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The meeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 35, 40, 42, 45, L9 and 116 (continued)

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will continue the consideration of the

remaining agenda items relating to disarmament. As we agreed yesterday, we shall
devote today's meetings to voting or action on draft resolutions, but before that

I shall call on the representative of Canada.

y@b‘géz.(Canada): Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In agreement with the
representative of Liberia, I have asked for the floor at this juncture to speak
very briefly on document A/C.1/31/L.283. Attached to that draft resolution is, of
course, a proposed declaration of a new philosophy on disarmament that has already
caught our interest and promises to give rise to much reflection in the period
ahead. TFew, if any of us, in this room, will have remained unmoved by the
sincerity of intention, breadth of conception and masterful presentation of this
initiative. There is little gquestion that the international and national
consideration of disarmament needs to be inspired by fresh imagination and a new
sense of purpose. For having reminded us of that need in this most eloguent way,
our distinguished friend from Liberia has earned our gratitude. It was therefore
with hesitancy that I approached Ambassador Harmon yesterday to inguire whether he
would yield to the difficulties of some delegations, like 1y own, who would not be
able to obtain instructions from our capitals, in the time left for our
deliberations here. Encouraged by his sympathetic understanding, I would now ask
him here to consider as an alternative to seeking a formal decision in this
Committee, that he might send his proposed text under cover of a letter tc the
Secretary-General, so that his imaginative ideas can be circulated as a numbered
document of this Assembly. I am sure that the distinguished representative of
Liberia appreciates the spirit motivating this suggestion and I am confident that
with his customary generosity he will understand how aratified a number of his

colleagues would be if he could agree to it.
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Mr. HARMON (Liberia): I have listened with gratification to the
statements made by the representative of Canada in his sincere effort to give full
recognition to the initiative and concern of the Liberian delegation in
introducing draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.28 and a draft declaration of a new
philosophy on disarmament, enunciating the major principles, premises and problems
as a common approach by Government, international institutions and the people in
the collective partnership and the development of an agenda on the reduction of
armament and complete and general disarmament.

As T pointed out in my statement and draft resolution, Liberia, although a
small and developing country, has a history of which we are proud, as being an
older nation involved at the international level for over a century, predating
many of the Member countries of the United Nations. We, as a pecple and a nation,
experienced two world wars and our position as a nation has been consistently
dedicated to peace, freedom and security of mankind everywhere., Within this
context, we felt that growing out of the mounting rise of armaments in the
arsenals of the world's nations, despite many efforts of the United Nations for
many years to achieve some measure of progress in the reduction of armaments without
any real progress being made, and motivated by the Secretary-General's report
we were of the opinion that the time had come to involve the peoples of the world
by making them more aware of the dangers this protracted condition poses to peace
and economic progress. We relt that this initiative would involve the peoples of
the world working together with Governments and world organizations, in a three-way
partnership. Many delegations have approached me and complimented Liberia for
taking this initiative and volunteered their support. I, too, took the liberty
of discussing our submissions with many delegations, including the two super-Powers,
but, as I brought out in my intervention on 30 November, unless the super-Powers

are disposed to move, we could spend another 30 years debating disarmament.
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(Mr. Jarmon, Liberia)

The point. therefore, that I should like to make here at this time and that
has been aclnowledged gratefully by my colleague, Ambassador Harry Jay of Canada,
is to draw the attention of the members of this Committee to the clear situation
as seen from the Liberian delesation’s point of view. TFor, regardless how great
or small one may be, ve together make up our one world. And the concerns of our
people are equally as important as those of the greater nations.

Durino our national life we have witnessed two world wars, when our capital
was bombarded, resulting in loss of life and property. So when we seek to intervene
in devates of this high‘mamnitudeg we do so because of Liberia's consistent quest
for wneace and the promotion of freedom and security among all peoples everywhere.
I had hoped that this draft resolution would have met with a consensus so as to give
the various delesations time to consult their respective Governments in view of
its importance. However, the time has come for us to malze the peoples of our one
world aware of their responsibility and urge their respective Governments to move
forward to devise some means whereby international peace and security might be
guaranteed, and we can then give attention to the economic and social plight of
mankind everywhere in our world.

Tinally, let me again thank my colleague, Ambassador Harry Jay of Canada, for
his initiative and, in the spirit of co-operation and understandine, in view of
the fact that the point has been made, and in the light of the alternative
suggested, I accept the same and will ask the Chairman to take note and will
undertake to forward a copy of this document to the Secretary General to be

circulated as a United Hations document.

The CHAIRMAN: T take note of the decision of the representative of
Liberia and I should like to thank him for his kind co--oneration in responding #0

the appeal made earlier by the reresentative of Canada.

I should like to announce at this stage that Afghanistan has become a
co-svonsor of draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l. ‘e shall now nroceed to a
decision on draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l, relating to item L0 of the

arenda, ‘“Jorld Disarmament Conference'.
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(The Chairman)

Does the representative of Mexico wish to speak on a point of order relating
to item 40 of the arenda, because e have already started the votins procedure

on this item?

Mr. MARIN BOSC! (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): My dele~ation
does not object to the Committee’s votinc on draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l.
However, I should like to ask you, Mr. Chairman, if 6 in order tc facilitate our
work, vou would be =ood enoush to tell us now, at the beginning of the meeting,
the order in which we are going to take up the dozen or so draft resolutions
before us. This would help delesations to reflect on the document on which they
will be called upon to take a decision. As an example of what I mean, may T
merely say that, in draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.29/7ev.l, note would be taken of
a decision of the General Assembly on the cuestion of a special session devoted
to disarmement, a matter dealt with in draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.7/Rev.2, which
we have not yet adopted. Consequently, it might be better to take a decision on
draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.7/Rev.2 first and then to turn to document
A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l. I am not insisting on this, but I wouild ask you to be good

enourh to tell us the order in which the drafts are to be put to the vote,

The CIATRIIAN: That is a valid question. The only problem is that first,
as far as draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.7/Rev.?2 is concerned .- which I indeed
intended to out to the vote first -+ the details of the financial implications
are not yet ready. The Secretariat has informed me that they will be ready by
early this afternoon, so we can take action on that particular draft resolution in
the afternoon.

Yesterday we decided to postpone action on draft resolution A/C.1/31/1.20
until this morning and I was going to take it uv after document A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l.
I was requested by a number of delegations not to put it to a vote or for a
decision as the first one, as the consultations are still in progress and are
exvected to be finished within a few minutes. 8o, in order not to waste time, T
suggest putting to a decision of the Committee the draft resolution that I just
mentioned if the Committee agrees. My intention is this: to put before the

Cormittee draft resolution A/C.1/31/1.29/Rev.l and draft resolution 4/C.1/31/L.9,
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(The Chaiiman)

about which I am going to say a fev words to the Counmitltee in a moment, and then
draft resclutions A/C.1/31/7..20 and A/C.1/31/L.25. As far as the other drafts

are concerned, various delegations have approached me to say either that they are
awaiting instructions, which they hope to get any moment now, or that consultations
are still in progress, and I hope to be able to inform the Committee of the order
in which we shall vote or take action on the remaining drafts either at the later
stage of our morning meetings or at the beginning of our afternoon meetings.

I really regret this delay very much, as I have warned the Committee on more
than one occasion that delegations should be ready to take action and to indicate
their positions on all remaining draft resolutions today. But, the situation
being as it is, I should not like to put any delegation in a difficult situation
in the sense that it would not be able to vote due to the lack of instructions.

As far as possible, but only as far as possible, I propose to accommodate the
delegations. So, if the Committee agrees, we can continue now and, if the
representative of Mexico is satisfied with the clarification that I have just
given him, we shall proceed to take action on draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l.
I realize of course that it makes reference to draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.7/Rev.2,
but it seems that the sponsors of that draft resolution expressed the hope that it
would be adopted by consensus, and I have reason to believe that it will be. I

do not think that the fact that we shall take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/31/L.7/Rev.2 should delay action on the draft resolution that I have just
suggested the Committee should take action on. Ve shall then proceed with the

draft resolutions relating to item 40, World Disarmament Conference’.
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A wish has been expressed by the sponsors that draft resolution
A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.1l should be adopted by consensus. I should also like to draw
the attention of the Committee to the fact that the financial implications of
that draft reselution are given in document A/C.1/31/L.39. May I take it that
the Committee agrees to adopt draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l relating to
item 40 by consensus? As I hear no objections, it is so decided.

The draft resolution (A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l) was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN: As far as draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.9 is concerned,

relating to the same item of the agenda, namely, "World Disarmament Conference”,

I have been informed by the sponsors that in view of the appeal made yesterday

by the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.29/Rev.l, which we have just adopted
and which commands the unanimous support of the Committee, they will not press

for a vote or action on that draft resolution, A/C.1/31/L.9, as the other draft
satisfies their point of view. I should like to express my thanks to the sponsors
of this draft resolution for thelr kind co-operation.

There are no delegations that wish to explain their position after the decision
of the Committee on this particular item of the agenda. I therefore declare that
our consideration of the agenda is concluded.

We shall now proceed to a vote on the draft resolution contained in document
A/C.1/31/L.20 relating to item 49 of the agenda, "General and complete disarmament™,
and dealing specifically with the question of international transfer of conventional
arms. As representatives are aware, an amendment proposed by Pakistan
(A/C.1/31/L.36) has also been submitted. The administrative and financial
implications of the draft resolution are given in document A/C.1/31/L.35. Before

we proceed to a vote I call on the representative of Japan.

Mr. OGISO (Japan): Before we votex I should like, on behalf of the
co-sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.20, to make the following announcement.
The sponsors have studied the amendment proposed by the representative of Pakistan
(A/C.1/31/L.36) very carefully and we had a very friendly exchange of views with
the representative of Pakistan on this amendment. We very much appreciate the
understanding shown by the representative of Pakistan, and we have come to an

agreement to change the text of A/C.1/31/L.20 as follows.
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The first change is in the second preambular paragraph which will read as
follcws. In the first line of the second preambular paragraph, after the words
"for the acquisition of arms by States”, the words "for the maintenance of
security and" should be added. The second preambular paragraph will therefore
read as follows:

"Recognizing the necessity for the acquisition of arms by States for
the maintenance of security and in exercise of their inherent right of
self-defence as recognized in Article 51 of the United Nations Charter.”
The second change is in operative paragraph 3. In the second line after

the words "governmental experts, to make' insert a comma and add "as an initial
step,”. Operative paragraph 3 will then read as follows:

"Requests the Secretary~General with the assistance of qualified
governmental experts to make, as an initial step, a factual study of the
international transfer of conventional arms and submit it to the General
Assembly at its thirty-~second session.”

The third amendment is in operative paragraph 4. In the second line add
after the words "an item entitled 'Question of the ...'" the words ‘production
and". Paragraph 4 will then read:

"Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its thirty-second
session an item entitled "Question of the precduction and international

transfer of conventional arms."
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I should like to be permitted to add some explanation to those changes. T
think that the first change in paragraph 2 of the preambular paragraph will not
need any explanation; I think it is self-explanatory. As to the second revision,
as I had explained in my introductory statement in connexion with A/C.1/31/L.20,
the Secretary-General is requested to make a factual study and the result of that
study will be considered at the next session of the General Assemuly, but what
steps should be taken as a result of the consideration at the next General
Assembly or in future sessions, will be entirely open and will not prejudge the
position to be taken by any delegation. So in order to make it clear that that
is the initial step, we have added the words: 'to make as an initial step'.

The last change, to add the word "production' in paragraph 4, is the result

of a consideration of the proposal -- the proposed amendment -- submitted by

the representative of Pakistan, and as I said in my introductory statement,
although the views of Member States are requested on the gquestion of international
transfer at this meeting, and the Secretary-General is requested to make a factual
study of the international transfer of conventional arms, this is not intended

to prejudge the outcome of these studies and the views to be communicated by
Member States, and it is not my intention to exclude from the discussion to take
place in the next session, the phases of production of conventional arms, in case
the views along that line are submitted by the Member States, in accordance with
operative paragraph 1. That is the short explanation which I wished to make in
connexion with the amendment which I have just introduced, and with that

revision I hope that the representative of Pakistan will not press his amendment

to the vote.

The CHATIRMAN: The Committee has taken note of the oral amendment he

has just submitted to preambular paragraph 2 and operative paragraphs 3 and L of

draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.20.

Mr. KHAN (Pakistan): Pakistan shares the concern which has been
expressed in this Committee about the proliferation of conventicnal arms, increasing
destructive capacity all over the world. We are prepared to examine this guestion,
both in a regional as well as in more general context. Such an examination,

however, has to be objective in nature. It must take into account all factors
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which contribute to the proliferation of conventional arms and devise equitable

and realistic measures to check this phenomenon. In our view, draft resolution
A/C.1/31/L.20, introduced by the representative of Japan, lacked balance, in so far
as its primary objective appears to be to focus attention only on the acquisition
of conventional arms by the developing countries of the third world. It must be
remembered that the major proportion of the world's expenditure on conventional
armaments is still incurred by a handful of industrialized States and other large
countries. By comparison, the expenditure of most small and medium-sized States

on armaments is a minimal part of global military expenditure.

It is therefore necessary to examine, not only the transfer in arms, but also
the trade in arms, including indigenous production of arms by various countries,
a restraint on the export or transfer of arms alone would do nothing to prevent
those States which are capable of producing conventional weapons from expanding
their armaments and developing their weapons. On the other hand, we feel that
an estoppel on the transfer of arms would gravely endanger the security of the
smaller and weaker States which by and large do not have the capacity to produce
arms indigenously for their security against external threat. It was for these
considerations that my delegation had put forward the amendments in document
A/C.1/31/L.36 to the draft resolution. In our view we should address ourselves
not merely to the question of international transfer of conventional arms but
to the broader question of production as well as the international transfer of
such arms. We have had consultations with the co-sponsors of draft resolution
A/C.1/31/L.20. We are gratified by the changes they have introduced in the draft
resolution. These do not, however, fully meet our point of view. None the less,
in a spirit of understanding my delegation will not press the amendments in

A/C.1/31/L.36 to a vote.

The CHAIRMAN: I have noted that the representative of Pakistan will not

press for a vote on these amendments contained in document A/C.1/31/L.36. I should
like to thank him for his co-operation., Does the representative of India wish

to speak on a point of order?
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Mr. MISHRA (India): Under rule 116 of the rules of procedure I move
that we adjourn the debate on this question. My delegation is joined in this by

the delegations of Algeria, Egypt, Mexico, Nigeria and Yugoslavia.

The CHATRMAN: May T recall to the representatives that rule 116 reads

as follows:
"During the discussion of any matter, a representative may move the
adjournment of the debate on the item under discussion. In addition to
the proposer of the motion, two representatives may speak in favour of,
and two against, the motion, after which the motion shall te immediately
put to the vote. The Chairman may limit the time to be allowed to speakers
under this rule.”

Does the representative of Brazil wish to speak under this provision?
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Mr. BUENO (Brazil): Only to support the motion just put forward.

The CHAIRMAN: The representative of Japan wishes to speak on a point of

order.

Mr. OGISO (Japan): T should Jjust like to speak on a point of order. I
understand you have announced the voting procedure has already been started and
the delegate of India proposed to postpone the discussion of this item. I am
wondering whether you ruled that his proposal is in order under rule 116. Before
asking for the floor on the substance of his proposal, I should like to have the

clarification of that point.

The CHAIRMAN: As a matter of fact we have not yet started the procedure

of voting under rule 118. We have not yet started the voting procedure.

Mr. BUENO (Brazil): I have asked the floor to support the motion just
put forward by the representative of India. My delegation is also in favour of

adjourning the debate and the consideration of the item now before us.

Mr. TITOUA (Congo) (interpretation from French): I take the floor just to
say that I support the motion just put forward by the distinguished representative
of India regarding the adjournment of the vote on the draft resolution before us.
My delegation feels that, despite the explanations provided by the representative
of Pakistan, this text is affected by a grave imbalance, in that it does not at
all take into account the concerns of the Africans regarding liberation movements.
Consequently, I fully support the motion for adjournment proposed by the

representative of India.

The CHAIRMAN: I should like to remind the Committee that under

rule 116 two delegations in addition to the proposer of the motion spoke in favour
of adjournment. Now only two more can speak against; no more delegations may
speak in favour. T call on the representative of Singapore. I understand that he

wishes to speak against the motion.
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Mr. TAN (Singapore): You are very correct, Mr. Chairman. The group of
co-sponsors of this draft resolution has worked very long and very hard to come up
with a compromise draft to meet the requirements of as many countries as possible,
the latest being that of Pakistan which we believe has led to improvements in the
draft to allay th= fears and to meet the requirements of most countries. It is a
shame that so much effort, so much genuine concern over this problem should be
put aside and subjected to postponement. We question whether it is proper and
worth while to postpone discussion of this issue till the future. What purpose
would it serve other than to put aside and delay consideration of this important
subject? Again, we also question the motivation of the co-sponsors of this motion
to postpone the resolution. We have our reservations as to whether they are
genuinely concerned for the subject or whether they are doing this because of their
own ulterior motives. They allege that there are other points behind the
rescolution and I repeat again that there is none. The motion remains as it is and
the future of the resolution lies in the hands of the majority of the Members here,
that is, the third world developing countries. It would only serve their interests.
It cannot be changed to be against what they are for. I therefore call on the
smaller developing non-aligned countries to vote against this motion for

postponement in support of their own basic interests.

The CHATRMAN: I call on the representative of Liberia. I understand
that he wishes to speak under rule 116.

Mr. HARMON (Liberia): I have only asked for the floor briefly to support
what my colleague and the co-sponsors of this resolution have already said, and
against the attempt to delay action on important issues. As he said, we spent
guite some time on this matter yesterday and this morning and we have had several
meetings together with various delegations, and I strongly urge that we vote

against the motion of my colleague from India.

The CHAIRMAN: We have now heard a proposal made by the representative

of India under rule 116 to adjourn the debate on the item under discussion. It

was supported by two representatives and opposed by two representatives. According
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to the rule of procedure just quoted, we shall have to proceed to a vote
imnediately on that motion.

T call on the representative of Wew Zealand on a point of order.

Mr. TEMPLETON (New Zealand): I should like to ask you please to clarify

the exact motion on which we are voting. Aye we vVotine to put off discussion on .
item 49, which is the item we are discussin<, that is, general and complete

disarmament ?

The CHAIRNMAN: The representative of India, if T heard him correctly,
moved for the adjournment of debate on the question of international transfer of
conventional arms, which is one of the questions submitted under general item k4O,
generel and complete disarmament. That was my understanding and I think that the
representative of India may clarify this, if that is necessary. I call on the

representative of India, but that was my understanding.

lr. MISHRA (India): That was my proposal, and while I have the floor

may I ask for a recorded vote.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall then proceed to a recorded vote on the motion to

adjourn the debate on draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.20, as orally amended by the
representative of Japan.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour Algeria, Argentina, Bahrain, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, .
Central African Republic, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic,
Hungary, India, Iraa, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar,
Mauritania, ilexico, lMongolia, Morocco, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Oman, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Surinam, Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda,
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Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Imirates, United Republic of Cameroon,
Yemen, Yugoslavia

Against: Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada, Chile, Colombia,
Denmark , Ecuador, El Salvador, CGhana, Ireland, Israel, Japan,
Liberia, Mepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Paraguay,
Philippines, Portugal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain,
Swaziland, Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Uruguay, Venezuela

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Austria, Bangladesh, Burma, Chad, Costa Rica,
Equatorial Guinea, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Guinea-Bissau, Iceland, Indonesia,
Iran, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Malawi, Malaysia,
Mauritius, Mozambique, Niger, Pakistan, Panama, Romania,
Sweden, Togo, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Zaire, Zambia.

The motion was adopted by 51 votes to 32, with 33 abstentions.
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The CHAIRIAN: TIn view of the result of the vote just taken, we

accordingly adjourn the debate on the question dealt with in draft resolution
A/C.1/31/L.20, entitled "Question of international transfer of conventional arms'.

We shall now proceed to a decision on the next draft resolution under the
same item, namely, item 49, "General and complete disarmament’, draft resolution
A/C.1/31/L.25, which was introduced by Mexico on 30 November of this year. I have
been informed that the resolution carries no financial implications.

I shall now call on delegations that wish to explain its vote before the

voting.

Mr. ISSRARLYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): In connexion with the vote on draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.25, the
Soviet delegation would like to state the following. The Soviet Union attaches
crucial importance to the successful solution of the problem of limiting strategic
nuclear weapons and of their reduction. The conclusion in recent years between
the Soviet Union and the United States of agreements for the prevention of nuclear
war and the limitation of strategic weapons and their testing are of crucial
importance as a means of reducing the threat of nuclear war and curtailing the
arms race. We appreciate the fact that steps have already been taken in the area
of preventing nuclear war. However, the Soviet Union is ready to go even further
and to step up efforts to conclude a new agreement with the United States on the
limitation of strategic offensive weapons on the basis of the well-known
Vladivostok Agreement, which oriented both States towards a limitation of these
weapons not only quantitatively but also gqualitatively, as well as towards their
further limitation. The readiness to step up these efforts was once more
reaffirmed in the statement made by the General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Brezhnev, just a few days ago. The
Soviet delegation notes with satisfaction the great interest manifested by
delegations of many countries to the General Assembly regarding the Soviet-United
States strategic arms limitation talks. Of course, no less than these countries
we would like to see these talks successfully completed in the near future.
However, in our view, draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.25 gives a distorted picture

of the results of the talks between the USSR and the United States on the
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(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

limitation of strategic weapons. In it an illegal attempt is made to prejudge
the order, concrete orientation and possible results of these talks, which
represents interference in the conduct of these talks. For these reasons, the

Soviet delegation will vote against this draft resolution.

Mr. BLACK (United States of America): As we have stated in the past,
the United States welcomes the interest shown by the international community in
the strategic arms limitation talks. My Government has worked seriously to
contribute to the achievement of a SALT II agreement at the earliest possible
date. We will vote against the draft resolution now being considered by the
Committee because of our strong objections to the language of its first and second
operative paragraphs. We believe these paragraphs seriously misrepresent the facts
in ways which my delegation identified last year in explaining our negative vote

on a similar resolution.

Mr. MEERBURG (Netherlands): We will vote in favour of the resolution

but I want to refer to the statement made last year on this question with our

strong reservations,

The CHAIRMAN: As no other delegation wishes to explain its vote before

the voting, we shall now take a vote on draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.25.
The draft resolution (A/C.1/31/L.25) was adopted by 94 votes to 10, with

12 abstentions.

The CHATRMAN: T call on the representative of the Federal Republic cf

Germany on a point of order.
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Mr, SCHLEICH (Federal Republic of Germany ): My voting bulton did not

work, so I want to underline the fact that had it worked, the Federal Republic of

Germany would have been shown as abstaining on the draft resolution.

The CHATRMAN: The abstention of the Federal Republic of Germany will

be duly recorded. This is the second case of mechanical fault and I request the
Secretariat to do what is necessary to avoid such occurrences in the future.
T shall now call on those delegations which wish to explain their votes after

the voting.

Mr., JAY (Canada): Although the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks are
bilateral negotiations between the United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, they are of vital interest to the international community as a whole.
They are of crucial importance in helping to further a climate of strategic
stability and détente. By pledging themselves to pursue these negotiations, the
leaders of these two Powers have recognized their responsibilities to the
international community. However, as valuable as they have been, the SALT talks
have not produced the results that we all had hoped for by this time. They have
not yet achieved steps of actual nuclear disarmament. My delegation had voted
in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.25 in order to join with others in this
Committee in stressing once again the urgency we attach to early agreements
between the United States and the USSR on further qualitative limitations and
substantial reductions oy their strategic nuclear weapons systems. We must bear
in mind, however, that arms limitation is a highly complex endeavour. Arms control
and disarmament measures cannot be effective unless they take full account of the
security concerned of the State they affect, of the latest political conditions,
of the complexities of steadily advancing military technology and of the need of
States to be adequately assured that the agreements they enter into will be fully
implemented by all parties.

Despite our affirmative vote on the resolution, my delegation must register
its serious reservations, as we did last year in voting for resolution 348L
regarding the accuracy of some of the language of operative paragraphs 1 and 2.

While we regret that it is not impossible to conclude a second SALT agreement as
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early as we had hoped, Canada recognizes the importance of the principles agreed
by the United States and the USSR at Vladivostok in November 197k, We would have
wished that this achievement had been reflected in operative paragraph 1 and we
regret the failure of operative paragraph 2 to take account of the guidelines
established at Vliadivostok aimed at limiting multiple warheads delivery vehicles.
For these reasons, we would have abstained on operative paragraphs 1 and 2 if they
had been separately put to a vote. Although my delegation would have preferred
different language from that in the resolution before us, we believe that its
general objective is to express the recognition by this Committee of the very
great importance of these negotiations and the common desire of the international
community to see progress made in the negotiations being pursued by the United
States and the USSR.

Mr. RAJAKOSKI (Finland): The delegation of Finland has Jjust voted for

draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.25, although with certain misgivings. In our previous
statements we have made clear the importance which the Finnish Government attaches
to the SALT negotiations both in political terms and as an arms control measure

in the field of nuclear armaments. We consider these negotiations as a contribution
to détente, to a more balanced strategic environment and therefore an imvortant
structure for peace. Against this background the present draft resolution seems

to us to give too negative an assessment of the results achieved so far in the

SALT negotiations, or indeed of the results yet to be expected. We have voted

for the resolution as a reflection of the desire of this Assembly to see further

and more rapid progress in these negotiations, a desire which we believe the

parties involved in those negotiations fully share.

Mr. SCHYN (Denmark): As was the case during last year's General Assembly
in respect to resolution 3434 C (XXX), Denmark has voted in favour of the resolution
just adopted. We explained last year, and I would like to repeat this year that,
in view of the highly complex subject-matter under negotiation in the SALT II,
we have strong reservations as to the content of this resolution. If operative
paragraphs 1 and 2 had been put up for a separate vote, my delegation would
therefore have abstained., The main thrust of the text, however, is one with which
my Government can fully associate itself and that is why my delegation has voted

in favour of it.
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Vir. KAPLLANI (Albania): For reasons my delegatiom explaivned, amply
clear in the debate which took place before this Committee, we did not participate
in the vote of draft resolution A/C.1/31/1..25. The People's Republic of Albania
looks upon the SALT talks and SALT agreement as an attempt by the two super-Powers
to cover up their armaments race and to deceive world public opinion about the
so-called disarmament effort they are exerting. For these reasons we did not

participate in the vote on the draft resolution.

Mr. RIOS (Panama) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation would
1ike to state that we voted in favour of the resolution we have just adopted
with complete awareness of what we were doing and we d4id so in the certainty that
the two super-Powers mentioned in the text would perhaps take this resolution as
an encouragement and that therefore they should be grateful to the international
community that is showing trust in them and reliance on their efforts to come to

a final agreement on the limitation of strategic weapons.
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If it be true that they intend -- and there are reasons to have certain
doubts regarding this matter, since much has been said about it for a long time
with no truly positive results being achieved -- if, as I say, they do intend to
come to some agreement on the limitation of the strategic weapons, then the reason
for which I have asked to speak is borne out, namely, to urge them and to invite
them to continue with their work, and to peint out to them that the international
community has watched with a certain scepticism and some discouragement at the
undue prolongation and continuation of these talks, without any tangible or
positive results.

However, I believe that the problem of nuclear weapons has reached such
grave and dangerous proportions that the United Nations will, in the future, not
merely have to be satisfied with adopting resolutions of this nature, but as the
international community, the United Nations will have to adopt more drastic and
draconian resolutions to force the producers and the manufacturers of nuclear
weapons to put a final end to the manufacture of and the threat inherent in the
use of nuclear weapons.

It is the international community that is running the risks, and it is from
this standpoint that we must study the matter. This is not a matter falling solely
within the competence and the concern of the great Powers, who daily manufacture
more perfect and more murderous weapons. The entire international community is
concerned, 1t is the entire international community that is in danger and,
therefore, my delegation would like to make a dramatic appeal to the great Powers.
We, the majority, we the third world, urge the great Powers to get down to serious
work so that this matter of general and complete disarmament cease being mere

rhetoric and mere words and become a truly positive and tangible reality.

Mr. OXLEY (Australia): Uy delegation recognized that the resolution
we have just adopted was unbalanced in that it did not recognize the complexity
of the strategic arms limitation process. The progress made to date and the
contribution which the negotiations themselves can make to greater stability in
the United States-Soviet bilateral relationship has an important bearing

on international stability. However, because of Australia's deep concern about
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the importance +to international security and the need for the super-Powers to
agree to place significant limitations on their strategic arms, Australia supported

resolution A/C.1/31/L.25.

The CHAIRIIAN: There are no more delegations wishing to explain their

votes. Thus we have concluded the consideration of the question referred to in
draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.25 which we have just adopted.

T should like tc inform the Committee that Senegal has become a co-sponsor
of draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.31.

The situation now is as follows: we still have a number of draft resolutions
on which we must take action, but a number of delegations have asked me to
postpone the vote on most of these resolutions until this afternoon because they
are awaiting instructions. We could be ready to take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/31/L.T/Rev.2, relating to the special session of the General Assembly, but
in this case we are waiting for the financial implications which, as the Secretariat
informs , vill be ready early this afternoon.

| In the circumstances, I propose to adjourn the meeting until 3 p.m. this
afternoon when we shall take up the draft resolutions in the order in which they

have been presented, starting with draft resolution A/C.1/31/L.T.

The meeting rose at 12.10 p.m.






