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The meeting was called to order at 3.40 p.m.

MMIDERATION  OF AND ACl!lCON UWN DRAFT RESOLUTIGR3 ON AGENDA ITEM 46 TO 65 AND 144
(continued)

The CIIAIRMAN: As I announced this morning, the Committee will take

action on draft resolutions in cluster 12 - draft resolutions A/C.l~'4l/L.71/Rev.l

and ~.54 - and in cluster 6 - draft resolutions A/C.l/41/L,27, ~.44 and L,SO.

We turn first to draft resolution A6C.l/41/L.71/ReV.l,

Mr. BUTLER (Australia); On behalf of the delegations of France, the

Federal Bapublic of Germany, Iceland, the Netherlands, Ncuway, Samoa, Sweden, the
1

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and my mn r&legatia-t,  I have

the honour to introduce the draft resolution contained in document

A/C.1/4l/L.7l/Rev.l.  On 6 November, in this Committee, speaking on behalf of the

same group of sponsors, I introduced draft resolution A/C,l/4l/L.71, Since the

time at which that draft resolution was introduced, its sponsors have entered into

intensive consultations with other delegations, and as a consequence of those

Consultations have issued a revised version of the draft resolution, that is, the

text in document A/C.l/41/L.71/Rev.l.

I might also say immediately that since that time further consultations have

taken place, and in this statement I shall be reading out two further small

revisions to that document, which are the consequence of those consultations.

First, however, I should like to invite the attention of members of this

Committee to the terms of draft resolution A/C.1/4l/L.71/Rev.l,  as a whole and in

principle. It is now 10 months since the Secretary-General brought to the

attention of this body - and one could indeed say to the attention of the world

community - the situation then prevailing with regard to the position of Director

of ttle United Nations Institute for Disarmament Researoh (uNIDIRJ.

MJZ. Perez de Cuellar made it clear that the failure of Mr. Liviu Beta to return
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(Mr. Butler, Australia)-

from hi8 home country to Geneva to resume the directcxr1rip  of the Dnited 'Nations

Inn ti tute use a matter for aec ious concern and a matter which was damaging the

cmduct of the affairs of that Institute. He indicatid  hie willingness  to use *at

hae since been called quiet diplomacy to try to solve the problem and bring about

Mr. Rota's return to his proper functions in Geneva at the earliest possible time.

'IWO weeks ago in this Committee a further report, the latest, was given on

behalf of the Secretary-General by the Under-Secretary-General for Diearmamen~

Affaire, MC. Jan Mar teneon. That report appear II in the verbatim record of the

proceeding@  of this Committee for this session. It does so, of course, because we

have on our agen& in this Committee agenda items 62 (e) and 62 (f), which relate

to the work of the united Nations Institute for Diearmament Reeearch. hacause this

subject ia validly inscribed on our agenda, a report on the Secret4ry-Generalga

efforts with regard to the'directcxahip of the Institute was requested and was

given, on behalf of the Secretary-General, by Mr. Jan Martenson.

That report gave ue a chronological and factual account of what had happened

eince December 1985 and of the efforts that have been ma& to rectify the

situation. In particular, it was made clear th.ct it wag the view of the

%Cretary=&netal and of the Advieory Board on Disatmamsnt Studies, which serves as

the Board of Teuateee of the Institute, that the absence of t:le Director of the

Inetitute from his job was causing harm to the work oF the Institute. The

Institute was eimply not functioning an it should be, because its head, its

Director, wa0 not present. The report also ciear ly deecr ibed the efforts thst have

been made quietly, behind the scenee, to solve the problem and to allow Mr. twta tu

return to his post without further delay.
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(Mr. Butler, Auetrulia)___.__

Some diacusaion of that report then too& place in this Committee. There wne

what is politely called in our circlw an exchange of views. I think it is new

clear to delegcrtions in this room that the problem at preeent remain8 unresolved.

That ia a point which I am bound to emphaeize. There is a problem. It ie the

problem of the directocehip of the rnitad Nation6 Institute for Jisarmament

Rs?Search, a problem which haa ariaen  because the Director ie not present. That

problem remains unsolved.
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(Mr. Butler, Australia)

Because of the eponeorsg concern that that problem should be ~t~lved, we have

decided to proceed with the draft rasolutian, tha text of whi& is given in

A/C.l/4l/L.Jl/ReV.l. The fact that a rwision haa been iueued makes clrar that we

have, as I said earlier, entered into extensive consultations and taken into

account the viers of others.

I want now to revise orally the text of draft ruolution A/C.L/Il/L.Jl/Rev.l

to provide two further changes that are the con~oguenr~ of consultations. On

page 2 of the mglish-language  veraion of the draft raaolution,  in operative

paragraph 1, the sponsors  propose that the first word, g~pEores,a be replaced by

the word “Regrets”. That la the fir at of the two change@.

Turning to operative paragraph 2 <II page 2, the opons~a propose that, in the

second line of the Rnglrah text, tha words “end Mmber Staba” be deleted.

Teat ie the ful extent of the changer that hwe been eugyeete4, with the

exception that, in operative paragraph 2, for correc Penn in gnglieh, the comma

will have to be deleted and word “and* will need to be inserted between the words

“Seer etary-General,W and “t!le Mvieory Board cm Diaarmanmnt Studlee,”  so that the

sentence would read “the Secretary-General and the Advisay Board on Disarmament

Studies”.

what is at issut? in this draft resolution is an important matter, and J want

to say with clarity - and I hope quietly, but with all possible force - on behalf

of the sponsora of the draft resolution that we have submitted it for Me decisicm

of the Firet Committee because of our conviction that th!s ie an Lesuc of deep

practical and pri,ncipled importance to all of us. It ie eurPmed up in the second

preanbular paragraph of the draft resolution, where  :eference is made to Article

100 oE the united Rations Charter. The fact and principle at issue there is that

of the independence and integrity of the Secretariat of the tiled NationA.
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(Mr. Butler, Australia)

Ws sponsors are deeply aware that the Secretariat of the United Nations is a

Charter organ. It is integral tu the efficient and fair conduct of the business of

the United Nstions, and this is mat is enshrined in Ar title 100 of the Charter.

WB firmly believe it in the interest of all of us to see the integrity and

independence of the secretariat of the Ulited Nations protected. It is for that

reason, and that reason alone, that we seek a decision of tnc Fir St Committee cn

this matter which would ftndamentally enable the Secretary-General to pursue his

quiet diplrrnacy with those concerned in order to see that the problem I referred to

earlier is solved: that la, that the Director of the WI&d Nations Institute for

Disarmamsnt Research be returned to his job.

We make this proposal in defence of a Charter organ of the United Nations. We

make this proposal in the interest of the efficient f~~cticning  of the Organizaticn

and in the belief that all of us in this room are deeply conxnitted to the Charter

and to the efficient functioning of Me Charter organ known as the Secretaricrt.

In conzlusicn, the changes that have been made from the first version of the

draft resolution to revision 1 are extensive, and they do reflect, in the operative

wwraehs, the concerns of many delegations. The two changen 1 have suggested

today further reflect those concerns. The sponsors believe they have been

sensitivc~ and that the draft resolution should nar command widespread support.

I should like to say, quietly, that there has been some ‘suggestion in the

cocci&r8 that the draft resolution is in 80s~ way directed against the C4rvernsmnt

concerned. Dn behalf of the sponsas, I reject that. The draft resolution is

directed towards the defence of principles and the defence of an institution  that

is vital to all of us. The draft resolution quite specifically seeks to facilitate

the process - one that, by the way, the Qxernment  concerned says it wants

facilitated - whereby the Secretary-General may further conduct quiet diplosmcy or
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(Mr. Butler,  Aumtxalia)

eeek uhatwer other IbSdne are required to remedy this sitwtion and to solve the

prcblem involved. On behalf of the sponsOL'a, I comrend the draft KeWlUtia'# to the

f#UppOKt  Of the FiKet ComnitteQ.

131:. MARINESCSJ  (Roubmnia)(interpretation  from French):  After having

atsdied the rwieud version of draft resoluticm  A/C.l/41/L.71, my delegation would

like categorically to reiterate its position,  namely, that the draft Keeolutim i8

unacceptable in CQItent, in wer-all tena ad with regard to the body to thick it

is being e@xnitted.

The few changea the rponrae  have felt constrained to make should not mir,lead

anycme. Berth the draft KOOOlUtiUi and the problem that has btsn 8KtifiCially

mot08 i!~ the Camnittee  have nothing to do with tkte First Coamittee'a work and are

dwoid of any connection with the prc@lem of difiarmoment  ad international

secur tty that form the burden of the uor k to wC~ic3-1 the Comni ttee thou 3 be

dedicated.

The draft re6olutian,  a(r presently worded, oontinues  to be a clear attempt to

interfere in the internal affaira of a Metier State end to de.11 with a problem

lpurrly within the putview  of Rmanfa as a swereirp State - OK, indeed, of any

other state - in dealing vith me of its own citizenu: 0x0 again, the spcnnas of

the draft rasolutian have clearly demonstrated that thetr purpose is not to find a

genuine soluticn to the problem mder discussion in accordance with the intereatte

and rights of the partie axx!erned, but, rather, to involve the Committee  in a

political diversion: sinoe the rponsas  clrnnot  admit their true political

PUKpSm, they afe attcqting  to dieguise them by a purported cOn@3Kn  WeK the

normal functiming  of the Ulited Nations Institute fa Diearmament

Reseasch (UNIDnt).
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(Hr. Mar inwcu, Romania)

The draft resolution opens the door to any problem. Phe ~manian side ie

fully interested in the smth functioning of the Institute. Because rather

high-flown lmguage hu once again been used this aftmcnoan, I should like to paint

Out that in its amclU8iUm the KepOKt ot the 8ecKetary4eneral  on the activities

of UNIDIR confineo itsrlf to stiting that to date the Imtitute has discharged its

functions in a way that has uon the confibnoe of it8 Mvisay Board and the States

metiers of that booy. The cantinuation of the 1nstitute”a uak urder satisfactay

oonditians is largely reliant on sufficient binmciel  resourcea and proper staffing.

As we have already st~tad, the necessary step to that end can easily be taken

without the need for my draft ruolutiar. mat we require is a true spirit of

oo+peratiar md non-interfermce in a rtter which can be 8olved in a aanner

Satisfacbxy  to all the parties aoncxtcned  only through the process indicated in the

A\&visory  Board ‘8 report, a proce8a that i8 within the exclusive purview of the

Romanian authorities md the Secretary-?eneral.
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(Mr. Nor ineecu, Romania)

The draft reeolution before us, we are pofoundly convinced, can only harm E

poesibilities of reaming Luczl a l oluticn. We have never roaognized the right of

any State to interfere in such mtters, 05 indeed in any other mtter pertaining to

the sovereign right of another Stata. W do not wish tro entur into the details of

this matter.

Any delegation of good faith that would Like to learn the viewpoint of the

Romanian  delegaticm can do BO by rereading the statemat  rack by the FWmMian

delegation on 4 NoveIPber, in document A/C. 1/44PV. 31.

In lipt of the foregoing I wiah, cn behalf of my deleqation to raise a point

of order and officially request that no decision be taken on draft rasolutian

L.71Dev.l. I requr at that this propoeal  be put to a vote immediately, mder

rule 121 of the rulee of proce&re of the General Asee*ly. According to that

rule, Lny laotiar  calling’ for a decfsicm cn the competence of the General Aue*ly

Or the Committee to adopt a pcopoaal srbmittod to it ahall be put to the vote

before r( vote ia taken on the pcopoeal  in question. In ricing to thim notion my

delegation  is motivated by itn devotion to the Comwittee’e propr parformnnce of

its tasks relating to disaraamant and internaticnal security.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): The representative  of- -

Romania has just denied the com~tence of the First Conraittee on the matter before

uB and in that oonnectiar  invoked rule 121 of the rulee of procedure of the General

Aseenbly  . On that point I Would like to nuke two comments: We have already heard

the Legal Counsel of the United NatioRa,  who, after wnsidering the matter,

expressed in no uncertain terme the view that the First Committee rsaa ccmpetent.

Are we to suppose that the Ugal Counsel made a mistake and that consequently

rule 121 should apply? My delegation thinks exactly the opposite.
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(Hr. Uorel~ France)

Fur thumae, I note that the Rommian delegation itmelf in document

A/C.1/41/L.84 has l bmitted a nuder of arndmmtm to the draft resoluticn

contained in bocummt L.71/Rev.l. It therefae rec0qire6 ipo facto tF*

coqetence of our Carittee l inw It ham officially submitted draft amndmnts

mder agenda item 62 (0) ad (f ) .

The CHAIRMAtIr The repcemntative of R>unia ham aeked thar. a decision be

taken urder rule l21. Rule 121 ru& ae follo~r

“Subject to rule 119, any moticn calling for a decisim on the colpetince

of the General Amealy or the Carittee to acbpt a Proposal 6ubaittad t0 it

shall be put to the vote before a vote is t6ken on the proposal in questim.g

Mr. BUTLER (Autralia)t I have nought to apeak cc a point of crder

pursuant to the statement by the reprmentative of France cm the procedural

pcop sal mmde oy the Rammian repcemantative mder rule 121. t4.y point of order 16

this: I believe that whai -aa ?rmch repceamntitive has said ie factual in that

the Iagal Coun6el.  h&s alxeady ruled cn the mtter rhich we are being asked to

consider under rul.6 121. If that i8 not the caa b perhape  the Iagal Counsel can

tell us oth=wise; but if we Q alrudy have a ruling, that the mtter is within

the competence  of the Pirrt Caanittee, then, I 6ubmit, it is unneceesary to eeek a

further ruling.

The CHAIRMANa llccording to the queaticm raised by the representative of

Tpzance and by the reprwentative of bmtralia, I 6hould like to say that the

representative of Ilomenia  hJe officially requested that a decisicn be taken uncle

rule 121. The staremmt  by the represmtative of tue Office of Legal Affair6 the

other day wm3 not a ruling. The repreeentative  of the Offic6 of Legal Affair6 ie

cnly i- a po6ition to give a*ice to the C~ittw. cut the request of the

Ilnmnian  repreeentative wa6 to have a decision taken on the competence of the
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(z Chairman)

Committee on the action which we are going to take on draft remolution L.71/ROv.l,

and that is up to the Committee to d8cide.

Mr. van ROHEHRN (New Zealand) :- Before w proceed to vote on the matter I

should like to ask the Leqal Coun6el again to give us his advice on the UuestiOn

whether the Colnnittee has the colapetence to coneider  thin issue.

The CHAIRMAN! I do not think there io any necenslty  of again arrking the

repre6en*Gative  of the Office of Legal Affair8  to give hi6 opinion, because that

opinion wa6 duly reco?ded in the verbatim rewrd of the meting at which the matter

was di6CU66ed. This watt just now confirmed by the representative of the Office of

Legal Affair6 - that it is not within hil competence to make a rulinqt he may only

give advice.

Rulinqa fall within the conpeten~e of the Chairmen or the Committee itself.

Therefore I consider thi motion made by the representative of Romania under

rule 121 to be in accordance with the rules of procedure.

If there ie no other objection I &al+ put the proposal of the Romanian

representative to the vote and I shall now call ):. the Secretary of the Committee

to conduct the voting.

Mr. RHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The votinq will now begin on

the propoeal  made by the representative of Romenia.

All those repce6entative6 vho feel that It is within the competence of the

Comnitte, 7 consider the proposal should vote .yes”; those who feel that it is not

within the comp,?;enco  of the Committee with rerpcct to rule 121 should vote "no";

and those who wish to abstain should 6iqnify eccclrdingly.

The CHAIRMANI I call upon the representative of Australia on a point of

order.
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Mr . BUTIER (Australia) :- - - I apologiaa for interven:nq  while voting irr

tek inq place. Normally that would not occur. Nor would it occur that a

deecription of what repreeentativee are voting CXI would take place while voting la

already tmder way. f&y I therefore respectfully auggeat that we start again, turn

the -chine off and the Secretary of the Coranittee be given whatever time he

requires to explain wiul cryetal clarity *at the proposal is. Therefore we will

know how to vote yea or no , according to our opinlone  . and only thereafter will tke

procare of voting begin.
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Mr. MARINE&X (Romania) (interpretat ion from French) I On a point of-

order, my delegation has no doubt whatsoever about what we are voting on. lllOW8

who are not satisfied  with the results of that vote, which haa been conducted in a

perfectly regular way, can explain why. I think we have voted in favour of or

against the. procedural motion am presented.

Tha CHAIRMAN: We are IY‘W at the rrtage of the voting process. The

Secretary of the Committee tried to explain to the Committee what was the subjst

of t.he voting. He was repeating what I had already indicated. On a point of

order, the representative of Australia has 66k6d  that the voting proceaa be started

aqain. My intention 16 to call again on the Secretary of the Committee and, after

his explanation of what we are going to vote on under rule 121 concerning the

competence of the Committee on the proposal before us, we shall start the voting

process again.

I call on the representative of Australia on another point of order.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia) : First of all, may I nay this. It is, in my-

experience, unprecedented - I have never seen it before - that an exnlanation is

qiven of what Statea are votrng upon after the voting has commnced. The chairman

has agreed that we shoqlld therefore start again, butj with all respect, I also

proposed that the machine should be turned off and let go back to zero and that we

follow the correct proceduror that we are told what WC are voting on before the

machine is turned on. Quite frankly, I heard delegations around me saying, “What

are we votinq on?* kiay I pleaee ask that we go back to zero, have a full

explanation and then commence the voti I.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall therefore atart from the beginning, after

listening to the Secretary of the Committee. The voting machine has been turned

OEE.
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(T%e  Chairman)

I call on the representr~ive of Romania to speak on a point of order.

Hr. MARINESCU (Iknaania) (interpretation from French) a Hy motion wa6

presented as followsx VA behalf of my deleqat.ion, I officially request that no

decision be taken on draft resolution A/C.l/4l/L.7l/Rev.l’. That W86 how my motion

was worded and that is what I l sksd the Chairman to put to the vote immediately.

nU motion was raised under rule 121, which rsadar

. . . . any motion calling for a decision on the competenca of the General

Assembly or thr:  wmmittee to adopt a proposal submitted to it shall be put to

the vote before a vote is taken on the proposal in question.*

Of course this muBt  be interpretsd Cn the light of the wording of the proposal

put forward by the Romanian  delegation.

The CHAIIUIAN: I had already informed the Committee that the Romanian

representstive’s motion fell under rule 121, on the competence of the Carmaittee. I

#hall now call on the Secretary before we come to the voting, and I would like all

members of the Ccmmittee to listen to the Secretary of the Committee before voting.

Mr. RHERADI (Secretary of the Co66aittee)  I After having consulted - in

the intervening period - the representative of the Office of Legal Affairs, I can

Only repeat what I said earlier: we are vot inq on the motion made by the

represantative of Romania within the framework of rule 121, which readsa

“Subject to rule 119, any motion calling for a decision on the competence

of the General Assembly or the ccmmittee to adopt a proposal submitted  to it

mhall be put to the vote before a vote is taken on the proposal in question.*

I will now repeat what I said earlier with respect to the vote, something that

y have already repeated twice, but if I am requested, I shall do so a third time.

The CHAIRMANr me Secretary mU6t complete the explanation be@ure the-

machine is unlocked. There is, however, another point of order by Australia, which

makes the voting process very difficult, i must say.
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Mr. RIFFLER (Auatcalia) .” I am not prepared to accept comment8 about who

16 or Is not making the votfr.4 proceee diEZlcult. tet me make it elnple for the

representative  of Romania. The pr~pooal that he has uutnaltted la that no dwlelon

be taken. with all respect, that la not rule 121. Thle 1s why our secretary 1s

having such dlf f lculty.

Rule 121 relatea to the competence of the General Ameenbly. I submit that the

only motion that can be put under that rule 1s to eayr *I subnit  that this

Ae@embly is not competent to consider that ieauaa. If the Romanian representative

wlflhes to aubnlt that motion, we will vote accordingly,  and that vote will be

accurately taken under rule 121. I would welcome the advice of the Legal COW ,el

if I am wrong, hut I do not believe I am.

If, on the other hand, the Romanian representative wishes to say that hi6

motion la that we take no decision on thlr. matter - which 1s oulte different from

the auestion of competence - that falls under another rule, and there my a8aistance

atcpm, because I am not actually prepared at this atage to tell him which it le.

Re can find it for himself.

Mr. NARINESCU  (Romania) (interpretation from French): On a point of

order, it seems to ua that we are in the middle of a voting pr -.xdure  and rule 128

ie Wita clear about that. What the repreaontativs of Aumtralia hae told un is

l inlply a lesoon on how to vote after the voting has @tarted. I think wo l houLd

abide by what 1s stipulated in this very clear rule, which is so very often invoked

and respected.

The CHAIRMANr Tht motlon raised by the representative of Romania was

made under ru.le  121 and I again call on ttj Secretary of the Comnlttee in order to

conduct the voting prcceas.



m/jr A/C. l/ll/W.47
21

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee) z I hope I do not sound like a

broken record, but once again we are on rule 121 and I will repeat what I said

earlier. Those who feel that it is within the Committee’s competence to consider

the proposal before the Conrnittee,  that lm, in document A/C.1/41/L.71/Rev.l, vote

“ye8.1 theme who feel that the Committea is not competent to take action on that

propmel, vote “no”1 those who wish to abstain, signify accordingly.

The CHAIRMAN: Is there still uncertainty on the action to be taken? I

think it ~II clear and we can proceed to the vote.

I call on the repreeantative of Peru, who has asked to speak on a point of

order.

Mr. MORRLLI (Peru) (interpretation from Spaniah) I In the attempted vote

of a few moments ago, those who voted -no”, did ao thinkinq very clearly that what

the representative of Romania had rcauested  was that thie Committee be declared not

-tent on this matter. Those of us who voted l non are voting against that

procedural posit ion, as submitted by Romania; but what the Secretary has just said

createm a great deal of confusion and makeu  me think that I should vote the

opposite. So I think we munt  be absolutely clear on what we are voting on.

The CAAIRHAN t For the third or fourth time, rule 121 reads:

“Subject to rule 119, any motion calling for a decision on the competence

of the General Assembly or the Committee to adopt a proposal submitted to it

shall be put to a vote before a vote is taken on the propond in election.”

The representative of Romania has made this motion under rule 121, that the

Cosunittee has to decide on the conpatence of the Committee to take action on the

draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/Il/L.71/Rev.l. That ie; the motion

Under rule 121, and that covers not only the competence of the General Assembly:

it is the competence of the Conmnittee as well, because rule 121 Concerns Ections

taken bl the Conaittee.
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(The Chai rmac)

Therefore, I shall again call on the Secretary of the Committee to repeat what

we are qoinq to vote on.

Mr. KHERADK (Secretary of the Committee): I think there is confusion

only because there may be some mieunderstandinq among deleqations: I can eee very

well that there is noddinq on one side of the room and that hands aYe wavinq on the

other side. However, the manner in which 1 put the vote - which should be rather

cl ear on the proposal made by the representative of ,?oplnia under rule 121 would

be as follows during the voting procedure, and I will repeat it very 6bowly.

Those who feel that the Committee 9 competent to act on the proposal -

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Romania who has asked to

speak again on a point of order.

Mr. MARWXXX.l (Romania) (interpretation from French) : I think the

representative of Peru gave a very adequate summary of the situation and the

problem we are faced with. Why should we not proceed in the simplest, most logical

way? Let us vote on the proposal which wds made. Those who are in favour of the

proposal, or the motion if you Will, put forward by the Romanian deleqatfon will

vote in favour, and those who are against that motion will vote against it. That

is my proposal.

The CHAIRMAN: I c-11 on the representative of Australia, who has asked

to speak on a point of order.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia) : For the second time, matters having been

clarified, the Secretary of tte Committee has commenced stating the true position.

The true position is that rule 121 deals vith the competencr  of this body to deal

w?th an issue, not, may I say, to adopt it or reject it - that is for the committee

to decide - hut to deal with it: the competence to deal with an issue.
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Romania haa put a proposition under rula 121 to the effect that the Committed

ia not oompetent. Therefore the issur is clear: Those who believe that this

Committee is competent to deal with the ionuo should vote -yes”? those who believe

it is not should vote “no”I and , of course, we all know what abstention means.

I think that is the only viable proporition that can be put under rule 121,

because it deals only with competence , not rith some other substanrive motion, just

ccmpetence.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the reprrmentntive of Romania, vho has asked to

speak on a point of order. .

Mr. MARINESCU (Romania) (interpretat .on from French) I In connection with

what hae just been eaid, my proposal wae not to the effect that the Committee

should not deal with the issue. Ths proposal WIIIB linked to the process of decision

makinqt that the Committee should not take a decision - which is quite different.

The CIIAIRMAN:  Hay I ask the representative of Romania again2 the motion

which he made under rule 121 ta on the competence of the General Assembly or the

Committee to adopt the proposals submitted. Rule 116 is the rule which refers to

ad$ournment of the debate, and under rule 116, a decision may be taken not to take

action. SO one is a question of comptence  and the other is a question of not

taking action, which would come under rule 116.

I call on the representative of &mania on a point of order.
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Mr. MARINESCU (Rnmania) (interpretation from Wench)  t- I apoloqize for

having to repeat what I have just said.

Hr. Chairman, if you put to the vote the motion I have introduced the

conclusion will be quite clears that the First committee has no decision to take

on draft resolution  L.71/Rev.l. If, on the other hand, our motion is rejected, the

Committee will proceed to vote on the draft resolution as revised.

In other words, I think we must vote on the basis of the actual uor bnq of the

proposal made by deleqation. Those in favour of that motion will vote “y, q”# those

against it will of course vote “no”.

The CHAIRMANr The representative of Romnnia  has repeated his request for

a vote on a motion based on rule 12lr namely, that the Committee ia not competent

to take a decision on the draft resolution before us. Those in favour of the

motion proposed by the repreeentative of Romania would vote “yes”# those against it

would vote “no”. That is now clear. The motion has been formulated under

rule 121.

After that clarification hy the deleqation of Romania,  I think we can IOW

begin the voting process.

I Call upon the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KHEXADI (Secretary of the Committee) t TQ repeat what you said,

Mr. Chairman, on the basis of the new wording provided by the representative of

Romania, his motion is that the Committee is not competent to take a decision on

tA.2 proposal before the Committee. Accordingly, those in favour of Romania’s

motion would vote wyes”l those who are against the motion - that is, that the

Committee is competent - would vote “no”; and those abstaining uould signify

accordingly.

The CHAIRMANt The Committee will now prcrwd to the vote on the motion

of the deleqation of Romania under rule 121 of the rules of procedure.
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A recorded vote ham been rsquested.

A recorded vote wae taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Angol4, Bangladesh, Bsnin, Sulgar ia,
Burkina Faso, Burrqdi, Byelcsussian Soviet Socialist republic,
China, Cunoros, Cuba, Csechoelovakia, Democrat c Yemen, Ethiopia,
German Usmocratic  I&public, Guinea, Hmgary, Indonesia,  Kuwaitl
Lao People’s Ussocratic I&public,  Libyan Arab Jamshiriya,
Msdagascu, Mslayuia, Mali, Margolia, Worssbique,  Poland,
WMnia, Rwanda, Somalia, Syrian Arab Rpublic, Tunisia,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Itspublic, Uliur of Soviet S3clalist
Republics, Viet Warn, Zambia, zimbaue.

Against : Argsntina,  Australia, Armtria, Bahamas,  Belgium, Cameroon,
Canada, Chile, Colcmbia,  C8te d’Ivoire,  ~nnnrk,‘$cua&r,
FinlImd, France, Geramy, mderal ,I@@lfc of, Greece, Guatemala,
Iceland, Ireland, Imacrl, Italy, Japsn, Lesotho, I*1xembourg,
Mpal, Nstplerlanda, New Zealand, Nccway,  Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Portugal, samoa, &nwl, Sierra Iaone, Singapore,
Spain, skredm, ulitid King&m of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Staten of America, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Abstaining,: Bolivia, Botswana, Srasil, Caqo, Egypt, Ghana, India, Kenya,
Liberia, Mauritania, Hexioo, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Onan,
Sri Lanka, Suriname, Turkey , Ugads, ulited Republic of Tanzania,
Yugoslavia, Zaire.

The moticn was rejected by 42 votes to 38, with 22 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: we ball now consider the draft resolution in document

A/C.l/Il/L.7l/Rev.l, as orally reviaad by the representative of Australia.

Mr. MARINPSCU (Romania) (interpret4tion  from French): The amendments

contained in docuamnt A/C.l/Il/L.04 are, I think, fairly clear in their purport and

in harmony with what we aaid on 4 Novenber.

May I first draw attention to the new p’eambular  paragraph we have proposed,

tit&~ is intendsd to em#rasfse .tbat international civil servants not only have

rights but also have obligaticns and duties.

In connection with the operative paragraph that calls on all interested

parties to co-operate, this, I think, is a very impor tant idea All those who are

really anxious to find a satisfactory solution to the problem being discussed here

should support it - precisely in order to facilitate such a solution.



RH/ 10 A/C.VIl/PV.47
2a 30

(MI:. Nscc inwcu I mnuniq)

The wording ia the Aame  As that ued in the rapcct of the &ccetary-GmaAl  on

the activities of the Oovanlng  Council of DNIDIB.

The amendmenta could be put to the vote at the 8Aae tile.

The CHAIRMAN: Doem any other delegatim wieh to make a Atstmmnt  or to

ccmmnt before we take acticm cn thiA &aft KeAoluticn? It appear6 not.

I shall now call QI thc@e delegation8 my wiAhing to explain their votea before

the vote.

I’&. =FWJStN (BehamA): Before I get into the ceAacn for my asking to

speak, I ahould like to say that it LII very heartming  to my delegation to note

that the repreeentativea of the Firat Cmittee have finally had their prcce&ral

haptiw.

Beeidea listening very carefully to the &bate m the queatim of the Mvisay

Board On Diearmament Studies ad the ZRiWd Nationa Inetitute fu Dioarmanent

*search (UtJmIrq, I hare participted In many dincumsiars with repreAentativeA  on

all eidee of the queeticm. Cne factor that seldcm cam throu* cleuly to me,

hcwever, was the middle positian  cn We relatianmhip  between the Inrtitute end the

ulited Nations in its efforts to promote gmecal md ccmplete dirarnraent. &me

Preeentatime of views were oftentimer clouded witn personal  ooncernA  and

face-saving devices.
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It eeemd at the Outset that polariL3tiOn had already set in and that

delegaticcs were already expedted to act in one way or another. That is very

unfortunate. My delegation canno.. profess to tmdusturd the matter in its

entirety, but there is no doubt in our minda that the issue before us involves a

number of eenaf tive aspects, including the legal, the financial and the

huwnitar ian. My delegatiar further realixea that at almost all stages of the

exchange of views greater priority was given to national intereats than to the role

Of the chited Nations, which provides the platform for airing these differences.

My delegate realises, above all, that hum-m  nature prevents us from being totally

objective about matters that touch us cloeely , and that we therefore tend to ignore

the “every-dog-has-its-day” syndrome until it is too lats. we fail to be mindful

of the uimple truth that right crroices at the beginning of all negotiations save us

from the threat of mfair trmtment  at a later  stage; mat is, precedent ensures

bat all quvsticue be treated or consi&ied  On their individal merits. But I

auppcse that if such a truism were applied life in general would be dull indeed.

In the early stages of our deliberations on this matter my delegation  was

extremely anS,ivalent ad even sensed an ill wind that could bring no good. The

waning of much of the scepticism I had was due in psr t W :‘,e wisdom of the

sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/4l/L.71 in revising the text. The tovisiOn,

though still imperfect for a nuder of reascma, manage4 to present the issue

without corunitting tha grave sin of interrerence. on the other hand, it seems to

n;Y delegaticn that the amendrabnta c rtajned in document A/C.l/Il/L.84 call for the

elimination of some of its aspects; thjs c0ul.d negate the role of the Ulitced

Nations in upholdinc the p lnciples of the Charter. An affkmstive vote by the

.‘ahamas  delega ticn, then, wh1l.e it Boos not ignore the conscicus or unconscious
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political nuances,, ~111 be cast first end facemcst in support of the work of the

lnetitute  as a necwuuary body, and with a view to seeing ita lih~apsn extended and

to ensuring that it 6s giVOn the Proper rqu+rements  for its effective operatiar.

M r .  WBlU (Swedeu):-..- The Mviscry Board cn Diearmapnt Studies, which

serves am the BoaKd  of Trustees of the ulited Nations Institute for Disarmament

Rssear~ (uNmmp I* l)ttated unaniminously in its lateat report that it found itself

faced with a very difficult situation tn UNIDIR owing to the absence of the

DirecWr. L?rrtheemrxe, the follGling  was s'Atedt

*The serluus impsirnent  to thu work of the Institute caused by the

continued absence of the Director -as noted by many  metiers of the Board. It

was felt that the effect was particularly critical at the present Qtate of the

Institute’s development when the presenoe  of an active Director was vital. It

was decitbd that the. Secretary-General should be given every support by the

Board in his efforts to find a soluticn  oatiafactory to all wncerned*.

(A/Ii/666,  para. 26)

It is self-evident that, in the faoe of the alarming information provided by

the Board, the Pirst Committee cannot remsin inpaaaive. Dr ft resolution

A/C.1/41/L.7lfRev.l, as orally revised, ellbodies a necessary statement to be isrued

by the General Asmeddy as a reaction to the repat co ‘the severe problems within

UNIDIR.

Uocuwnt A/C.1,‘41/L.84  wntains  pccposed amsndmnts to draft rasoluticn

A/C.l/4l/L.7l/Rev.l. The metiers of the First Committee should share the view that

it is the COrrmittee*s  duty to act on the prcblem of the absence of the Director of

I.Rd IDIR. The Committee has just decided that it is canpetent to do SO. Agreenent

having been reached on that fundamental pint, it nar remains to decide on the

ccntentr of the draft resolution finally to be adopted by the committee.
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I wish to state the following with regard to the amendments proposed  in

document A/C. l/Ii/L. 04 ; apart from sane langunge desimed to play down the harm

inflicted cn MIDIR, the amendments include a call upon all concerned to co-operate

in finding a satisfactory solution. We have all been informed that during a period

of some 11 r#*rths the Secretary-General has been carrying cut quiet diplomxy

aarked by numerous propaals and initiatives in order to rectify the situation.

Beccndly. the Advisory Board - the Board of Trustees of WIDIR - has spent

considerable  time and effort in the search for a soluticn. Thirdly, Manber States

have discreetly nd consistently tried in different waya to remol.ve the mutt@.\ in a

ncn-confrontation41 way. Only one of the par ties concern+ d has made no effort

*a t8oev or, in spite of the numerous appeals dlrected to it.

In the light of those facts and t--f the great efforts of the Secretary-General,

it would be singularly unfair to the Secretary-Moral to call upon inim to

coeprate, bearing in mind what is crystal-clear to all in this room, including

the delegation sponsor ing document A/C. l/4 l/L. 84% that it. is only one concerned

Qvernunt that has consistently refused to co-operate in the efforts to resolve

6he mtter. Dxunent  A/C.l/41/L.84 must therefae be rejected.

0131~ &Aft resolution A/C.1/41/L.71/Rev.l, as orally revi-3d, contains what is

needed to reach an agreed solution to the prcblaa, namely a call upon the

Government cancer nod to w-operate in resolving the matter. The language is

low-key md non-provoca Live, but cl yar enough to be mderatood.

Ry rejecting documant A/C.1/4l/L.04 and roting in favour of draft resolution

A/C.l/41/L.7l/Rbv.l as crally raised, this Committee will support the efforts of

the Seer etrrr y-Gener al.
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,W I MEISZTBR (Hmqary); The Hungarian deleqation wishw to l pak in

l xplanaticn. of VC. e hefcre the voting on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.71/RevVl  as

orally revised. The Hungarian delegation participates in the work of the First

Co#nittee with a cleu mmdah: to be party to any deliberaticn or action meant to

lead to, or foater, a real disarmament prooess. lo translate that into plain

Wgliuh, this meanm,  with rrpect to the prusnt  stage of our work, that my

delegsticn is ready to vote cn all draft resolutions that have a clear bearing on

true dinarxuhment is8ues.

But, in our view, the main thrust of draft resolution A/C.l/41/C.7l/Rev.l haa

nothing to do with disarmament meanurev. This in pawed indirectly, inter alla, by

the fact that the oame question was allocated for discussion in the Fifth Camaittee

on the basis of a report of the &cretary-General  dsted 10 October 1986, entitled

*Per l wnel ques ticns: Respct for the privileqer and immunities of officials of

“‘0 United Nations and the spscialized agencies md related agmisatione”

(A/C.S/4l/l2).
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I hops that no one will quuticn the Becretary-Cenual*s  ability aorrectly to

in8cribe 8n iooue in the category in whioh it properly belongs. Taking that into

l ooomt, I voted accordingly a few rorento ago cr the procedur.".l motion made by the

lk3manian delegation. The motion wa8 not carried. 'That being the ca8e,  and bearing

in mind the fact that we are prepared to vote only on 8ubatantial disarmament

188~8, I feel obliged to inform delegation8 that the Hungarian delegation will not

partioipsta in the voting.

Hr. BvFLltR (Amtralir):- - I have 8ought briefly to explain? my delegatiarls

vote befae the voting - obviou8ly, not ai the draft resoluticn  concerned, because
,

we are l pnroca, but., in fact, on the amendmente  to it submitted by the lolegation

of mmmia in document A/C.l/4l/L.P

A few momnta  ag0 the repcmentative of Romania stated that the eponeaing

deleq8tion8 were gconstrained to make amardments" to their resoluticn. I should

like to 8ay, quietly and firmly, that there wa8 no 8uch oonatraint.  Ye are free

doleqation. The amandmrrtm we made were nsde voluntarily in order to make the

most  8erious and con8tructive  approach we could make, in the light of the views of

other delrg'tiona  md in order to a8sirt the proce88 of 8olvinq the problem at hand.

It wa8 also 8ugge8ted that the United Nations Institute for Diaarmasmnt

mearch warn in no difficulty ad that we had euqqeeted  that the oppseite was true

and that it wao experiencing 8otm difficulty by way of masking, in some way, a

political ative. Row, -

The CWIRMANr- I call upon  the representative of I‘oaania, who ha8 aeked

w speak on a point of order.

Mr. MARINRS(21  (Romania) (interpretation from French):- - P% traps the Chair

oould ask the representative of Arutralia what he is talkinc) abobt. We are

di8cu8ming the amndnmnb  to the 4raft resolution. Instead of that, we are for the

nth tiw hearing a speech on tie ulited Nations Institute foe Disarmament Reeearch
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and its working ccmditions md a new plea for the &aft resolution that has been

eubmi tted and c em&lpi tted. Per haps the spakr could hew to the subject under

discusslcn. If ha wihea to addrea8  the ammdnents, he ay do so) as 4 sponsu,

however, he should not again discuss draft resolution A/C.l/4l/L.7l,/Rev.l.

The CliAIlWAN: I would ask the representative of Australia, as he hi-elf

indicated he was going to do in speaking in explanatiar of vote, tr, speak to the

amendments submitted in Lbcumsnt  A/C.l/41/L.84. With that understanding, I again

call upon him.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia)% lb be quiti specific: cne of the ansndmsnts in

document A/C.l,/Il/L.@,  paragraph 3, reform to

“the continuing absence of the Director of the United Nations Institute for

Disarmament  Research and the serious effect that this is having on the wffk of

the Institute”.

That is the amsndmPnt I am addressing, and I am, therefore, speaking to the subject.

I fomd it incanpsheneiblo that the darge  be made that we are in some Way

suggesting that the Institute ia not in difficulty.

In any case, it does not matter. The Anbassador  of Sweden has read into the

reoocd paragraph 26 of the Advisory BDard’s report. I was going to do exactly the

same tiring, but it is now no longer necessary. That has answered the point utterly

and entirely. As is stated therein, the United NaticnP fnetitute  for Diaarmaamnt

Research (DNIDIH) is in deep trouble because of the absence of its Director. ItI’ ie

UnneLxMsary tc read it into the record again, and I think that  that Mawers  the

point raomantn  has made.

Bringing my statement to a ccncluelon, there is really nothing more for me to

say with regard to the amendment9  in R/C. l/41/1..84. It has all been said admirably

and completely by Vie representative of Sweden. 1 lose amendments will not

strengthen the hand of the Secretary-General in the way we all mcst surely desire
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that it be strengthened in order that he mmy solve this deeply regrettable

prablelll. Under thme circumstances, my delegation will vote against the ame!>dmenta.

Mr. KAROOI (Tmisia) (interpretaticn  frcm French): I should like to

explain Tunisia’s vote before the voting on draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.7l/Rev.l

relating to Mr. Dota’s prolcnged  absence from his post as Director of the lhrited

Nations Inetitute  for Diearmament Reeearch (DNIDIR).

My delegation believes that this is not a xmtter that should figure on the

agenda of the Fir at Ccmvi ttee , whose essential duty ie to deal with matters

comected with disarmament. Turisis therefcre  feel8 that matters relating to

Dn CC Nation8 civil fiervants and their working conditiars - particularly outsids

the Orgmizaticn’s HeaaJuarter8  - should be taken up in other ulited Rations bodies

that are more co-tent and authorized to deal with peracnnel matters. Hnnce my

delegation cannot. support the dratt resolutiar.

Nevertheless, my delegation would like to reserve its right to speak to the

r\betance of this lpstter in due course in the appropriate forum.

The CRAIRMANr Since there are no other delegstions wishing to make

statements in explanation of vote befcre the voting, the Committee will now begin

the voting on draft resolutions in Cluster 12. Before taking action on draft

resoluticn A/C.l/Il/L.71/Rev.l, the Committee will vote upon the amendments to that

draft resoluticn wntained in documsnt A/C.l/Il/L.84.

Before vctinq on the amendments in A/C.l/Il/L.t)4, I would remind delegations

that draft resolution A/C.l/Il/L.7l/Rev.l has already b-n orally revised by the

representative of Australia. Paragraph 4 of A/C.l./41/L.04,  therefore, is not the

subject of a vote, since that revision has already been made orally by the

spoMcxe. Operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution L.7l/Rev.l  new reads:
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“Fully supports the ccntinuing efforts being made by the

*cretary+neral  and the Wvisary Board on Disarmanent Studies to rectify

this situation’.

I &all now put the amendrmnts in documnt .q/C.l/4l/L.84  to draft

resolution A/C.1/4l/L.7l/Rev.l, as aaLly revised, to the vote. The voting cov3r5

paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6.

I call cn the representative of Mexico, who has asked to speak on a point of

order .

Mr. GARCIA ROB-- (Hexiw) (?nterpretaticm  from Spanish): I should like

to request a separate vote cn paragraph 3 of the amendments nubmitted by Romania in

document A/C. l/llf~.84.
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The CMAIRMANI There has just been a roquemt for a separate vote on

paragraph 3 of the amendments to the draft resolution contained in document

A/C.1/41/L.04. If there are no cbjectia)s ue will vote separately on pargraph 3.

I call on the representative of New Zealand on a point of order.

Mr. van BORRMEN (New 2ealand): T shoa Ld just like a clarification. I

had understood  that we were to vote on al? these amendments as a group, aa incccd

had been euggeet8d  by the sponsor of the amendments, Romania.

The CHAIRMAN: As representatives know, any delegation has thp right  to

request a separate vote on a particular paragraph, and we have taken into account

the request that was made by the representative of Mexico for a separate vote on

paragraph 3 of the rzsndmente.

There being no request to have a separate vote on each of the amendments, we

will take paragraphs 1, 2, 5 and 6 as a group. Then we will have a separate vote

on paragraph 3.

If there is no objection we shall act acwrdingly.

It was so decided.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In-f avow I Afghanistan, Angola, BangPadesh,  Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Byeloruasian Soviet Socialist Republic, China, Comoroe,  Cuba,
Cxechoelovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Democratic
Republic, Iran (Islamic Republic of) , Iraq., Kuwait , Lao People ‘0
Democratic Republic, Wadagaecar  , Mongolia, Mozambique, Nicatayua,
0, Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Somalia, Syrian Arab
Republic, Tunisia, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of

BOViOt Socialist Republics, Viet Nam, Yemen- Yugoslavia, Zaire,
2 inbabwe

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canadar Chile, Colombia,
C&0 d’lvoire,  Denmark, ~~~bdor, Finland, France, Germany,
Padecal Republic of, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, Now Zealand, Norway, Paraguay, Philippiner,
Portugal, Samoa, Singapore,  Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of

Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United State8 of America,
Uruguay, Veneauela



NS/PLJ A/C.l/Il/PV.47
42

Abstaining: Argentina, Bahamae, Barbados, Bhutan, Bolivia, Rotewana, Braril,
Burundi, Cameroon, Congo, Egypt, Ghana, Greece, CuateNala,
Guyana, India, Israel, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Mauritania,
Mexico, Nepal, liger, Nigeria , Pakirtan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uganda, United
Republic of Tanzania, Zambia .a

Paragraphs 1,2, 5 and 6 document A/C.l/Il/L.S4 were adopted by 36 votes to 31,

with 36 abstenbions.

The eRAIIWIW_r  We will now vote on paragraph 3 of document A/C.l/Il/L.84

on which a separate recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Againat 8

Abataininqa

Afghanistan, Angola, Bangledesh,  Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
B)-elorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic, China, Conoroa, Cube,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Demccratic
Republic, India, Iraq, Kuwait, Lao ~eople’s Demcratic Republic,
~e9a8carI Wauritania, l4exico, Mongolia, Woranbique, Nicaragua,
Niger, Philippines, Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Soralia,
Syrian Arab Republic, Tuniria,  Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Kepublice,  United Republic of
Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zi&abwe

AUetralia,  Auatria, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Denmark,
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland, Ireland,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Samoa, Singapore, Spain, Sweden, united
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Staten of
America, Venezuela

Argentina,  Rahamae,  Rarbadoa, Bhutan, Bolivia, Rotewana, Brazil,
Burundi, Cameroon, Congo, Ecuador, Egypt, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala,  Guyana, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Israel, Kenya,
Leeotho, Liberia, Nepal, Nigeria, OMn, Pakistan, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname,  Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uganda,
Uruguay

Paragraph 3 of document A/C.l/Il/L.SI was adopted by 41 vote8 to 28, with 33

abatenticme.

The CHAIRMANI  We will now take a decision on the draft reeolution as a

whole.

I call on the representative of Australia on a point of order.
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w. BUTLER (Australia)r On behalf of the sponsors of the draft

reeolution contained in L.‘Il/Rev.l I move now , under rule 118 of the rules of

procedure of the General Assembly, Eor a suspension af the meeting for 30 minutes

to enable consideration of further action on this subject to be undertaken by

delegations.

The CHAIRMANa If there is no objection, it will be 80 decided.

It was so decided.



- - -  - - - -  ~-~-  ~

Am/14 A/C. l/‘ll./PV. 47
46

The meeting wan euspen3ed at 5.05 p.m. and resumed at 6.05 p.m.

The CHAIRMAK: We still have before us draft resolution

A/C. :/4l/L.7l/Rev.l, as crally revised and subsequently amended.

Before we come to the vote on this draft resolution.  I shall call upon the

representative of Australia.

Mr. BUTLKR (Australia): Before we proceed to vote on draft resoluticm

L.‘Il/Rev.l, as orally revised and then as amen&d by the process of voting in t.be

%nmittee on the basis of the amemdmnts submitted by mmania in document L.84, I

have been asked to make a brief s*atement on behalf of the following delegations.

in additicn to my own: the delegations of France, the Federal Republic of C&rmany,

Icelsn e Netherlands, Norway, Samoa, Sweden and the United Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern Ireland.

The draft resolution we have submitted in document L.7l,/Rev.l, ae orally

revised by us, has now been amended by a vote of the Committee. The ef feet of

those amendments, in our vhw, is to change the thrust and purpose of our draft

resolution in fundamental ways and in ways that are not acceptable to US. II-I

par titular, implications are ma& in the amendments with rt!gard to the conduct of

the present Director of the United Rations Institute for Disarmament Research as <MI

internatitmal civil servant - implications which we can’ in no ray supper t, because,

in our view, they have been in no way s:lbetantiated. We will not be associated

Wit3 such implications.

Imp1 ications a): e also made about the conduct of the Seccetac y+ner al in his

attempts to solve the problem with regard to the directorship of the Ulited Nations

Institute, and those implications about the conduct of the Secretary-General are

equally implications with which we utterly disassociate ourselves.
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(Mr. Rutler Australia)I--

Ulder these circu~tancee,  ae you knew,  Mr. Chairman, the ruler of procedure

are such that, as the draft reeoluticm has been amended in the way that our8 has,

we are of course no lmger rrponmc of it. Thoffe are the rules of procedure, but I

do want to underline that point and, coneietent with what I have just said on

behalf of thy- sponsors of what wae L.71/Rw.l,  we will be voting on the amended

draft ?eeoluticm  accordingly.

Ur. HARIrIEBcxI (Romania) (interpretation fron Frendr): I.IS situation in

which the represents\tive  of Australia firads himelf ad his inconvenience ar* quite

understandable. Actually, immediately after the draft reeolutian was submitted in

its initial form, two of the original spoMas  saw fit iwdiately thereaftot to

w I thdr au.



MLG/haf A/C. 1,‘4l/PV.  47
51

(Mr. Marinescu, i6mania)

b. b - - that the draft Fsaolution ie becoming a millstcne nd th8t the liet

of s@Wsc, is shrinking befort.  our very eyes. The fact that saw Cdeas  nOll

esboQied  in the &aft as ammded by the will of thi8 Committee are not fleaeing t0

the spcm8ore  ia quite un~r8tandable  becxmse, in the final analysis, what doem thi8

draft reeolutl.33 say in its anoded form? It ninply ruhys in the pceanbular ,+rt,

without iurking any specific chargee, that an internaticnal civil servant not arly

enjoys privilegee ad righta, but has cbligatione md duties a8 well. Aad me of

tJ?Oea obligations, which is to be found in the firat article of the Staff

Rsgula tions, la that he is net allowed to be involved in activities which are at

variance with hie being an international cl 11 8rvant.

.econdly , and &we all, we said - md theee repeated 6tatements,  particularly

from the representative of Australia, have convinoad us of this wen more - that

Mat 1s being gought eso~ tially is not a soluticn to the so-called problem of Ma

directoocahip  01 cha United Naticne Institute for Diearmanenk L6earch (UNIDIR),  a

problem rrhiCn could be very simply and quickly resolved; the desire has been t0

create a confrntation  and a political diversian as well as a false problem. For

that reasm, there ha8 i*ecn inadmissible abuse of the name and authority of the

SecretaFy-GGneral by trying to mnvince this Cmittee that everything done on

behalf or these sponsas,  who now find it very awkward that their signature is on

Mis draft, has been, as they say, by authority of the Secretary-General, That

assertion must be categorically  and firmly rejected. The creation of a

non-existrnt problem is abundantly clear.

Those who genvinely  want e solution have only one true and Feascnable way out

of the prcblem, t'e way in which such problem are normally resolved in

satisfsctmy  way, satisfactory to all parties tr.volvod and cX)nCec  nod - and that is

through dialogue and through discussion between the Secretary-General md tAe

Rxnanian authoc ittes, the only r'ati,;tie  who are directly and properly oonoecned, and
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(Mr. Mar inrcu, Wvnia)

rho are mtitled, thererae, to uko my judgomt &out a attor relating to a

cititan of our state.

Thie unfortunate opieo&  mhwld, I think , tamal um all a loaeal >.Of the

future , beaaltae  uo aannot allow l OI SU tu, rhich todmy ue no langcr prepared to

be l goneae, to l cro+te to theuelvw the right to intirfore in tittere which are

not their %aWern md lo be guilty thue of sate of intervention in the internal

arrr1:.r of other st*tem. If now thie draft ie no lcnger to the liking of the

deleg,\ticne Jlich aiginally mpcmsaed  it, that of course i8 their affair. so far

am We l ra oonoerned, our attitude to thi8 draft, both in ita original and preomt

form, haa I think hem cleuly explained md all delegetiona am, in a fully

inforvd way, adept whatever deaieion they feel ta be the loet judicioum  and the

met likely to resolve thio affair which har been used ae a pro-at to oreate a

falmo pcblr and whiah hu ao abused the precioue  t.me of the Fir&z ConrPittee in

thu nam of so-called dl8armamurt mttua.

Mr. UKUARTIE (mited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland)%  My

delegatAcn  caMOt Support draft roeCAution A/C.l/4~./L.71/Rev.l  ar it has now been

anunded by the adoption of the aImdrunte in A/C.1/4l,/L.84.  wa uere in favour of

the text ae it appeared in A/C.l/Il/L.71/Rev.l  ad were amcng  its mpotuam.

Hauever , the draft resolution a8 4 t now reads appears to endoree the allegation by

the delegation of Rommia that the Direata of the Whited Mtionrs Inetitute for

DisarMlgnt ~ssrarcb (WIDTR) hae engaged in l ctivitieo that are inconqprtible with

his official &tin. That io certainly not an ieoue on uhidi thie Coluaittee im

co-tint  to pronoun- itselP.

WXoover, u* very deeply regret the ilmplici t cc iticiea of the

Secretary-General in the draft reeoluticn 40 it now stmdo. Wn ehall ther0*60\*

vote againrt the draft reeolution in ita preee.it form.
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(Mr. Croaw tlo,--.- UI ItecU Kingdar)

We have support43 md continue to support ths effata of the Beccetary-<iwrMel

to brinq this maLtor to a speedy and satisfactory concluslo;.

Mr. fKXH!B  (Curs&): This aftunoon haa been a tina OC IOU ccnfuei~ in- - -

the Camittoe because of the nIann@C in uhict. our diiJZU*OiUl8 h&v@  developd.

Throughout that ccnfusian, Canada haa tried to keep one thought central to W, md

that one central thought is to oxproms fairness to Hr. Rota. WQ believe, moreover r

that the v&o18 Coramittee has an obligetim to exprem faicneas IX the Diescta of

mJlDIR. We want to l mnd a meaaacp - a olear, unuwivocal  mesaage - of fairneaa to

Mr. Beta md we vmt to atear19then the had of the 6ecrotary-General of the mitad

Nations to carry out his rnponmibilitier  to enaure that there will be fairnwa to

Mr. mta.

Now, we have examined the draft remoluticn that is nOv 901119 to be voted on by

the Committee am it ha8 been ammdmd, md we find that there have been brought into

the amonikd draft reeol*ltion though- which are contrary to the oriq:.nal  intenticn

OP the aponsacs of the draft reaolutim to l xpreal fairness, md that indeed what

we now have before ua is an l am&d draft rrolutlm that in fact endocrea

unsubtitmtiated  allagationm agsinat Mr. Beta.

Therefore, in our conridered viw, Canada will vote ‘no” on this draft

resolution  becauao we vmt to exgrema  our clear, moQuivoca1 desire to all the

rel@vant authalties that fairness must be exerts0  tcmardn Hr. &ta, and it iv only

through a “no” vote that such Cairnaaa will be manifestad.

Finally, Canada’s aomitinent to an effective United Naticme Institute for

Dlsarmamvnt Research is clear. 1 an not going to dwell on that now, but we have to

remenber that equal’ clear is the commitment by all oC us to the principles

e-died in the United ~8 ticno Charter md the Convention  on the privileges and

innunities cwwerning the international charactar  of the Secretary-General and him

state.
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Mr. Roche, Canada)

BinplY put, without universal respect for theme prinoiplrm the United Nations

could not function. We have been disturbed that the work of DNIDIR has for l ome

10 month8 been merioualy hampered kmoauae  the Director has heen  unable to return ix

hin post. We have made our conaerna known to the appropriate partiea, and we have

been uneauivocal  in support of the Seccetary-0eneral in hi8 l fforta to have the

l ituation rectif led.

Now 7’8 look to those who have t)w: power to do so to respect the pr inciplea of

tha Charter and the pr~vile~ea  and ilamunitiea  of the 1Jnited Nationn and to mend a

Clear, unequivocal message  in prccection of the Director of IMIDIR and in fairneaa

tc.rarda him by voting “no”.

Hr. van HOHNMEN (New Zealand); New Zealand attaches the highret

1aporLance  to the United Nations. I would like to recall sane of the priwiph~ on

whiah this Organiration was  bared.

It nhould have an independent secretariat. The Secretary-General la itm chief

adminiatrativa  officer. The secretariat la a principal organ of the

Ilni ted Nations. Statom arv obliged to respect its independence and integrity.

These principles are set out in Chapter XV of the Charter. All Members of this

Cclkrittee have undertaken a legal obligation to obrerve those provisions.

The draft reaolutlon in document L.7l/Rev.l and the amendmento  in L.84 touch

directly on those pr+nciplea. Contrary to what some have maid, the objective of

~.71 was not to generate a battle between  anti group of Statea and another. The

objective wan to uphold the authority of the Secretary-General and to encourage him

in the affortm he has been making to resolve the moat unfortunate situation of

Mr. Beta in accordance with the Staff Rules 02 the Org~niration.

The role of the Decretary-General ta not an easy one. re ha, is to carry it

out properly, he nuot ha-pe the support and co--ration of Member States.
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(Mr. van Bobemen, New Zealand)

In the opinion of the New Zealand delegation, the amendments to L.71/Rev.l

that have been adopted could creriounly  undermine ef Ports the Secretary-Genorar  hae

been making to reaolve the eituation. Indeed they almost amount ta a negation Of

the efforts he ha8 made no far.

As wa# pointed out by the representative OF Sweden, it ia not the

Secretary-General who has Failed to co-operatsj  it 1~ the one Government

concerned.

We find it most diaturhinq that in the amendments the efforts of the

Secretary-General should be euuated with the action8 of that (ToverNllent.

For that reamOn  we will vote: againot the draft resolution as amended.

order.

The CRAI’RMAN  t- - I call on the repreeentntive of Australia on a point Of

Mr. BUTLER (Auetralia) : Yes, 1 do have a point of order, Mr. Chairman,

which, as I think you will cecogntzs,  lt ?R my right to make. I am sorry if that

diaappoints  you. I will be brief, and I will not hold up the voting procedure any

further.

I aimply  want to make the point of order that on filre ocoaaione during his

statement the representative of Romania referred to “the sponsors of the amended

r e0olu t ion” . I epoke  on behalf of nine States, indicating t.hat  we were no longer

sponaore, and, of course, accor(linq to the rules oE procedure, once a draft

resolution hae been BO amended there are no apnnore. So I think it is very

important before we vote that representatives in this room recognite the fact that

the draft resolution on which we are shout to vote has no sponrOoro.
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The CHAIRMAN:- - I shall now put to the vote the draft resolution contained

in document A/C. 1/41/L. 7l/Rev. 1, ~8 orally revised and subsequently  amended. It is

entttled “Review of the implementation OF the recommendations and decisions adopted

by the General Assembly at its tenth spectal session: Advisory Board on

Disarmament Studies7 and United Nations Institute  for Disarmament Research”.

A recorded vote hae heen  requested.

A recorded vote woe taken.

In favour:

Against:

Abstaininq:

None

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada, Chile, Colombia,
C&e d’Ivoire, Democratic Yemen; Ecuador, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Iceland,
Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, NOCWaYv
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Samoa, Singapore, Spain,
Sweden, United ingdcm of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States 01 America, Uruguay, Venezuela

Argentina, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Barbados, Bhutan, Botswana,
Brazil, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African
Republic, Chad, China, Comoros, Congo, Egypt, Kthiopia, Gabon,
Ghana, Guyana, India, Ican (Islamic Republic of), Iraa, Iarsel,
Japan, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Maldives, rrauritania, MQX~CO,
Nepalr Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Rwanda,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, T-0,
Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uganda, Ilnited Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Draft resolution A/C.l/4l/L.71/RCv.l, a8 orally revised and amended, was-.
dected by 34 voteo to none, with 54 abetentione.

The CBAIRMAN: We shall hear the explanations of vote after the vote on

draft resolution 1 .7l/Rev.l tomorrow because we can extend this meeting by Only

30 mir.0tea. However, the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany has

asked to speak, and I call on him.

Mr. FISCHER (Federal Republic of Germany): AR a former sponsor of draft

reeolution  L.7l/Rev.l, we should like, qivcn the situation, to use this opFrtunity

to epeak  on our vote after the vote.
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(Mr. Pischer, Federal Republic o:
GermaT)I - -

The aponsore of draft resolution L.‘Il/Rev.l !ntended it to give solid support

to the neceoaary further actions of the Secretary-General to reotore t,he proper

functioning  of the llnited Nations Institute for Diearmament Research (UNIDIR).

Much to our regret the amendmentn to the draft resolution introduced -

The CHAIRMAN: I am aorry to interrupt the representative of the Federal

Republic  of Germany, but I would ask him kindly to be as brief aa possibla, because

we have only one minute to go, and I have reauested representativeo wishing to

apeak  after the vote to do so tomorrow morning. Please take into account my

personal appeal. I call O,I the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany.

Mr. FISCHER (Federal Republic of Germany) : Mr. Chairman, I promise to be

brief, but we think that what we have to say ia important.

Much to our regret the amendments introduced into the draft by virtue of

document L.84 left my delegatfon no choice but to vote “no”. It ie our conviction,

despite this situation, that the Secretary-General, in contacts with the one

Government concerned, will continue to apply his efforts in order to solve the

problem hefore us. He, the Secrrtary-General, will, as in the paat, have the full

support of my Government.
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The CHAIRMAN: In view of the lateness of the hour, I propose that

ranmining  delegetione wiehing to speak in explanation  of vote after the voting on

draft reeoluticn A/C.1/4l./L.7l./Rev.l, aa orally revised and further amended, do so

at tororcow morning ‘6 meeting.

ORGANIZATDDN  3F WORK

The CHAIRMANx Our programme for tomoc roil morning will be as follows: We- -

ehall first ccmclude our coneideration of draft resolutions in clueter 12 - that ie

draft  rrolution A/c.l/Il./L.54,  the financial implicetione of which are eet out in

Qauaant  A/C.V4l/L.85,  rrhich hae been reissued for technioal reaeone. We shall

then take up draft reeolutions in cluster 6: A/C.l/Il/L.  27, L. 44 and L.50.

At ter ward. in conformity with the Committee*6 progremme of work  end timeteble,

the Cmlttee will pcocede to gennral debate and consideration of and action upon

agenda item 66, ‘Quaetion  o f  Antarctica-. With a view to making effective and

efficient use of the facilities Bet aaide for the consideration of that item, I

urge delegation8 kindly to place their name8  on the lie? of apealtars  a8 Boon aa

pos8ible. I therefore suggest that the list of speakers on agenda item 66 be

clceed tomorrow, rueeday,  18 Novatier,  at 12 noon. r4ay  I take it that the

Conrittee agree0 b3 that proposal?

It wae l o drcided.

The CHAIRMAN: I urge delegetiane wiehing to submit drrft reeolutiana

under agmda item 66 kindly to make every effort to meet the deedline for the

eubmisaicm of draft reeolutions under that item, which is also tomorrcw et 12 noon.

I call now on the Secretary 0f the Conunittec?.
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Mr. KRRRADI (Secretary of the Committee): I wish to point out that owing

to the rush of events associated with the issuance of the revised text of draft

resolution A/C.1/41/L.27, which was circulated this afternoon in a provisionale.

nbluen version as document A/C.l/Ql/L.27/Rev.l,  the list of sponsors does not

Correspond to the situation as it evolved subsequent to the issuance of the

original draft resolution. The list of sponsors of draft resolution

A/C.1/41/L.27/Rev.l  should read as follows: Prance, Roland and Sweden. The

document will be re-issued tomorrow in final form? that-change would, of courser

be reflected in the final version.

The meeting rose at 6.35 p.m.


