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The meeting was called to order at 20.50 a.m,

ACENDA ITEMS 38, Lo, L5, 47, L&, L9
51, 52, 53 (continued)

The CHAIRMAN: Before we proceed to the business of the day, I would

draw the attention of representatives to the fact that today's journal provides
for three meetings of the I'irst Commititee. It 1s, I understand, the urgent wish
of the Chairman of this Committee, Mr. Boaten of Ghana, that we finish all the
disarmament items today. 1 understand that that feeling is broadly shared by

the members of this Committee. t is my wish, and I hope that of all delegations,
that we should be able to finish the disarmament items today without the
necessity of an evening meeting. I think this should be possible by moving
expeditiously this morning and this afternccon and with the requisite amount of
co-operation from all the delegations.

t is in that spirit that I suggest that the Committee now turn its
attention to various draft resclutions. It is my intention that the Committee
take decisions on the follcwing draft resolutions, as a winimum, this morning,
and we shall take additional ones if we can: first, the draft resoluticn in
document A/32/29 and Corr.l, which refers to item L8 concerning the Indian Ocean;
secondly, draft resclution 4/C.1/32/L.7, which refers to item LS, "Istablishment
of a nuclear-weapon-free zcne in Scuth Asia'; thirdly, draft resolution
AJC.1/32/T.2h%, which relates to item L7, "Reduction of military budgets”;
ard fourthly, draft resoluticn A/C.1/32/1.26C which, under the general heading
of "General and complete disarmament", refers tc regiocnal aspects of

disarmament under item 51.

Mr. SAWAI (Japan): With regard to the draft resclubtion entitled

"Imrlementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ccean as a Zone of Peace"
(A/BE 29 and Corr.l) which was introduced by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Cormittee
on the Indian Ccean, Mr. Amerasinghe on 17 November 1977, my delegation wishes to
make a brief statement,.

We fully understand ths desire of all States concerned not to allow the Indian
Ccean to become an arena of military confrontation, and instead to establish a zone
of peace in the region. WMy delegation considers that the estbablishment

of such a zone in the Indiaa Ocean would contiibute to the security
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(Mr. Sawai, Japan)

of the countries in the region concerned as well as to the achievement of general
and couplete disarmement, provided that the establishment of such a zone
is approved by consensus of the States concerned, including the nuclear-weapon
States, Aves pot urdermine “he pesce and security of “he recion cr of
the world, 1s acccmpanied by an effective safesuards systen embracing
international Inspection and verification, and 1s consistent with the
principles of International law, ircluding the principle of freedom of
navigation on the high seas.

scecording to the draft resolution, a meeting of the littoral and ainterland
States of the Indian Ocean is to be cocnvened in New York at a sultable date as the
next step towards the convening of a conference on the Indian Ccean, My
delegation wishes to endorse the proposal for such a meeting butl feels strongly
that it is necessary to make ample advanced preparations to ensure the success of
the proposed meeting. Yhile we zre proceeding with the plan to hold such a
meeting we should co-ordinate its work with the consultations under way between
the United States and the USSR on their military presence in the Indian Ocean,
which, in cur view, could have a sigrificant effect on the maintenance of

international peace and securlty in the area concerned.

The CHAIRMAN: The Commilttee will now proceed to take a decision on the

draft resolution in document A/32/29 and Corr.l, the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee on the Indian Ocean. Thic draft resclution appears on pages 11 and 12
of the report. The draft resolution has financial implications and in that

connexion I would draw the attenticn of representatives to document 4/C.1/32/L.32

in which this problem is addressed.
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(The Chairman)

In introducing the reyort of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean,
the Crhairman of that Committee proposed certain oral amendments to the
draft resolution contained in that report. Those oral amendments are in
written form before the Conmittee in document A/32/°0/Corr.l. Before
putting the nfmnended draft resoclution to the vote, I shall call on those

delegations wishing to explain their vote before the vote.

Mr. HSU YI-MIN ((hina) {interpretation from Chinese): On the

initiative of the Governmerts of Sri Lanke and others at the twenty-sixth session
of the General Assembly in 1971, the countries in the Indian Ocean region,
supported by the overwhelming majority of cecuntries of the world, particularly
the third world countries, have made unremitting efforts for the creation of

a zone of peace in the Indian Ocean. The Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean
has also worked actively for this purpose. It is regrettable that, although

gix years have elapsed, this anxliously awaited goal has yet to be reached.

Peace and security in the Indian Ocean region are 3011l beins seriously
threatened and undermined; the numercus countries and peoples of the region

gtill £ind themselves 1in a state of turbulence and instability.

The prolonged failure in establishing the Indlan Ocean as a zone cf
peace 1s directly linked tc the obstruction and sabotage on the part of the
two hegemonic Powers, the Soviet Union and the United States.

Over the years, those two super~Powers have been engaged in a flerce
rivelry for world hegemony. The Indian Ocean is a vital passage between
Europe and Asia; it is of major strategic significance for South Asia, the
Middle Bast and Africa. In thelr guest for world domination, both
super-Powers regard the Indian Ocean as vitally indispensable 1in their
effort to seize control over Europe, the strategic focus of their rivalry.
Both of them have dispatched naval Tleets to the Indian Ocean and are
continuously expanding their military installations, building up their
military strength and stepping up their infiltration and expansion in the
region. The series of vicicus storms stirred up by them in the Indien Ocean
nes  arcused the anxiety and indigration of the countries and peoples of the

region. In its rivalry wit~ the cther super-Power - the United States - for
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(Mr. Hsu Yi-Min, Chira)

the command of the sea in the Indian Ocean, the Soviet Union, in particular,
is stevping wp its "gunboat policy” in the Indian Ocean =nd ig doing 1its
utmost to subject the countries of the region to its infiltration, interference,
subversion and control. Ir ite obsessive desire to galn over-all military
superiority over the other super-Power in the Indian Ocean, it has resorted
to the despicable tactic of coupling threat with blandishment in order to
extort concessions for the use of ports and to establish overt or covert
military bases.

Faced with mounting demands for the establishment of the Indian Ocean as
a zone of peace, the Soviet Union and the United States have recently held
talks on the so-called "limitation" of their respective military strength
in the Indian Ocean in an attempt to divert people's attention and to decelve
world copinion. The mass media of both countries are making a great deal of
fuss about 1t. However, even they themselves have confessed that the
so-called bilateral talks were only aimed at "stabilizing” their military
strength. Is this not an cbvioig attenpt to legalize their continued
rivalry in the Indian Ocean, as well as a clear manifestation of their
obstinate refusal to leave the region? What is more, under the guise of
"stabilization”, they will be free to do the kird of dirty work that will
surprise no one. The Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, as
well as the Fifth Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned
Countries, has explicitly called for an end to great-Power rivalry and the
elimination of any manifestation of their military presence in the Indian Ocean.

This 1s the key to the establishment of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace.
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(Mr. Hsu Yi-Min, China)

The Indian Ocean belcngs to the countries and peoples of the region.
The affairs of the Indian Jcean should te managed by the countries and peoples
of the reglon themselves. The two super-Powers' military expansion and
rivalry for hegemony in the Indian Ocear must be stopved. All foreign
forces - and, above all, the agpressive forces of the two hegemonic Powers,
the Soviet Union and the United States - must be totally withdrawn from
the Indian Ocean. All foreilgn military presence 1in the Indian Ocean and
ite littoral areas, including all overt and covert military bases, must be
completely and thoroughly eliminated. Ko nuclear~weapon State shall be
allowed to deploy or use nuclear weapons in the Indian Gcean. No foreign
warshipe or military aircraft shall be allowed to use the Indian Ocean to
infringe on the sovereignty, independence or territorial integrity of the
littoral and hinterland States of the Indian Ocean.

It is our hope that all the countries in the Indian Ocean region,
proceeding from the over-all interests of security in the region, and acting
on the principles of respect for national soverelgnty and territorial
integrity, mutual non-sggression, non-irterference in each other's internal
affairs, eguality and mutual benelit and pesceful coexistence, will continue
to strengthen their unity, puard against the super-Powers' interference
and sowing of discord, and work and contribute to the realization of the
just proposal for the establishment of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace.

Ragipg ourselves on the principled position of the Chinese Government
and people 1in consistently supporting the establishment of the Indian Ocean
as a zone of peace, the Chinese delegation will vote 1in Tavour of the draft

resolution contained in document A/C.l/??/?Q and Corr.1l.
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): In connexion with the forthcoming vote on the draft resolution

on the question of declaring the Indlan Ocean & zcne cf peace, the
Soviet delegation would like to explain the reasons that will guide it
in this vote.

The Soviet Union supports the proposal as it will genuinely facilitate
the strengthening of the peace and security of States and the strengthening
and deepening of ddtente in international relations, and its evtension
to new parts of the world.

The Soviet Union is very sympathetic towards the proposal to conver
the Indian Ocean into a zone of peace, 1in the belief that this proposal can
serve the purpose I have mentioned.

We view the draft resolution which has been submitted on the question
of the declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace on the basis of
the approach of principle which I have outlined. At the same time, we have
drawn attention to the fact that in the fifth preambular paragraph of the
draf't resolution, mention is made of the military presence and militaxy
rivalry of the great.Powers in that area. 1In this regard, we should
like to state that the Soviet Union, of course, bears no responsiblity

whatscever for military tension in the Indisn Ocean.
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(Mr, Issraelyan, USSR)

In the draft resolution reference is made to the fact that the United States
and the Soviet Union have started talks ~n certasin questions connected with
the Indian Ocean, In the course of these talks the Soviet Union has been
taking into account the interest of the coastal States in converting this
area into a zone of peace, We believe that the fundamental condition for
creating a genuine peace zone in the Indian Ocean is the elimination therefrom
of foreign military bases and the prevention of the creation of new ones.

The Soviet delegation is authorized to state that the Soviet Union has
no military bases whatscever in the Indian Ocean and has no intention of
establishing any. It is also our belief that, given the implementation of
the idea of converting the Indian Ocean into a zone of peace, it goes without
saying that no obstacle should Ve created to freedom of navigation and
scientific research in that part of the world. If this approach of ours is
duly taken into account by the States concerned, then the Soviet Union can
take part in consultaticns on the questions connected with preparations for
convening an internatieral conference on the Indian Ocean,

In the light of the considerations I have set forth, the Soviet
delegation will vote in fevour of this draft resolution,

Mr. FISHER (Urited States of America): The Unites States shares
the goal of the supporters of the draft resolution that the Indian Ocean not
become an arena for increased military competition or the site for a new
arms race, As President Carter stated during his address in March in the
General Assembly hall, the United States is prepared to reach agreement with
the Soviet Union on mutial military restraint in the Indian Ocean, As is
noted in this year's drsft resolution, talks between the United States and
the Soviet Union on this issue have begun.,

In the view of the United States, the first step in reaching an
Indian @cean agreement is to stabilize the existing situation. We would then
be prepared to attempt to bring about mutual reductions in the military
presence of the forces cf the United States and the USSR in the Indian Ocean,
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(Mr., Fisher, United States)

We A= hopeful that as a result of the ongoing talks, our efforts
will be successful. We are pleased that the talks have already moved
into an advanced stage and we will do our part to make forther progress.

The United States fully recognizes that the Indian ®cean littoral and
hinterlardi States have taken an active interest in promoting peace and
stability in the Indian Ocean, We have undertaken to keep the Ad Hoc
Committee on the Indian Ocean, which was established by the General Assembly,
informed of important developments that may have a bearing on its work and
be of interest to its members,

In this regard the United States has kept the Ad Hoc Committee informed
of the progress of the nited States-Soviet telxe. Nevertheless, in spite of
our shared goal of promoting peace and stability in the region, the
United States must abstain on this draft resolution., Our reasons have
been expressed in the past and remain the same.

In our view the original 1971 resolution on the Indian Ocean as a
zone of peace can be interpreted as giving littoral Stetes of the
region the right to establish a legal régime for the geas in that region.

The United States cannct accept such an understanding., We also do not

agree that the convening of a multilateral conference would be the best

way of achieving the goal of promoting peace and stability for all concerned.
The United States is hopeful that the discussions we and the USSR have

begun will lead to an Indian Ocean agreement preventing an arms competition
in the region. We believe that such an agreement will be to the benefit

not only of the United States and the Soviet Union but of all States of

the region. We remain prepared to consult bllaterally with interested

States in finding ways to promote progress in our common endeavour.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will nuw proceed to vote on
draft resolution A/32/29 &s amended in Corr.l. '
The draft resolution was adopted by 95 votes to none, with 13 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: I shall now give the floor to those representatives
who wish to explain their vote after the vote,

Mr. ASHE (Un:ted Kingdom): The British Government sympathizes
with and indeed shares the desire of the littoral States thet the Indian
Ocean should be tranqu:l and peaceful, and for this reason we welcome
the current discussions between the United Statesend the Soviet Union
about restraint in the region.

We believe that the littoral States should agree emongset themselves
on the sort of arrangerents they wish to see for a zone of peace in the
Indian Ocean, so we also helieve that this year's draft resoclution, wiiich
calls for a conference of all the . ittoral States is 2 step in
the right direction to achieve this. We continue to believe, however, that
the definition of the limits of the zone and tle activities which would
be excluded from it shculd precede rather than follow the declarstion of |

any peace zone. Therefore, we have felt bound to maintain our abstention,
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Mr. OXIEY (Australia): My delegation supported the draft resolution
on the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace. 7We find it
necessary, however, to elaborate on Australia's position on the matters
which were dealt with by the Ad Hoc Committee this year and which are
reflected in the Committee's report,

There were major developments this year which may have a direct
bearing on the achievement of conditions of peace and security in the
Indian Ocean: +he ultimate goal of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean
as a Zone of Peace. I refer specifically to the commencement of
discussicns between the United States of A@erica and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics about their military pfésenaes.in the Indian Ocean.

In addition to the importance of the commencement of those discussions
in respect of what substantive results may emerge, there was alsc ancther
development, tangential to those talks but alsc of importance to the
Ad Hoc Committee. I refer to the fact that this year the two super-Powers
~oimmnenced the practice of informing, albeit in general terms, the Ad Hoc
Committee, through its Chairman, of its discussions. The report of the
Ad Hoe Committee reflects that this occurred after the two occasions the
super~Powers held discussions this year. The Ad Hoc Committee, since its
inception, has been inviting the super-Powers, as well as all the great
Powers and major maritime users which are not members of the Ad Hoc
Committee, to co-operate with it, both in a practical manner, and with
its consultations with the littoral and hinterland States about the
convening of an Indian Ocean conference, The super-Powers nave still not

.responded to the invitation to consult about the convening of an Indian
Ocean conference. But their decision to inform the Committee about their
bilateral talks is very welcome indeed., I should like to emphasize again
that my delegation attached great weight to this occurrence - it is the
first time it has happened since the Committee's inception. My
delegation would have liked this development to be more positively

reflected in the report.
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(Mr. Oxley, Australia)

‘e were ccnscious that many members of the Committee wished to reserve
Judgement about the outcone of the super-Power bilateral discussions about
their military presences in the Indian Ccean. This is of course an
urnderstandable approach. However, the two reports of those discussions
provided to the Committee which are reflected in its report do indicate
that progress is being male. Ve naturally cannot anticipate what agreed
measures on mutual military restraints or reductions in the Indian Ocean
might emerge, but given that this is a new development and that the
discussions appear still 'to have impetus, my delegation's view is that
the Committee should avoid teking precipitate steps which might prejudice
those discussions. In our view, while realization of the goals of the
Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace remains as desirable
as ever, the commencement of the super-Powers' discussions demonstrates a
preparedness by the super-Powers to congider ending the situation in the
Ocean where great Power rivalry is not conducive +o the establishment of
conditions of peace and scecurity in the area. This trend gives the
littoral and hinterland S:ates more time to contemplate, in the absence
of pressures which might otherwise be brought about by a worsening of
the conditions of peace and security in the Ocean, calmly and objectively,
appropriate means by whiecli realization of the objectives of the Declaration
might be brought about.

It is with some regr:t that we have to note that we have not yet reached
the stage where the basis exists for the convening of an Indian Ocean
conference. To ensure a productive result leading to the achievement of
the goals of the Declarstion of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace,
adequate preparation is required, including prior agreement among the
super-Powers, major maritime users and littoral and hinterland States.

The inspiration for the adloption by the General Assembly of the Declaration
was the military activity of major Powers in the Indian Ocean. Also, in the
preparation of the Declaration it was appreciated that the littoral and
hinterland States themselves had to be of ccmmon mind., The convening of

a conference which did not adequately embrace these elements would not be

ervdent.
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. BARTOTLA Finl.nd): For the third consecubive time the Finriszh
delegation has voted for the draft resolniicn on this subject., Ve have Aone so
becauge we congider that the zim »f the Declaretion of the Indian Ocean as a Zone
of Peace is closely aligned with the aim which we are pursuing by trying
to do whatever we can to promote the concept of a nuclear-weapon-free zone.

Trot aim ig to strengthen veace and security on a regionel basis,

Mr. SCHLAICH (Federal Republic of Germany): I should like to give

a »rief explanation of our vote of &bstenticn on the drait resolusion

which has just been adopted. In principle, being in favour of regional
disarmament and arms control agreements, including the non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons, the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany takes
a positive view towards the establishment of zones of peace and nuclear-weapon-
free zones. “e think, however, that all littoral States should participate
in the efforts aimed towards the goal of creating such a zone of peace
in the Indian Ocean. 7“Je therefore welcome the positive step taken in
operative paragraph 3 of the dvaft resclution, which calls £ the convening of a
conference on the Indian Ocean, a meeting of the littoral and hinterland
States of the Indian QOcean., That conference would certainly offer the
opportunity of examining and defining the principles and their limits which
would rule such a zone.
There is also another point which, in our view, needs clarification,
and I refer to our reply to the letter dated 14 April 1977 from the Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean. Ia that reply we pointed out
our concern
"that the proposed d=signeticn of the Tndisn Ocnan as a zene of peace
nlght adversely affect the vrirciple of the {reedom of the seas euwbodied
in international law and thereby set a negabtive precedent rezarding cther

areas of the high seax". (A/32/29, p. 13)

We therefore regret that we still could not vote in favour of the draft resolution.
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Mr. ELIAV (Israel): Israel supports all efforts to promote peace
and stability in the regicn of the Indian Ocean. This attitude is geared
not only to its general pclicy, but in particular to its close proximity
to that region and its corcern for the safety of the maritime routes there
which are vital to the security and economy of Israel.

Thus, in accordance with Article 2, paragraph 1 of the Charter,
which enunciates the principle of the sovereign equality of all Members of
the United Nations, Israel seeks and will continue to seek to give adequate
expression to these facts in the relevant activities and bodies of the
United Nations.

Therefore, my Government has followed with considerable interest the
work of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean and the Group of Tdittcirl

X

and lirterlard States, with which it wishes to be associated.
However, the draft resolution Jjust voted upon included certain provisions
the languege of which we could not support, and therefore, regretfully, we

had to abstain.

Mr. BERNARDO (Italy): The Italian delegation wishes to state that it

shares the views expressed by the representatives of the United Kingdom and the

Federal Republic of Germany on the draft resolution just adopted, and

consequently has abstained in the vote.
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Mr. MARIDUENO (Ecuador) (interpretation from Spanish): On behalf of the

delegation of my country, Ecuador, I wish to state that we regret that we were
absent at the time of the voting and that we should like it shown in the record
that had we been present we would have voted in favour of draft resolution

A/32/29 and Corr.l cn agenda item 48,

Mr, FADHLI (Democratic Yemen): Had we been present we would have voted

in favour of the draft resolution in document A/52/29 and Corr.l.

The CHAIRMAN: The statements of the representatives of Ecuador and

Democratic Yemen will be adequately reflected in the records of this Committee.

Mr. CHAMPENOIS (Belgium) (interpretation from French): I should like to

explain the abstention of my country on the draft resolution on the implementation
of the Declaration of a Zone of Peace in the Indian Ocean. My country recognizes
that as long as the modalities are clearly established, such a zone could
contribute effectively to the strengthening of peace and security in the region.

In that context, my delegation is pleased by the talks that have been taking
place between the United States and the Soviet Union. Nevertheless, we believe
that, as in all other regional matters, such a zone must be established on the
initiative and with the agreement of all the coastal States and, as regards the
Indian Ocean, the main users. It seems to us that these criteria, as reflected in
the new operative paragraph 5, have not yet been completely met, despite the
progress achieved.

Furthermore, my delegation wishes to avail itself of this opportunity to
recall its position to the effect that the establishment of such a zone could not
imply any limitation regarding the freedom of peaceful navigation as recognized

under international law.

Mr, MAKOBERO (Burundi) (interpretation from French): My delegation was

not present during the vote, but had it been here it would have voted in favour of

the draft resolution. We wish the Secretariat to take note of this.

The CHATRMAN: The point made by the representative of Burundi will be

noted.
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Mr. AL-SAIDI (Yeren) (interpretation from Arabic): First of all, I

should like to state that if my delegation had been present during the vote on the
draft resolution contained in document A/52/29 and Corr.l we would have voted in
favour of it.

Also, on behalf of my delegation, T should like to lay stress on the fact that
operative paragraph 3, as we understand it, means that the littoral and hinterland
States and the countries that have participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee
are the only countries concerned. On that basis, my country would have voted in

favour of the text.

The CHAIRMAN: The position of the delegation of Yemen will be reflected

in the record.

Mr, JAMAL (Qatar) (interpretation from Arabic): The delegation of my
country attaches very great importance to the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a
Zone of Peace removed from international rivalry, because the military dangers
created by the policies of the great Powers whose ships navigate the seas and
oceans and their rivalry in setting up military bases create major risks to our
region.

My delegation wishes to confirm that if we are expected to meke a major
contribution to the strengthening of international peace and security we must be
able to count on concrete steps being taken in the implementation of this
Declaration which will creaie an atmosphere of co-operation among the countries of
the region and contribute to ensuring the security of the littoral and hinterland
States as well as their ter:~itorial integrity.

Recent events in the region of the Indian Ocean require that littoral and
hinterland States make concerted efforts to set up a common front with a view to
achieving a major step forward towards the implementation of the Declaration of the
Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace.

I should like to say that while my delegation was absent during the vote on
the draft resolution in docment A/52/29 ard Corr.l, had we been present we would
have voted in favour of it, and we hope that this will be noted in the record of

our meeting.

The CHATRMAN: The position of the delegation of Qatar will be duly

reflected in the record.
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Mr. DUMEVI (Ghana): I regret that my delegation was not present during
the vote, but if we had been present we also would have voted in support of the
~draft resolution in document A/32/29 and Corr.l. I appeal to the Secretariat to
take note of this.

The CHATIRMAN: The position of the delegation of Ghana will be duly

reflected in the records of this Committee.

Since there are no other representatives wishing to speak in explanation of
their votes on the draft resolution on the Indian Ocean, I declare the
consideration of agenda item 48 concluded.

It was my intention to proceed next to the consideration of draft resolution
A/C.1/32/L.7 concerning the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South
Asia. However, various delegations have approached me expressing the wish that
we delay somewhat action on thils particular draft resoclution since they are
still expecting to receive instructions from their capitals. This being the
state of affairs, we shall therefore move on to the next item, which is item 47,
entitled "Reduction of military budgets", and we shall consider the draft
resolution on that question contained in document A/C.1/32/L.24 and the proposed
amendments in document A/C.l/32/L.55.

I call on the representative of the United States of America, who wishes to

introduce the amendments contained in document A/C.1/32/L.33.
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Mr. FISHER (Unitecl States of America): I should like to introduce, explain
and, I hope, win the Commitiee's support for the smendment to the resolution in
document A/C.1/32/L.24.* The amendment is contained in documeni 4/C.1/32/L.33,
which was made available to the Secretariat last night, before the deadline, and I
believe it is on the desks of all the representatives here. The amendments are
relatively modest, and I shell take only a short time to explain them.,

The first amendment involves the insertion after the second preambular
paragraph of a new paragraph which reads as follows:
"Recognizing the value of the availability of a satisfactory instrument
for standardized reporting on the military expenditures of Member States,
particularly of the Stetes permanent members of the Security Council, as well
as any other States with comparable military expenditures,"
This proposed amendment gives explicit recognition to the value of standardized
reporting on military expendiitures for achieving agreement on the reduction of
those expenditures. I submit that the adoption of this amendment would follow as
a necessary corollary to the amendment to the seventh preambular paragraph, which
urges that Member States, pcrticularly the permanent members of the Security Couneil,
reduce their military budgets, If we are to be urged to reduce our military
budgets, it seems to me that we should not in that way overlook the fact that it
would be nice to have some uniform standard of what it is we are talking about,
and therefore reaffirm the vork that has been done in the United Nations, which
indicates that we ought to develop a comparable standard of military expenditures.
York has been going on on this for a long period of time, and it seems to me that
it would be a great shame if we were to pass a resolution on military expenditures
that suddenly forgets it. PYerhaps it does not forget it entirely but it overlooks
it a bit.

Then we come to the next part of the amendment which the United States is
pleased to present and which 1s sponsored alsc by the Federal Republic of Germany,
the Netherlands and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

After operative paragraph 1, e new paragraph would be inserted which ssys:
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"Requests the Secretary-General to ascertain those States which would be
prepared to participate in a pilot test of the reporting instrument and to
report on this to the special session of the General Assembly on disarmament;”
Clearly this is a very modest proposal. Ve all recognize that the question

of military expenditures, of standardized reporting and the notion of a pllot test
will be before us in the special session of the General Assembly on disarmament.
YJould not that discussion be aided if we knew which countries were prepared to
participate in the pilot test? Ve might spend some weeks at the special session
saying, "A pilot test is fine, but who is going to participate?” Why cannot we

take the time between now and then to find out who 1s willing to participate? The
United States and the other sponsors submit that our desliberstion on this subje:t at
the special session will be helped, not hindered, if we know who is prepared to
participate in a test programme. Our deliberations on the subject at that point
will be much more meaningful than if we then had to say, "The pilot test is all
right, but we do not know who is prepared to do it". This amendment merely asks the
Secretary-General to get the information which would make our deliberations at the
special session more, rather than less, meaningful.

In supporting these two quite modest amendments, the United States does so in
support of the work carried out by the Secretary-General and the group of experts
which has been working with him. Ve reassert the conviction - which I believe has
been the conviction of this Committee and this Assembly - that the ready
availability of meaningful and reliable data on military expenditures in a form
suited to international comparison can play an important role in promoting
international security and confidence. Ve have the belief - and I believe it i1s
shared by others - that standardized reporting by all nations can lay the
foundation - and I would submit, a necessary foundation ~ for future agreements
limiting military expenditures.

The United States has supported thils activity, and we frankly believe that the
draTt resolution we are now considering would be greetly improved ss a step towerds
peace and as a step towards effective arms control agreements based on
expenditures, if we reasserted our belief that that was a worthwhile endeavour and
if we reasserted our belief that the preconditions for it - namely, an agreed type
of reporting - were still there and if we took the steps necessary to plare our
discussion of this subject on a meaningful basis at the special session of the

United Nations on disarmament.



MLG/ad AfC.1/32/PV. BT
28-30

(Mr. Fisher, United States)

I should like to add on: item, and it is over and above the fact that a
standardized reporting system is necessary if agreements on militéry budgets are
to have real meaning. The Committee may recall that in my statement in the general
debate on 18 October I stressed the recognition‘of my Government of the important
relationship between disarmament and developménﬁ. That recognition is also
demonstrated by the United S:ates in joining thesponsors of the resolution offered by
the Nordic States in support of a study of this relationship by the special sessionof
the General fssembly on disamament., If funds devoted to military budgets around
the world could finally be reduced instead of continuously rising, as virtually
every delegation here has po:inted out in this Committee, the effect on the
material and spiritual quali:y of life of mankind - not the least in those
countries struggling at the owest living standard - could be tremendous. I think
we can all agree on that. But surely we should also be able to agree that
negotiation on military expenditures must be related to an agreed, understandable
and positively verifiable bauis.

My delegation is deeply hopeful that this Committee will not ignore the
effective progress achieved on the instrument for reporiting military expenditures
and will not turn its back on recommendations of the Secretary-General that this
work should continue. Further progress can and certainly should be made at the
special session in the area of reduction of military budgets. But the convening
of a special session on disarmament certainly should not serve as a reason now to
halt ongoing efforts, and the grgoing efforts we are suggesting are really quite
modest and may serve to make the special session more meaningful.

Therefore I urge the Cormittee to approve these amendments to draft
resolution A/C.1/32/L.24k*, #nd thus give it greater substance.
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Mr. ELLICTT (Belgium) speaking on behalf of the nine llember States
of the Furopean Commaunity, I would like to stress that we fully share the idess
expressed in draft resolution ﬂ/C.lfBQ/L.Eh* and we will suppert it.

However, we think that the dralt resolution doez not bring as much projress
as we believ: necessary and possible =i this Juncture, considering the
recommendations ©of the expert sroup comtalned in‘document lf§2/19h. A8 one
of the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.2hk* himself
pointed out in his statement in this Committee yesterday, we have nov reached
the position where practical steps can be taken. Ve thevefore
see no valid reason for postponing any further these steps vhiich were also
recommended by the expert group, namely to initiate a pilot study on an
international reporting instrument on military budgets.

Starting the pilot study now ould have the additionnl advantage of
taking us a step further before the special session devoted to disarmsment
begins. 'fhat is why we support the amendment contained in document
A/C.1/32/L.33, and I would like to explain our reasons for doing so.

We telieve that the diversion of resources, both human and material,
from peaceful economic and social purposes to military expenditure places
a great burden on the developing and developed countiies glike., We believe
that & universal, balanced and verifiabls reduction of militasry budgets
might be achieved without affecting the irherent right of individual or collective
self-defence under the United Nations Charter and without detriment to the
national security of States. We are in favour of grester openness in the
publication of military budgets:; we think thet secretiveness merely produces
suspicion and instability.

The systematic and relisble measurenent and reporting of military
expenditures is an essential first step towards limitin; and reducing them.
loreover, we consider that if any such reductions are to have beneficial
consequences for economic and social progress in all countries, it is essential
that those reductions, which would constitute steps towards disarmament,

should be wecasunrebhle by a clearly defined and universally accepted yardstick.
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Only a device of that type could provice us with & meaningiul basis for
a serious discussion about the order of magnitude of reductions and of
savings in resources, on the one hand, and of the magnitude of economic
and social needs on the other. Thet is an additionel reason why we
believe that the reportirg system proposed by the Secretary-General's
group of experts should tave been put to the test forthwith, The best
woy for taking this matter forward would have been by a pilot study,
as the experts report recommends, involving a small number of States with
varied military budgeting and sccounting procedures, We consider that
the time has come for the Secretary-Generael to arrange such & study and
an analysis of its resultis,
We would have 1liked to have seen all Governments extend their
co-operation and do all they could to provide any assistence that might
have been required for tte efficient preparation of svch a pilot study.
Without the co-operation of all States with different economic systems and
gt different stages of development, it will not be possible to achieve the
ultimate objective, whict. is the reduction of military expenditure
and the relesse of resources, both naticnally and internationally, for
urgent economic and scciel needs.
We gsee no direct lirk between the military expenditure of sn industrialized
country and the amount it allocates in overseas aid since quite different
criteris and decisions are invoived., Tndeed. to make the transfer of
resources to developing countries dependent upon the reducticn of military
budgets would surely be against the interests of all concerned, both developing
and developed countries. The best guarantee of increased financial assistance

that tke developing countries could have would be a collective pledge

by all donors that aid flows will be increased regardless of other

budgetary ccumitments, The nine States mewbers of the Buropean Community

have already given such an underteking in the Conference on International Economic
Co-operation. We are nov working to make a substantial increase in our
development aid contribution and to work towards & common target of Q.7 per cent

of gross national product as early as circumstances will allow. The total flow of
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and to the third world could be greatly increased if all industrialized
countries would participate in that effort.

We remain hopeful that the prospect of beneficial results for ell will
be astened by the initiation of the pilot study which the draft amendment
calls for. We urge delegations to give these amendments careful and positive
consideration so that the Secretary-General may be enabled to take positive

action in this matter.

The CHAIRMAN: T would draw the attention of the Committee to the

fact that we are not as yet engaged in explanations of vote but on a debate

over the item.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): For all

those who have been following this item in our debate, it is superfluous, it
seems to me, to try to demonstrate the very special interest of the delegation
of Mexico in achieving a reduction in the military budgets of the States
permanent members of the Security Council, as well as any other State with
comparable military expenditures. May I merely be allowed to recall that
those studies began four years ago following a draft resolution submitted by
Mexico which became General Assembly resolution 3093 B (XXVIII) of

7 December 1973. That was the origin of the utudies prepared by the
Secretary~CGeneral with the help of expert consultants. We already have

three reports; the last one was prepared this year.

It is precisely because the delegation of Mexico has s vor speciel
interest in ocbtaining the desired results that my delegation, together with
the delegation of Sweden, which co-sponsors draft resolution A/C.l/ﬁQ/L.Qh*,
has sought to proceed with the utmost caution and also with the greatest patience.

It goes without saying that the statement made by the representative of
the United States 1s without doubt a masterpiece of logic and persuasion. But
we all know that 1t is not precisely logic that governs decisions and sctions

in the matter of disarmament.
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Hence, even though my delegation is in complete agreement with the need
to have a comparable systen for standardized reporting, we deliberately
refrained, as did the delegation of Sweden, from including in draft resolution
A/C.1/32/L.2k* a specific provision of the type embodied in paragraphs IT and III
of A/C.1/32/L.33.
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We wished - and still wish - to exhaust every possibility to reach an
agreement. principally among the States directly referred to here, that is,
the permanent members of the Security Council and other members with
comparable military expenditures; Clearly, we shall not wait for ever to
take another step of the kind mentidned by the representative of the United
States here and of the type envisaged in document A/C.1/32/L.33. Perhaps by
next year there will either be a favourable change in the present situation
or we shall consider that the time has come to take a further step. 3But my
delegation has often given factual evidence that when we coansider that we caa
walt no longer for lack of agreement between the great Powers or the super-Powers
we have not hesitated to submit the necessary draft resolution or draft amendments.
But I repeat that in our view, based on lengthy consultations with numerocus
delegations. we had better wait a little longer.

We very much fear that adoption now of amendments such as those in
paragraphs II and III of document A/C.1/32/L.33, far from helping to achieve
the desired objective, wmight result in a hardening of the present negative
attitude among many delegations regarding submission of the instruments
referred to in paragraph II. If this happens, 1t will be even more difficult,
if not impossible, to achieve the desired objective.

That is why when the time comes to vote my delegation will request a
separate vote on the amendment in paragraph I of document A/C.l/BQ/L.53 and
the amendments in paragraphs II and ITI. The amendments in II and III can
bve voted on Jjointly, because they are very closely interrelated.

My delegation will vote in favour of the amendment in paragraph I but,
much to our regret. we shall have to vote against the amendments in
paragraphs II and III. We shall have to do so., I repeat, much to our regret
because the purpose we pursue is exactly the same as that pursued by the
representative of the United States and the nmembers of the Buropean
Community. However. we are convinced that to try to impose such a procedure
now would be premature and contrary to our objective,

Furthermore approval of draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.24k* with the
amendment in paragraph I of document A/C.1/32/L.33 only, will not in any way
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prevent the special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
from giving this matter the consideration it deems appropriate. What is more,
such consideration is specif'ically provided for.
Thus the fourth preambilar paragraph of draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.24* reads:
"Noting that the special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament in May/June 1978 will provide an opportunity to consider the
disarmament problem in a broad perspective”.
That implies that any aspect related to the reduction of military budgets may
be considered. But should it te necessary to make it clearer, the next
paragraph says:
"Noting further that at the special session several matters related
to the reduction of military expenditures will be congidered".
In conclusion, T should merely like to emphasize that we are compelled
to vote against the amendments in paragraphs II and IIT of document A/C.1/32/L.33
at this session simply because we believe that the result of approval of those
tvo amendments would be coun:ierproductive for the end we seek. To prove that
we agree completely on the substance I shall say that, if at the thirty-third
sesslion the situation unfortunately remains unchanged, my delegation wéuld not
only accept paragraphs of that kind but would probably even include them in any

draft resclution we might submit on the subject.

The CHAIRMAN: T urderstood the representative of Mexico to have
made a formal proposal that will affect the voting when we come to that point,
on the amendments contained in document A/C.1/32/L.33. T understand that he
is requesting a separate vote on the amendment 1n paragraph I followed by a
separate vote on the amendments in paragraphs II and IIT taken together.

Would the representative of Mexico please confirm that my understanding

is correct?

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): That is

correct.
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Mr, HAMILTON (Sweden): I wish to make a brief comment on the

proposed amendments to the draft resoclution concerning military budgets
Just presented by the representative of the United States. In order to
explain the reason for our position I have not much to say in addition to
what was sald yesterday morning and today by the representative of Mexico
and in my own statement yesterday. I merely wish to emphasize again that the
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will provide
the most appropriate opportunity for considering this and other related
disarmament issues in a broad perspective. We firmly believe that that will
be the right moment at which to adopt a progremme for operational development
and implementation of the reporting system.

As regards the amendments proposed by the United States delegation, my
delegation can agree to the proposal in paragraph I on the preambular part
of the draft resolution. On the other hand, we cannot accept paragraphs II
and IIT and accordingly we shall have to vote against them.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now proceed to take a decision
on draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.2L* pertaining to agenda item 47, entitled
"Reduction of military budgets". I understand that the draft resolution has

no financial implications. As the Committee knows, this draft resolution
is sponsored by the delegations of Mexico and Sweden and was Introduced in
this Committee by the representative of Mexico on 17 November. The other
document pertaining to the same item is A/C.1/32/L.33 which contains the
proposed amendments introduced a short while ago by the representative of
the United States. There has been a procedural proposal by the representative
of Mexico as to how we should vote on those proposed amendments, and I shall
revert to that matter when we come to vote.

Before proceeding to the vote on the amendments or the draft resolution,
I shall call on those delegations wishing to explain their vote befors the

vote.
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Mr. OGISO (Japan': My delegation wishcs to explain its position
on draft resolution A/C.1/*2/L.24* and the proposed amendments contained
in document Ajc.1/32/L.33.

First of ell, we welcumed. the Secretary-:ereral's repcri un the -
reduction of militery budgets (A/32/194), which contained sn analysis of
comments provided by States in response to suggestions contained in the
1976 report on the reducticon of military budgets (A/31/222/Rev.l).

Looking back at the history of United Nations deliberations on the
question of the reduction of military budgets, in 1973 the Soviet Union
proposed the inclusion of & new item in the agenda of the twenty-eighth session
of the Genersl Assembly entitled "Reduction of the military budgets of States
peruanent members of the Uriited Nations Security Council by 10 per cent and
the use of a part of the finds thus saved for providing assistance to
developing countries”. This was tre subject of resolution 3093 A (XXVIII)
adopted on 7 December 1973. In operative peragraph 1 of' that resolution,
the Generel Assembly:

"Recommends that all States permanent members of the Security

Council should reduce their military budgets by 10 per cent from the

1973 level during the next financial year."

However, this raised a protlem as far as taking serious steps towards the
goal proclaimed in that rezolution is concerned since the composition of
military budgets varies frcm one country to another.

In an effort to overccme this difficulty the General Assembly adopted
resolution 3463 (XXX), sponsored by Mexico and Sweden, on 1l December 1975,
in which it rejuested:

" ... the Secretary-Gereral, assisted by a group of aualified experts ...

to prepare a report ccntaining an in-depth analysis and examination

in concrete terms of the various matters specified ... including

conclusions and recomrendations.”

In pursuance of this resolution, the Group of Experts appointed by the
Secretary-General worked out quite an excellent means of measurement, or
format, in 1976 and further imp—oved the proposed reporting instrument in
1977. My delegation is convinced that in order to implement the 1973 resolution
on the reduction of military budgets, originally introduced by the Soviet Union,
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ve need to agree on an appropriate means of measuring national military
expenditures in order to compare them on a fair and concrete basis. In this
sense, ny delegation is disappointed that there is no specific reference in
draft resolution A/C.l/BE/L.Qh* to putting into operation the proposed
reporting instruments.

In this connexion, in paragraph 106 of the report there is the following
recommendation:

"The work set in motion by General Assembly resolution 3093 A and

B (XXVIII) of 7 December 1973 has reached a decisive stage. A satisfactory

reporting instrument has been devised and reviewed. The time thus appears

propitious to attempt to move a step further. Progress along these lines

will require operational testing and refining of the reporting instrument,

which is work of a character different from that undertaken by the

expert groups of 1974, 1976 and 1977." (4/32/194, para. 106)

My delegation associates itself fully with that recommendation and

believes it to be absolutely necessary that further and concrete steps be
taken as a matter of urgency.

With regard to the proposed amendments to the draft resolution
by the United States, my delegation considers that those amendments reflect
at least the winimum necessities at this stage to which I have called attention
and that for this reason they greatly improve the draft resolution. My
delegation therefore strongly supports the proposed amendments in document
AfC.1/32/L.33.
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My delepation, therefore, strongly hopes that the amendments are
adopted. However, even if that is not the case, my delegation will vote
irn favour of draft resclution A/C.1/32/L.24*, but on the understanding,
which was confirmed a few minutes ago by the representative of Mexico,
that a decision on putting into operation the proposed standardized
reporting instrument will be considered at the special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

As is suggested in tane report, preparations for the start of
operations would best be antrusted to an ad hoc panel of experienced
practitioners in this field of military budgeting, under the segis of
the United Nations.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take a decision on the
emendments contained in d>cument A/C.1/32/L.33. These draft emendments
have been submitted by the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany,
the Netherlands, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
and the United States of America.

The representative of Mexico has asked that a separate vote be taken on
amendment I in document A/C.1/32/L.33, and that another separate vote be
taken on amendments II and ITT together, appearing in the same dccument.

The Committee will tierefore be requested to take a decision first
on amendment I. For greater clarity, I shall read out that particular
amendment:

"I. After the second preambular paragraph, insert a new

paragraph reading as follows:

Recognizini; the value of the availability of a satisfactory
instrument for standardized reporting on the military expenditures
of Member States, particularly of the States permanent members of
the Security Council, as well as any other States with comparable

military expend.tures,".
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A recorded vote has been requested by the delegation of the
United States.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Fahames,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan,
Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Canada, Cape Verde,
Central African Empire, Chad, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Cyprus, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Ttaly, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco,
Nersl, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, lNiger,
Nigeria, Norway, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinided and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britein
and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America,
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
7aire, Zambia

Against: ~hina

Abstalning: tlperia, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Ireland,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Oman, Pakistan, Poland, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics

Amendment T was adopted by 103 votes to 1, with 17 abstentions.




MP/em A/c.l/ag/w.j"r

The CBHATRMAN: The Committee will now proceed to, take a decisiocn

cy cyeveperta T snd I in derumert Aj:.lf%?[L.ﬁ?. Agnin for the =sake
of clarity, T. shall read cut those amendments:
"II. After paragrzyh 1, insert a new paragraph reading as follows:

2. rcetegts the Secretary-General to ascertain those States which
would be prepared to participate in a pilot test of the reporting
instrument and to report on this to the special session of the General
Assembly on disarmament.

"III. To paragraph 2, henceforth paragraph 3, add a new clause reading
as follows:
gnd containing inf'ormation concerning the progress made in carrying out
the task referred to, in paragraph 2, above."
4 recorded vote ves talen.
In favour: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgivm, Burundi, Canada, Chad, Costa Rica, Denmark,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Iceland, Iran, Ireleand, Isreel, Italy, Japan, Kenya,
Libe:xia, Luxembourg, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Norway, Philippines, Portugal, Sierra Leone,
Singupore, Spain, Surinam, Thailand, Turkey, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of

Amer:.ca
Against: China, Mexico, Peru, Sweden,
Abstaining: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil,

Bulgaria, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,

Cape V2rde , Central African Empire, Chile, Colombia,

Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ecuador,
Bgypht, E1 Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, German Democratic
Republic, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary,
‘ndis, Indonesia, Irag, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Kuwait,

Libyan Arab Jamehiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives,

Mali, Mauritania, Mauritios, Mongolia, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraquay, Poland,
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Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sri lanka, Suden,
Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Aradb Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania,
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia,

7Zaire, Zambia, '

Amendmente IT and III were adopted by 4O votes to 4, with T6 absentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now prnceedto vote on
draft resolution A/C.1/3z/L.24* as amerded by the decisions just taken 'y tie

'

Ccrmittee. A recorded vote has Lren requested.

A recorded vote wee taken.

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, 7argladcsh, Barbados,
Belgium, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, lurma, Burundi,
Cenada, Cape Verde, Central African Empire, Chad,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopisa,
Fiji, Finland,” France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras,
Iceland, India, Indoneslia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel,
ITtaly, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwalt, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahirliya, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritius,
Mexico, Morocco, Iozambique, Ilepal] , Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Linka,
Suian, Surinam, Swazlland, Sweden, S:rriau Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, ‘Irinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain
ani Northern Ireland, United Republic of Camercon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America,
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zeambvis.
aoedret: Albania, China
Abstaining: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cuoa, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary,
Moagolia, Foland, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Reojublic, K Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.2L*, as amended, was adopted by 109 votes
to 2, with 11 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives who

wish to explain their votes.

Mr. MARKER (Pakistan): The Pakistan delegation voted in favour
of draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.2U4* relating to the reduction of military
budgets. We are in favour of the objective of this draft resolution: that is,
of bringing sbout a reduction in global military expenditures. The preliminary
studies carried out so far on the subject have been valuable if only in
pointing to the complex and difficult problems involved.

We deem it necessary to express certain important considerations that
underline our approach to this question. First, the primary responsibility
for achieving reductions globally devolve on those States which possess
the largest military arsenals. Similarly, in a regional context also, it
is the more powerful States which need to take the first confidence-building
steps.

Second, we feel that reduction in military budgets by specific
percentages may bring about a situetion which is disadvantageous to the
weaker States. It would be more equitable to link the reduction of
expenditure to actual force reductions expressed in physical terms.

Third, the models for accounting of military budgets outlined in the
report of the Secretary-General suffer from a number of technical deficiencies.
These would have the effect of presenting an incomplete picture of the
military potential and capability of the advanced industrislized States.

The proposed system appears to follow a less scientific approach than
is warranted in an era of rapid technological development.

We shall elaborate these comments on the subject at a later date.

Mr. LOZINSKY (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): In connexion with the vote on draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.2L*,

the Soviet delegation would like to make the following statement.
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(Mr. Lozinsky, USSR)

The Soviet Union hias been consistently in favour of reducing military
budgets of States in the belief that the implementation of this measure
would be one of the mos: effective means of curbing tle arms race, It
would make possible the diverting of the freed resources to the puimoses
of economic and social rogress of the peoples and the afferding of
assistance to developing countries. It is well known also that this
question has appeared on the agenda of the United Nations,as an independent
item, since the tiite wh:m the foviet Union, in 1975, cane forward with the
iritintive for reducing military budgets of States permanent members of
the Security Council by 10 per cent, earmarXins some of the rescurces
saved for the affording of assistance to developing countries.

The General Assembly approved that initiative, but its implementation
unfortunately has been delayed, and it has not been our fault.

Subsequently, the 'JSSR has repeatedly appealed tc¢ have the
question of the reduction of military budgets made the subject of husinesslike
talks amcng interested 3tates, and for its part las expressed its
readiness to take seriois steps towards this end. Such readiness, however,
wve do rot observe on the part of certain permanent members of the Security
Council,

Furthermore, in recent years in the United Nations we have noticed
a line for carrying out technical studies of military budgets which in
essence have beccme detailed investigations, of the methodology frr
comparing the military ootentials of States, As a result, the
main purpose is lost, waiich is that of reducing militaery budgets. The
content of the last repors of the Croup of Txperts, cirvculated in decusent
A/32/194, and the draft resolution which has recently been put to the
vote, confirm this conelusion.

We believe that th2 efforts of States Members of the United Nations
should be devoted not t> comparisons of ever more complex contradictory
and abstract reports, bat to the implementation of genuine effective
measures to reduce military budgets.

On the basis of v1=ee considerationg, the Soviet delegation abstained

in the voting on the draft resolution in document A/C.1/32/L.2k*.



BHS /ad AJC.1/32/PV. 3T
56

Mr., MULLOY (Ireland):, Ireland fully supported all the amendments
proposed in docurent A/C.1/32/1..33 but by inadvertence abstained in the
vote on parasgraph I. I should like that error to be corrected to show a vote

in favour of paragraph I.

The CHAIRM/N: The statement of the representative of Ireland will be

noted in the records of the Committee. '

e have thus concluded consideration of agenda item 47, entitled "Reduction
of military budgets".

The Committee will now proceed to agenda item 51, entitled
"General and complete disarmament" under which it has before it draft
resolution A/C.l/52/L.26 submitted by the delegation of Belgium on 15 November. I
have been informed by the Secretariat that the draft resolution has no financial
implications.

Since no representative wishes to speak at this stage, the Committee
will proceed to vote on draft resolution A/C.1/32/L.26.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Chad,
Chile, Colowmbia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
Ecuador, El SBelvador, Fiji, Finland, France, German Democratic
Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, Iran, Ireland, Tsrael, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Japan, Kenya, Liberia, Luxembourg, Maldives, Mali, Mexico,
Mongolia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,

Niger, Norway, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Poland,
Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Singapore, Spain,
Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay,

Venezuela, Zaire, Zambila.
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wainst: None

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Barbados, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Cuba, Democratic
Yeme, Egypt, Ethiopia, Guinea, Juinea-Bissau, Guyana,
India, Indonesia, Iraqg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Morocco, Mozambigue, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania,
Upper Volta, Yewen, Yugoslavia

The draft resolution was adopted by 7l votes to none, with 41 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: T shall now call on delegations that wish to explain

their votes,
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Mr. HSU YI-IUZIN (Chinmf (interprota’lcn foe . Thipese @ With respect to

draft resolution L/C.l/EE/L.26, which has Just been adopted, the Chinese

delegation would like to state that it did not participate in the vote and

reguests this statement to be included in the record of our meeting.

The CH.TRIM:N: The statement of the representative of China will be

included in the records of the Committee.

Mr. ELIAV (Israel): TIsrael has alwvays supported the principle of
regional disarmament as the most practical way to ensure global disarmament, and
steps in that direction certainly should not be postponed until a comprehensive
world-wide scheme has been worked out cnd »ut into effect. This ig certainly
Israel's view as far as the Middle East is concerned and its leaders have
declared time and again their readiness to tackle the problem of the limitation and
reduction of arms in the region as a separate issue, progress on which should not
be contingent on the solution of other problems.

That attitude has been at the core of Israel's suggestion that the special
session of the General Assembly on disarmament should examine a proposal for the
establishment of regional disarmement commissions which would consider in depth
ideas and suggestions for intergovernmental regional agreements on arms reduction
and control. I am referring, of course, to document ~/AC.187/38, which sets forth
Israel's views regarding that session.

My delegation was therefore very happy to vote in favour of draft resolution
L/C.l/ﬁE/L.26, which we regard as an important step in the right direction, and we
noted in particular with satisfaction that the latter part of operative paragraph 1
of thet draft resolution indicotes that "messures dersigned to increage con?’dence
and stability" - "measures designed to increase confidence and stability" - could
play an important part in the process of regional disarmament.

58 all members know, such a measure of historical dimensions designed to
increase confidence and stability will take place tomorrow in Jerusalem, the
eleornal city of peace, and may I thus express the hope that the Middle East in
the no®t-too-distant future instead of being one of the most heavily armed zones in

the world will become a model for regional disarmament and coexistence.
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VDADHA (Jordan) (1nte19rebau10n from rabic): Had my delegation
particinated in the vote it would have abstained on the draft resolution submitted
my Belgium in document A/G.l/BQ/L.26. The reason for that sbstention is

our solidarity with our friends and the rcn-aligred countries that consider the

1

draft resoluticn not to ba suitable at this time. when world sitention should be
concentrated on nuclear disarmament and on the elirination of weapons of mass
destruction. The draft resolution subwitited by Belgium goes beyond that and
deals with general and conplete disarmement at a time when countries are facing
problems caused by aggression and therefore need continually to defend themselves,
and when marny countries ray absolutely no attention to the emphasie

vhich has been placed by the internaticnal community on the need for nuclear

disarmement, I should like the abstention of Jordan to be recorded,
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The CHAIRMAN: The statement by the delegation of Jordan will be

duly recorded.
The Committee will now take up its next item of business, namely, draft
resolution A/C.1/32/L.7 pertaining to agenda item 45, which is entitled

"Establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Azia”.

Mr. MARKER (Pakistan): Mr. Chairmen, I request your kind consideration
of our earllier request that the vote on this draft resolution bte deferred
until this afterncon's meeting of the Committee. However, we would have

no objection to explanatiocns of vote before the vote being given now.

The CHAIRMAN: Unless there i1s any objection to the procedure that hes

just been suggested, we shall proceed to the eXplanations of vote befare the
vote so that we may take the vote promptly as the first business of the
Committee in the afternoon.

The draft resoclution, as the Committee will recall, was introduced by

the delegation of Pakistan on 11 November. It has no financial implications.

Mr. FISHER (United States of Americea): The United States is pleased
to be able to vote for the draft resolution on the establishment of a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in South Asia. This vote reflects United States support for
the concept of establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones in various parts of the
world which President Carter emphasized at the Crganizing Conference of the
Internaticnal Fuel Cycle Evaluation in Washington last month. We believe
that effective nuclear-weapon-free zones can enhance the security of the
parties and can reinforce non-proliferation on a regicnal basis.

The United States vote in favour of this draft resolution also reflects
continuing United States support for the objectives of establishing a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in south Asia under conditions that would ensure its
effectiveness. The criteria by which the United States Government Judges the
effectiveness of any nuclear-weapon-free zone have been elaborated by my
delegation many times in the past. %e also recognize the responsibility of

all nuclear-weapon States in connexion with the establishment of such zones,
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(Mr. Fisher, United States)

The United States does not regard this draft resolution as being directed
agalnst any state in the region and would not have been able to support it had
we thougitt othervise. Ve baelleve that the actual provisions governing the

establishment of a nuclear-veapon-free zone in south Asia, sg in an other area
2

~

L on ommons the evorepriste narties telcie States

ol

At e negotlated ard aoves
can be expected to undertake comrmitments regarding the zone.

e Urited Stater, T The vobe deor this draft resolution, wishes to endoneoe
the concept of a south Asian nucleny weapon-free zone that is developed and
supported by the States in “he region.

Mr., DHAN (India): T shculd like to speek this afterroon

in explanation of vote before the vote, and I request that I may be allowed to do so.

The CHAIRMAN: Bince there are no other speakers wishing to speak rnov in

mnphicn of vote before the vote, and in defevence ©o Ghe

14

ccuest made by the
representstive of India, I shall adjourn the meeting at this time on the understanding
that when the Committee reconvenes this afternoon it will continue with the
consideration of the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/32/L.7.
However, I should first like to announce that the following delepations
have indicated their wish to become cosponsors of draft resslutiong:

- - - e

Senegeld, dyaft resolutions C.;ﬁiffu.y and L.292: IHeir Yealand,

droaft resolutions A/C.1/32/..28 ard 1.29: and Jordan, draft resolution
Je.1/32/1.29.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.






