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The meetinpg was callel to order at 10.55 a.m.

AGENDA ITHM3 33, 4o, Le, 45, L7, 48, Lo, 51,
52 and 53 (continued)

The CHATImMAN: I call on the Assistant Secretary-General, Centre for

2

Disarmament, to give the clarification requested by the Netherlands delegotion.

Mr. BJORNERSTEDT‘ﬁASSistant Secretary-General, Centre for Disarmement ):

Several delegatlons have einpressed their interest in the work of the United
Nations Centre for Dissrmanent, in particular concerning the publication of
the Disarmement Yearbook and 2 disarmament periodical, as proposed in

draft resolution A/C.1/32/1..13.

Guidance for the activities of the Centre cean e found in several

documents as well as in those pertinent resolutions the CGeneral Assembly mey
adopt during its present session. One of the documents in gquestion 1s the

report of the Ad Hoe Committes on the Review of the Role of the United Nations

in the Field of Disarmament (4/31/36). It reproduces recommendations on the "Ways
and means of imonroving existing United Nations facilities for collection,
comoilation and dissemination of information on disarmament issues, in order

to keen all Governments, as well as world public opinion, properly inforuwed

on progress achieved in the field of disarmament'. It gives particular

attention to the Yearbock end & possible disarmament periodical.

The proposals regardirg the United Nations Disarmament Yearbook have

found their partial refleciion in the first issue of that publication.

Preparations for the 1977 Disarmament Yearbook are now under way, with

the objective of providing essential information for the special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, in addition to the background
and working papers prepsrec for the Preparatory Committee. Therefore, a

special effort is being wmade to present the second yearbock in time for the

specinl session.
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(Mr. Bjornerstedt)

As regords the layout of the 1977 issue, an attempt /i1l be made to follow
the framework developed for the first edition,with some nzcessary changes and

additions, in view of the results cf the deliberations of the General Assembly

at ite present regular session.
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It is hoped that the L1977 edition can go more deeply into some subjects and
also discuss oihers which were rot treated in the first volure., The issue will be
prepared so as te make 1t & self-contalned publication of essential developments
and trends in the field of disarmament.

Proposals for a periodical in the area of disarmament are, of course, still
under discussion. Besides the recommendations made in the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee, note should also be taken of the formulaticn contained in annex B to
document A/ﬂC.183/5, which wag prepared for that Committee. Paragraph 5 of that
paper states:

"The Disarmament Bulletin could be issued two or three times a year and
be printed in languages to be decided at a later stage. Tts purpose would be
to provide informatior. concerning current facts and developments of
importance to disarmanent, inside and outside the United Nations, as well as
digests of ideas and jroposals,and assessments of situations and trends as
they appear in officisl statements and in the disarmament literature, It
could serve as a forur for Governwent representatives and acknowledged
experts in the field cf disarmement. It could also contain a digest of
disarmament literature, a disarmament bibllography, and a calendar of
disarmament meetings."”

If the General .ssembly endorses the recommendation to publish such a
periodical, it is now envisaged that 1t would be produced three times each year.
It is planned ithat the first issue should appear just before the special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement. Thet issue would take account of
the thirty-second session of the General Assembly and any intervening meetings of
the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) and other disarmament bodies
and be geared particularly to the special session, describing the work of the
Preparatory Commiitee amd a number of topics in the area of disarmament of
particular interest to the speclal session. A second issue would appear in late
summer _ 8 and teke account of the special session and events occurring since,
particularly in the CCD. / third issue could zppear late in 1978 or early in
1979 and would take account primerily of the thirty-third session of the Genersl

Assembly.
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Thus, the emphasis would be on current United Nations activities in the field
of disarmament. The periodical would be addressed to a wider audience than that
of the Yearbook, complementing it to some extent but having less of a reference
character and more the nature of a selective, balanced report on £pccific topics
of current interest. It should aim at arcusing greater interest in present and
future disarmament moves also among those not now directly involved therein. The
periodical would contain about 80 printed pzges, depending in each case on the
length of contributions and particularly on developments in the field of
disarmament.

That concludes my statement. If there ore further questions,

am ours willing an nt ©o swer them.
I » ¢t ¢ e, will d present ans them

The CHAIRMAN: I hope that the clarification the Assistant Secretary-

General has given will satisfy the Netherlands delegation and any delegations

which might desire explanations.

Mr. GARCLA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): For some time

the question of the reduction of military budgets has appeared in one way or
another in the agenda of the General fssembly. Many of the speskers who
participated in the general debate on disarmament items which concluded on Mondey
of las’ week referred to this gquestion and specifically mentioned the fact that st
present the amount which the world svends annuelly for military purposes has been
egtimated 2t more than $550 biilion. Furthermore, several spealkers emphasized the
fact that three quarters of thaet Total amount is spent by countrieg which are in
the first six places as regards levels of military expenditure, and that
investients by the super-Powers 19 the technological development of their arsenals
is the decisive factor in the dynamics of the gualitative arms race.

Since 1975 the General Assembly has been dealing specifically with the urgent
need for the States permanent members of the Security Courncil and all other States
with comparable military expenditure to lower their military budgets, and for part
of the rescurces thus released to be used for soclal and cconomic development,
povbiconlsyly of the developing countries. In order to achieve this, a
satisfactory instrument is necessary so that States may supply data in standcrdized

forn regarding thelr militery expenditure. The main achievement of thc
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studies prepared in 1974, 1976 and 1977 by the Secretary-General, with the
assistance of expert consultante, has been precisely to prepare that instrument on
the submission of information.

Draft resolation,A/C.l/52/L.2h*, which I now have the honour to introduce on
behalf of +the delegations >f Sweden and Mexico, refers specifically to the last of
these reporits, which was prepared in the course of this year. In the preambie to
that draft resolution some background information is recalled which is contained in
the report in document 4£/32/194, Furthermore, it is recognized that:

"... the work set in wotion by the General Assembly cn the reduction of
military budgets has reached & decisive stage and that successive expert
reports have moved the whole exercise to a position vhere practical steps for
testing and refining ~he proposed reporting instrument could now be taken.,"
(7/c.1/32/L.2h%, p. 1)
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Likevise, we take note of the opportunity that will be provided by the special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, in May-June 1978, to
consider the disarmament problem in a broad perspective, including several matters
related to the reduction of military expenditures.

In the last three preambular paragraphs, the General Assembly would first
reaffirm its conviction that part of the resources released by the reduction of
military expenses:

1"

.+~ should be utilized for social and economic development, particularly that

of the developing countries™. (A/C.1/32/L.24%)

Secondly, the General Assembly would reaffirm its conviction:

"of the urgent necessity that the States permanent members of the Security

Council, as well as any other State with comparable military expenditures,

carry out reductions in their military budgets" (ibid.).
Lastly, we emphasize that:

"without an accompanying process of co-operation among such States, it will not

be possible to accomplish the ultimate objectives" (ibid.).

It is obvious that we have already exhausted all possibilities of continuing to
study the technical aspects of the question of the reduction of military budgets.

As I stated earlier, we finally have a satisfactory instrument by means of which
States can report effectively on their military expenditures. The next step should
be to set in motion the practical process for testing and refining the proposed
reporting instrumént. Néverﬁheless; ag is emphasized in the last preambular
paragraph which I quoted, we must, first and foremost, have a clear indication that
the States permanent members of the Security Council - especially,-l would add, the
two States having the highest military expenditures in absolute terms - are prepared
to take the political decision which must precede any stage of tesfiﬁg,and refining
the aforementioned prdposed reporting instrument.

Accofdingly, the operative part of draft resolution A/C.l/52/L.2H* is confined,
first, to expressing the appreciation of the General Assembly to the Secretary-
General and to the group of qualified experts which assisted in the preparation of
the 1977 report; secondly, to requesting the Secretary-General

"to prepare a background report to the special session of the General Assembly

cevoted to disarmament and transmit it not later than 1 April 1978 to all

Member States, compiling the proposals and recommendations put forward by the
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expert groups appointad by the Secretary-lGeneral and under General Assembly

resolutions 3463 (XXX) and 31/87" (ibid.);
and, thirdly, to deciding to include the item in the provisional agenda of its
thirty-third session, as can be seen from the text.

The co-sponsors hope that in coming months the States permanent members of
the Security Council, as w2ll as other States with comparable military
expenditures, will give evidence that they are prepared to carry out reductions in

their military budgets, and that the two super-Powers will set the example.

Mr. HAMILTON (Sweden): The General Assembly has on several occasions

through the years called upon its Members to carry out reductions in their
military budgets. Conceptual and technical difficulties have so far prevented
serious consideration of the expenditure apprcach. The work set in motion in 1973
on the reduction of milita:ry budgets has now, however, reached a decisive stage.
The work began pursuant to General Assembly resolutions 309% A and B (XXVIII) of

7 December 1973. Those resolutions called for the reduction of the military
budgets of all States permanent members of the Security Council, as well as of any
other State with comparable military expenditures. The resolutions also called
for the uvtilization of pari of the resources thereby saved for assistance to
developing countries.

The 1974, 1976 and 1977 reports on the reduction of military budgets have
moved the exercise to a position where practical steps for operational testing,
refinement and implementation can be taken. In the course of the analysis
underlying the reports muct. progress has been made towards implementing a
measurement and reporting system on military expenditures: first, delimitations
and definitions of the military sector and of military expenditures have been
devised; secondly, an international reporting and measurement format has been
elaborated; thirdly, the ccmments of States on the proposed system for
international reporting anc comparison of military expenditures have been
analysed.

According to the 1977 report, the views of respondent States reaffirm the
validity of the reporting instrument recommended. The Swedish Ministry of Defence
has produced a working document presenting Svedish military expenditures in the

format recommended for international reporting. This document is attached to the
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1977 report as annex II. Despite strictly limited resources of time, it was
possible to achieve, with some small exceptions, what is requested by the
reporting format. The implementation of the international reporting instrument,
although that instrument is subject to clarifications and refinements in a number
of respects, thus seems possible and appropriate.

Draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.2k%*, submitted by thz delegations of Mexico and
Sweden, notes that the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament will provide an opportunity to consider this and other related
disarmament issues in a broad perspective. It seems appropriate to adopt at that
time a programme for operational development and implementation of the reporting

systen.
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Mr. AMERASINGHE (Sri Lanka): I come here today to deal with agenda
item 48, " Tmplementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of
Peace". This Committee ras before it the report of the Ad Hoc Committee
on the Indian Ccean, published as document A/32/29, Supplement No. 29,

Official Records of the thirty-secord segsion. Six years have elapsed

since this item was brought before thé¢ General Assembly. The proposal
itself was first mooted at the Third Conference of Heads of State and
Government of Non-Aligned Countries held in Lusska in September 1970
and was approved by that summit Conference.

It represented one cf the many initiatives taken by the non~-aligned
movement for the purpose of =tirengthening  international peace and security
and reducing internaticnal tension. It was in a sense one side of the coin,
the other side of which was general and complete disarmament. A brief
account of the history of this item might serve a useful purpose in our
discussion today.

This first step was 2 major one: the adoption by +the Ceneral Assembly
of resolution 237 (XXVI) of 16 December 1971, the Declaration of the Indian
Ocean as a Zone of Peace. That resolution clearly enunciated the essential
features of a zone of peare and the scope and substance of this concept.

The next step was the establishment of an Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean
to study the implications of the proposal, with special reference to the
practical measures that siiould be taken in furtherance of the objectives

of the Declaration of the Indian <cean as a Zone of Peace. I refer to

General Assembly resolution 2952 (XXVII) of 15 December 1972.

The five years that have passed since then have been devoted to this
effort. Cur principal task has been to secure the co-operation and support
of the great Powers, the permanent members of the Security Council, and the
major maritime users of the Indian Ocean. From the outset we had the
co-operation and active participation of one permanent member of the Security
Council, China, and one mijor maritime user of the Indian Ccean, Japan.

We are indebted to these fwo countries for the interest they have taken in
our work and to the contribution they have made to the deliberations of
the Ad Hoc Committee and to the furtherance of the idea.
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In the 1974 General Assembly resolution on the subject, resolution
3259 (XXIX), the littoral and hinterland States were requested to enter into
consultations with a view to convening a conference cn the Indian Ocean.
That resolution also invited all States, especially the great Powers, to
co-operate in a practical manner with the Ad: Hoc Committee in the discharge
of its functions.

The next stage was the 1975 General Assembly resolution 3468 (XXX)
of 11 December 1975, which delineated the main features of the proposed
conference, and once again invited all States, in particular the great Powers
ard major maritime users of the Indian Ocean to co-operate in a practical
manner with the Ad Hoc Committee.

All our efforts to secure the practical co-operation of certain great
Powers and certain major maritime users proved, however, to be of no avail.
On one flimsy pretext or another, they would not change their attitude of
aloofness and indiffererce. There geemed in particular to be a ccneert
of Europe - toth Western and Bastern Europe - in this respcet.

As befits a r~oncent oF this type, there was a striking, if deeply
disconcerting, solidarity between the two sections of Lurope on this matter.

o

I should point out, however, that from this observation 7 exclude Australia,
though it is a member of the Group of Western European and other States,

for the simple reason that it has been a member of the Ad lloc Committee
from its very inception and has made a signal contribution to the
deliberations of that Committee.

Last year's General Assembly resolution 31/88 of 14 December 1976 once
again expressed regret - and here I paraphrased the resclution - at the
indifference of certain great Powers and certain major maritime users,
and asked the Ad Hoc Committee to persevere in its efforts. It Appeared as
if those countries which had withheld their co-operation feared the contagion
of peace, although some of the great Powers were fascinated by the concept

of nucleaxr-free zonecs.
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During the last year, as the report of the Ad Hoc Committee before us
today indicates, there was a noticeable change of heart and of attitude on
the part of those who had withheld their co-operation. The Ad Hoc Committee,
it seewmed to us, was proncunced free from infection; the inevbkation period
was over. More nations, especially major maritime users
in the Indian Ocean, respcnded some more pesitively than others, to our
invitebion to particiate in consultations looking forward to the convening

of a conference on the Indian Ocean.
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Paragraph 5 and annex I of the report before this Committee give the
gubstance of the replies received to the Ad Hec Committee's invitation to the
great Powers and major maritime users of the Indian Ocean to co-eperate with
it, There are three categories into which those replies fall, Two major
maritime users, Greece and Panama, accepted the invitation in positive and
affirmative terms., One country appears to have had difficulty with its
postal and telegraphic services, @3 it has not yet received instructions,

The third category is made up of those who, like visitors to a patient

dying of terminal cancer, expressed a sympathetic attitude, but agzain, like
hospital visitors, brought some flowers ard left no doubt with some apprehension
that the patient would survive and that the expenditure on the floral
demcnstration as a proof of sympathy might prove to be a waste of money.

The most impressive development, however, was the response by the two
super-Powers, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the Unit ed States
of America. They informed the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee,in terms which
showed a remarkable identity of approach and an even more remarkable similarity
of language, that they had initiated discussions between themselves, that
their leaders were seeking ways to achieve mutual military restraint and
that they shared the desire of the littoral and hinterland States that the
region not become an arena for major competition on the part of outside
Powers.

This degree of harmony between the two great Powers recalls to my mind
the pungent observation made by a former colleague of ours who was noted for
his sharp wit. He once remarked that when the two super-Powers disagree,
there is consternation in the rest of the world; when they agree, there is paniec.
I must esssure the representatives of the two super-Powers that on this occasion
their agreement has not caused panic among us. On the contrary, my delegation,
for its part, would wish to thank them very much for this relief. We hope
that their joint discussions and joint efforts will not be limited to a mere
freezing of their military presence, or to arms limitation in the Indian Ocean
erea, or to mutual restraint, terms which are most often mere eurhemisms,
but will be the first steps, even if they are stumbling and halting, nevertheless
steps, towards the fulfilment of the objectives of the Declaration, We hope
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that they will continue the practice that they have initiated of keeping

the Ad Hce Committee infcrmed, through its Chalrman, of the progress of their
talks, U~ wish them success in their efforts, success which will not

only benefit them but which will also vastly enhance the prospects of
international peace and security. We would prefer, of course, that they
enter into direct consultations rather than approach us indirectly - an
interesting diplomatic device when we wish to show some interest in the
work of a group but would not like to appear to be assocliated with it.

At the same time, T must make it clear that our desire is not confined
to preventing the region from becoming an arena for mil .tsary competition on
the part of outside Prwerz. We are no less concerned with preventing military
competition within the rezion on the part of the Pcwers of the region itself.
It is not, our desire that Satan should leave only to be replaced by
Beelzebub., I believe the Chinese snuhstitute the 1 rer and the wolf 721 Satan
and Beelzebub
last vear is referred to in mara-raphs <0 ard 31 of our renort. It is a
proposal by Madagascar thit a preliminary meeting of the States of the
Indian Ocean region be held with a view to arriving at a common position
on various issues. That Oreliminary meeting would serve as a prelude to
the conference on the Indlan Ocean, which was first mooted in General
Assembly resolution %250 "(XX) of 9 December 197k. That is a goal towards
which we are moving as a means of achieving our final objective, namely,
the establishment of the ndian Ocean as a zone of peace.

I ahoule now like to turn to the draft resolution which the Ad Hoc
Committee has recommended to the General Assembly in paragraph 34 of its
report, I shall first re’er to the fifth parasgraph of the vreamhle, which
rends:

"Considering thut the continued military presence of the great

Povers in the Indian Ocean, conceived in the context of great-Power

rivalry, with the danger of a competitive escalation of such a

military presence, malies the achievement of the objectives of the

Declaration of the Irdian Ocean as a Zone of Peace 2" even more

imperative necessitv,”.
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As every year passes it might well be that instead of our ultimate
cbjective coming closer to us, it may recede further and further away,
We hope that will not be the result.

I should also draw attention to the seventh and eighth paragraphs
of' the preamble, the substance of which I have already mentioned. The
seventh paragraph reads:

"Noting that talks between the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America regarding their military
presence in the Indian Ocean have been initiated and that the two
countries have established contacts with the Ad Hoe Committee on
the Indian Ocean through its Chairman,"”,

The eighth paragraph reads:

"Expressing the hope that those talks between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America will
contribute to the attairmen’ of the objectives of the Declaration of
the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace and lead to practical and
effective co-operation on their part with the Ad Hoc Committee
and the Jittorsl and hinterland States,". .

We have referred to the continued military presence. It is hardly
necessary for me to say that so far as the Ad Hoc Committee is concerned,
we feel that the most disturbing form of militarypresence 1s naturally
foreign military bases.

I should now like to draw the Committee's attention to the operative
paragraphs of this draft resolution,

In operative paragraph 1 the Committee:

"Renews 1ts invitation to the great Powers and other major
maritime users of the Indian Ocean that have not so far seen their
way to co-operating effectively with the Ad Hoc Committez on the
Indian Ocean and the littoral and hinterland States of the Indian
Ocean to enter with the least possible delay into consultations
vith .,."

those States of the Indian Ocean.
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It is absolutely indispensable that we should have Their active participation
in these consultations if the Conference is to be a success.

I turn next to operative paragraph 3, which records the decision taken by
the Ad Hoe Committee *‘hat 3 meetinrg of the littoral and ¥interland States of the
Indian Ocean be convened, and here I should like to make a slight amendment
to the draft as it appears in paragraph 34 of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee.
In that Committee's report, operative paragraph 3 reads as follows:

"Decides that, as the next step towards the convening of a conference
on the Indian Ccean, 1 meeting of the littoral and hinterland States of the
Indian Ncean be conveiled at a suitable venue in" - and then there is a blank.

Ve felt that we should be more precise, and the amendment that I wish to propose

is that after the word "coavened" we delete the words "at a suitable venue in"

and the blank and substituse the following words: "in New York at a suitable date".
In other words, the operative paragraph would read, "a meeting of the littoral

and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean be convened in New York at a suitable
date" .

We could not be more Hrecise in regard to the date as it had to be fitted
into the Calendar of Confer’ences which, we realize, will next year be particularly
congested.

There is another operative paragraph in which the draft resolution as it appears
in paragraph 7% of the Ad Hoc Ccmmittee's report has a bhlank, tc be filled by the
names of the countries tha: are to be added to the membership »f the Ad Hoce
Committee cn tke Indlan Ocean. I should like to £111 the blank with the rames of
the following countries following the words "the addition of": "Democratic Yemen,
Ethiopia, Greece, Mozambique and Oman". Operative paragraph 5 in its amended
form would therefore read:

"Decides to enlarge the composition of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Indian Ocean by the addition of Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, Greece,
Mozambique and Oman".

I should like to conciude my statement by making an appeal to all the great
Powers, all the perranent nembers of the Security Council and 1o all the major
maritime users to co-operate actively with us in our censultations and to

support us in an effort thet would be a most significant contritution tc the cause
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of international peace and security, and I hope that the draft resclution will

recelve the widest support.

Mr. ADENIJI (Nigeria): I shculd like to remark briefly on agenda
item 42 and the amendment to the draft resolution that had been submitted.

The Committee will recall that at our meeting on 11 November the representative
of Niger proposed some amendments to the draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/32/L.14. That draft resolution is, of course, sponsored by
my delegation as well as other delegations and I had the privilege of presenting
it on behalf of its sponsors.

The Committee will also recall that in ﬁresenting the draft resoluti on
I stated that the pain purpcse of the draft resolution waes not to review
the lmplementation of the purposes and objectives of the Disarmament Decade
nor to elsborate at that stage on some of the elements. Our main focus
was on urging the Conference of the Committee on Disarmement to continue a
process that it had started towards the end of 1ts summer session when it
decided to set up at 1ts spring session an ad hoe working group to begin work
on a comprehensive programme for dissrmament.

I also stated, while introducing draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.14, that we
deliterately tried to make the draft as simple and as straightforward as possible
because we believe that it would be easier to achieve consensus on it -~ and
therefore to achieve consensus on our main objective which i1s the continuation
of work on the comprehensive programme - if we avoid injecting elements into
the draft that may create problems for some delegations. ‘

The sponsors have considered the draft amendment in document A/C.1/32/L.22
submitted by the representative of Niger and have tried Jointly and individually
to see how that draft could improve, or at least advance, the purpose which
the sponsors of the draft resolution had in mind. The sponsors came to the
conclusion that it would not be easy to accommodate the proposals contained in
document A/C.1/32/1.22 without creating a certain difficulty and without perhaps

reducing the congensus which this draft resolution would otherwise have enjoyed.
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The sponsors were sleo of the view that they shared the concern of the
representative of Niger, snd that 1if this were a general draft resolution on the
Disarmament Decade the paragraphs he had suggested would have been incorporated
in it without any difficulty. But since the whole purpose of draft resolution
A/C.1/32/L.1k 1s contained. in its operative paragraphs 1 and 2 - specifically
operative paragraph 2, which enjoins the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament to continue 1ts work on the ccmprehensive programme, we believe that
the proposed amendments dc not advance that cause. Rather they may create a
certain element of woolliress.

We have, in fact, tried to incorporate some of the ideas contained in those
amerdments in our draft resolution, and those ideas that were not included in
draft resolution A/C.l/Be/L.lh were deliberately left out because, as I said, we
wanted a simple draft resolution and because some of those elements are contained
in other draft resolutions which have, fortunately, already been adopted at this
sesgion of the General Assembly, and specifically in the First Committee.
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~

I would, by way of example, draw attention to the first and second
preambular paragrsphs in document A/C.1/32/L.22, which sre to le found also in
the resolutions in document A/C.1/32/L.12 eand A/C.1/3%2/L.16, bcth of which
hav2 already been adopted by the First Committee.

The third preambular paragraph, of course, speaks of aid to developing
countries. The whole purpose of the study to be undertaken pursuant to
draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.16 is to go into the details of this
subject, and we think that this would in fact be more appropriate in
resolution A/C.1/32/L.16 than in A/C.1/32/L.1k.

So far as the uperatlive paragraph suggested in document A/C.1/32/L.22
is concerned, we also believe that this would have been more appropriate to
the resolution edopted in document A/C.1/32/L.16, since draft resolution
A/C.1/32/L.1k is meent to deal with a specific subject.

I thought it might be useful to the Committee to have some idea of the
views of the sponsors of A/C.l/}Q/L.lh on the amendments proposed. Of course,
we are grateful to the representative of Niger for his interest in this subject,
and we share his concern. We believe that at the appropriate time all the
elements which he has proposed as amendments could be incorporated in s
general resolution on the Disarmement Decade, but we also believe that, at
this moment, when our main ccncern is to ensure that we salvage whatever
pert of the programme of action of the Decade can still be salvaged, we
should not create additional difficulties by trying to renegotiate all the
elements that should go into the Disarmesment Decade.

I have the mandate of the sponsors, in fact, to appeal to the representative
of Niger for his understanding, and to assure him that we share his
concern and would be willing, as I said, at the appropriate time to support

him in including psragraphs of this nature in & suitable resolution.

Mr. GARBA (Niger) (interpretation from French': The delegation
of Niger has listened with great pleasure to the views of the sponsors of
draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.14 on the amendments which we submitted last Fridey

in tluis Committee. However, we must say that our delegation showed a desire to
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co-operate in finding a wording acceptable to the sponsors, to curselves and
to the Assembly. We think tiat the draft resolutions before us

are subiect to amendment, ani that was why we decided to

submit to the Assembly the anendments to which we referred. Those
amendments, far from weakeninag the initial draft, give it conecrete form and
make it clearer. We did this, on the one hand, because the problems raised
in the draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.lk affect us closely and, on the other,
because we are convinced that the delegations gathered here sre inspired

by 8 genuine desire to make progress.

We certeinly do not com= back here every year to repeat word for word
what we said 20 or 30 yeers ago. Ve are”trying to bring some influsnce,
however little, to bear on events so that they develop in & direction favourable
to our common interests. That is true of all the countries present here,
be they powerful or weak, rich or poor. Moreover, we consider that the present
situstion cells more than ever before for emphasis to be placed on the close
relationship between disarmament and development. _

We have also become aware of the need to establish & new international
economic order. To the extent thet the development of the pocr countries must take
place in interdependence - since autarchy is no longer possible - we must, in my
delegetion's view, foster the positive elements in that interdependence so
that the countries of the third world will not be deprived of the benefits that
they expect from it.

Those elements are, amcng others, the rational use of the technology
of the rich courtries and international bilateral end multilateral aid,
the volume and effectiveness of which depends on the resources
available fron donors, snd those resources are increasingly used in the
manufacture of weapons.

In these circumstances, we do not think that our smendments are chat far
from the spirit of the initial text of draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.1lk or from
the spirit of resolution 26C2 E (¥XIV) of the General Assembly, to which that
draft refers snd which recormended eight years ago, in paragraph 6 that:

"... 8 substential pert of the resources freed by meesures in the field
of disermement" should be used "to promote the economic development of
developing countries and, in particular, their scientific and technologicel

progress...".
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Furthermore, in document A/BE/lOO of 15 June 1977, concerning the
provisional agenda of the thirty-second session, we read this concerning
item L2:

"At its thirtieth session, the General Assembly, having considered
the report of the Secretary-Genersl (A/1029h and Add.l), reitersted the
central interest of the United Nations in all disarmement negotietions;
reaffirmed that disarmesment and development fostered a climate of
international understanding and co-operation, deplored the wastage of
resources, which could be used, inter alia, to increase assistence for
the economic and social development of developing countries, in
expenditures on armaments, particularly nuclear armaments; caslled upon
Member States and the Secretary-General to intensify their efforts in
support of the link between disarmament and development ... so as to

promote disarmement negotiations ..." (A/32/100, p. T72)

The same document adds that:
"At its thirty-first session, the General Assembly ... requested
the Secretary-General to ensure & proper co-ordinetion of disarmement
- and development activities within the United Netions system ..." (ibid.)
We should be happy to see our amendments included in draft resolution
A/C.1/32/L.1k4, and that is why we would request that they be put to
the vote before the vote on the initisl draft. In so doing, we
hope that we shall have the understanding of the developed countries and
the essentisl solidarity of the fraternal and friendly countries of the third
world which, we are sure, share our present concerns.
In conclusion, we would ask the experienced and knowledgeable diplomats
present in this room to inspire by their attitude e little more confidence in
the young colleagues who have agreed to join with them because they belileve
in the virtues of constructive dielogue, end are convinced that a volce other than
thst of weapons and violence can still be heard in the world. The result of the
vote, which we shall accept whatever it may be, will be an instructive sign of our
determination to male progress and of the spirit which will inspire the special
session devoted to disarmement.

We should like a recorded vote to be taken.
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Mr. KUBBA (Irag): My delegation would like to make a few remarks on
item 48 of the agenda regarding the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian
Ocean and the draft resolut:..on continued therein.

‘We have participated actively in the work of the Committee and have managed
with 1ts other members to produce the report (A/32/29), including the draft
resolution recommended unan:mously to the General Assembly.

However, we would like to refer to Section IV, paragraph D of the repbrt
concerning the letter‘from ihe representative of the Zionist entity. It is our
belief that the purpose of the Committee's deliberation is to bring an atmosphere
of peace and stability to the Indian Ocean.

The policy of the Zionist entity is in complete contradiction with the aims
and principles of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. The
Zionist entity has repeatedly shown its aggressive nature, which in turn has been
condemned time and again by thils Organization.

There is a precedent tc be clted here concerning a similar aggressive racist
entity, namely, South Africe, which has been excluded from the work of the
Committee. Our position regarding that point is well reflected in the work of the
Committee, as may be seen from document A/AC.159/SR.51. Having this in mind, we
participated in the drafting of the resoclution in the Coumittee with the clear
understanding that no decision had been taken with regard to the Zionist
representative's letter. Tris viewpoint is shared by most delegations members of
the Ad Hoc Committee and is also reflected in the summary records.

Furthermore, we view orerative paragraph 3 of the draft resolution as linked
to operative paragraph 4 regarding the preparation for the meeting referred to.

The Zionist entity shorld in no way be allowed to take part in any meeting
aimed at implementing the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.
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Mr._SATTAR (Pakistan): Like the preceding speaker, I alsc wish to deal
with agenda 1item 48. The Pakistan delegation wishes to express its warmest
appreciation to'Ambassad¢r‘Amerasinghe of Sri Lanka for his characteristically able
and lucid introduction of the draft resolution on the Implementation of the
Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. His country has made
persistent and resclute efforts over many years to advance first the concept and
more recently the implementation of that noble objective of a peace zone in the
Indian Ocean. The establishment of that zone will contribute substantially to the
streagthening of peace and security in the region. Ambassador Amerasinghe himself
has made a creative contribution to the advancement of that objective, which
entitles him to the deep gratitude of all the States concerned.

Also, with respect to operative paragraph 3 of the draft resolution, Pakistan
shares the understanding in regard to the other States which may attend the
Conference on the Indian Ocean. In our view divisive elements should not be
introduced so that that Conference may achieve its noble purpose expeditiously. In
that respect we share the view that has just been expressed by the representative

of Iraqg.

Mr. YANG Hu-shan (China) (interpretation from Chinese): With regard to

the statements made by the representatives of Iraq and Pakistan expressing their
opposition to the participation of Israel and South Africa in the Conference on the

Indian Ocean, the Chinese delegation supports their view.

Mr. AL-SAIDI (Yemen) (interpretation from Arabic): I wish to speak on

behalf of my delegation concerning the item on the Declaration on the Indian Ocean
as a Zone of Peace., My delegation, as a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Indian Ocean, which is responsible for implementing that Declaration, would like to
state that it fully supports the views expressed by the delegation of Iraq. The
Zionist racist entity must not be permitted to participate in the work of that
Committee or in any meeting convened on the implementation of the Declaration of

the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.
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Mr. HASSAN (Democratic Yemen) (interpretation from Arabic): At the
beginning of my statement I should like to express our thanks to Mr. Amerasinghe,
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean, for having introduced
to us so eloguently the repcrt on that matter. My country has participated
in the work of that Committee as an observer and we have had an opportunity to
state our opinion as a littcral country of the Indian Ocean.

We wzlcomed the declaration of the Indlan Ocean as a zone of peaez, since
we were convinced that that was an csgértial condition for ensuring stability
in that part of the world and for promoiing co-operation among the countries
of the region and the utilization of their resources for eccnomic and social
development. We are among the poor countries where the population prchlem
is endangering economic development, but we are sure that our goals will not
be attained unless an end cail be put to the existence of aggressive
military bases in the region,

We note with concern the presence of military bases on Diego Garcia,
and we think that those base; could be the point of departure for acts
Jeopardizing the security of the region. The need to protect the Indian
Ocean should be entrusted to the countries of the region which should decide
on their own destiny without fearing intervention by foreign forces or the presence of
military bases. We are sure that the countries of the region are capable of
protecting the Indian Ocean through co-operation and the application
of the principle of non-~interference in the internal affairs of other countries.
We want the necessary basgis to be laid to implement the Declaration.

The Zionist and racist régimes should not be allowed to participate in
the work of the A3 Hoe Committee on the Indian Ocean. We refer here to South Africa
and Israel, We welcome the decision to increase the membership of the
Ad Hoc Committee so that we can have a constructive dialogue and take the
measures Which will ensure the security and prosperity of the countries of
the region - the security and stability that will enable us to achieve our
common goals, namely, peace aad security, not only of our region but also of
the whole world.
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Mr. KONDE (Guinea) (interpretation from French): First of all,I
should like to thank the Chairman for having veen kind enough to call oa me
to correct our vote. |

Yesterday we were unable, owing to the fact that we had to leave the
room, to participate in the voting; but I would be very happy if it could
be noted that the delegation of the Republic of Guirea would have voted ia
favour of draft resolutions A/C.1/32/L.17, L,18 and L.27. I request that
the Secretariat take note of that. |

The CHAIRMAN: I assure the representative of Guinea that the

Secretariat has taken note of his request.

I should like to announce that the delegafion of Morocco has Jjoined in
sponsoring draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.8 and the delegation of Bangladesh
has joined in sponsoring draft resolutions A/C.1/32/L.21 and L.29.

The Committee will now take a decision on draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.8
under agenda item 51, entitled "Generel and complete disarmament". The draft
resolution has no financial implications. It is sponsored by Pakistan and
was introduced in the Committee on 9 November 1977.

I call on the representative of Pakistan on a point of order.

Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan): e agxrreciate the desire to see an
expeditious decision taken on the draft resolution contained
in document A/C.1/32/L.8. However, it was the understanding of the Pakistan
delegation that that draft resclution would be put to & vote at our meeting
this afternoon. We would be most grateful if the Committee cculd
find its way to postpone the vete on that draft until this afternoon's

meeting.

The CHAIRMAN: I must say to the representative of Pakistan that

some of these draft resolutions have been before the Committee for a long time.
I expect that those representatives who wanted to negotiate on them have
already done so. If I am not going to be allowed to carry on the work as I

propose, I must tell the Committee that tomerrow there will be a night meeting.
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In addition, after the meeting tomorrow, if the disarmament items are not
completed, I shall postpone: discussion on them until some future date and
take up the outer space items until representatives are ready to allow me
to continue the work.
I appeal to the representative of Pakistan to allow us to proceed.
Mr. AKRAM (Pakictan): In response to your appeal, Mr. Chairman,

we agree to allow the votirg process to go forward.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives who wish

to explain their vote before the vote;

Mr. FIOWERREE { United States of America): The United States

Government is receptive to the need for effective measures to enhance the

security of the non-nuclear-weapon States., Some type of assurances regarding
the non-use of nuclear weagrons against non-nuclear-weapon States could very
well complement global non-proliferation efforts. We Joln in the hope that
at the special session on gigarmement it will be possible to find an approach
to this problem that is brcadly acceptable to the international community.

In our view, a satisfactory approach to the question of nuclear
security assurances would te one which lncreases the confildence of all
countries that their security is adequately protected and yhich promotes
the stability of the international system as a whole. Such an agreement
must not undermine existing security arrangements. The particular formulation
reaffirmed in the draft resolution now before us does not fully meet our
concerns regarding the maintenance of existing security arrangements. In
addition, there are imprecisions in the formulation that would make it
difficult to follow in practice. We thus find it necessary to abstain
in the vote on this graft resolution.
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Mr. MEERBURG (Netherlands):( I wish to explain the positive vote
we shall cast on draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.8 submitted by the delegation
of Pakistan.

In essence, this draft resolution is very similar to resolution
31/189 C which we supported last year. Already at that time the Netherlands
delegation voiced the opinion that the proposal was not completely

satisfactory and that we should have preferred a resolution which would have
left open for further discussion how nuclear security guarantees vis-d-vis
non-ruclear-veapon Statzs should be formulated, Ve still hold that opinion
and therefore regard the first operative paragraph of the present draft
resolution reaffirming the provisions of lést year's resclution as not
adequately reflecting our position.

Indeed, we feel that the particular formula contained in
resolution 31/189 C gives rise to some pertinent questions. We wonder,
for example, whether negative nuclear security guarantees should be
considered as a first step towards a complete ban on the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons. In our view, such a ban is desirable but only in
the context of real nuclear disarmament. By stressing this long-term goal
we are in danger of losinz sight of the pressing need to prevent the
further proliferation of nuclear weapons. Precisely for this reason, we
deem it to be a sherte-ming of the formula srovposed by the delegation of
Pakistan that it asks for constraints on the part of the nuclear-weapon
Powers without even mentioning that those non-nuclear-weapon States which
are seeking security guarantees slrould feryc the nuclear option for
themselves, :

\je acknowledge, of course, that it refers to those non-nuclear-weapon
States that have established a nuclear-weapon-free zone. Ve share the view
that nuclear-weapon States should undertalc In an epprcsriata wvay not to
usz or threaten to use nuclear weapons against States which have established
with other countries a viable and fcolivreof nuclear-weapon.free zone.

However, we cannot regard this as a more or less automatic obligation falling
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upon the nuclear-weapon States, as implied by the formula used by Pakistan.
As the delegation of Pakistan may be aware, this very idea caused the
Netherlands to vote against resolution 3472 B (XXX) on the definition of
nuclear-weapon-free zones. The present draft resolution seems to carry

this idea even a little further by calling in operative paragraph 3 for
binding guarantees by the nuclear-weapon States to non-nuclear-weapon States
in general, without any comnitment on the part of the lstter,

I have expounded at some length our views on some basic questions
involved in order to indicate that the Netherlands hed to cvercome serlous
doubts before deciding to support the present text. ile shall vote in
favour of this draft resolution in order to give expression to the view,
which we share with the delzsgation of Pakistan, that a new consensus is
urgently needed on how to prevent the further proliferation of nuclear
wegpons. It 1s our considered view that some kind of nuclear security
guarantees should emerge from further serious dellberations among nuclear-
States and ron-nuclear Stetes, aligred ccuntries end ncn~aligned countries
alike, on how to stem the danger of nuclear proliferation. Ve regard such
guarantees as a highly desirable incentive for non-nuclear-yeapon States
not to acquire nuclear weapons.

However, I feel bound to say that a new cornsensus on non-prolilferation
policies has to take into azcount all the aspects of the problem. Although
we shall have the opportunity to discuss this matter under another item
of our agenda, I wish to emohasize now our view that non-nuclear-weapon
States also should be williaig to accept restraints and, for instance,
should be reluctant to clain unhampered access to nuclear technology in
all its forms.

I mention this questioa only to stress that the positive vote of
my delegation on the draft resolution now before us should be seen against
the background of the necessity for a comprehensive approach to solving the
problems of non-proliferatisn. Such an approach requires constraints in

different fields on all parties concerned.
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Mr. JAY (Canada): Canada too believes that . rtinuing and
active consideration should be given to ways of strengthening the security
of non-nuclear-weapon States, particularly those that have acceded to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear "Jeapons or otherwise made.binding
non-proliferation commitments - For example, to the solely peaceful,
non-explosive use of nuclear energy. It was for this feason that my
delegation ;rriilcipated in the uneninmcus adopticn in 1974 of resolution
%261 G (XXIX). However, my delegation abstained last year on
resolution 51/189 C because of the ambiguities we saw in it, as explained
at that time. Some of these have been mentioned this morning already.

Once again this year, for the same reasons, we shall abstain on the
draft resolution in document A/C.1/32/L.8.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now vite Cp
draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.8. A recorded vote has been requested by the
delegation of Pakistan.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Arge’a, Feharas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Chad,
Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Democratic
Yemen, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Indonesia, Iran, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People!s Democratic Republic, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambigue,
Nepal, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Gulnea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Senegal, Sierre Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri lLanka,
Sudan, Suricem, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic
of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,

Zalire, Zambla
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§gainst: None
AbStaining: A.geria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, 7 :7~iun,
‘Blwtan, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Caneda, Cuba, Cyprus, (rachoslovaliis,
VDﬁnmark, France, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
| Jepan, Luxembourg, Mongolia, New Zealand, Norway,
Poland, Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Urdon éf Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom
ol Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States

of America, Yugoslavia

The draft resolutior. was adopted by 86 votes to 0, with 36 rirntantions.

The CHAIRMAN: T shall now call on representatives who wish to

explain their vot=zs.

Mr. ASHE (United Kingdom): My delegation has Jjust abstained in
the vote on draft resolution A/C.l/52/L.8 on "Strengthening the security of
non-nuclear-weapon States”, thus maintaining the position we took last
year on resolution 31/18S C. It remains our view that the widest possible
accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear ‘eapons would
provide the best security assurance for all parties. However, we note
the continued interest of many States in this matter and we undertake to

keep our policy in this regard under regular reviev.
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Mr. MISTRAL (France) (interpretation from French): My delegation
would like to give a very brief explanation of the considerations which
prevented it from supporting draft resolution A/C.l/i@/L.B which has just
been adopted.

France understands the concern of non-nuclear-weapon States to obtain
gusrantees from the nuclear-weapon States. The French delegation wishes
to recall that the French nuclear force was conceived solely as a
deterrent and is not directed against, nor does it threaten, anyone.
The French position on this matter was defined by the President of
the Republic at a press conference on 24 October 197hk. T should like to
recall here the most significant parts of that statement:
"I consider that the French nuclear deterrent can be used only against
another nuclear Power - which, I hasten to say, is a very unlikely
possibility; but we must cover all cyossibilities - that
might threaten our own soil. The purpose of our nuclear
deterrent, which would indeed have to be used in that case,
would be to oppose a nuclear threat to our soil on the part of
a nuclear Power, or a threatened invasion of our country. In contrast,
as far as non-nuclear Powers are concerned, I do not think that France
should either use or threaten to use its nuclear arsenal, and I would
hope that this attitude will gradually be adopted by others so that
the nuclear option shall be considered only in the event of nuclear

threats and not in other types of conflicts."
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Mr. ABSOLUM (New Zealand): New Zealand abstained from voting
on the draft resclution in document A/C.1/32/L.8. We did so with some
reluctance,

We consider that covntries that have renounced the nuclear-weapon
option are entirely justified in seeking credible assurances that nuclear
weapons will not be used against them. We recognize that such assurances
lie at the foundation of the non-proliferation régime., They are an
essential part of the bargain and, if the régime is to be adequately
strengthened, the existirg security assurances must also be strengthened.

Despite this positicn, we found ourselves unable to support the draft
resolution, primarily because the terms of the undertaking it sought to
endorse were, in our view, imprecise and likely to call into question the
status of existing regional security arrangements.

We do not think that this is or should be the end of the road,
however, On the contrary, we think it important that further efforts
should be made to devise assurances that are both acceptable to the
nuclear-weapon Puwers and valuable to the non-nuclear-weapon countries,
We think this can be done, and we think it should be done,

Mr. HAMIITON (Swveden): Sweden abstained cn draft
resolution A/C.1/32/L.8 jast voted upon, and I wish to explain the main

reagon for this position.

My Government favour: a general pledge on the part of nuclear-weapon
States not to use nuclear weapons and not to threaten to use such weapons
against any group of States which have specifically abstained from the
possession of nuclear weadjons, This can be characterized as a guarantee,
to the effect that States that have refrained from agquiring nuclear
weapons will not be attacjted vyith =uch weepons. This is what we call a
negative guarantee,

For our part, we regurd this question in connexion with the
Non-Proliferation Treaty. Sweden is therefore in favour of a general
pledge by the nuclear-weapon States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty
not to use or threaten to use rucleesr weapors egainst nen-roslenr-weapon
States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and not members of

military alliances possestcing nuclear weapons.
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With reference to operative paragraph 3 of the draft resolution, I
wish to say that the Swedish delegation generally supports the idea of
taking np the matter of improving the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States at, the srecial session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament,
next year, This is an important matter which should be considered by the
special session am part of the urgent issues of nuclear disarmament and

the prevention of proliferation of nuclear weapons to additional States,

Mr. CHAMPENOIS (Belgium) (interpretation from French): My
delegation would like to explain its abstention on draft resolution
Afc.1/3%2/1,8.

My country 1is, in principle, in favour of the establishment of
denuclearized zones, provided that certain basic criteria are fulfilled.
My country also understands the reasons behind Pakistan's submission of

its draft resolution on the strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-
weapon States. Indeed, the security of those States, and the ~r-prc_iferation
régime, could te considerably strergiiered by so-called nuclear
guarantees, My country is ready to give serious consideration to the implications
of such guarantees, notably with regard to the securlty requirements of
all States or groups of States.

However, we think it would be difficult at this stage of our consideratiom
of this item to adopt a position of principle that would 1l=nd 1tself to
general and absolute application, It seems to us that the complex
question of negative guarantees should be viewed in terms of resional

considevations, which, by their very nature, are extremely veriabie.
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The CHAIRMAN: If no ~ther delegaticn wishes to explain its vote
after the vote, I shall consider the consideration of “ris Jre=l rescluiion
concluded. The Committee will now turn its, attention to the draft
resolution contained in document A/C.1/32/L.14, pertaining to agenda
item 42, entitled "Effective Measures, to Implement the Purposes and
Objectives of the Disarmament Decade". The draft resolution has no
financial implications. It is sponsored by 11 delegations and was
introduced by the representative of Nigeria on 10 November 1977.

I should like to draw the attention of, the Committee to the
amendments contained in document A/C.1/32/L.22, proposed by the delegation
of Niger.



Avl/an A/C.l/}sE/PV. 35
5

(The Chairman)

As there are no representatives who wish to explain their votes tefore
the voting on the rrendmerts, the Committee will rcw vote on
them. Una delegation of Niger heas asked fcr a recorded
vote. '

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanisten, Alge?ta, Angola, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Canada, .Central African Empire, Chad, Chile,
Colombia, Costa kica, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Demoecratic
Yemen, Dermark, Ecuador, Fgypt, El Salvadcr, Ethiopia,
Fiji, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Haiti,
Hungery, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran, Ireland, Italy,

Japan, Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg,

Madegascar, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius,

Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,

Netherlands, New Zealand, Kiger, Norway, Oman,

Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Rwanda, Senegal,
Singapore, Spain, Surinam, Swazilerd, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania,
United States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay,

Viet Nam, Yemen, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.
Abstaining: Argentina, Barbados, Botswana, Finlerd, Guyana, India,

Iraq, Israel, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Kenya, Malaysia,
Nigeria, Romania, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sweden,
Tunisia, Uganda, Venezuela, Yugoslavia.

The amendments were adopted by 96 votes to none, with 22 absentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: [ call on the representative of Tunisia on a point

of ordex.

Miss FAROUK (Tuiisia) (interpretation from French): I want to
say something about the way in which I just voted. Mr. Chairman, you put
both emerdments to the vo:ie at the seme time, the first
dealing with the preamble and the second dealing with the operative part. I
wish to say that wy delegation would have voted in favour of the second

amendment of Niger had it been voted on separstely.

The CHAIRMAN: The statement of the representative of Tunisia

has been noted.
As no representatives wish to explain their votes before the voting, we
shall now vote on draft resolution A/C.l/52/L.lh as & whole, as amerded.

The draft resolution as a whole, as amended,was adopted by 121 votes to

none.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives who wish to

explain their votes.

Mr. ELLIOTT (Belgium) (interpretation from French): Speaking on
behalf of the nine countries members of the Zuropean Community, I should
like to make some comments on draft resolution A/C.l/BE/L.lh,which has Jjust
been adopted.

First of all, the Jtates members of the European Cormunity are pleased by the

adoption of this resolution,in particular its operative paragraph 1
which takes note of the decision of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament (CCD) to set up an Ad Hoc Working Group to elaborate a comprehensive
programme for disarmament. This initiative has been taken and supported py
certain States members of the European Community. Furthermore, gs 1gst year,
the Nipe would like to recall the link between disarmament and development as

expressed in operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution.
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(Mr. Elliott, Belgium)

We believe that effective disarmament measures and measures to control
srunaments would make it possible to release vast himan, technolegical,
economic and financial resources. It is also the opinion of the Nine that
a part of these resources could be used to satisfy other needs, more
particularly in the developing countries. It is in this perspective that they
can accept the estebliskment of such a link'between disarmament and development.
In this context the Nine support the draft resolution on which we have just voted,

and which, inter alia, requests the Secretary-Generali to set up an ad hoc group
made up of government experts to elaborate the framework and terms of

ref'erence to study the link between disarmament and development. We believe
that in this way the many problems in these two fields would be clarified
and thus make it possible to deal concretely with the solution of these
gquestions.

We can therefore accept g link between disarmament and development,
but, on the other hand, we cannot accept an automatic link between the two.
Fach has its cwn characteristics and its own dynamics. We cannot subscribe
to the conclusion according to which a lack of progress on disarmament and
armament control would prevent countries from contributing to development, as
they are bound to do in any case.

In conclusion, the nine countries members of the European Community intend
to insist on the great importance they attach both to disarmament arnd to
economic and social development. But progress in one field does not depend
on the progress made in the other. 8o, while continuing to negotiate
sgreements on disarmament and arms control, the Nine will continue their
eff'orts to release financial resources,at the same time intensifying their

co-operation with the developing countries.

Mr. MELESCANU (Romania) (interpretation from French): On behalf of

the delegations of India, Nigeria and Yugoslavia and wy own delegation, I wish to
explain the votes of those delegations on the amendments submitted by Niger

in document A/C.1/32/L.22, which have been incorporated in the draft resolution
on effective measures to implement the purposes and ohjectives of the

Disarmament Decade just adopted by the First Cocmmittee.
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(Mr. Melescanu, Romania)

it is a well known fact that one of the fundamental objectives of the
Disarmament Decade was to prepare a complex programme of disarmament measures,
g task erntrusted to the CCD in paragraph 4 of General Assembly resolution

2602 (XXIV), in which thz Disarmament Decade was proclaimed.
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(Mr. Melescanu, Rcmanis)

This year, that 1is to say scme seven yes

i}

g after the nrcclemation of the
Dissrmemesnt Decade, the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD) irn Geneva
declded to establish & working group to prepasre sz comprehensive dissrmement
progvsimme. In welcoming these positive developments, the sponsors of the

draft resclution thought that at this session the very vurpose of the

resclulion on this item sho'ld contain the idea of the continuation of

the gctivities of the CCD, and we are pleased thet by the adcption of the resclution
that idea of the sponsors has been approved by the First Ccmibiittee.

3,

At the same Time, we should like to express ocur sstisfaction at the fact
thet by the adopticn of this draft resclution the objectives and gosls of the
Disarmement Decade have been reaffirmed yet agsin, and I refer narticularly tc
the ides cof the close link which exists betwesen the First United Netions
Disarmament Decade and the Second Unifted Natlons Development Decade, the ides
of which is to stress the need to put an end to the waste of rescurces in the
arms race with its harmful effects on peace and security as well as on the
development of all peoples.

This idea hss alsc been included in the draft of the four sponsocors,
noth in the presmble and in the cperative part. As some delegaticns have just
indizated, operative parecraph & of the drsft resolution in documert
L/CaL/72 /b

"Calls upon Member States and the Seoretarv-General of the United

Natlons to intensify their efforts in support of the link between

disarmement and development ...'.

Consequently, in the view of the sponsors, the text of the draft that we
submitted 1is a balsnced one, which is sufficient in itself since it takes into
account prectically all the main elements. That is the reason why the
sponzors abstained in the vote on the amendments submitted by the delegation
of Niger, which are to be found in document A/C.1/32/1.22, in the belief that the
French are scmetimes »ight wvhen theyv say that the best is the erenmy of the
gond.

The vobte of our delegations should not be interpreted in any way as
implying fundamental cpposition to the substance of the ideas contained in the
amendments subnitted by the delegation of Niger, ideas whiech our delegetions
fully support and which they did their best to incorperate in the draft resoluticn

they submitted.
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Mr. GARBA (Wiger) (interpretation from French): The delegation of
Niger, after the adoption of the amendments which it submitted to draft
resolution A/C,l/BE/L.lM, wishes to express its gratitude and its wholehearted

1

appreciation to the delegations which have indiceted that they share the views
and concerns of the delegation of Niger by supporting our amendments. We should
like this initiative toc be [olloved up and hope that 1t may be possible to give
it concrete form in the years to come, in particular on the occasion of the

special session devoted to iisarmesment.

Mr., FERNANDES (Guinea-Bissau): I was not present in the room during

the voting. If T had been sresgent I would have voted in favour.

The CHATIRMAN: Th: statement of the representative of Guinea-Bissau has
been noted.
The Committee has thus concluded its consideration of agenda item 42,
I now call on the representative of Israel, who wishes to speak in exercise

of the right of reply.

Mr. ELIAV (Israel): I wish to register the regret of wy delegation
that some representatives saw it this morning to revert to the sterile
recantation of hatred towards Israel at 2 time when momentous events are teking
place in our region. I leave it to the judgement of the Committee, the
overwhelming majority of which, I am sure, strongly supports this historical
momentum, to gauge the real motives of the representstives of Iraq, Democratic
Yemen and Yemen in their urnoridled attack on my country.

With respect to the issue in connexion with which those attacks were made, T
should only like to say tha: Israel has a geographical dimension which is o Tact
and whichk cannot be challenged, and that dimension will find its natural
expression also in its part cipation in the relevant activities and bodies of the

United Nations.



EHS /meb /uk A/c.l/ge/kv.55
3

The CHAIRMAN: T intend, with the consent of the Commlittee, to put
all the draft resolutions to the vote at the three meetings to be held this

afsernoon and tomorrow, and thus to conclude the consideration of the

disarmament items. I therefore once again request those delegations that

are sponsors of draft resclutions still pending kindly to contact me so

that I mey organize the Committee's work for its 36th, 37th and 38th meetings.
In the event that the Commitiee is not able to conclude its work on time,

T shall schedule a night meeting on Friday, 18 November, to conelude

consideration of the disarmament items. If the disarmament items are not

colcluded at Friday evering's meeting, I shall postpone consideration of

them and take up the item on outer space.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.






