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In the abarnca of thg ChairTan,  Mr. Maehhadi (Talamfc Republic of Iran),

Vim-L%a  irman, took the Chair .

The meeting was called to or&r at 10.45 a.m.

'FRIBUTF, ?o AhlBASSAWR  GARCIA ROBUS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish) a Fellow repreaentativen,

before we continue with the work of the Firat Committee this morning, I nhould

like, on behalf OC the Chairman of the Committee, Adolfo Taylhardat,  Deputy

Minister  for Foreign Affairs  of Venezuela, and mynelf, to extend a apec ial welcome

to Amba8aador Alfonso Garcia Roblea,  who has recently rejoined the work of the

Committeb  as  reproaentative  of  Mexicol
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(The Chairman)

Aa you are all aware, Ambaeaador  Garcia Pobles  hati  played a vital role in th*

efforta of the international community with a view to disarmament, in the

negotiation cmd drafting of important international aqrsements such M the Treaty

of Tlateloloo,  the Final Document of the first special  seasion  of the General

Aaaembly devoted to diaarmament, and thu permanent aqendr of the Conferenae  on

birarmament, and in the astablinhmcnt  of the World Diearmament Campaign.

Amba.srador Garcta Robles, who waa awarded the Nobel Peace Prim in 1982, har

devoted his vant. experience and knowledge to the cauasa  of disarmament and ie held

in high erteam by our Committee, Allow m, in the name of the Commit  tee, to widt

him every aucce~a aa ha continuen  hiR noble work.

Mr, GARCIA MORITAN (Arqer,tina) (interpretation from Bpanirh)  I My

delegation would like to asaociats  ttnalf  with the worda of the Chairman in raying

how pleased wa are at ecsinq Alfonao Garcia Rohler~,  Ambamador of Mexico, with ~6

once aqa in.

We certainly missed  Ambaaaador  Garct,a  Robles #qt the beginning  of our debate.

In thr Conference  an Diearmamant and in the First Committee WC are aaawtomd to

hearing him npeak at the opening of the proceadinqn. It ia certainly fair to ray

that the work of the Fit-et  Comrnlttae would not have been the same had it not been

for the prerence  of a man who, for several decadea, hae given such impetur to our

work. Aa the dean and several times Prsaiclent  of the Conference on Diearmament,

the eingle diearmament  neqotiatt.nq forum , whare he has represented Mexico rinse

1977, Ambarrador  Garcia Roh1.s~  han worked tire1eeel.y  at the t.aak of negotiation

with a view to snablinq  the international community to achieve the fundamental

peaae a d  eecurity  i t  dnaires, In additir>n  to hi3 work in ths field of

Airarmament,  Ambassador Garcin Robloa haa been the Foreign  Minister  of hire OOUntty
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(zr. Garcia Mar i tan, Argentina)

and Permanent Representative of Mexico to thn United Nations and has actively

contributed to the principal decisions of this body over the lost four decades.

Those of us who have been his disciples or who are his colleaquas and friends

can only ray that we are most pleased to aw Ambassador Garcia Rohles back with us

in the Committee.

Mr. El ARARY (Eqvpt)  I Allow rn:d first to say hm happy I am, Sir, to see

you chairing this meeting.

It is a particular pleasure for my delegatian and far me peraonatly to

participate in honouring the eminent and distinguished Mexican statesmanr

Ambasirador  Altoneo Qarcia Roblea,

In the course of a long and highly successful career, Ambassador Garcia Robles

haa undertaken many important aarignments  for his ccuntry and has reached the

highest echelons of Mexico’s Foreign Service.

We are all indebted to Ambarsador Garcia Robles. He served in several

Prominent porritiona  within the United Nationa  Secretariat - ha was Director of

Political Affairs nt the very Incept.ion of the Organisation  and he made siqnificant

contributions to the work of many committees.

It qivea my delsqa  tim qreat pleasure to honour Ambassador Garc in Roble.s, G

man who has left bin mrk on diverge  fields of international concern throuqh his

steadfast determination and his deep and sincere devotion to matters (IF

international peace and security,

It is particularly auspicious that it in the First Committee that is taking

the initiative in honourinq  Amharsador  Qaecia Wblea. Hi8 unwaverinq  commit mmt t

rsSOlutls determination, unparalleled vigour and perronal  enthusiasm have been

inetrufmntal  in  the  field of  dlisarmnmnt, If we could single out one per son today

and call him “Mr. Disarmament”, that. mrron would be Ambaeaadar Garcl& Soblew.
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(Mr. El Araby, Egypt)

He has received numeroue  awarda  in the course of hir long *and distinguished

career, ranging from pereonal  recognition by hia Government to the Nobel Peace

Prize, and there ia very little that can he added here today.

In wishinq  him continued success and good health, I should Like to oonvey to

him the sincere md profound appreciation of the Government of Egypt for all hi8

recoqnized  and highly admired achievements in the field of peace and security.

Mr. PEJIC (Yugoslavia) I I too am pleased to welcome Ambaerrador Garcia

Robles and to participate in the tributes to him for his wormoua cnntvibution

throughout the yeare in the fielda of disarmament and international md

multilateral co-operation.

When the Charter of the United NRtions :~a~ eigned at San Francisco in 1945,

Ambassador Garcia Roblea was there. Now, almost 45 years later, he is still

atriving relentleaely for the achievement of the vital goals of the Orqanization in

the f ields of disarmamnt  and poli t ical  co-operation.

A unique and eventful political and diplomatic career has in great part been

dedicated to md linked with the world Organitatian md its ideals. We are here

today to exPrea8 Our great respect  and gratitude for the contribution tihich this

eminent personality and champion of peace has made throughout the yearn.

I am honoured, in my capacity aa Chairman of the Co-ordinatinq  Bureau of the

Movement  of Non-Aligned Countries, to express  our qratitude to him end to eay how

much we appreciate his inapiratian and his contribution to the activities of the

non-aligned group in the First Commlttes.
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(Mr. Pejic, Yuqoa  lavia)

If we tried to enumerate his achievements in all the yeara during which he has

been active in the United Nations, and durinq which he repreaented his country, we

would produce a lonq lint of successes, all of which would bear the indelible

Porronal  imprint of Ambassador Garcia Roblea. He has indeed left a qreat personal

imprint on the work in the field of disarmamnt.
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(Mr. Pejic, Yugoslavia)

He represented his Government in the vital fields of the United Nations,

particularly those related to tha problem of disarmament but also, in the early

daya, in many other fields of a political nature. I would like to make particular

mention of his central role in the negotiations on the establishment of the first

nuclear-weapon-free zone in the wor Id covering populated areaur the Treaty of

Tlatelolco. With great justification, some refer to Ambassador Garcia Robles as

the father of that important Treaty. In 1979, he inspired md was instrumental in

the success of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to

disarmamnt. The Final Document of that session has been an essential element in

directing the process of disarmament in the last decade.

Full confirmation of all his successes and achievemsnts  cm best be seen in

the fact that in 1982 he was awarded the abe1 Peace Prize, which without doll% is

the highest recognition the international community can qive for contributions in

the cause of peace. Not much can be added to that.

I would conclude by vlderscorinq  the outstanding role played by Ambassador

Garcia Robles as representative of f&xico to the Conference on Disarmament in

Geneva. He has fidoubtedly  contributed to progress in different areas, md I would

particularly amphaeize those related to the question of a nuclear-teet  ban and a

ccmprehens  ive programs of disarmament,

I am convinced that I share the opinion of all representatives of Metier

States present here in expressing full recognition of, and great respect and

qrati tilde for, the personality and work of Ambassador Garcia Robles. I wieh him a

long life and the best achievements in the years to COIIB.

Mr. HYLTRN IUS (Sweden) r I would like to associate myself with the warm

words of welcome the Chairman has addressed to Ambassador Garcia RoblOs. Hi8

outstanding career and contributions to the cause of multilateral disarmament are

well known and recognized g
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(Mr. Hyltenius,  Sweden)

One token of that recognition is the Nobel Peace Prize, which he was awarded

in 1982 together witin my compatriot the late Alva Myrdal. In fact, the

relationship between Ambassador Garcia Robles and Sweden goes back several decades,

to the days, 50 years ago, when he served as a young diplomat at the Mexican

legation in Stockholm. Swedish representatives have had the privilege to

co-operate closely with Ambassador Garcia Robles , not only in the Conference on

Disarmament and in the First Committee but also in many other contexts, for

instance when he was a menber oE the Palme Commission and within the framework of

the Six-Nation Initiative.

My delegation has always appreciated the close contacts we have had with

Ambassador Garcia Robles, and it is therefore with great pleasure that we note his

presence here in the Committee.

Mr. FRIEDERSDORF (United States of America): Our delegation, too, is

heartened by the return to the First Committee oE the representative of Mexico and

his charming wife, who is in the Chamber today.

Ambassador Garcia Rohles has for years been the dominant fiqure in this body,

and it gained stature by his presence. Ambassador Garcia Robles has been the dean

of ambassadors in the Conference on Disarmament for many years. During the course

of his tenure, no one has spoken and written more eloquently or had such impact as

has the representative of Mexico. Our delegation has not always shared the

approaches he has championed, but we have never doubted the commonality of working

towards the great goal of international peace and security.

Our 9eleqation is indebted to Ambassador Garcia Robles for another reason. He

has been the mentor to a generation of United States disarmament officers who beqan

their careers in the Ad Hoc Committee on a Comprehensive Proqramme on Disarmament.

While he saw to it that their experience was not always without stress, it was
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(Mr. Friedersdorf, United States)

always a profitable episode in t'neir career proqression,  and we are convinced they

could have had no better teacher.

All metiers of our delegation would like to wish our friend and colleague,

Ambassador Garcia Robles, qood health, happiness md Godspeed.

Mr. GHARMHAN (India): It is very difficult to pay tribute to a person

of the caliber of Ambassador Garcia Robles. It is difficult because there is so

much to say and so little time in which to say it. I have had the privilege of

knowing Ambassador Garcia Robles very intimately for well over 10 years, which is

roughly one fifth of the time that he has spent working for the cause of

disarmament. Ambassador Garcia Robles' narre is synonymous with the campaign for

peace and disarmament. I think the history of the struggle for disarmament in the

period following the Second World War cailnot be written without devoting at least

one full chapter to the contribution made by Ambassador Garcia Robles.

He and I and the representatives of four other countries worked very closely

together in what came to be known as the Six-Nation Initiative for Peace and

Disarmament. As representatives will recall, that Initiative was launched by the

leaders of India, SiTeden, Mexico, Arqentina, Tanzania and Greece in 1983. Durinq

the meetings of the planning qroup, I found Ambassador Garcia Robles extremely

':ncwledgeable,  of course, but the one thing that impressed me most was his

unfailing courtesy and even temper in all circumstances.

He is a person of varied talents. He is a keen student of music, of which

some representatives might not be aware. He has qrest knowledge and is very

discriminating about good food. Representatives may not know this, but I believe

that he has written a book - which he has not published - about where to eat well

in and around Geneva.

Ambassador Garcia Robles is enormously appreciated in my country. We had the

privilege of conferring on him the prestigious Jawaharlal Nehru Award for promotiny
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(Mr. Gharekhan India)- - - - - L - 4 - -

peace and international understandinq. He came to India to receive that

recognition and made a speech on that occasion which was one of the most important

statements made in India on the subject of disarmament.

He is the author of several books, and my Spanish-speaking colleagues tell me

that each one of the speeches spoken by Ambassador Garcia Robles in the Spanish

language is a distinct contribution to the enrichment of that language.
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(Mr. Gharekhan, India)

That is why I said at the beqinning that it is very difficult to pay a tribute to a

man of the caliber of Ambassador Garcia Robles.

I should add a word about Mrs. Garcia Robles, whom also my wife and I have had

the pleasure of knowing for a period of years. The couple endeared then-selves not

only to us but to all those who cam into contact with them. I am sure that we are

not saying good-bye to Ambassador Garcia Robles and his wife - just au revoir. We

may not see the Ambassador in the chamber of the First Committee, but we shall

certainly see him in Geneva and elsewhere , and I am sure that, given his tenacity,

his determination and his lifelong dedication to the cause of disarmament, we shall

continue, in the years to come, to hear from him and to benefit from his counsel

and advice.

I take this opportunity to wish Ambassador Garcia Robles and his wife

happiness and continued good health.

Mr. rdzASULIN  (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics).(interpretation  from

Russian): Today we are honouring a man of very unusual destiny, a prominent

diplomat who has devoted himself primarily to multilateral diplomacy in the field

of disarmament. I personally have known and worked with Ambassador Garcia Robles

for some years. In my country his name commands enormous respect and authority.

For many years Alfonso Garcia Robles has been‘virtually the dean of United Nations

disarmament matters. We associate with his name the considerable progress and

gains that have been made in this field, both by the United Nations and by the

Conference on Disarmament.

Today we should draw attention to the outstanding role that

Alfonso Garcia Robles played in the drafting and ratification of the Treaty

prohibiting nuclear weapons in Latin America. The significance of that Treaty lies

not only in the fact that it has excluded the huge Latin American continent from
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(Mr. Kraaulin,  USSR)

the nuclear-arms race but also in the fact that, thereby, territorial limitations

were set on nuclear weapons. I agree fully with those who have called

Ambassador Garcia Robles the father of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. It  is  not

surprising that his work in this important field earned him the Nobel Peace Prize

md other awards.

As we co-operated with Ambassador Garcia R6ble!n  in various international

forums over the years we becarne  aware that we were dealing with a man of remarkable

qualifications, erudition and unueual thinking, a man of the highest moral

standards, a man with great personal qualities.

Rut there is also a aad note1 the Ambassador will be leaving his pas’ as the

representative of Mexico in the Conference on Disarmament. However, we hope that

we shall be meeting him frequently at the various disarmament forums.

We wish him the best of health, the joyous spirit that iu so common amwl

Mexicans, great happiness and every possible success in his life.

Miss AL-MULLA (Kuwait) I My deleqation,  on behalf of the Arab States, is

honoured to take part in this modest tribute to a great man in our midst. We are

pleased to see Ambassador Garc ia Robles and his wi fe in this chamber today.

Some people know Ambassador Garcia Roblas as a negotiator, initiator and

mediator - a voice of wisdom and consistency in our midst. His imprint is borne on

many -sitions, resolutions, documents and aqreements. The few words that can be

said of him on this occasion may not measure up to the stature of the man and to

his contr ibutiona. I shall not List his contributions - othera knaJ them better

than I do - but I should like to mention a few that have left a deep impression on

all of us: his contribution to the finalizing of the Treaty of Tlatelolco,  his

contribution towards the drawing-up of the Final Document of the first special

session of the General  Asserrhly  devoted to Aisnrmament , held in 19781  his efforts
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in the field of a comprehensive proqramm of disarmament, His contribution8 are a

credit not only to Mexico - his cwn country - but to the region and to the world.

We regret his retirement from active duty, but it is with eatirfaction,

appr@CiatiOn and gratitude that we note the hqritqqe that hq iq leqving behind.  Wq

wish him and his family health and happineau.

Mr. AZAMBUJA (Brazil) 8 There is so much to be eaid about

Ambasffador  Garcia Robles that this meeting could eainily be prolonqed.  We would not

have to repeat each other! we would all find different facets to admire, now

elements to praise.

I want my tribute to be a personal one as I have known

Ambassador Garcia Roblee for somsthinq  like 30 yearn. When w first met We were

both very young men. At that time he was his country’s ambaaeador  to my country -

and a brilliant and eminent envoy he watt. He was one of the last ambassadors to be

Sent by Mexico to my home city of Rio de Janeiro. I recall that among young

Brazilian diplomats his nane already had an aura of preatfqe, wisdom and serene

stubbornness, of commitment to what makes Latin America an important part of our

wor Id.

Then I had an even greater prlvileqel Ambassador Garcia Robles and 1 worked

together For a long ti m in the preparation of the Treaty of Tla telolco. He was

the master architect . I was just a common labourer , but I could see haJ much the ’

Treaty owed to him, land  to what extent he was its inspiration. I could see how he

fought for something that many people felt waR unrealiotic,  premature and perhaps

incapable of boinq carried to frllition. It ta ta a large extent due to hia efforto

that Latin America is free of nuclear weapons, and that Is indeed an enduring

mnument .
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Then he and I net dqnin In Geneva  Ott tha Canlsrr?nce  on Dinarmamnt. There,  ha

eXprorsrd mocm than anybody else thn spirit of the first npecial  ~e~aion,  frrr ti\ich

10 much in owed  to him.

We are delighted to 8~8 him back in our Inil’lRt  today, nccampaniad by bin wife.
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(Mr. Azambuja,  Bram 11)- -

A man like Ambanaador Garcia Roblea is not a man who can rrr! tire. Ho ham 10

much to cltiy, IQ much to tqll, 70 much to teach, that in all, thone ootnrqorier he hailr

ta cantinue, t o  provia  Maxico, Latin America md in particular my own country with

the inrpiration that haa hesn one of his qrsat cantributinnn tcj all af UI. 80 I

wirh to tall him that we hrvo all learnad  from him, Wa all love him, we all

retipsct himb we all w inh him wall.

tiLtlOU  Zhltonq  (China) (interpretation from Chlnrae) I I l hould like ta

take this oppertunity  to axprow the deep fralinqa  of thr Chinero drlaqation with

rnoplact to Ambacssador Garcia Rcblsn, to whom we pay our highsat trihuta. Like

athoe dmlrqa t ionn, tho Chinoar drleqaticn ir dvliqhted  to 1146  him with ua once

rqa in.

We join the many reprearntativea  who have rpokrn of the high erteem of their

drlogationfi  for the contribution made by Ambaraador Garois Rohler over the yrarr in

thr, intsrnattcnal  arena rend vktipaciaily hlti important contribution8 to dirarmament

activi tien. Hire nam# its wrll known. It iu li nkrhd to the ~ntabli~h~nt of th@

tflrlted Nations and ite many activities, prrrtiau1arl.y  itn multtl~teral  diaarmamant

aativitiez, Hc!  haa rcttvely pnrtictpatefi  in cnA made M Important contribution to

mul t i la te ra l  di.aarmamnnt  nctivitiae, rranqinq Prom the aetnhl.tnhment  of the Firnt

Committee to the Conference  on Dinarmament, the Dt~arrnamclnt  Commianion and bthdf

important United Natinnn  diaarmnment Corunm ouch aa the Ctrzt  apacial eeaaLnn of

the General Arsemhly  devotn4 to rliaarmamnnt, and nil, the clocumentn rmana tit-q from

those badlar.

Amhrlrrmadar  Garcia Roblent rich experience in international affaira, hin

wigdOm,  hirp publinhed  works and hi* other oontrihutione  are the common hrritaqe of

UR a l l . Ws pay a tr tbutcr to him for all, his nchiavemanta  over the yra rn and w tnh

him and his wi Ce good health MA hnppinamg ad OUCC~RCJ  in all their f!utur@

activit-tee.
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blr, llW'l%H  (Ghrmon  DnmocratLc!  Rap\lhl.ta) I My rtnloqntton nhnran t.hrrI_--

rrentlmrtntn  expren:*t4  thlg rmrninq In honour of the nnhiovemnntn  of hrnhan~ia~~~~r

hrc In RntllQn, winner nf thn Nnhol  P~nar,  Prixn. H~FI  llfs work fnc arma limitation

and fllnarmamnt - often r,*rwu4nivb,  aftfin  comhnttva  - i s  unflurpaunedr Hill

ContrihutlI,n  t.0 tht.cl  Commttt~n'n work  and l.n  t h n  Conffirsnce o n  Diflarmamsnt  Qnd
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relatively new body to which he has given personality, authority and weight,

through his participation and highly valued advice , advice which has also benefited

the Secretary-General. I wish also to refer to his role as Chairman of the Ad HOC

Committee of the Conference on Disarmament on the comprehensive programme of

disarmament.

Since the beginning of the First Committee's work generations of diplomats -

especially young diplomats - have gained from his special way of working, informal

and warm, which, on the authority of the Committee's Chairman, has given them the

opportunity of discussing and considering questions and advancinq and finding

compromise solutions. Young diplomats have been strongly influenced by this

valuable experience.

I wish also to pay a tribute to the private man, who has always shown

exceptional courtesy in the many debates in which he has taken part. We cannot

fail to mention these personal elements, since the public mdn could not have had

such influence without the greatly appreciated qualities of the private man.

I do not fant to go on at length, for we know how modest and discreet

Ambassador Garcia Robles is. We knw that he is a man of great culture, and to sum

up we may say that nothing that touches upon disarmament is foreign to him, and we

may also use the Latin expression, Hoso sum et nihil humanum a me alienum puto - "I

am a man, and nothing human is foreign to me.” That sense of universality is what

is brouqht to us by the experience of Ambassador Garcia Robles and his presence

with us today.
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Mr. MLEJB (Czuchanlovak ia) (interpretation from Ruarian)  I I too wish to

apaak of Ambaenador Garcia Roblea’s  remarkable activities,  and of hie important

role in formulating and achieving  the Treaty of Tlatololoo. Thors aotivities  wi l l

never be forgotten. Nor will hia role as Head of the dolegation of Mexiao to the

Conference on Dinarmament  and to tha First Committee of the General Aarrnbly.  Hia

work was duly rclcoqn  ized In the award of the Nobel Peace Prize.

The delrqation al Mexico haa a pnrtioular meltinn  an the principle of

conrsna ua I I think that today we may, by conaeneun, thank Ambaarador  Garoia Rob188

for hia rsmarkable  work, We winh him all the beat, and much energy for hi8 future

work in the field of disarmamant.

(apoke in iipaninh.)

We wieh him all the beat and thank him warmly for all he has done.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLW  (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish) I It has been a

great honour for me ta liatrrn  to the thank8 expressed by previoue rpeakers  for my

work. I wish in particular to thank the Chairman of the First Cornmitt-r

bbaesador  Taylharda t, and Ambaoaador Msshhadi, who io in the Chair today, for

#et tinq ao t dn norm  of the Committee’s valuable ti m to enable me to take leave Of

nLL the coll~nquen with whom I have hscl the pleasure of sharing our common effort8

to achiovr, a wor td in which international peace and aeuuri ty will prevrr  il.

Over the years, durfnq auccetintvs regular and special sseeionr  of the General

ARnembLy  , it ban been my pr ivilsqe to know and work with people from all latitudee

and from svary companr point. It ta a aource of great satinfaction  to be able to

say that, natwithetandinq  the dif ferrncsn i n  agprarrch  and perspective  t h a t

romrtimer aaem  ta fmparatcs uar the pr inaiplee  and purporeo of the United Nation8

Chrrter have rlwayr been a cornman  touchstone in our coffimon  ceffOrtrra
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During all there yeara I have been very proud to represent the Government of

Mexico,  whose unswerving support for the principles of international law nnd whose

tireleaa  quest for a world free of confrontation have always sustained us in Our

endeavourr.

MENDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)

03NSIDERATION  OF AM ACTDON ON DRAFT REBOLUT#)NS  ON DISARMAMENT ITZNS

The CHAIRMAN, I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KRERADI  (Secretary of the Committee) # I should liks to inform the

Committee that the follaJ ing States have become co-sponsors of the following draft

rrsolutionrr A/C.l/44/L,lO,  Ireland) A/C,1/44/L.  63/Rev.lr  New Zealand 1

A/C. 1/44/L. SO/Rev.l: Bahamas1 and A/C. 1/44/L. 47/Rev.l:  Antigua and Barbuda.

The CHAIRMAN8  In conformity wt th yeeterday ‘a announcement and in the

light of furthnr conaultatione, it is w intention this morning to take up as many

of the following draft resolutions as time permits8 in cluster  3,

A/C.l/41/L,63/Rev,ll  in cluntor 8, A/C,1/44/L.l1  and L,SO/Rev.l)  in cluster 10,

A/C.1/44/L.2O/Rev.l  and L.56/Rev.l#  in cluster 11, A/C,1/44/L.37  and L, 601 and in

cluster 16, A&1/44/L,  2/Rsv.l,  L. 36 and L. 44/Rev.l,

Towards the end of thie morning’s meeting I shall announce the draft

resolutions to be taken up this afternoon.

Before the Committee proceeds to take action on the draft resolution8 before

it, I call on representatives wishing to introduce draft resolutions.

Mr I EDLANE  (bnotho) I On behalf of the merrber  countries of the African

Group, the Group of Latin America and Caribbean Statee, and the Group of Asian

Statea, my delegation wishes to epeak on agenda item 64, “Review and implementation

of the Concluding Document of the melfth  Special Seriaion of the General Assembly”,
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and wishee to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.63,  entitled “United Nations

regional centres for peace and disarmament in Africa and Asia and the United

Nationa  Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America and

the Caribbean”.

The United Nations regional centres for peace and disarmament are the creation

of the General Assembly, and their mandate is, inter alia, to provide substantive

support for the initiatives and other activities agreed upon by Metier States in a

region for the implementation of measures for peace and disarmament through

appropriate utilization of available resources, and to co-ordinate the

implementation of regional activities under the World Disarmament Campaign.

The regional centres were constituted as a result of General Assembly

resolution 39/63 J of 12 December 1984, which was adopted without a vote. In that

resolution the Secretary-General was requested, inter alia, to provide assistance

to Member States upon request with a view to establishing regional institutional

arrangements for the implementation of the World Disarmament Campaign on the basis

of existing resources and voluntary contributions.

The three centres were officially inaugurated in 1986, 1987 and 1989

respectively , in Togo for Africa, in Peru for Latin America and the Caribbean, and

in Nepal for Asia, The centres thereupon embarked on aggressive programmes towards

raalizing measure of peace , arms limitation and disarmament, and towards

co-ordinating the implementation of regional activities in their respective

regions, under the World Disarmament Campaign.
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The regional centres are viable and effective institutions in the

dissemination of information on activities of the United Nations in the field of

arms limitation, confidence-building and disarmament,  and they need to be further

strengthened. In this regard we wish to express our deep gratitude to those

countries that have provided and continu,- to provide voluntary contributions to

enable the centres to realiza  their mission in the service of their respective

reg ions.

The ongoing and proposed activities of the centres can be found in the

Secretary-General’s reports contained in documents A/44/582 and A/44/584. The need

to strengthen the three centres is best summed up in the statement by the

Under-Secretary General for Disarmament to this Committee on 18 October 1989, when

he said:

“It is against this backdrop and in the context of the mandates given by the

General Aasembly that the three regional centres for peace and disarmament p in

Africa, Latin America and Asia, have been utilised to the extent that their

resources permit. Intensive dialogues are being orqanized  at these

centres. . . . The potential contribution the centres can make tcwards  the

relaxation of tens ion, confidence-building and disarmament 1s now widely

recognised. Hwever, iP they are to realise their potential to the full they

need adequate resources, both human and financial, particularly for the

effective and efeicient orqanization and expansion of regional and subreqional

dialogues.” (A/C. 1/44/PV. 6, p. 4)

It is on the basis of the foregoing, mindful of the financial crisis facing

the United Nations and in apprec la tion of the Secretary-General’s continued

acbniniatrative  aupport to the centres, that we feel that, in strengthening the role

of the centres, the urgent need for the establishment of the post of Director for

each centre should be considered in its true perspective.
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/
The establishment of the post of Director would go a long way to ensure that

/ the centres have direction and proper quidance from qualified and fully mandated
1
I personnel who would co-ordinate the regional activities in a more structured and

I Professional fashion to ensure the effective operational activities of the centres.

We st;.ld ready and open to further consultations on the matter, ad we hope

that in the interim the draft resolution thus introduced will be adopted by the

Committee and the General Assembly by consensus.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those delegations wishing to make

statements other than in explanation of their positions on draft resolution

L 63/Rev.l.

Mr. RAWA (Nepal) : Thc,rgh a little out of turn, I wish to join other

colleagues in paying a tribute to Ambassador Garcia Robles. I do not at this stage

wish to add to what has already been said with such eloquence about his many

contributions except to add that we all feel very rmch honoured by his gracious

presence with us this morning. This is not only an expression of his continuing

commitnbant  to the work of this Committee but also a source of inspiration to Us

all. While recalling with gratitude his valuable service and contribution to the

cause of peace and disarmament, we wish him and Mrs. Robles the very best in the

years to come.

The representative of Lesotho, the current Chairman of the African Group of

States, has introduced on behalf of the sponsors from Africa, Asia and Latin

America draft resolution A/C.l/44/63/Rev.l  on the United Nations regional centres

for peace and disarmanrent  in Africa, Asia, Latin America and the Caribbean. The

important role that these three regional centres can play in promoting mutual

confidence and security amng members of the respective regions cannot be

overemphas izad.
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The centres can also greatly facilitate the implementation and co-ordination

Of the regional activities under the whole disarmament campaign. The General

Assembly has, over the last several years , confirmed the importance and potential

effectiveness of the regional disarmament measures taken at the initiative of the

region and with the participation of all the States in the region. Each region has

specific characteristics, and it is for the countries of the region to take

appropriate common initiatives. The regional centres can act as the focal point in

harmonising and co-ordinatinq such regional initiatives, thereby contributing to

the measures of confidence-building , arms limitation and disarmament in those

regions.

It goes without saying that the centres need to be provided with financial

stability if they are to carry out effectively the mandate assigned to them. Draft

resolution L.63/Rev.l accordingly appeals to Menber States, as well as to

intergovernmental organizations, to make voluntary contributions to strengthen the

operational activities of the centres. The experiences of the last few years have

established that the centres also need a minimum of administrative identity not

only to ens re their effective functioninq but also to be able to attract voluntary

contributions to finance their activities. It is with those considerations in mind

that draft resolution L.63/Rev.l calls for the establishment of the post of

Director, from the regular United Nations budget , at each of the three centres.

The sponsors of the draft resolution are well aware of the financial constraints of

the Organisation and have accordingly asked for the absolute minimm to facilitate

the effective functioning of the centres. We have taken into account the

justifiable concerns of the Member States in matters relating to the additional

appropriations and have agreed to leave the matter to the decisions of the

Secretary-General.
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The proqramme budqet implications of draft rosolu tion L. 63/Rev.l make clear

the course of action should the dratt reaolution be adopted by the General

Assembly. I should also like to refer to the provision of draft resolution

La 63/Rev.l  whereby the General Assembly would chanqe the name of the Asian Centre

Located in Katmmdu, Nepal to “The Req ional Centre for Peece and Disarmament in

Asia and the Pacific”. This change was proposed in consultation vrith other Asian

States that consider the participation of Pacific countries could help and

strengthen the Centra. As a matter of fact, the muntries  of the Pacific were

invl.  ted to take part in the meetinq that took place early this year@ and made

positive contributions to the work of the Centre.

At this point I would like to emphasize the importance of political support

for the centrea. In the past, AraEt resolutions relatinq  to the three centres have

been adopted by consens  us# In view of the importance of the role that the three

centres can play, we once aqain express the hope that draft resolution

A/44/L,63/Rev.l  can be ampted  by this Committee without a vote.
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Mr. BELLMA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish) 8 !Q delegation would

aleo like to associate  itself with the tributes to Ambassador Garcia Rohles, an

eminent Latin American who is responsible for having that region declared the

world’s f irat nuclear-free zcne. We wieh to do so also became  of the close bonda

that exist between our countries, We thank Ambassador Garcia Robles for all he hae

done for Latin America.

My country has the honour to be the headquarters of the United Nations

Reqional  Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America and the

Car ibbean. We have also had the honour of representing the Latin American and

Caribbean Group in the consults tiona with regard to the submission, on behalc Of

the three Centres, of a draft reeolution  calling  for the establishment of the post

of Director at each of the regional centres. The namb of Peru therefore appear6 ae

one of the sponsors, on behalf of the Group of htin American and Caribbean

State8. We all view the establishment and existence of a centre of that level as

of the highest importance, since it will make it possible for international

progress in regard to peace, diearmament and development to be fully recognized  by

public opinion in our countries.

Although the Centres are in cperatian, they can only function within the

limits of their capacities and the financial support they receive. We are deeply

grateful to the Gavernmenta  and governmental institutions that have enabled the

Centres t6 function end  hold important meetings and conferences over the years.

However, the Centres require more dynamic support in order to be able to perform

the tasks en tr m ted to them. That is why the metiers of the three reyianal  qroups

feel that draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.63/Rev.l  is of great importance, since in it

the Assembly would requeet the Secretary-General to establish the poet of Director

at each of the Centres.
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We mmt do our utmost to achieve the goal of a world of peacer diasrmamant  and

development. We thetafore urqe the metiers of the Committee to view ths draft

reao:ution  in its proper perspective and to adopt it by consensus. Drlega t ions

that have spoken earlier have been clear and emphatic with raqard to the need Par

the regional centres. We would again urqe all States to help us promote Peace 0

disarmament and development ln our reqion.

Tha CHA ImAN- I shall now call upon those deleqatiana that wish to make

statemqtn in explanation of vate on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.63/Rev.l  before

tha votinq.

Mr. KEBI~N  (United Kinqdom) # The United Kinqdom fully supports the work

of the three hqional  Centres for Peace md Disarmament, arr’l  in previoue  years We

have been very happy to associate ourselves with the adoption oP various draft

resolutions on that subject without a vote. It is therefore with great regret that

th ia year we f t nd ourselves oh1 iged to abeta in in the voti nq on draft

resolu t ion A/C. 1/44/L, 63/Rev. 1 l

My daleqatinn notes that the purpose oE the request addressed to the

Secretary-General in paraqraph 3 of the draft resolution is to ensure the af!feCtiVa

functioninq  oE the three Reqional Centres Ear P~?ace  and Disarmament. My delegation

fully supports that objective. In pr tnciple, we have no object ion eL ther to the

VWointment of a director for each Centre. Hcktwer, it ie apparent from the

ntatement of proqramme burlqet  implications in document A/C,1,‘44/L. 64/Rev.l  that the

Seoretar  iat i~ propsinq I within a ralattvely  short time frame, a net addition a!!

three postn to the over-all staffing table to be funded in future from the regular

budqe t . We recognise  that an ef<ort has been msde  to reduce the budgetary impact

of the draft resolution, but, nevertheless, it is still not a measure that my

delegatton could support,
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We would reasll that the Orqaniaatidn  is still vngrgrd  in a proosrr  of reform

and renewal. launched by General A~ar&ly rsrolutfon  4J,/213. In adopting that

reso’lution  by consensus Mlmbar  Statarm set a tarqst of reducing  the rtaff

establishment of the Secretariat by 15 par uent within thrrr yoarr. Tlrankm in

large  moasuro to the l.eaderrhip  of the &arotrry-Oanoral  md the aoqprcation  Of

the staff, a 12 per uent post rrdrration  has boon aahirvad,  but thrre ir rrill a

aubrtant~al way to qo in order to mart tha target*

The reform in primarily intendrd  to promta the broadest porrihlr agreement

among Member States on administrative nd budgetary matbra  and, by rbinq so, to

restore oonfidencr  in th6 Organisation and, with I,t, firranaial stability,

Regrettably, f inanaial stability ir anothrr  objeative that hao a till rrot brrn

ach ievnd. The situation remains au asrioua as war. The Srnretary-Genrrrl,  in

introduafng  his proposed programme budget last month in the FiLth Committre,

pointed out that accumulated arrears to thr, regular budget amountr,d at that time to

some 77 par cent of tha appropriation for the aurrant yesr. My drloqr tion’a

underetandinq of the present  poeition ia that .Lt is doubtful. whether there ia

sufficient cash in the general  fmd for the Organisation to meet ito expeateh

commitment8 to tha end of the par. Without addikinnal oollectione during the

remainder of 1989, it seems the United Nations will once nlore  face the very real

prospect of insolvency,

In those circumstances it appeara essential to my deltiyati.>n  not: to darnage

confidence in the Organization  by eroding such progreho as hw been made w far

with the reform, The creation of additional poet& is partiaularly  sensitive, and

we would queo tion  the necessity for it in thfr 0861~ In doaument A/44/6/Rev,  1,

which contains the Searetary-General’s  budget proporals for 1990 to 1991,

paragraph 10 of the introduction staten that all mndrted output8 havr been

included. We would interpret thet to mean that the propored  appropriation in
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reqmat to proqramm elemnt 5.2, gupportr to Ibqional Cmtrrr, under rrotian 2IJ#

Dinarmament ACtairo Aottvitlea,  should  already be auttioient  to ensure the Centrea'

rtfectiw  tunctioninq. We are theretoro  not convinced of the nerd Car the

additional fipproprlation  of fl242,600 now propored. ‘If, in apparent contradiction

to thr judqo,mnt at the gaaretary-General, rupplemnntary  reeouroae ara required,  wo

h*lh~r they should ho provided throuqh rrdeployrnent,  That would bo oonrirtent

with the trrm8 of the rorolutionr srtablinhirq  tho Contree, whioh refer to funding

thfouqh  extra-budqetary  or exiatinq remurcan,

For our part, we would not necernarily  inmint on rrbployment  within

sectian 2D, althouqh in that connaction  we would aommrnt that only the Fifth

Committee in in a position to judqs relative prioritise  tar the allocation of

teaourcba hatwecrn  tha sect iona of tha hudqet aa a whole. WI hope that, in

conntderinq  this ieaue md makinq recommendationa on i t  to the Fifth Committrr, the

Advieory  Committoe on Mminiattatfva  and Rudqotary Queationn  army be ablr to propame

n Aolution  that my delegation  could after all eupport, but, for the mount,  we have

no alternative but to ahetain in ths voting on draft renolution A/C,l./44/L.63/Rov.l.

M_c.  MRCIA YORIT_IW_  (Arqantina)  ( in te rpre ta t ion  f rom dpaniah)  I  My

deleqatian ~11.1 vote in favour of draft rseolutlon  A/C.l/44/L.  63/Rev,l - aa ia only

loqical  ina8rwch as we are one of itn aponnorg, However, we & consider it

necessary  ku emphag iarr that, while WC f111ly  nupmrt efforts  to enaura that the

R*qional Cantrafi will be Cittinq tnfltrurnanto for the promotion of the ohjsctiv~tr

Ret forth in the Final mcumrnt of the ftrrrt npecial SeaRion of the General

Arrsamhly  devoted to dioar~ment, the mqional Centres are atill part of the United

Nationa Department for Disarmament Affaira  ant-l  that, therefore, thr adminiettativr

orqanization  of the Centre8 - the appointmnt of dirsotora md other  MItterA  - a@

wall aa politto!al  initiatives, muut be harmonized  with the aver-all  syrtem of

coneul tat ions nd IIKB~U~  oper adi of the tkpartmnt e
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WI, foe1 t.hat thi~r ta importtint for t h e  aucaaaa o f  th@ reqional  aentrea and

their Puture t~Cftci,3ncy.

The CtlAIRh!ANl  Wa shall now prooeed to take a decinion  on draftd------V

ramolut  icJn L. 63,hve 1. The rlra It ratinlu tian h aa programme hudqrt implicat ionr thdt

are art forth  in t%aument A/C, 1/44/L.64/Rev.l. Thr draft rroalutinn  in rnti tlrd

“United Nn t ionr rag tonal centrae for peace and dimarmament in Atrioa and Mia and

thr Unitrd Nationn Rlrqinnal  Centre for Peace, Disarmament  and Osrvrlopmrnt in Latin

America wd thr Car ibberrn’,. It wan intrnducrrd by the rrprraentative  of Lewtho  on

16 Novatiar  on behalf of tho Qraup of Afrioan gtatoa and the Group of btin

American and Ceribbsan Staterr,  a8 well aa Bangladesh, China, Derroaratio  Yemen,

Ielamio Republic al Iran, Japan, Malayoia, Monqolin, Myanmar, Now Zealand, Nepal,

Pakintan,  the Philippinea, Sri Lanka, ,elinqapors, at the 38th mertinq nf the Firat

Commi  tteo I

A recorded vote hag been requaated.

h, recorded vota WM taken,

In favour I Rfqhan intan, Albania, Algeria, Anqala, Antiqua and fhrhuda,
Argentina,  Awtralia, Aumtria,  Rahaman,  Bahrain,  Banqladerh,
Rnrhadou, Ralqium, Renin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brasilr Brunei
Daruanalam,  Bulqar la, Burkina Fatso,  Burundi, Byelorurs  ian Soviet
~ooialint  Rapublio,  Camrroon , Canada, Central African Republic,
Chile, China, Colombia, Conqo, Coata Rioa, C&e d’ Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprun, Czeoho#lovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,  Djiboutt,
Dominican Republic,  Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
France, Qabon, Qerman  Demaoratto &public, Oarmany,  Foderml
RBpuhl io at, Oh ana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, auyana,  Xaiti,
Hunqary,  Ioeland,  IndCa, Indone,ria,  I r a n  (Islamlo  R e p u b l i c  of),
Iraq,  Ireland, Israel,  I taly,  Jamaica,  Japan,  Jordan,  Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People’n Demooratio Republio,  Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jemahir iya, hxembour9,  Madaqraoar, Malawi, MalaY8  in,
Mnldivrr,  Mali, Malta,  Maur Ltanirl, MOK~OO, MonqoliA, MOroooC),
Mozambique, Myanmmrr,  Neprl, Nethetlado,  New Zealand, Nicrra~uat
Niger,  Niqeria,  Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Pmrma, POrU,
Philippinea, paland,  Portuqal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,  Wnt
Lucia, Wautlt Arrrhia,  Sanaqal,  .%lamon Islander Somalia, Spain,
9rt Lankm, Wlan, Surinam,  Swmzil~d,  Oweden,  evrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Toga,  Tuninia,  Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
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flwiet  !Mc~nlint Repuhl ic, Union of! fhviat 3oainlint Republio@,
IJn~tod Arab Lmiratw, UnLted Repub'lic of Tanaanir, UruWaY#
Venezuela, Viat Nnm, Yoman, YuqoalavLa,  Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Am t nnp.  t IJnitd !Jtntoa  of Amerian

Abntn Intngl [Jnttcrd Ktnqdom rrf’ Grrsnt. L3r 1 tain and Northern Ireland

Draft rwol.ution A/C.l/44,&,67/R~v.l  wan ndoptrd by 130 votes to 1~ withcw
1 ahrt~ntlon.

vota a

Thr, 0% .mAN )- - 1 ehnl.1  now call on ckleqatlonn  wishing to axplain their

nupporta ths concept. of rnq Lonal  tlinarmamrsnt cantrsrr , wb are obliqnd  to consider

the CLnancLlr  1 lmpl  icattonn  of ;nit,(rttvnn  we mtqht oth@rwiae  welcome.

The three  rsqional  dinarmamnnt ccrntrsa to which the resolution  refwr Were

ertabliflhnd  on tho undacntantlinq  that they would be financed on the baeia of

voluntary contrtbutionn, Yet the dralt  ranolution will unfortunately cre8tO new

financial burdenPI  for the IJnttr?ci  Nntionn, for ti ich the 1990-1991 budget dora not

The crr?atl,nn  of llrdclitinnnl vx,aLtLnnn in thn Unitad Nations Sncretariat at a

tlms of [l~vbr~ buAq~tary  aonfqtratntn  would he tnconaintent with the onqoinq effOrtI

resol  ut ton,

Mr. N(?RiiE:IM  (Norway) I I winh tn tsplsin  the votes ot thn five Nordic

countrioe  - Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Sweden and Norway - on the dr&f t CaaolutiQn

contn~narl  i.n  document II, 63/Rav, 1, rrntt tLsA “IJni,teA Nationn reqinnal  centrea for

pews md diaarmanmt  in Africa ~brrl hRi~ and the United Nation6  Rgional  Centre for

Peace, Digarmament and DQVdOpIfient Ln Latin America and the Caribbean”.
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The Nordic countries have supported the establirhment of the three ceqional

contrer  and their role in tha tliaarmament procesti , and we antinus to do 80.

Nordic countries are major contrihutore to the World Disarmament  Campaign,

through tiich the activitier of the centres have to data been largely financed.

Wo have thrrrfore voted in favour of the draft resolution, though we have

rsrervatiann on the way paragraph 3 is formulated. As a matter of principle, the

Nordic countrira  atronqly aupport the inteqrity  and indapandencr of the

kxotacy-Olneral,  who should have the freedom to dispora  of hia resource8 aa he

finds appropr is te. Wo would have liked to see this principle better reflected in

the  trxt.

Mr. MARTINEZ (Cuba) (interpretation from SpanSah): The dsleqation  of

Cuba wishes to point out that , whila we aupport draft reeolution  L.63/Rev.l  and the

idraa it e~preu8eu,  we proceed from the ptemiee that in order for the centres to be

efficient it ia errrential to equip them with an appropriate official to co-ordinatcr

the centreat initiatives taking into account the nature of each reqion.

The centree have been qiven tha ta& of dieaeminatinq  information on

dirarmament in their respective region6 and thua promoting better public

undrrrtmding on diearmament  matters. Their activities must accord with the

Priorities of the international community, which ha8 established the hiqheat

priority for information on disarmament matter8 pertaining to the prevention of the

outbreak of nuclear w&r.

Mt. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): The delegation of

France voted in favour of draft rasolu tion L. 63/Rcv.l  md thm joined the numerouB

drlegationr which supported the t!lraft. We ate pleessd  to recall that France

decided in 1989 to make a voluntary contribution of 20,000 trance for the United

Nations Regional Centre for Peace  and Disarmament in Africa and today we winh to
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state that it will give 50,000 franca in 1990. The additional sum will serve the

same purpose8 to allow disarmament studies in Africa, for example on military

expenditures, in close co-operation with United Nations Institute for Disarmament

Research (UNIDIR),

An Af ricrrn researcher should he invited to join the Xnsti tuta and help it in

its work.
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The CHAIRMAN I The Committee will now take action on the draft

resolutions in cluster 8, beginning with draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.l1. I now

call on the representative of Brazil, who wishes to explain the position of his

delegation before the voting.

Mr. LAMAZXERE  (Brazil) t Rrazil will again support both draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.l1  and draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  25, entitled respectively “Cessation

of all nuclear-test explosions” and “Amendment of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon

Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water”.

It is the considered view of my delegation that any progress on that subject

ehould be compatible with article 18 of the Treaty of Tlatelolco md with the

wording oE the second preambular paraqraph of the partial teat-ban Treaty, which

states that the par ties seekr

“to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosion8 of nuclear weapons for

a l l  time”.

At the same time, Rrazil holds that the Conference on Disarmament should

establish an ad hoc committee on a nuclear-test ban w!.th a negotiating mandate

appropr ia te to the Confert?nce , which ie the single multilateral disarmament

negotiating forum of the international community.

At this time in history, when concerns about environmental problems are

growing, Brazil considers it to be high tine for the nuclear-weapon States to

enqage in negotiations at the multilateral  level for the complete prohibition of

nuclecr-weapon tests for all time, which, even in the form oP underground tests,

not only have well-known, direct neqative effect8 for the environment,  but also

fuel the quantitative and qualitative arms race-

It. i9 a fact that the existence oE nuclear weapons and other weapons of ma88

destruction, stocks, and the ri8k of their use are the most formidable threats to
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the future of mankind and to life on our planet, as was recognized by the

Brundtland  report.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now proceed to take action on draEt resolutions

in cluster 8, beginning with draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.l1, entitled "Cessation of

all nuclear-test explosions". The draft resolution has 12 sponsors and was

introduced by the representative of Mexico at the 31st meeting of the First

Committee, on 8 November 1989.

I call an the Secretary of the Committee to read out the names of the sponsors.

Mr. KBBRPDI (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors of draft

resolution A/C.1/44/L.l1 are Costa Rica, Bcuador, Indonesia, Ireland, Mexico,

Myanmar, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia.

The CHAIRMAN: A recorded vote has been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:

Against:

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, C&e d'Ivoire,  Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Demcratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Ireland, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan. Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Ro.*tJnia,  Wanda,
Saint Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Belgium, Canada, China, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spainr
Turkey

DraEt resolution A/C.1/44/L.l1 was adopted bv 117 votes to 3, with 13
abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take action on draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.50/Rev.l, entitled "Urgent need‘for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban

treaty: report of the Conference on Disarmament". The draft resolution has

30 sponsors and was introduced by the representative of New Zealand at the

29th meeting of the First Committee, on 7 November 1989.

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to read out the names of the sponsors.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors of draft

resolution A/C.1/44/50/Rev.l  are Australia, Austria, Dahamas, Barbados, Brunei

Darussalam, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Fiji,

Finlad, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Japan, Malaysia, New Zealand, Weriat  NO~W~YI
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Papua New Guinea, Philippinea, Samoa, Singapore, Solomon Ialande,  Sweden, Thailand,

VanuatLl  and Zaire.

The CHAIRMANI A recorded vote hae bean requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Alban ia, Alqe r ia, Anqola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Astral ia, Austr is, Bahamaa, Bahrain, Bangladesh,  Barbadoat
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brunei Daruasalam, Bulgaria,
Burk ina Faeo, Bur mdi, Byelor uaa ian Soviet Sac ialist -public  I
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, Congo, Coata
Mar, C&e dv Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus,  Csechoelovak ia, Dsrrocratic
Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finlard,  Gabon, German DemDcra  tic Rapublia I Germany I
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea I Guyana,
Haiti, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia,  Iran (Ielamic  Republic of) I
Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’8
Dentxra tic &public, Lerotho,  Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Luxembourg,  Madagascar , Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauri t iua, t%xico, Mongol ia, Morocco, Mozambique I
Myanmar, Nepal, Netherlande,  New Zealand, Nicaraguar  Niger,
Niger ia, Norway, Oman, Pakietan,  Panama, Papua New Guinea, PeruI
Philippinee, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, IiOmania,  Rwanda, Saint
Lucia, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Solemn Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
~@p~blk, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia,  Turkey, Wanda,  Ukraini@n
Soviet Socialist  Republic, Union ot! Soviet Socialist  Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,  UrugueYr
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yuqoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Aga inet I France, United Sta tea of America

Abstaining:  Arqentina, Brazil, Chlna, Egypt, Indi.a,  Israel,  United Kinqdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Draft rasolution  A/C, 1/44/L, SO/Rev.1  was  adopted by 124 votes to 2, with 7
ahs ten t ions. *

* Subsequently the delegation of Egypt advised the Secretariat that it had
intended to vote in favour,
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The CHAIRMAN, I now call on those representatives wighiny to explain

their votes on the draPt ruaolutions  just adopted S

Mr. FRIEDERSDORF  (United States of America) I The United States has asked

to speak to explain ita negative vote on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.50/Rav.lg

The United State8  waa unable to support that draft resolution becau$ts,

unfortunately, it is fundamentally inconaiatant with the United Statos poeitian on

the issue of a comprehensive ban on nuclear tusts. A comprehensive test bnn would

not necessarily prevent proltferattonr  reduce armamentfi, stop production of any

weapon, or ensure any le,oseninq  of an arm8 race. Improved fitabili ty is the most

direct mean8  of improving ascurity, and that is what we are seeking  throll(lh

rnductiona  of strategic and conventiallal  forces and the implementation of

conf i dence-huilding  meaauresr

The United States carries out nuclear tofftn to ensure the reliability of our

nuclear deterrent, ad a comprehons ive ban on those tasts muat be viewed in the

context of a time when we do not need to depend on nuclear deterrents to ensure

international security and stability,

Mr. WAGZNMAKERS  (Netherlands)  8 My delegation voted in favour of draft

resolution A/C. 1/44/L. SO/Rev 1, concerniry  the urqen t need for a ca\prahona  iv+?

nuclear-test-ban treaty.

Our support for the draft resolution is, however, somewhat qualified. We

continue to Rupport  the qoal of a comprehensive test han as laid down  in the

colmnitmenta  engaged upon in the partial test-ban Treaty and in the

non-proliferation Treaty. What draft raao’lu  tion A/C. 1/44/L. SO/Rev.  1 shbuLd have

brought out more clearly in that a comprehonfliw test han should alno be seen in

the perspective of the brader procsse of diearmament, and nuclear disarmamnt  in

part icular . Now that real rlisarmament  i~ takinq place in the Treaty on the
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Elimination of Interrmdiatet-Range ana Shorter-Range  Missiles - the INF Treaty - and

that further disarmament ia in the offing - I refer to the talka on the raduction

of conventional forcea in Europe and their implications for atrateqic nuclear

forces und the Strategic Arms Reduction Talks - we should try to look isyoncl t.he

tradit ional  call  f o r  a comprehanaive  test  ban a s  a reflection of the indirect

approach tc, nuclear dinnrmamant.
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The tangible results of the 4fforta  tovrarda  a eubatarltirrl reduction of nucl4ar

wwpone prompt mj deZegnt.ton  to take the84 developmenta  into account.

Other related developmants  too need a pr(Jper reflection. I have in mind the

step-by-at4p process on nuclear-testing i86ue9, to which the United Statea and the

Soviet Union have d4voted thomaelvea  since  September 1987. Steps are likely to be

taknn crwlftly, The verification protocols to th4 Treaty on Underground Nuclear

&plosionr  for Maceful Furpooea  and the threshold teat-ban Treaty will probably b4

ooncluded  amI, and ratifioation of these two Trcstiea is on the agenda for 1990,

The hather  lands 4xpecta the United Sta tea md the Soviet Union to seek, as a matter

Of urg4ncyr  furth4r linli ta on the yield ltnd nurrber of teats, in conjunction with

the prooeaa of direct reduction of nuclear weapons, to eecure further

i\nplementatian  of the otaged approach of the 1987 declaration,

My delrgation would alto like to explain its position on draft resolution

WC, 1/44/L. 11. In that draft the more balanced and realistic approach along the

lines I have just indtcated  la scarcely apparent. The draft hinges on the

one-aided assumption that preventsion of nuclear war takes precedence over the

proven tion of all war, including nuclear war* The Ns thsr iwda dslsgs t ion cannot

aubocribe  to the theaia of the exclusive centrality of nuclear weapons in the

arms-control process. Tne issue of nuclear. wepona  must ba seen in the broader

context of their interrelationship with corrventional  arrnfl, My Govar nment carlnot

support the appeal to all Stataa membera  of the Conference on Disarmament to

ProNkAs in 1990 the establishment of an ad hoc committe@ with a mandate to

negotiate a treaty on the complete ceaaation af nuclear-test explosions. In our

View, the Conference on Disarmament should, instead, take up its work on such

concrete matters 68 the verification provisions of the multilateral teat-ban
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treaty, taking into  account the commltmente Mdertaken  by tha nuclear Powers in the

limited teet.aban  Treaty of 1963 and in the non-proliferation Treaty of 1968.

M r ,  SOOD (India) I I want ta epsak about the clue ter of draft reeolutions

on the subject of a comprehanrive  nuclear-test-ban treaty - in particular,  thoas

contained in documsntn A/C.l/44/L,ll  and A/C.1/44/L,SO/~sv.l~

The question a!! a ban on the tsntinq of nuclear wnapona has btian  a priority

i9nu9 on the multilatarial-disarmament  aqenda for almast 35 yeare. The objeCtiV3

ia clearly reiterated in the preamble to the 1963 Treaty Danninq Nuclear Weapon

Taets in the A t m o s p h e r e ,  in Outer S p a c e  ard Under Water,  which sayrrr

“Yeekinq to achieve the discontinuance of all tkot oxpl.osiona  of nuclear

weapons for all tim. ..“.

My deleqation  reqrets that, duapite  the repeated calla of the international

commun  i ty , neqo tia t ionn on this isaue have not commenced in the Conference on

Disarmnment in Geneva. In our view, the Conference on Diaarmament remaina the moat

appropriate Eorum for the commencement of neqotiations  on thie subject of vital

concern, qiven the preeence of all Give nuclear-weapon States around thtit

conference table.

w rleleqation  voted in f,3volIr of the draft resolution contain4  in rlocument

A/C. 1/44/L. 11. However, my deleqation notes that tho scope of the Treaty, ad

envieaqed in the rlraEt resolution, ta at vartancrs  with the qenerally accepted scope

oE such d Treaty. In our view, the scope of our work is clearly determined by the

proamhular declaration of the 1963 partial teat ban Treaty. Our vote in favour of

this draft reeolution is therefore without prejudice to our poai tion on the ecopr,

of a comprehensive  test-ban treaty to be negotiated in the Conference on

Disarmament, as envisaged in the preamble to the partial teat-ban Treaty*
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My deleqation  wae not able to support the draft resolution  contained  in

document A/C. 1/44/L. SO/Hev.l. WQ hellrtve  that the Conference on Disarmament is a

negotiating body ~rl that anythinq 1999  than a neqotiatinq  mmdate would reducs ita

role and downgrade the imwrtan  :Q attached to this issue  hy the world community.

We are aware of t!!e bilateral talks between the Unitei? Statea md the Soviet Unionr

but these are on the subject of nuclear teeti ng, HoWOver,  ab was atated by the

Ieadera of Argentina, Greece, Mexico, Tanzania, Swtsdon ilnd India in connection with

the Six-Nation Initiative in the Stockholm Declaration, any agreement that left

room for continued tmting would not be acceptableI

My delegation aloo urges that, pending the conclusion  of a mmprahsneive

test-ban treaty, all nuclear-weapon State8 suspend testing so as to faci l i tate

neqotiatione.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French) 1 I should like to

explain the naqative votes cast by my delaqation in raupect of draft resolution

A/G1/44/L.  11. anii draft resolutL(>n A/C. l/44/%.  SO/Rev.1  pertaininq tl, nuclear-weapon

teats. In our view, the texts of those drePt  re8olutionn  do not deal apprcJpriab?ly

with the queotion oE nuclear teRtti. A nuclear-test ban must occur within nn

effective procuee of Aitrarrnamcrnt, in accordance with the f!,ndinge of the Gennrsl

Assembly at its tenth special. session, in 1978, as expressed in the Final

Document. It can be achieved only when progress towards diesrnement  has made it

possible without calling into question the underpinning of international security.

Therefore it cannot be preliminary , nor can it be qivm priority over reduction of

the very substantial nuclear arsenals oE the two most highly armed States.

If France is to maintain its position it bar no choice but to retain a

credible deterrent force, This requltse the incorporation of all technological

progreelr  dictated by the developments of tha other atraceqic forces. Franc* mwt
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thorrfore be able to continue ita nuclear-weapon test8 at a pace @Ed in conditions

drtern;ined  by technological roquirsmentu. It is in the light af t.hose requirements

that France ban decided to reduce the number of tests from eight a year to six a

year. France has decided to make this decision  public and to report to the

Secretary-General annually on any teats that it miqht have conducted in the

preceding year*

Mr, GARCIA MORITAM (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) I There 119

no no88  to reiterate the importance of! a nuclear-teat ban, hut we feel that the

urgency of this matter must always be amphasized. The procees of neqotiationa

between the two major nuclear-power States fa now at an advanced stacle. It ie

difficult to understand why neqotiotiona on a treaty prohibiting, once and for all,

the teeting of nuclear weclpona  connot start pranptly in the Conference on

Diearmament,  in which all five nuclear-weapon States are represented. It ie in the

light of these considerations that my delegation abstained in the vote on draft

resolution A/C. 1/44/L, SO/Rev.l. On the other hand, we vored in favour of draft

resolution A/C,1/44/L,ll  because we feel that it establishes  a proper balance On

the questions involved.
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MB. MASON  (Canada) I Before explaininq  our vote, I should like to take

thie opportunity to associate Canada with the words of praise and admiration said

hore today about a moat distinguished man, Don Alfonso Garcia Robles. As a

newcomer to the First Committee this yearr  I arrived here, as 80 many have, in the

echo of the footeteps of this man , whose presence has enriched the mu1 ti lateral

process for a0 long l

I wish briefly to explain Canada’s vote for draft resolution A&1/44/L.  50

Rev.1 and its abatention on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.l1. Both draft resolutions

aeek the common objective of the ceseation of all nuclear-tent explosions.

Moreover, it ia clear from past voting patterns on similar draft resolutions that

they have much in common, since while there are some States that have felt

compelled to oppaae both ancl others that have abstained on one or the other, the

large majority of metiers of the United Nations endorse both. In a BenBet  the

draft resoluti,ons  could be compared to alternative road map itineraries that, while

eeekinq to end up at the same destination, a nuclear-weapon-free world, set up

different routes tawarda that destination and suqqeet different methods of travel

on the way.

From Canada ’ s per spect i ve , especially taking into account the differing

national security  interests and concerns of th.e nuclear-weapon States, without

whose active participation no successful negotiations towards a comprehensive,

verifiable test ban are poseible, we believe that the approach  set out in draft

reSOldon A/.1/44/L,  SO/Rev,1 is more realistic and more likely to be effective.

The CHAIRMANI  Before proceeding to the next item I would like to remind

the rponeors of draft reeolutionft  that they are not permitted to explain their vote

on their own propoeals.



JP/n-d A/C. 1/44/PV,  38
57

(The Chairman)

We shall now proceed to cluster 10. As a result of last-minute consultations,

there has been a request to postpone a decision on draft resalution

A/C. 1/44/L. 56/Rev.l.

We shall therefore take action on draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  20/Rev.l.  The

sponsors of that draft resolution, which is entitled “Conventional disarmament”,

have requested that a decision be taken without a vote. If I hear no objection, I

shall take it that the Committee wishes to act accordinqly.

Draft rosol ution A/C. 1/44/L. 20 Rev.1 was adopted.

The CHAIRMANt I shall nw call on those representatives who wish to

speak in explanation of their positions.

Mr. SOOD (India) J My delegation wishes to explain its participation in

the decision on draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  ZO/Rev.l.

In paragraph 2 it is recommended that the report of the Disarmament Commission

should provide a has is for further Aelibera  t ions on conventional disarmament by the

Disarmament Commission at its next session. My delegation went along with that, on

the understmddnq that it is not only the report of the Disarmament Commission,

which did not reach any conclusions or any agreement on the subject at its previous

session, but also the varioIrs conference roan papers, formal and informal proposals

as well as oral and any future proposals that would determine the basis of the

Disarmament Commission’s work on the subject. My delegation Llnderstands that the

earlier work would in no way constrain the work on this item in the years to cOme.

Yr. K)ULLEZ  (Belgium) (interpretation from French) J I wish to express my

deleqation’s  satisfaction at the adoption without 3 vote of the two draft

rasolu tions rela tinq to conven t ianal disarmamsnt  , draft  resolutions A/C.l/44/L*13

and A/C. 1/44/L. 20/Rev.  1. In this connection, I would recall the priority

importance my country attaches to conventional disarmament, not only in Europe,

where we are happy to note the progress already achieved within the Conference on
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Security and tidpera tion in Europe process, but also in all parts of the World,

takinq into account the specific characteristics of each region. Too many

f inane ial resources are diver ted from economic snd sot ial qoa 1s for the acquiffi tion

of conventional armaments. We are happy that the two draft reaolutiona ask the

Diaarmamnt  Commission to continue, at its 1990 session, conflidera tion of problems

related to conventional disarmament.

My delegation would like to add the hope that an agreement may be reached on

this matter. Considerable progress was made during the 1989 session on the

essential elements of the draft report. We are convinced that the will to succeed,

which should motivate all delegations, together with the praiseworthy efforts of

the Commission’s Chairman, Ambassador Baqbeni Adeito Nzengeya, to improve its work,

will make it possible to adopt a report by consensus.

Mr. MARTINEZ (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish) 8 My delegation joined

in the consens us on dra f t resolution A/C. 1/44/L. ZO/Rev. 1, “Convent ional

disarmament”, sponsored by Denmark, bearing in mind that, taking into account the

conclusions of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General

Aaserrbly,  account is also taken of the special responsibility of the nuclear Powers

and other militarily siqnificant States for proqress in disarmament matters.

Conventional disarmament efforts must be seen in the context of general and

complete disarmament, 80 that req ional  ard subreq fonal conventional disarmament

measures are considered in the light of the characteristics of each reqion,  with

the participation of all the countries concerned so far a8 poeeible, and taking

their opinions into account,

The CHAIRMAN J We shall now proceed to cluster 11, draft resolutions

A/C, 1/44/L, 37 md A/C. 1/44/L. 60, I shall first call on those deleqationa wtshinq

to make statements other than in explanation of vote.
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Mr. CUACON (Cbsta Rica) (interpretation  from Spanish)8 I request the

’ Committee not to take any decision on draft resolution A/C-1/44& 60. We had

thought that our oral communication would suffice , but apparently we should have

put it in writing.

I wish to withdraw draft resolution A/C.l/44& 60.

The CHAIRMAN8 The Committee will take no action on that draft reSOlUtiOn*

We turn now to draft resolution AjC.1/44,%.  37. I call on the representative

of the United States, who wishes to explain his vote before the voting.

Mr;. FRIRDlBSIXBF (United States of America) L Last year, the United

States found it necessary to abstain in the vote on the draft resolution

subsequently adopted as General Assembly resolution 43/X I, on international arms

transfers. At a time when many States were pressing the United Nations to

prioritize its expenditures and keep its budget in line, we believe the

expenditures called for in that resolution  were inappropriate. We also voiced

Concern about some of the substantive aspects of the resolution and about its

references to other documents to which the United States does not subscribe l

our position on those matters has not changed. Underlying that resolution,

however, were some serious problems involving indiscriminate arms transfers. The

United States is sensitive to those problems , and, in co-operation with other

concerned States, we are actively seeking sOlutionsg

Because we share the concerns of the sponsors of draft resolution

A&1/44/I-37, our delegation is pleased to support that largely procedural text.

We trust that the study group considering this topic will make a clear distinction

between legitimate and illicit arm+ transfers , and will give due consideration t0

other concerns.
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The CEAIRMAN: We shall now take a decision on draft resolution

A/C.1/44/L.37,  entitled "International arms transfers". It is sponsored by 28

delegations  and was introduced  by the representative of Cblombia at the 29th

meeting of the First Committee, held on 7 November 1989.

I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. KIiERAUI (Secretary of the Comnittee)t Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.37

is sponsored by the followfnq delegationst Australia, Austria, the Bahamas,

Bolivia, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada, Qlotiia, Costa Rica, the Uominican Republic,

Ecuador, El Salvador, Fiji, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Guatemala.

Bbndutas , Italy, the Netherlands, Nigeria, Norway, Paraguay, E@ru, the Philippines,

Samoa, Singapore, Sweden and the United Kingdom.

The CEAXRMAN: A recorded vote has been requested.

A-recorded.vote'was  taken.

In fawourt Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia,“Austria, Bahamas,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso , Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist I&public, Cameroon, Canada, Central African &publicr
Chile, China, Oalombia, Congo, Qsta Rica, C&e d'Ivoire, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia,  Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ezuadorr Fijir
Finland, France, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, minea, Guyana@
Haiti, Bungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Lao People's.Deraocratic Republic, Lesothoa
Liberia, Luxembourg,  Malawi, Malaysia, Bali, Malta, Mexico,
Monqolia, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand*
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines,  Poland, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Spain, Sri Ianka, Surinalne, Swaziland, Sweden,
Thailand, lbgo, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union Of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguayc
Venezuela, Yugoslavia,  Zaire

Aqainstt None
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Abrtahinql  Afghanirtrn,  Algeria, Angola, Whrain, Braail,  Cuba, OImoaratia
*men, mypt, Bthiopia, India, I r a n  (Ialrmio Mpublio  of) # Iraq,
Jordan, Uenyr , Libyan Arab Jarmhiriya, Madrqa8crc,  Maldivesr
Oman, PakLatan, Qatar, Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab bpublicl
‘Mimia, Wanda, Unit& Arab Emi ra tea,  United Ropublio  of
Tanrania,  Viet t&m, &men, Zambia, Simbahwe

Draft rsrolution A/C.1/44/&. 37 wan adopted by 95 voter’  to none, with 3L
abrtantiona.

‘MI CHAIRMANI- - 1 call now an rrpreorntativer  wirrhinq  to explain Choir

vote atter the votiA9 9

Mr. HOU  Zhitonq (China) (interpretation from Chineao), The Chineae

delsqatian voted in favour  of draft reeolutlon A/C.l/44/L,  37, on international acme

tranefere, Our general position with terprot  to in%tnational arms tranafere ia

ret out in DiracIr~ment Commireion dooument A/C!W.lOJll.S,  and that positsion renBine

unchanged.

Mr. K/HAL  (Pakistan) 4 My delegation rupports all effort@ aimd at

reducinq arnw tranafetr with the objective of prevanting a;\y unjustified militarY

build-up in any part of the world. bwever,  coneideratiun of such acme traneferr

fnU8t take into nccaunt tha indiqenow  dofen-  produation  cal,acitiea of different

cauntriea,  evpscially  the militrrrily  sfqnificant  onear &a well a8 the le9itimats

security cortcernpl of Staten. Since thoee considerations; at4 not duly reflected  in

draft reeolution A/tf, 1/44/L. 37, my deleqetlon wan conetrainad to abetain in the

vc,ttnq on that. draft  resolution.

26 AL-AM’1  (Democratia Yemen) (interpretation from Arabia),  My

delegation ahstAined  in the vote a~ draft rerolution A/C,L/44/L,37.  We support aI.1

efforta toward8 dinarmamrnt, eopecial.1.y  nucllwr  disarmament. We be1 ieve that

eonoentratinq  on a'cme  ttanrfrra at the regional level only dirtraots the

international cxxununity’e  attentiorr from the priorities eetablirhed  in the Final

fbcument of the first rpet?lsl  reseton of the General Aswmbly devoted to

diaarmamsnt, We do not believe thin rhould be done before effective steps nre
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taken to end the Israeli occupation of the occupied Arab territories and to Put an

end to Israeli nuclear armament in our region. Our priorities also include the

elimination of the apartheid rigime in South Africa.

Until the peoples of those two regions can be assured that their existence is

not threatened by South hfrica or Israel and that measures have been taken to Stop

the flow of weaapons bo those two racist rdgimes , we feel that concentrating on arms

transfers at the regional level is premature.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall turn now to draft resolutions in cluster 16:

A/C.l/44/L. 2kv.1, A/C.l/44/L.  36 and A/C.l/44JL. 44fieV.l.

I Call on reDresentatives wishing to speak in explanation of vote before the

voting.
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Mr. HE:R~RW3l  (Federal Republic crf Germany) I Today we shall vsta on

draft roaolu  t ion A/C.l/44/L.  36, entitled “&duct.ian  of military hudqeta”. My

d~leqation  inined  the consensufl  on resolutions on thio subject  in previous  yeare

even thouqh we did not fully aqrao with them. In this year’8 draft reaolution#

A/C.l/44/L,  36, Aubstantive  chanqes have been made and I would ‘like to explain our

posi t ion on the te xt . It ha8 always  been our opinion that the reduction of

military hudqstn wilt not he the result of qavarnmental neqotiations  on this item,

but rather the result of proqresa in disarmament neqotiationa. This ie correctly

WPresaed  in the second preambular  paraqraph. Therefore, the preambular part of

this draft resolution would bn acceptable. It La the operative part of the draft

resolution that troubles ua. Here we find an inconsistency between the second

preambular paraqraph and operative paraqraph 2, which sugqesta  that there will he

such neqotin tinns. It is our firm belief that any noqotiatione on the reduction of

military budqets that are to take place require, first, the transparency of those

hudqa ts * In the lonq naqotiatians  in the Diaarmament  Commission  on paraqraph 3 of

the set of pylncipl.es  annexed to draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.  36 the wordinq with

reqard  tr, the necessity oE utiLixinq the RtanAardixed  United Nations raportinq

system was never aqreed to and In the form in which it is now contained in the

annex to draEt resolution  A/C. 1/44/L. 36 it in no way PxpresrseR the opinion of my

Govern mnt . We have always stressed that the use of the United Nations reporting

system adopted by the General Ansetily  in 1990 was an essential  firat step in

provtdtnq  the transparency  necoftsary Ear any pc~~siible  future talks on this item*

AU reqardn operatlvo  paraqraph 1 of draEt reeoluti.on  A/C.1/44/L.36,  we cnnnot

welcr~me sornethiw  t h a t  is n o t  aqreerl onr namely the work of the Disarmament

Cdmmisaion on the tdcntificatton  and elaboration  of thfA set of princi)Jlss. In

operative paragraph 2 it LEI propaRed that thta net oE principles,  which has not

been aqrwd upon, ~lhauld he hrouqht  to ths attr?nttr,n  of Metier Staten and of the
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Conference on Disarmament as “useful guidelines for further action in the field of

the freezing and reduction of military hudqets”. The Conference on Disarmament

doe8 not neqotiate actions on the freazinq and the reduction of mi,litary budqate,

nor does it intend to do so in the near future. We cannot vote in favour of a

draft resolution which might be used to in traduce this i tern into the Conference on

Disarmament and would thus not leave this decision  to the Conference on Diearmament

itself *

N:jr can we accept guidelinea  which have not been completed and which therefore

do net reflect a common opinion. Regrettably, our efforts to find consensus

language were uneucceesLu1. We share the desire to free the Disarmament Commission

Of the lonq neqotiations  on the set of principlea, but WF! feel that tryinq to solve

problems just by acceptinq  language that is not agreed upon is the wronq approach

and that it is not a baats  for trustworthy cooperation in the very sensitive field

of national aecurlty. For all those reasons we Mhall vote against draft reaolutton

A/C. 1/44/L. 36,

Mr. FRIEDERSWRF  (United States of Americr,!r  With regard to draft

resolution A/C.l/44/L.  2, the United States believes it is important to note that in

its report to the General Assembly at its current Bession the Conference on

Disarmamnt agreed by consensus that the Ad Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive

Programme of Disarmament will resume work with a view to resolving the outstanding

issues in the near future when conditions were more conducive to progress in that

regard, The Conference on Disarmament has indicated that progress on the

development of a comprehensive programm  af dinarmament was not aR far advanced ad

draft rooolution  A/C. 1/44/L.  P/Rev.1 would auqqsst. We regret t,hRt the supportera

of draft resolution A/C,1/44/L.2/Rev.l  deem it appropriate to prejudqe  any decision
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the Conference on Diaarmamsnt may take in determining when more favourable

conditions for further work WI a comprehensive programme may come about,

This draft resolution aleo prejudges the role of the cunprehensive  programme

in the context of the Third Disarmament Depade, especially  since the text of a

declaration on the objectives of the Third Disarmament Decade has yet to be

developed and agreed to, For those reasons the United States regrets that it

cannot support this draft reaal~~tion aa it has done in past yeara. This is

Particularly unfortunate as the United States has contributed diliqently  to the

work on a comprehensive proqramme of disarmamrrnt in the Conference on Disarmament.

In fact, we were rather surprised that the main sponsor of the draft resolution

found it possible to propane a text. that was inconsistent with that Committee'8

recommenda tie ns.

I would also Pike to explain ny delegation’s vote on draft resolution

A/C. 1/44/L. 36, en ti tied “Reduction of military budgets”. For important reasons the

United States cannot support thin draft resolution. The draft resolution ignores

the Eact, which is reElectad  in the report of the Disarmma It Commission  t0 the

General Assetily, that the text attached to this draft resolution ia not an agreed

text . Draft resolution A/C.l.i?4/L.36  seeks to qive validity to that text, which

was not agreed uponr by referrinq  i.t to Metier States and to the Conference on

Disarmament as containing “useful gllidellnes for further action”. Moreover,

accotdinq  to the text, the Secretary-General is asked to report on t;le

implementation of this draft readution. The flra ft resolution represents an

unacceptable attempt to circumvent the outcome OE the Disarmament Commioaion’s

deliberations on the subject of the reduction of military budqate md we must

therefore vote against it,
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_Mr. ~V’ERS  (Netherlands) 8 The Netherlands delegation will vote against

draft resolution A/C, 1/44/L. 36 011 the reduction of military budgets.

The Netherlands regrets that this draft resolution does not properly  reflect

the situation that emerged after the discussions on this subject in the Disarmament

Commission. The gist of draft resolution A/C. 1/44/L, 36 is that the issue would he

temporarily lifted out of the context of the Disarmament Commission and sent to the

Conference on Disarmament as guidelines for further action. The quidslines,

however, have not yet achieved consensus. In deed , it was explicitly stated dur inq

this year’s session ot! the Commission that the entire text of the principles, which

is now annexed to draft resolution A/C,1/44/Il.36,  should be subject to further

consul tations. The principles, which were discussed in the Commission, are not

agreed upon as they st andI It is not through avoidinq the issue that the

difficulties with some of the draft quidelines will disappear.

The text of the draft resolution itself also contains elemnts on which we do

not agree. The reduction of military budgets would not necessarily, hy itself,

improve international security . It dons not appear to be n particularly effective

measure of disarmament. What counts mOre are, for example, military capabilities

and their balanced and verifiable reduction. ReAuct ions in military budqets  need

not affect actual capabilittcs  at nil. A third .point is the matter of savings.

Whether or not reductions in military  expenditures will indeed have favourable

economic consequences is a matter which needs more careful analysis. The

sovereignty of States in deciding hm to handle these delicate matters should be

fully respected.



yr, H3ULLBZ  (Belqium) (interpretat ion Erom French) r I should like

briefly to explain my delegation’s vote on draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.36,  entitled

“Reduction of military budgets,” My country takes an active part in the work of:

the United Nations nisarmamnt  Commission on the principles that should govern

Eurther actlons of States in the field of the reduction of military budgets. Like

other participants I we are forced to note tnat differences continue to exist with

regard to the use of the reportinq system for military expenditures and to the

freezinq  of military hudqets. In view of the work still to be done in those two

Elelds,  my delegation feels, inter alia, that it is premature to refer in A draft

cesolu t ion to documents on which no consensus yet exists. My delegation will

therefore vote aqainst draft resolution L. 36.

On the other h anA, my deleqa tion is prepared to vote in favour of draft

resolution A/C, 1/44/L. 44/Rev.l,  “Mil i tary budgets”, which expresses the conv fct i.on

that more transparency and comparability of military budqets could be reached with

a view to t h e i r  reduction.

‘Ehe CHAIRMAN I The Committee will now take action on draft resolution

R/C. l/44/L. 2/Rev.t,  en tt tled “Comprehensive proqrnmm? of disarmanh?nt”. The draft

resolution is sponsorec.t by the delegation oE Mexico and was introduced at the

Commi ttee’g 27th mee tinq, on 6 November 1969, A separate ( record&l  vote has been

requested on opf?rative paragraph 1,

A recocc~~d  vote was trksn.- - .

In Esvo~r Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ant.igua and BarbuAa,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas”  Bahrain, Bangladeshr
Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalamc
Bulgaria,  Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorusa tan Soviet  %~hlht
Rspubl ic, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chile, China,
Colombia, Conqo, Costa ‘dca, C&e (ftfwirer Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechaftlovnkia,  Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, G9min Demcratic
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Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic  Republic of), Iraq,
I rsland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’8 Democratic
Republic, Lesotho, Libar ia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar,  Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Fakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Peru, Philippines, Poled,  Qatar, Romania, Rwmda,  Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,  &eden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailmd, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist  Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republic@,
United Arab Emirates, United &public of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, timbia, Zimbabwe

hga inat J None

Abetaininq:  Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Icalsnd, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Nether lands, Norway,
Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland,  United States of America

Paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C.l/44/L,  2/Rev,l  was retained by 112 votes

to none, with 17 abstentions.

The CHAIIFJIANr  The Committee will  now take a decision cm AraEt resolution

A/C.l/44/L.  a/Rev.1 as a whole.

A recorded vote haa been requested.

A recorded vote wbs taken.- -

In favour8m--m Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Anqola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Australia, Aw tr la, Pahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Belgium, Renin, Rhutirn,  Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei
Dar ueealam, Rulqar ia, Burkina Fa~o,  Burundi, ByeloruRs ian Soviet
Socialist  Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic,
Chile, China, colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, C&e d’ fvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoe lovak ia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, buador,  EJypt,  Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,
France, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ghana, Greece,  Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti I
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia,  Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Leeotho,  Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar,  Malawi, Malays ia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Mytnmar,  Nepal, Netherlande,  New Zaaland, Nicaragua,
Nigeria, Norway, Gman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
Philippines, Polend,  Portuqal,  Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,  Saurji
Arabia, *Senegal,  Somalia,  Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
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:;:qazi\.anA,  Sweden, Syr tan Arab Republic, Thailand, Toqo, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uqanda, Ukrainian Soviet !%ciaI.ist  Republic, Union of:
soviet Socia l i s t  Repuhlic.s, United Arab Kmirates,  United Kinqdom
oE Great Rcit;rin  and Northern Ireland, United Republic of
Tanzan ia, Ilruquay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yuqoslavia,  Zaire,
Zambia, Zimhahwfi

JPqninst None

Slnited States of America

DraEt resolution A&1/44/L.  2/Rav.l,  as a whole, wqs adopted by 129 votes to
none, wi th 1 abstention.

The CHAIRMAN, The Committee will now turn to draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L,  36, entitled “F&duct ion of military budqets”. The draft resolution has

19 sponsors ,Tnd wag introduced by the representattve of Romania at the Committee's

27th meetinq on 6 November 1989. I call upon the Secretary of the Cammittee to

read out the list nE sponnora,

?4r. KHBRADI  (Secretary of the Committee) r Draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.36

has the follow ins sponsors 8 Anqola, Benin, Dyelorusnian  Soviet Socialist Republic,

Cameroon, Central African Repuhlir:,  Chile,  Colamhia, Costa Rica, Gambia, the German

Democratic Rppuhlirl,  Incloner,ia,  Lesotho, Yfqeria,  Peru, the Philippines, Romania,

Suriname and the Union oE :tiviet  Socialist  Republics.

The CHAIF&??ANr  The Cqmmtttee will now vnta on draEt resolution

A/C.1/44/L.36. A recorded vote has been requested.

.A recorded vote was taken.

In Eavou r : Afqhan ist.an,  Algeria, Anqola, Antiqua a n d  Barbuda, Arqentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivir~, Brunei Darussalam, Bulqaria, Burkina
Faso, Dur~~ndi, Byelorussian  Soviet ,Sociatist Republic, Cameroon,
Central. Af ri(*!an Rnpuhlic,  Chile, China, Colombia, Conqo, Costa
Rica, Clita cj’ Ivoire, Cutm, Cyprus, Czechoslavak  ia, Damin  ican
Republic, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German
Denncratic  Republic,  Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana,
Ha 1 t: 1. , Hunqa ry , Indonesia, ‘Iran  ( I s l a m i c  Republic of), Irc,l.and,
Jqrna ICA, Kenya, ko ~eopl.e's  Danncrattc  Republic,  T~esot9o1
Liberia,  Madaqancar, Yslaysl.~,  Maldives, Mali, Mauri.tdnia,
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Mexico, Monqolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmarr Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaraqua,  Niqer, Niqeria,  Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, bmania,  Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
selleqal,  Sri Lanka, Sutinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand,  TWor
Uqanda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialiot Republic, [Jnion Of Soviet
Sot ia:l.ist  Reput,lics, United Republic of Tanzania, Urucluay t
Venezuela, Wet Nam, Yuqoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zilnbabwe

8Aqainat Belqium, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Italy,
Luxembourq,  Netherlands, Portuqal,  United Kinqdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Absta ininq; Brazil, Denmark, Eqypt,  Iceland, India, Iraq, Israel, Japan,
Jordan, Norway, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Syrian Arab Renublict
Tunisia, Turkey, IJnited Arab Emiratss,  Yemen

Draft re6Olukion  A/C.l/44/L.36  was adopted by 94 Vote6 to 10, with
18 abstentions, *

The CHA IRV AN I The Committee will now proceed to draft resolution

A/C.l/44/L.  44/Rav.l,  “Military budqets.” The draft resolution has 13 sponaors and

was introduced by the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany at the

thirty-first meeting of the First Committee on 8 November 1989. I call upon the

Secretary  to read t!le list of sponsora.

Mr. KHJZRADI  (Secretary of the Committee) : Draft. renolution

A/C. 1/44/L, 44/Rev. 1 is sponsored by the follow inq deleqa t ions : the !3yelor  us4 ian

Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Denmark, Gabon, the Federal Republic of

Germany, Italy, Luxembourq, the Netherlands, Niqer ia, Norway,  Portuqal, Turkey and

the Union oE Soviet Socialist Republics,

The CHAIWAN  : The Committee will now vote on draft resolution

A/(2,1/44/L. 44/Rev.l. A record??  vote has been requested,

* Subsequently the deleqation of Alqeria ndvissd the Secretariat it had
intended to abstain.
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In favour8 Afghanistan, Antiqua  and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belq ium, Benin, Bhutanr
Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burundi, Byelorussian  Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Conqo, Costa
Rica, Cijtc, d@ Ivoire, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, German
Denncratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Kenya, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lesothov Liberia,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mongolia, Mexico, Mozambique, Myanmar, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaraqua,  Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panamar
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippinea, Poland, Portugal, Mnania,
Rwanda, Senegal, Spain, Sri Lanka, Surinam, Swaziland, Swedenr
Thailand, Togo, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom Of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania,
United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zimbabwe

Aqa inst t None

Abstain inqr Alqeria, Anqola, Cuba, Qypt, India, Iraq, Jordan, Libyan Arab
Jsmahiriya, Saudi Arab ia, Somalia, Sudan, Syt ian Arab Republics
Tunis ia, llnitrrd Arab Emirates, Yemen, Zambia

Draft resolution A/C.l/44/L.44/Rev.l  was adopted by 105 votes to noner with
16 abstentions,*

The CHAIRMAN~ I shall now call on representatives who wish to explain

their  vote.

* Subsequently the (delegation  oE Bahrain advised  the Secretariat that it
had intended to abstain.
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Ms. MIEDlBlA  (Netherlands) 8 I should like to give ah explanation of vote

on behalf of the delegations of U&q idm, L4lxembourg  md the Nether lards on draft

resolution L. 2/Rev. 1.

We were pleased that the Conference an Disarmament agreed this year that the

i’d Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should review the

outstandinq issues “when circumstancea are more conducive to making progress in

this regard”.

Indeed, we believe that finalization  of the comprehensive programme of

disarmament is at this juncture perhaps not the most effective way to achieve the

goals we have set ourselves on arms control and disarmament. The direct way of

concrete negotiations on a broad range of weapons has proved to be far more

Promising than the indirect nppraach  of formulating a comprehensiv& programme.

We note that the draft resolution in L.2/Rev.l, introduced by the delegation

of Mexico in view of its 1989 chairmanship of the Conference on Disarmament Ad Hoc

Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, has: deviated from the

language agreed upon in the Conference on Disarmament.

We believe that it makea the work of the Committee more complicated when

agreed lanquage on this issue, acceptable to all members of the Conference on

Disarmament, is modified here for no clear reason.

Althouqh we voted in favour of draft resolution L. 2/Rev.l,  we wish to place on

record the considered view of our deleqations that the language agreed upon in the

Conference on Disarmament - document A/44/27, page 316 - will constitute  the only

correct Point of departure when the Conference on Disarmament proceeds to review

this issue. That ~FI tiy we could not but abstain on paragraph 1 when it was voted

upon separ a tcly .
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Mr. KENM)N (United Kingdom): I wish to explain the negative vote of the

United Kingdom on draft resolution L.36, on the redr*ctinn  of military budgets.

We fully endorse the statement of the Netherlands on this resolution.

Multilateral agreements on the freezing or reduction of mi.itary budgets are

neither practical nor useful measures in the field of disarmament and arms

control. Reductions in military spending are to be welcomed if they result in a

genuine reduction in offensive capabilities and Lhe elimination of imbalances which

give rise to instability.

The debate  in the Disarmament Commission and the inability to agree on the

principles underlying such measures is evidence that such an apprcrach  is inherently

flawed.

I should also like to explain our position on draft resolution L.Z/Rev.l.

Here again we share completely the views just expressed by the delegation of the

Netherlands.

Mr. FINAUD (France) (interpretation from French): France voted in favour

of draft resolution L.Z/Rev.l, entitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmamentffr

because it continues to favour the completion of a comprehensive programme by the

Conference on Disarmament. France noted with interest the progress made by the

Conference on Disarmament in the study of this matter at its last session, which

has made it possible to achieve further clarification of the programrim  while not

yet completing it. The negotiations in Geneva showed that in the opinion of all

delegations a pause was needed and that it was possible to achieve a consensus

agreeable to all men'bers of the Conference on Disarmament at the time its report to

the forty-fourth session of the General Assembly was adopted.

The report points out that the Ad Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme

of Disarmament had also agreed to resum its work with a view to resolving pending
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issues in the near iuture, when conditions were more conducive to progress being

made in this regard.

In light of the specific conditions under which an agreement was reached in

Geneva, France feels that, nm that several breakthroughs are being made both

bilaterally and multilaterally in the field of disarmament, it is inadvisable to

rush forward with the comprehensive programs’s of disarmament, which would tend to

set PrOSpect8  for disarmament in various fields at the same time. We therefore had

to abstain on the paragraph which would lead to the resumption of the work of the

AB hoc Committee in 1991.

Mr. REESE (Australia) : The Australian dsleqation voted in favour of

draft resolution L.36, entitled “l&duction of miiitary budgets”. We did 80 because

we strongly support the principle that military budqets should be frozen and

reduced. We also believe in the need for transparency and comparability  of

military budgets.

Furthermore, Australia can support all of the principles that should qovern

further actions of States in the fie1.d of the freezing and reduction of military

budgets as contained in the annex to the draft resolution.

We are also pleased to see one i tern rennved from the agenda of the United

Nations Disarmament Commission.

Nevertheless, we would wish to emphasise our reservations about the manner in

which this question has been dealt with. Dealing with unresolved problems in the

Disarmament Commission by brinqing  them to a vote in the First Committee is not, in

our view, an appropriate solution. It undermines the spirit of consensus by which

the United Nations Disarmament Commission qerates, and we would not wish to see

this practice extended to other items on its aqenda.
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(Mr. Raese,  Australia)

I should also like to explain our vote in favour of paragraph 1 of draft

resolution L.Z/Rev.l, on the comprehensive programme of disarmament. In doing so

we note that we would have preferred the draft resolution to use the language that

the Conference on Disarmament reached by consensus in its 1989 report to the

General Assembly. We note further that paragraph 1 calls on the Conference On

Disarmament to do something that it does annually in any case - that is, consider

all its agenda items, which includes reaching agreement on its draft agenda.

This is an appropriate moment - when voting on the comprehensive programme of

disarma.ment  - for Australia to associate itself with those who spoke earlier today

honouring the great contribution Ambassador Garcia Robles has made to arms control

and disarmament.

The CRAmJAN: I call on the Secretary to read a communication addressed

to the Chairman oE the First Commfttee.

Hr. RHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): The communication is from

Ambassador Fdmond Jayasinghe, Deputy Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka, on

behalf of ".he non-aligned members of the Ad hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean. It

reads as follows:

"'P'nc consultat-iqns  on item 67, 'Implementation of the Declaration on the

Indian Ckean as a Zone of Peace', is still in proqress and will not be

finalized before Friday, 17 November. ThcreEore we reiuest that the

consideration of this item be postponed for 3 future date."
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The CHAIRMANI Pursuant to the request conveyed to the Fi rat Committee

that consideration of i tern 67, “Implementation of the Declaration on the Indian

Ocean as a Zone of Peace”, be postponed to a future date, followinq  consultations

it is my understanding that the Committee is in agreement with this request 8d

wishes to proceed accordingly,

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN t This afternoon we will take up the following draft

resolutions: c l u s t e r  1, L.B/Rev.lf  clwziter  7, L.53/Rev.31  c l u s t e r  1 3 ,  L.41/Rev.2

and L, 46/Rev.l.

The meeting rose at 1.20 p .m.


