ive, seesions  of  consultat ions and negntiat.ions. It.

i s  the be l ie f  o f  the sponsors  that  the nunmrrcally  lcv,  but qual itat ively high,

improvements whlcb  have been incorporated not  only  w i l l  permit  the terms of  the

dra’t  reso lut ion  to  be implemented in a more expeditious  manner  but  wi l l  a lso

permit  the draft  resolution  to  enjoy  miversal  support .
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Men, on 4 Nwenber, I  introdced  drilfI  resoLut!oo  A/(‘.l/41/L,73,  I n o t e d  t h a t

the importance  o f  ver i f i cat ion  for  eucceesful  arms 1imitat.i~  aqreements  was  uot

lesuenlng. On the contrary, it is becominy  more immediate. I also noted that the

draEt  resolution provided a Fact.ical  means of  engaginy the United Nations and al l

i t s  Menhere, especial ly tncee w i t h  rxperience  and technoloyy  relevant to

ver i f icat ion , in  &f ining and  making invaluable the sound and practical  mean8  by

which success fu l  and last ing acnm  contro l  measures could be achieved. Those wocds

apply  equa l ly  we l l  to  the  levised  draft  reso lut ion in  A/C.1/41/1..73/Rev.l.

The expanded nu&er  of sponsas, which  now ref lects  the very canpoeition  o f

the United N%tione i tse l f ,  test i f ies  that with  pos i t i ve  po l i t i ca l  w i l l  oonflictiny

points of view can be harmcmized, canpeting  draft  resolut ions can be merged, and

conuensus  can be reached. x1r  goal throughout. this execciee  has  been to deepen our

consideration  aqd urderstandinq  of  ver i f icat ion and to  cont inue the consensus

nchievecl  at the fo r t i e th  .sessicn  o f  the  Gener. L Assembly. We believe we have all

succeeded in the accomplishment of that aim.

‘RJ  you,  Mr. Chairman, my delegation extends its thanks. Your advocacy of

honest  cunpcomise and merger and your willingleo o  WC!  your  good  o f f ices  in  the

attainment and furtherance of consensus certainly paved the way for th ia

accunpl  isbment .

We must also  thank, and pay a tribue to, the delegat ions of  Bulgar ia and

Czechoslovakia  for  their  poeitlve  co -operat ion  during our  consultations,  and the

delegation of  India  for  its  he lp . We look forward to ‘larking  with them clceely

during our fut.uce  considerat ion of  verifiraticn.

Finally,  i t  ifl  our exp>ctation  that  when act ion  in taken on this  t.eIct,  d ra f t

reso lut ion A/C.l/41/lJ.73/Rev.l  wi l l  be  adopted  wi thout  a  vote.



Mr. HALACHEV  (Ru lqar La) : In cx)nnect  ton  w i th  the  nuccessfu  I outtu,nP  of

the moEElcia1  consul tat ions  with  a  view  to  merclinq  the draft  resolut ions contrlinrd

in bcuments  A/C.l/4l/L.l  a n d  L . 7 3 ,  o n  t h e  i s s u e  o f  verification,  1 s h o u l d  like  to

f lay that  the delegat ions of  IWlqarin  and Czetios1~+  Ikia express their  mtlafnctitn

W i t h  t h e  aqreernent On rl  j o i n t  d r a f t  reaolutton  u n d e r  aqenda  item 62  ( n )  ( { i i ) .

From the very outset we have deemed thnt Ldea to be walL ndvlned  and we trnvr

focused our  e f forts  to  that  end.

I  w ish  to  extend our gratitude to the sp3neors  o f  dra f t .  cesolutim

A/C.l/41/1..73,  and especial ly to the deleqation  of Canada, which  undertook very

set  ious and constructive etfortrc  towards  read  inq nqreemcnt.. T  should 1 tke  t o

convey our  thanks a lso to the deleqations  o f  tndta,  Yuqoslavia,  Sr i  Lanka and other

counti  ies  for  the i r  important  contr  1 1:ion  and valuable  co-operat ion.

The  delega  * i ons  o f  CzechoslWak  ia and Bulqar  ia are qrateful  to  you  personaLly,

Conwads  Chairman,  for  your akilful  quidance  and your supper  t f o r  the  consultntion~.
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We are  hopefu l  that  Eru i t fu l  co -operat ion  on  the  i ssue  of  ver i f i cat ion  will

continue in the  future . W e  alfxo  conf3ldr:r  aqreement on a  jo int  draft  reeolut ion ae

a posit ive step towards achiev lny a ,,oncerted  and constructive approach to the

major  question of  ver i f i ca t ion . That  j o int  approach  i s  now of great  importance in

vtcw of the urgent need for a speedy achievement and implementation of eubetantive

rind eftective  measures  f o r arms limltntion  and disarmament.

We view the implemtantation  of the recommendation to be adopted aa  a valuable

step  towards that. qoal. We  a re  alRo  convinced that  our  ult imate CJbjective  hae to

he that  comprehensive and adequate verificat.ion, f a r  from  creating  o b s t a c l e s ,

should  fac i l i tate  the  adopt ion  o f  concrete  disarmament measures.

Since  RIIC~  ayreement has been reached, the sponsors  o f  dra f t  KeRolUtion

A/C.1/41/L.l  have decided not to put It.  to  a  vote . Ths delegat ions of  Bulgaria and

Czerhonlovakia  .join the  sponsors  o f  dra f t  reso lut ion A/C.l./4l/L.73/ReV.l  and Call

UPon  a l l  deleyations  td> give  i t  their  support .

The CHAIRMAN:- I  thank the representative of Bulgaria for his  statement

in forming  the Committee that the ::ponsors  of  tne  dra f t  reso lut ion  contained in

A/C.  l/41/~.  I do not  insist  on a  vote.

I  all)  thank the representat ive  of  Canada and the representative of Bulgaria

f o r  their  kind words addressed to me.

Since  no  other  represc,ntative  wishes  to  speak  on the draft  resolut ions in

clustf*r  2, 1 sha l l  now ca l l  on  those  representatives wishiny to explain their  vote0

before  the  vat ill(J.

M r . IS:;RAELYAN  (Ilnion o f  S o v i e t- -.--_ - _ _ _ _ Social is t  Republ ics )  ( interpretation from

Huf3f3  ian)  z In  connect ion with the decis ion w e  are  about to take on draft

resol.uttons  in  c luster  2 , the Soviet delegation would -irst  r e c a l l  t h a t  i n  its

statement of  10 Nr>vemher  we stated that  the Soviet  deleyation  would absta in in  the
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vote on dcdf  t resolution  I,. 10, &)jective  infornxxtion  on mil itary matters. A t  that

tilne  wf’  t?xpLair~ed  t~he  reasons  for  that  pos i t ion and ca l led  upon other  deleqati#Jns

to act  1 ikew ise.

W J  th reyord  to the agreement adiieved  between the  deLegatJons  o f  Rulyaria  and

C:,echosltxrak  la,  on the one hand, and Canada, on the other,  on the question  o f

veciftcatitm, w e  wela~me  thin  aqreement  and o f fer  cordia l  conqratulations  to  those

delega tions. Natural ly , the Soviet  de leqat ion wi l l  support  that  draft .  reso’ution

since the Soviet  Union is  il  conf irmed protagonist  and charrpion  o f  verlficaticn

measuren,  heyinning with nationaL  f o rms  o f  veriEicat,ion  and embracinq  the  who le

range 4 f  internat iona l  forms of ver i f icat ion , f r om t:onstant  on-s ite  ins~ctiono  to

systematic inspections on demand. I think we have demonstrated our devotion to

stCicter  veri f icat ion in negotiat ions on various disarmament matters ,  in part icular

at  the negotiations  on the banninq  o f  chemical weapons  and a lso  in  proposa ls  on

negot iat ions  to  pctiiibit  nuclear  tests.

I-- jo in in the request  that  draft  resolution I , .  I3/Rev.l  be adopted by

conncnsua.

The CHAIRMAN:---..- We sha l l  nm  begi.  vot ing on draft  resolut ions  in

cluster  2 . ..s 1 have already said, w e  sharl.  take  up f i rst .  the  dra f t  reso lut ion

contained in document A/C. l/41/1.. 1.0, .+nt.itled “Cnneral  and compLete disarmament:

U,jectivct  information  o n  m i l t  t a r y  nrat.ters”.

‘Phi:; draf-t rcsolutLon  was Introduced by the representative of  the IJnited

Kingdom of  Great  Hr i  tain  and Northern Ireland at  the 28th ml  t iny  o f  the  First

Commi  t.tc!cr  on 3 1 (k-z  tr&er 1986. It  teas the foLLowiny  sponsors: A u s t r a l i a ,  Rel.gium,

Fb  t.swana,  CanaiJa,  l)rnmac  k,  Ipr  ante, t h e  Federal  ~?epubl.ic  of G e r m a n y ,  [celand,  I t a l y ,

New Zealand, Norwily,  %ml).~, ‘J’ur  key and the IJnited Kinqdom.

A recorded vote ha>:  been requested.
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A recorded VOLC  was  taken.-___---_--

In fnvo~x:----_- A r g e n t i n a ,  Aufltralla,  A u s t r  id, Hahamas, Bangl,ldf-eh,  Relqium,
Fnutan, Rolivia, E)ntswana, BK unei Dar us34  lum,  BUK  und i  , Cameroon,
Can ada, Central  A f r i c a n  R e p u b l i c ,  Cl&ad,  C h i l e ,  Comoros,  C&e
d'TVOiKe. Denocratic  Kampuchea, Denmark, Djibouti ,  FZuddoK,
fi4Y  pt  , Finland,  FKance,  G a b o n ,  &KmAny,  FeQKal  Reeplblic  o f ,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Gujnea,  Guyana, Iceland, Indonesia,
Ireland, Israel,  It.aly,  Jamaica,  Japan, Kenya, Lzbancn,  Iesotho,
LibeK  ia, luxetiourg,  Millawi, M a l a y s i a ,  Maldivc!c,  Mali,  M a l t s ,
MaUK  itius, Nepal,  t+?thaKlnnde,  N e w  Z e a l a n d ,  Niqzr,  Niqeria,
Nor way, Pakistan,  Panama, Papua New Guinea,  Paraquay.  Pc.Cu,
Phi l ippines,  Portugal ,  Roman!a,  Rwanda,  Samoa, Seneqal,  sierra
Leone, Singapore,  Somalia,  Spain,  Sri  Lanka,  .Sudan,  Suriname,
Sweden, Thailand, mgo,  Trinidad and mbaqo,  TUKkey, Wjanda,
Vsited  Kinqdom of  Great  Britain and NOKtheCn  Ireland, (mitted
State:;  o f  A m e r i c a ,  U r u g u a y ,  Vfbnezuela,  Yuqoslavia,  Z a i r e ,  zatiia,
iirrhabwe

*ainst  :-_ NCUI  e

Abstain inq:- Afghanistan, ALgeKia,  Angola,  Benin,  Brazi l ,  Bulgaria ,  Burkina
Paso, Burma, Byelaussian  S o v i e t  %cialist  Wpublic,  C h i n a ,
Colombia,  COngO, Cuba, ~prus,  Czechoslovakia,  Ethiopia,  German
Democratic  Republ ic ,  Hungary, India, Iran ( Is lamic Republic of ) ,
Lao  People’s  Democratic  Republ ic ,  Mexico,  mngoiia,  Nicaragua,
Oman, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet  Socia l ist  Republ ic ,  Union of
Soviet  Socia l ist  Repblics, United Republ . ic  of  Tanzania, Viet  Nam

Draft  resoluticm  A/C.l./41/I..lO  was  adopted by 88 3tes t o  naie, w i t h- - -
30 abstentions- -

The CHAIRMAN:- Next  we  come to  dra f t  reso lut ion  A/C.l/Ql/L.73/Rev.l,

ent i t led “heview  of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions ad’lpted

by the General  Assembly at its tenth special  session, Implementat.ion  of  the

recommendationn  and decisions oE  the tenth special  sesflion;  VeriEication  tn a l l  i t s

aspects”.

This  dra f t  reso lut ion was introduced by the representative of  Canada at  the

3lst meeting of  the First  Committee on 4  NuJetieK 1986  and has the f o l l o w i n g

sponsor  -: Aust.raIia,  A u s t r i a ,  t h e  Itihamas,  Relqium,  Botswana,  rwlgaria,  C a m e r o o n ,

Canada, Cmt.a  Rica, ‘3i?echosl~akia,  Denmark, Finland, France, the  ~deral  l&public

o f  Germany, Iceland, Italy, ,Japan,  Malaysia ,  New Zealand,  Norway,  Portugal ,  SamJa,
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Sieera  Y.#ane,  Singapore, Turkey and the Wiited Kingdom of Great Britain  and

t&x  ther  n I t&and.

W regueet  Rae been made for the draft resolution to ba a&ptecI  without a

VOt3. Pf  1 hear no cbjeotion,  x shall  take it that the Committee wishes  to act

aooor  dingly.

Draft  resolution A/C.1/4l./L.l3/Kev.l  was a8opted.



, M/l2 A/C.l/QVPV.  41
41

The  CHRPRMAN: We have thus  concluded action on draft reeoluticne

A/C.l/4l/L.10  a n d  L.73/Rev.l,  lieted  i n  cluster  2 .

I Qhall now call on those delegdtione that wieh to explain their poeitiaE  or

votes after the decieions  or votes on the draft resoh tione in clueter  2.

M r .  TEJA  (Jndia): My brief remarks will relate to the draft reealuticn

on vecification’in all its aspects contained in document L.73/WeV.l.

Wa  are gratlfied that the sponsor6  of that ceeoluticn, in particular  the

delegation of Canada, have accommodated some  of the ccncerne  of other groups in

order to have only one draft resolution on this  subject  and to eecure  a conBeneu8

3n  i t .

There ie no doubt about the critical importance of effective ver ifioaticn

arrangements in all disarmament agreements. my  delegation would, however, like  to

emphasize that a separate diocuesim  of the aepecte  of verification  Should not be

used to distract our attention  from specific and concrete disarmament measures.

The draft reeoluticn  to which I refer does reiterate the principle contained in the

Final Document oE  the the first special session on diearmament that the formuhti~

Or modalities oE  verification systems  depend on tie purpose, scope  and nature  of

the corresponding agreement. It followe therefore that the requirement of a

verification eystem  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 coneider  that progrese in disarmament ie a matter Of

the exercise  of political will by the major Pwera,  and lack of progrese cannot

possibly be attributed to lack of information on military matters or to the ebibeenoe

of an internaticxlal  eyetern  of standardized reportiny  on military expenditure.

Mr. DJOKIC (W.igOhWia): MY delegation voted in favour of draft

reaoluticn L.10 since it repreeents  a continuation of the actiar  my country
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eupported  on the occaeion  of its initiation during the  thirty-eeventh  seseion  of

t h e  Ceneral  Assembly, Objective infora\ation  on military matteee  ie indeed an

important element which might, together  with some other more important

prerequieitee,  s u c h  es s i n c e r e  mlitical  determinaticn,  oontribute t o  t h e

of fectivenees of negotiations on disarmement  ieeues. But, cn the other hand, one

should  not overestimate the effects of a lack of ajective  informetian  on the

armamente  programmee  of States in the acceleration of the arme  race, in particular

the nUUlear-arms  race, and on the heightening of interneticnal  tension, which is

implied  in thie draft resolution.

Hcwever  , bearing in mind the intention of the eponacxe  ti point to one

possible way of contributing to the promtion  of relations and confidence among

State8  with a view to achieving general and complete disarmament, my delegatiar

voted in favour  .of it,

Mr. SALLEB  (Brazil): The Brazil ian &leg8 ticn cculd  not vote in favour

of draft resolution L.10, on objective infornration  on military m8tter8,  for, a8 was

t h e  caee w i t h  its predeceesore, it addressee ieeuee  and problems extraneous to the

crucial queetione of disarmament proper and which pertain nrainly  to the

celaticnehip  between the two military alliancee. Therefore in our view it does not

contribute to the adoption of! carcrete  multilateral dia,rmament  meaeuree.

Mr  . EFFENDI ( Indonea ia) : My delegation fully $doreea  the main thrust of

the draft resolution in document L.73/Rw.l,  namely that disarmament and

0rWi-limitation  agreement8 should prc#i&  for adequate meaeuree  of verification

eatiefactory to all parties concerned in order to create the neceesury  confidence

and to ensure  compliance by all parties. We have therefore joined in the consensus.

HcNlwer, it remains  our baeic  view that paragraph 4, which requests the

Dief%rmament  Commieeiar, i n t e r  alia, ta c o n s i d e r  a t  it8 1 9 8 7  seeeicn verificakiar  i n



RH/12 A/C. v4  l/PV. 4 1
43-45

(Mr. EEfendL , IncYonca  ia)

all its aapecte  inc lud ing  principles, proviaione  and techniques,  can arPy  be

effectively undertaken while taking inGo account ongoing negotiatiara  and in the

l i g h t  o f  t h e  prwfeion  uontained  i n  prealtbuler  p a r a g r a p h  6  (b),  which statea  that

*The form and modalitiee of the verification to be prwidbd  for in  any

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

and nature of the agreement.”

Mr. FISCHER  (Uruguay)  (LntertatiOt!  from Spaniah)t  We wish  to aay that we

believe that the conf~enaus  that hae been reached on the question of Verific%¶tiOn ifl

perhaps one of the most important evente  of this  aeeaian.  Thie coneeneue, between

bloca, this increasing  convergence of ideas, might in fact open up a hietOACa1

stage  wits Legard t o  verificatiarr. It ie claeely  aaeocla~d  with all other

diearmament  matters  and could be exten&d to alP other areas  of the limitation and

reduction uf weapona.

We hope we ehall be. able to aontinue aoneolidating  this  prinoiple  ae  a poliuy

of the international community.

Mr. lOtWE  (Nigeria): The Nigerian BelegatiOn  would like to explain ita

aoguiescence  in the adoption of reeolutian  A/C.l/41/L.73/Rev.l,  on vetifiaetion  in

a l l  it6 aepacte.

The Nigerian delegation sppreaiatee the importanoe  of verifioatian  in

diaarmement  negotiat iona 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 attentiar  from the eubetance  of negotiat iona on this  important

queetion,  a n d  w e  should  l i k e  t o  express  t h e  hope  t h a t , though the present  uoneeneuQ

d r a f t  resolution  i n  o u r  v i e w  cartaine  ccmtradictory  themea,  i t s  stipulation8  w i l l

not hamper prugresa in disarmament negotiation6  in the Caference  on Diaarmanmnt in

Geneva.
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The CNAIRNAN:  We have thus  concludefl  action for today on draft

reeolutione  lieted  in clueter 2. Ae I have already informed mefnbere,  tt.e  two

remaining draft reeolutione, A/C.l/41/L.2  aid E.43, will he the eubjeet  of?

Aecidone  at a later etage beoause of oontinuing coneultatione.

There is an opportunity this morning to take up the draf;:  resollution  oontained

in document A/C.l,~41/L.37/R3v.l,  lieted  under clueter 4. Although it wae

dietribute  only thils  morning , I underetad  that the Committee ie in a pod tion to

take action on it now.

Accordingly, if there ie no objection, it is my intention to prweed  to take

a&ion  on thie  &aft  reeolution.

I t  wae  no  Betided.

The CHAIRMAN: Accordingly, I ehall now oall on thoee delegatione wiehing

to make etatemente or comment.8 on araft  reeolution A/C.l/41/L.37/Rev.l.

Mr. TINCA (Romania)8  The draft reeolution aontained  in document

A/C.1/41/1,.37  was  intended, aa  I etated in introduaing  it at one of our pKeViOU0

meeting0  to permit the DisWnament  Commirreion  to take  a short recee#’  in aoneidering

the principles that should  govern the further actione of State6 in the field of

freezing and reduotion  of military buagete.

Neverthelees, at the euggeetion of a number of tlelegationa, we have

re-examined our proposal, and coneequently, we  have made the neaefmary  ohangee to

that draft rseolution. .

The new version, which ie now oontained in douument  A/C.1/41/L.37/Rev.l,  whioh

I have the honour to recommend to the Committee an hehalf  of the aelegatione of

Australia,  Colombia, Finland, Indonesia,  Ireland, Nigeria, Senegal, Sweden, Romania

and Uruguay, envieagee a solution that might be aaopted  by acmeerreue.
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The -aabular  part of draft resolution A/C.l/41/L.37/Nev.l  ie more elaborate

and borrows -3graphe  from previoue  aoneenBu6  reeolutione adopted by the General

Aeeembly on tliie eubject. In ite  laot preambular paragraph, it notes that the

Diearmament Com&Iieeion  at its nubcsc:anti\*e  eeeeion  in 198C,  agree& upon the

principles  that should  govern further action of State6  in the field of freezing and

rtiuction  a>f  military budgeter 1

“except ome  on which variousr alternative8 were proposed by Member  Statea’.

The operative part of draft reeolution A/C.1/41/L.J’I/Wev.l  ia ale0 similar  to

the resolutione  adopted by the General Aeeernbly  in the past.  Paragraph 4 of the

draft reeolution - and thie  ie where the main chr?geo  come:

‘Moueate  the Diuarmament  Commission to ,;oirtinue  the coneideration  of the

item entitled ‘Reduction  of military budgeta’ , and in the context, to conclude

at it6  substantive eeeaion  in 1987, ita work on the last outstanding paragraph

of the ‘Prin fplee tl at should govern further actions of ates i n  t h e  f i e l d

of freezing and redulzftion  of military budgete’ , and to eubmrt its report and

rocommendatlone to the General Aseembly at it6 forty-Second  eeaDion*~

It VU 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 Wrth  while.

The eponeore  underetocd that in organizing its wdrk  at its 1987 substantive

eeseion,  the Disarmament Ca,miseion  would take fully into account the limited

nature of the mandate entrueted to it by draft reeolution A/C.1/4l/L.37/Rev.l,

which in fact  calle fsr elaboration of only one paragraph.

I have aluo  to epecify  that draft reeolution A/C.1/41/L.37/Hev.l  will have no

annexes.
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I  t a k e  thin  opport-unl  t y  t o  expreen  m y  dele?cJation’s  qrntltude  t o  thoee  othel

deleqationfl  w h i c h  c o - o p e r a t e d  i n  finalizlnq  t h e  d r a f t  raeol~ltlon,  a n d  1 submit thilt

1 t  might  be adopted without  a  vote .

Mr RDJ“-.-z--.-.2 ( U n i t e d  Kinqdom  of G r e a t  Rrltaln  a n d  N o r t h e r n  I r e l a n d ) :  O n

behalf  nl the 12 member .Statee  oi  the European Commun\t.y,  I  should 1 Ike to make

some aammentn  o n  draft  rasolut.ion  A/C.1/41/1,.  !7  ah  revitled  a n d  j u s t  introducrd  b y

the rqresentative  of  Romania ,  which Is  ent i t led “Reduction OF ml 11 tary hudqets”.

Tn ttd  statement- o f  the  Twe lve  on this subject  on 31 October,  we rea f f i rmed

that al l  countries  have a  mutual  int.erost.  in  findinq  ways  t o  reduc*e  mi l i tary

expenditure wh i l e  maintaininq  uniiimininhed  eecllrity. I t  ~FI  hecauar  o f  t.ha  pr iorl  ty

the Twelve attach to the flearch  For such reductions that WC  have participate<1

iictivr>ly  i n  w o r k  rel.-.teA  t o  thtR  at t h e  United  Nations,  and I have  i n  m i n d  h e r e  i n

partirular  the work whi zh hae been accomplished at. the 1Jnit.d  Nattons  Dinarmament

Commission.

Tt  is qrat.iFyinq  t o  h e  able t o  n o t e  t h a t .  a t  t h e  19R0 eeasion  o f  t h e  Commisfsion

it provec  possible  to make :onniderahle  headway on this  rruest!.on. Work remains to

he done, h.>wever, a n d  t h e  proqress  mnda s o  f a r  remains  I n c o m p l e t e  unt,il the

outntaridinq  im311wi  are ful ly  resolved.

Therefore, thn Twelve consider that  we must  not flhy  away From the f ina l  hurdle

tn f r o n t  o f  11s. N o w  i s  not.  the t.imc f o r  t h e  IJnited  Nationfl  1)tcarmnment  ‘%mmiRSion /

to  palIRe  in  i t f l  f’onsiderat  io?  o f  thin  issue. The Commission this year decided, in

the 1 Iqht  of  the proqrefla  achieved, to recommend to the Assemhty  t.hat  diflcunF(i0n  of

thr- item  at.  thp  (‘ommin~lion  shollld be cant  nued a n d  a  f u l l y  agreed  t e x t  l.rsched. w e /

consider  t h a t  t h e  (‘ommisnion, on  w h i c h  a l l  Member  Stat-es  a r e  representerl,  ‘I wI~J~  he

1  irmly  riuJqx>rteil  I n  thifl  rrcommcanirat I o n , w h i c h  i : . s found  i n  J~arn~Jraph  2R o f  c4~~:l~:~ent

A/41/4%.
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(_Mr.  Edis, United Kingdon)

For that rnaflon,  the Twelve, in vottnq  In favour of, or perhnpa  )ol;ring  in the

conflennue on, draft resolution A/~.l/4ljL.37/Rav.l,  partLcularly  weicome  the

recommentlntion  now contained in paragraph 4, and just  introduced by the

reprceentative  of Romania, that discueslon  of the item be continued at the 1997

eesaion  of *he Disarmament Commission, and we look forward to the opportunity for

frlrthrtr ufleful  work there.



AMA/ 14 A/C.5/41/PV.41
5 I

- VJSCIKR  (Ilruqcray)  (Lnterpretat.ion  F r o m  Spanlfih):Mr 1 merely wltih  t o

Confirm  that  UrUqU87  wiehes  t o  co-eponaor  d r a f t  reeolutitm  A/C.V41/t...~7/Rev.L,  nn

W e  d i d  similnc  drafte  I n  prevloue  yearPr 8in~  that had net yet been recorded.

The CHI\  IRMAN-. S ince no other  delegat ion wtabes  to  make statementn  o r___---

cOtmuSt  o n  t h e  text@ o f  t h e  drat.  r e s o l u t i o n  b e f o r e  u s ,  I  Rhall  n(y  call  an

deleqtions  that  wiab to  expla in  their  poeition  before a  decis ion is  taken  on

L. 37/Rev  .l.

Mr .  TIMERBAN  (trios  o f  Sov iet  Soc ia l i s t  Replhli~)  (interpretatlc~  f r o m

Rllmiian): S i n c e  i t  farours  the  impl<,.nentation  o f  r e a l  et.epe t o  c u r b  t h e  drmH rnOP

and t)  ing  about  d isarmament in  c lose  connect ion with the resolut ion of  the problem

of world  economic and social  development, t h e  Sovittt.  rhion  anl!  o t h e r  s o c i a l i s t

courtrim  have consistently eoucJht  a rehction  of  mi l i tary expenditure on the prt

of  States . Repreaentativee  are familiar  with the proposal  made by the Stateri

parties  to the Warsaw Treaty and the membere  of. the North Atlantic Treaty

Organizaticx8  (NATO) to undertake necptintions  in order  to  reach tanqible  aqreemente

not. to incceaee, and subefsauently  to reduce,  mil itary expenditure,  as well  as W I  th

other  inttiativee  taken by the social ist  countr  les  ntmed  at  f ina l ly  mak inq somr

headw.  y in thlo  matter .

OUCinq t h e  eeesf~  o f  t h e  DiRafmament CWM’I~RR~O~  tniio  y e a r  i t  WOH  poeSi,ble  t o

achieve  eubRtant.iaL  n e w  pcoqrenn  ir;  aqreement  on  a  net o f  p r i n c i p l e s  for  the

freezing and retictlcn  o f  ml1 itary  bud+tH, ReqrettabZyr  i t  w a s  imponsihle  t o

reach final  agreement in the Commiristcrn  on thie  s e t  o f  pr Inciples  R fncc> HOme

Wektrtern  cX)tmtr  l e e  or,ntlnued  to make  demand0  relnterl  to  t h e  comparabi1  ity and

tr snflparency  iuh  mill taty  expenditure ad3 d pcelirtinary  prer~lui4it:e,  I woul(J  Btres!c,

for t h e  commencement  o f  ncqotintit-ma  o n  t h e i r  rcducti~n. Thin demand  (*an  can  ly  h e

reqarckd  a n  8 prel.Rxt Car  I i?fUBinlJto  tackle  the*  pr?tiIern  o F  how  to  cu t  down  011

military  alLoc4tlone  a n d  r.n,nfIequrntly  to  liberate Eurlds  for  devel  opnent  purposes  I
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(MC  . T imer bawILSSR),

The Smiet  Imion  is c o n v i n c e d  t h a t .  t h e r e irs  a n  urqent  nwd  t o  achlwe

pract ica l  ixqreementfl  on the real  redud  tion of  mi l i tary expenditure . Furthermore,

w r  be1  leve  that i C such an agreement were achieved we could set up an internatiun(a  I

f:rnd  t o  r e n d e r  afiststanch  t o  develoFin(,  ccuntrien.

on  the  whole, t h e  S o v i e t  Ihion  s u p p o r t s  draf resolution  L.37/Rw.l  mrd w e

shal.1 v o t e  Ln  favour  o f  L t .

T h e  CHAIRMAN: The  Committee  wi l l  new  take a sleci8icn  on dra f t  resolution----__  -

A/C. l/4  l/L.  i 7/Hev  .l , en ti  tled “Nduction  o f  m i l i t a r y  b u d g e t s ” . I t  was  introduced

by the representat ive  of  mmania  at  the 29th meeting of  the First  Comnittee,  on

3 Nov(.nber 1986, a n d  hau  t h e  followinq  flponsars: AUS tr in, Colc.~nbi.~ Fin land,

Indonesia,  Ireland, Nigeria,  Romania,  Senegal,  Sweden and Uruguay.

There has been a request  for  the draft  resolut ion to  be  adopt.ed w i thou t  n

vote . I f  1 hear  n o  objectdon, I  shal l  take it  that  the Committee  wishes  to  act

accord lnqly  .

Draft resolution A/C. 1/41/L. X//Rev  -1 wad adopted.____----__ --I_ -I_ -.

The CHAIRMAN:__-___-. I shal l  now ca l l  on  thwe  delegat ion6 wishing to  expla in

their  pOsi.tim  on  this  draft  cesolut.ion  after  the decis ion on ft  has been t&en.

Mr TEJA  ( I n d i a ) :. - A - - - - My delegation decided to support  rhe consensus on

draf t  reso lut ion 1..  37/~ev.l, whidr  we have  just  abpted. My de legat ion  would  l ike

to t,tatx:,  however, that  we do  not .  :leliwe  that  a l l  Metier  Statea  are  equal11

respons ib le fnr  the  very  h igh  Lwel  o f  global  expenditure on the arms race. since

it.  if3  just.  llalf  d dozen or  so  mi l i tar i ly  s igni f icant  States  that  account for  the

c)ver-whelminq  proportior.  elf  w o r l d  mil,itdry  expenditure,  t h e  re&c,lon  of:  mi].ibry

budgets  t!zi  theLr  p r i m a r y  reflponsihil.ity. The  proqreesive  qualitative  and

quantatlve  esc.s  Int.inn  o f  the  arm8  ram,incl udinq the nuclear-arms race,  can only

h e  arrestcscl b y  a n  e x e r c i s e  ot the  polittc;  !  vomrnitment  o f  t h e  State8  @np.Jed  in

Suds  a r act .
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The CHAIRMANa  We have thus wncluded  action on all  draft reRoluticns

listid  in  clueter  4, and 1 congratulate metiers on this progress.

ORGAN~ZATEDN  0~ WORK

The CHAIRMAN: It ie my intention to take up thte  afternoon the

corwideration  of and action upcn  the draft ca.*olutiona  Dieted  in cluster 10 and, it

ie  hoptd,  the remaining draft. reealutions  in cluster 9, A/C. 1.41/L.  3 and L. 52, and

aleo a nu&er  of draft resolutiona  lieted  under  cluatec  12.

The meeting roee  at 12.20 p.m.- -


