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The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 31, 32, 35, 33, 38, 39, Lo,
k2, 43, b4, 45 120 AND 121 (continued)

The CHATRMAW: The Committee will now vote on the draft resolution

contained in document A/C.1/34/L.6, which has the following nine sponsors: Bulgaria,
the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the German Democratlc Republic, Hungary,
the Lao People s Derocratic Republic, Mongolia, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Viet .Nam.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

"

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas, thrain,
Bangladesh, Barbaaos, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazii;
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cape Verde, Chile, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,

Becuador, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Indonesia,
Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic"Republic, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierrs Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syriah Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobasgo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire and Zambia

- 'Against: None, °



BHS/ad A/C.1/34/PV, k1
3

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Worway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Worthern Ireland,
United States of America, Upper Volta .
Draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.6 was adopted by 88 votes to none, with

25 abstentions.¥

S ———— 1
S

¥ Subsequently the delegations of Costa Rica, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, the
Dominican Republié, Egypt, Lthiopia, Guinea, India, the Ivory Coast,jMaldiVes‘and;v

Mongolia advised the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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The CHAIRMAW: I shall now call on those members who wish to explain

their votes.

Mr. STRUCKA (Czechoslovakia) (interpretation from Russian): As can be

seen from its text, the draft resolution which we have just adopted pursues a
noble aim, namely, the prevention of the emergence of new types of weapons of
mass destruction based on new scientific principles and progress. The purpose of
. the draft resolution, therefore, is to promote the prevention of a qualitative arms
race and simultaneously to make sure that scientific and technological
acdbmplishmentS‘will be used exclusively for peaceful purposes. The draft
resolution takes account of the corresponding conclusion of the Final Document of
the tenth special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, namely, that
to end the arms raee both quantitative and eualitative Eisarmament measures must
be adopted. There can be no doubt that méésures fer that purpose must preveﬁ%
the further development of qualitative improvements of weapons, particularly.of
weapons of mass destruction, and the elaboration of new methods of waging war.

The Committee on Disarmament in Geneva has already done useful work this
year in it§1consideration of new types of weapons of mass destruction. We
believe that the Committee on Disarmameri should actively continue those
\\negotiations at its forthcoming session with a view to the elaboration of a draft of
a- comprehensive agreement. on the prohibition of tkhe development and manufacture of
nev types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons, as set
forth in the draft resolution just adopted. As can be seen from operative
paragraph 1, the authors of the draft resolution have provided for specific
agreéements on particular types of such weapons, where necessary. The need for
such specific agreements was referred to at this morning's meeting by the
representatives of several countries.

The Czechoslovak delegation is convinced that the draft resolution which we
have just adopted will play a useful role in intensifying our efforts to put a
promptiend to the.arms“race and to bring about concrete disarmement measures. For

that reason, we voted in favour of it.

Y
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tlr. RUDOFSKY (Austria): The Austrian delegation abstained in the vote
on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.6 on the gquestion of tle prohibition of weapons of

mass destruction. This should in no way be interpreted as indicating a lack of
interest on our part in the problem of the effective prohibition of the
production of any new weapons of mass destruction. On the contrary, Austria
attaches the utmost importance to this item.

However, we would have preferred a text which took into account
the need to develop an agreed approach acceptable to all countries immediately
concerned on how to proceed further with regard to the issue. In particular, we
consider that the kind of comprehensive agreement envisaged in this draft resolukhion
will not meet the requirement of adequate verification, a requirement which

Austria deems indispensable for all disarmament and arms control measures.
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Mr, LIDGARD (Sweden): The Swedish delegation has abstained on draft
resolution A/C.1/34/L.6, end I wish to explain the reasons for this position.
Sweden‘is deeply convinced of the importance of preventing at an early stage
the use of sclentific and technological achievements for the developmert of new
types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction. We are therefore strongly
in favour of the main objective of the draft resolution, which is to take
effective measures’to ensure that new majof'scientific‘discoveries be used solely
for pééceful purposes. , | '
The mgin reason for our sbstention 1% operative paragraph 1 of the draft
resolutlon. I wish 1n‘thls context to relterate the doubt we have expressed
- on numercus o¢casions about the idea of a general agreement in this field.
In our view, a generally accepted and clear definition of the scope and content
in this field must be reached before sqgrting negoti;tions on a draft
convention. |
. We note with satisfaction that draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.6 requests the
Committée on Disarmemen% to prepare speciffc agreements on particular types of new
weapons of mass destruction. We will continue to support all efforts to reach
‘_specific agreements on such individual types of new weapons 6f mass destruction
asimay be identified. -
Mr. ERSUN (Turkey) (interpretation from French): Turkey's position
on the question of weapons of rass destruction is.well known. The
Turkish Government heartily supports any efforts to arrive at an agreement
to prevent the eﬁergence of new weapons of mass destruction and.based -
on new prlnclples of scientific progress.
The consideration of this complex matter shoulu naturally take
place inkthe Committeeton Disarmament:.intGénevaj«which is the only
multilgteral competent negotiating body now.at the disposal of the-international.

community .
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(Mr. Ersun, Turkey)

As we all know, that organ works on the basis of the rule of consensus.
Therefore, we would have sincerely hoped that resolutions similarly approved on
the basis of a consensus at the United Nations would indicate to all Member States
the common desire %o avoid any possible danger of such weapons appearing in the
future. We think that the modalities and the form of an agreement on this
extremely complicated matter cannot be decided in advance by a deliberative body
such as the First Committee.

With these ideas in mind, the Turkish delegation last year voted in favour
of resolution 33/66 A which more or less reflected a consensus among the Powers
which possess sufficiently advanced technology to manufacture such weapons.

We abstained on resolution 33/66 B which defined, in our view, a more limited
and restrictive approach bearing more on form than on substance.

The Turkish delegation abstained today on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.6

for the same reason. -

Mr. RAJAKOSKI (Finland): The Finnish delegation voted in favour of
draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.6 which has just been adopted by this Committee.

We did so because we believe that all apprdaches to the problem of preventing-
the emergence of new weapons: of mass destruction should be exblored. That - .~.Lliv¢
includes the possibility of an agreement or agreements on the prohibition of the
development and manufacture of such wespons.

With this in-mind, Finland last year supported both resolutionsb33/66 A and
33/66 B which were adopted by the General Assembly. As one step towards the
elimination of weapons of m=ss destruction, we have welcomed the recent reports

" on progress concerning a convention on the prohibiticn of radiclogical weapons.

The CHAIRMAN: It is my intention now to begin the voting procedure.
on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.20/Rev.l. Before we put the draft resolutior™to

the vote, the Soviet Union has requested a separate vote on operative paragrsphs

2, 3, 4, and 5. I shall read out once more the list of sponsors of this draft L
resolution: Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Canada, Chile, Denmark, Ecuador, Fihland,‘
France, the..Federal Republic of Germany, Ghana, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
Mauritius, the Netherlands, Philippines, Romania, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, the

United Kingdom, the United States, Uruguay and Zaire.

*
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(The Chairman)

The Chair was not quite clear as to whether the Soviet Union intended for
these paragraphs to be voted on as a group or separately. I should like an

explanation at this time before I proceed to the vote.

Mr. KRASULIN'(Soviet Union) (interpretation from Russian): The Soviet

delegation would not object if all these paragraphs were voted on together.

The CHAIRMAN: Operative paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5 of draft resolution
A/C.1/34/L.20/Rev.1 are now put to the vote.
Operative paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5 of draft “esolutlon A/C.1/34/L,.20/Rev.1

were adopted by 1U9 votes to none, with 15 abstentions.

The CHATRMAN: Those paragraphs are adopted and will be included in
A/C.1/34/L.20/Rev.1: .-The representative 6f the Federal Republic of Germany‘how

asks that the draft resolution as a.whole be adopted without a vote. If I see no

objections, it is so decided. )
Draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.20/Rev.l was adopted.
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Mr. GLAIEL (Syrian Arab Republic) (interpretation from Arabic): My
delegation joined in the unanimous support with which draft resolution
A/C.1/34/L.20/Rev.l was adopted. I should like to take this opportunity to
express my delegation's thanks to the sponsors of that draft resolution for the
understanding and co-operation they demonstrated when consultations were held oh
it. My delegation could thus join the other sponsoring delegations once the

views and observations we expressed were taken into consideration.

Mr. IMAM (Kuwait): My delegation cast an affirmative vote in favour
of draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.20/Rev.l, because it believes that confidence-
building measures can help to facilitate the process of disarmament.

However, confidence~building measures do not apply equally to all regions.
It is a cause of satisfaction that the sixth preambular paragreph of the draft
resoilution recognizes that there are situations pcculiar to specific reglons

which have a bearing on the nature of confidence-building measures feasible in

those regions.

We are also gratified that operative paragraph 1 takes. intc account the
specific conditions and requirements of each region. It is my delegation's
understanding that confidence—building measures do not apply to reglons where
colonialism, foreign occupation, racism and apartheid prevail. We also believe
that Israeli withdrawal from all occupied Arab territories and the establishment
of a Paleétinian state in éhe West Bank and CGaza are necessary prerequisites for
confidence-building measures in the Middle East. Confidence-building measures
should never be used as a means Lo perpetuate foreign occupation, racism and
apartheid or to‘prevent displaced and uprooted people from regaining their

50vereign, national and human rights in their homelands.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.1, entitled "Israeli Nuclear Armament”. This draft resolution

has 39 sponsors and was introduced by the representative of Iraq at the Committee's
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(The Chairman)

thirty-second meeting on 9 November 1979. The draft resolution hes financial
implications that are contained in 4A/C.1/34/L.43.

The sponsors of the draft resolution are: Afghsnistan, Algeria, Angola,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Cuba, Pemocratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ruinea-Bissau,
Indonesia, Iraq, Iran, -Jordan, Kuvait, the Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
the Libyan Areb Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania,: Morocco,
Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Oman, Qatar, Seo Tome and Principe, Saudi Arebia,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, the Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, the United Arab .
Emirates, Viet Nam, Yemen and Yugoslavia.

I nov call upon representatives who wish to speak in explanation of vote
before the voting.

Uy, MUQ;QX_(Ireland): I propose to make a statement by way of -
clari fication of Ireland's vote on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l,
entitled "Israeli Wuclear Armement”. I wish to begin by placing on record ‘
once again Ireland's clear support for the eiisting non-proliferation régime
and for ongoing international efforts to strengthen that régime through the
development of ever more effective and comprehensive safeguards.

‘Wé“recognize, moreover, that the objectives of non-proliferaticn can be
pufsuéd and assisted through the efforts of States belonging to clearly defined
regions to exclude nuclear weapons permanently from their area. We have
in particular encouraged such endeavours in the Niddle Fast context and have
supported resolutions at the General Assembly aimed at advancing this objective.

Notwithstanding these considerations, Ireland feels obliged to abstain
in the voting on the present draf£ resolution A/0.1/34/L.12/Rev.l. In this
connexion, Ireland believes it essential to recall that any thieat of
proliferation by any State in any region would risk undermining the credibility
of the non-proliferation régime as a whole and, as such, would have serious
international as well as regional consequences{
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(1fr. Mulloy., Ireland)

Because of this, we do not regard it as prudent, productive or just to
single out as & special case the problem of unsafeguarded nuclear facilities
in Israel, vhile other related regional aspects of the proliferation problem
are not treated in the present draft resolution under this agenda item. Therefore,
that the present text serves to introduce an imbalance into the international
debate on this question is clear. and it thereby complicates efforts to bring
the global proliferation problem under control.

thile accepting that States can have legitimate preoccupations with the -
possibility of proliferation in their owm region, we find the present text, as
an expression of these concerns, unnecessarily restrictive in its emphasis
and conclusions. The selective focus in the text on the Israeli nuclear
industry, to the neglect of the Non~Proliferation Treaty and safeguards régime
existing throughout the Middle East region as a whole, cannot in our view
contribute to productive or balanced conclusions on methods of enhancing the
over-all nuclear-weepon-free status of the region to wvhich we are committed.

Moreover, the exclusive focus in the draft resolution on Israeli nuclear ‘
policies seems to us to point to the intrusion of larger political considerations:»~
into the region's nuclear-arms-exclusion efforts, which can only serve to
impair the prospects for progress on this important objective. . i

Further, the tone of the text and the condemnations. which it contains do not%
appear apﬁropriate to an appeal to a fully participating United Nations Member
State to introduce comprehensive safeguards. We have grave reservations on
the reference to the Security Council in operative paragraph 5 of the present
draft, and not least, moreover, operative paragreph 6 would seem to pfedetermine
the result of the inquiry which the Secretary-General is being called upon to .
carry out. | .

Mi*. MARKER (Pakistan): qu several years, the Pakistan delegatiégé;g
this Committee has indicated that the primary danger of nuclear proliferation today
arisés from Israel and South Africa. Their nuclear-weapons capacity, if acquired,
will no doubt be used to prolong the policies of occupation,. aggression and rac¢ism.
The Pakistan delegatlon, in the light of these circumstances, fully supports.
draft resolution A/C.1/3k/L.12/Rev.l.
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(Mr, Marker, Pakistan)

The representative of Israel attempted the other day to divert attention
from Israeli nuclear ambitions by_mrking baseless allegations against
various other States, including my country. Pakistan's programme for the
use of nuclear energy is péaceful and is designed entirely to promote
our economic and social development. While we have benefited from
international co-operation under International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
safeguards, our peareful nuclear programme is based on'technological
selfwreliance and is not dependent on external finances or assistance.
'Pakistan?s support for nuclear nen-proliferation is a matter of record.

We have taken verious initiatives within and outside the United Nations
to ensure non-proliferation both globally and in our own region.

This impeccable;fecord, which is well knowm to the members of the
Committee, is enough to expose the falsdhood of Israeli allegations
against Pakistah s peaceful nuclea& programme. On the other hand, .
Israel's policy and actions have COHSIStentlj opposed the objectlves
of non-proliferation. Other representatlves have already submitted
documentary evidence of Israel‘s objective of nuclear-weapon
development. I shall not repeat these, but it is noteworthy that Israel
has opposed the objective of establishing a nﬁclear—weapon-freé zone |
in the Middle East. It has refused to accept any IAEA safeguards,

‘and ;tthas.acquired nuclear capability with a view to advancing its

asgressive political and military objectives.

Mr. FISHER (United States of America): I welcome this
opportunity” to explain before the vote why the United States is going
to vote against this draft resolution.

I believe that a fair review of the record will demonstrate that

the Unlted.St&tes has been and remains a strong supporter and leading

. advacate of nuclear non-proliferation. The Middle East is one of those

areas in the world in which particular danger of proliferation exists.
'Ifisuch proliferation,takes;place, then the prospects for tension and
o even war will have greatlyfheightened, with profound consequences for

global stability and for the shrvi?al of all of us in this room.
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(Mr. Fisher, United States)

i

It is with these considerations in mind that ny Government approésches

the questlon of any draft resolutioch: regd¥ding nuclear proliferation in Y
the Middle Fast. The draft resolution whiich is now before ug lez much

in it wvhich the United States can support in principle:<specificglly,
perati#e paragraphs 1 through 3. The United States has urged Isrsel

and other States in the Middle East. to adhere to the Non~Pr011£Erat10n
Treaty. That Israel nas not yet chosen to place 1ts*nuclear facilities

under IAEA safeguards is regrettable. The United States urges Israel -

and every ‘other State which has unsafeguarded facilities to place them

under IAEA safeguards. -
Desplte these positive features, the selective approach. of singling
.out : uartzcular country -~ in this case, Israel .- for censure end. as a o
target fbr collective sanctions 'is not, in our v1ew, an appronrlate o
- approach to the goal of non~prollferat10n. In fact, we serxcusly doubt

that the draft resolutlon is really designed to dlscourage the - CoE
prollferatlon of nuclear weapons. As has been p01nted ‘out by others,~‘

only about half of the sponsors of the draft resclutlon are parties '

to the Non-Prcllferatlon ‘Treaty who heve themselves accepted full-sccpe
safeguards. Cooe b : o “»;V S U U

Accord1ngly, it appears to the United States that the sponsors of .

this draft resolut1on have : dellberately fbcused on. a favourlte target

for polltlcal reasons and have used the 1ssue of nuclear prolleratlon .

as a means -of doing so.. Forvthaxwreeson,.the.Uh;tedvstetes“wall(vote,
against'this draft‘resolution;filnstead~ the*UhitedVStatesfwillfsurpcrt‘

a resPons1ble -approach to resolving the nuclear 1ssues in the)Mlddle

East and will vote in.favour.of draft resolut:on :A/C. l/3h/L 28, propos:ng ?*f

the establishment of a nuclearaweaponnfree zonée’ 1n ‘the. reglon of the
MlddLe Last. By calling on'all partles d1rectly concerned to undertake,
the bame'steps this non—dlscrlmlnatory approach to non-prollferat1on
in the Middle Egst deserves our sunport.» Mbreover, it 1s the only
.promlslng avenue towards the goel whlch we all endorse.‘.-f'- :

5
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EEL_EQEE_(Nethevlands): The Netherlands delegatibn will vote against
draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l, and we shall vote in favour of draft
resolution 4/C. l/3k/L.c8 In doing g0, w2 are moitivated by the following
considerations, o \

We are of the opinion that any State - I repeat, any State - that
intreduces nuclear weapons into the Middle East should be condemned. Ve
have, consequently, always voted in favour of resolutions that concerned
the establishment in the Middle East of a nuclear-weapon-free-zone and,
as I said just now, we shall also this year vote in favour of the draft
resolution’ to that effect, A/C.1/34/L.28, sponsorad by Egypt.

In the Iraqi draft resolution, however, it is taken as a fact that
one of the Sﬁates in the Middle East - Israel =~ actually is attempting
to‘develop and'acqpire nuclear weapons. This leads, amongst other things,
to the strong condemnstion, in operative®paragraph 4, of all such attempts™
by Israel. : . ' . .

We would, indeed, condenn- any State that,would.i§troduce nuclear weapons
into the Middle Easi, but my delegation feelg that we should proceed to
such a condemnétionronly on the basis of clear and undeniable facts., With
regard to Israel, my delegation does not possess such facts. For that

reason, we cannot support draft rqsoiution A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.1..
| For the same reason, we considereit unjustified to focus all attention
on Israel exclusively. The Iraqi draft resolution also contains a number
Vof elements ‘that we could fully endorse if only in their presentation
attentlon had not been focused exclusively on one and ouly one of the
.countrles of the area. I am referring now, -amongst others, to the appeal
to Israel in operative paragraph 3 to accept full-scope Internstional Atomic
Energy;Agenqy (IAEA) safeguards on all nuclear facilities. ‘ .
Another 'important measure could be added here which the draft resolution
unfortunately does not.contain. "That is that all parties in the region
"aheuld.aecedé*toxthe Non-Proliferation Treéty; It would be a major step
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(Mr. Fein, Netherlands)

towards the implementation of draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.28, ona
nuclear-weapon-free zone, if all States in®the Middle East submitted

all their nuclear activities to IAEA safeguards and become parties

to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Byrdoinéxéé they would prove conclusively"
that any accusation that they are ‘contemplating nuclear proliferation is
unfounded and that those nuclear installations which some of them, including
Israel, possess without their being safeguarded by IAEA are used for
peaceful purposes only.- ' .

Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus): My delegation will-vote in favour .of { his draft
resolution, first of all, on the principle that we are against the-

proliferation of nuclear weapons. The subject is of such' importance
for the future of menkind and its very survival that I think that all
other considerations are secondary. Therefore, anything that will stop
the proliferation of nuclear weapons should be voted for.

Now, particularly in an area as Sensitive'as the Middle East the -
dengers involved in the proliferation of nuclear weapons are immense.
Therefore, we shall vote in any case for this draft resolution, regerdless
o what the other considerstions are;L\Buth:wppldffur@her point out
that if, jin order‘to;stopgphe prolifératién}of'nuclear.weapons,“it'iSK
found that this will bring some inconvenience to those who want-to °
develop nuclear power for peaceful purposgs, I'wpnld sé& that humanity
as a vhole would rather ‘do without Duclear energy for peaceful = -

purposes than allow the‘proliferation‘éf‘ﬁuhléar-wegpons.
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Mr. BUKAYI (Zaire) (interpretation from French): The delegation
of Zaire has always shared the view of those delegations which' are firmly
committed to complete and general disarmameént, Vhen General Assenbly
resolution 33/7Tl was adopted last year:imy delegation abstained in the vote
_because it did not have sufficient material on which to formulate
a position.. Since then, however, information which we have received, the
statements made by what are known as the Israeli’ authorities and statements
made in South Africa &s reported on T November by the* Reuters agency have.
led ny Government to change its attitude because, first and foremost, my country
will a.lways be completely intransigent regarding anyth:.ng which could
. endanger. the future of Africa, . b E :

Since nuclear collsboration bétween Israel and South' Africa has been
clearly proven, there can be no doubt tha.t the possess:.on of nuclear weapons
by Israel cannot fail to further compl:,cate the Middle EBastern problem,

Ever since October 1973, when President Mobutu spcke from the rostrum of the
General Assembly, our position on this subjéct has béen well known.

- We therefore cannoct fail to condemn Israeli nuclear armements and we will -
vote for the draft resolution now before us accordingly, ‘

Mr,-CORDERO DI MONTEZEMOLO (Italy): = Italy has consistently
supported the effort of the international community aimed at strengthening

the non-prol:.fera.tlon régime and -at achieving an appropriate system of -
" effective gafeguards, ‘
7 Our view concerning the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone ' -
in the Middle East has been expressed repeatedly and is well known in this
forum, Accordingly when it is put to the vote we will support the draft ..
resolution before us urging , ‘ L
" .. all parties directly concerned ser:.ously to consider taking
the practical and urgent“ steps required for the implementation of
- the proposal to establish a nuclear'-weapon-free zone in the Middle
East in accordarce with the relevant resolutions of the General:. .
Assembly and ... Envi\tin_g_T the countries concerned to adhere to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons".

(A[C.1[3HZL.28, operative para. 1)
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(Mr. Cordero di Montezemolo, Italy)

My delegation will abstain on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l,
introduced by Iraq. We consider thet its.general objectives are in line with
the purpose.of reinforcing the non=proliferation régime. However, we cannot
subscribe to the reference to resolution 33/T1 A on which we had to cast a
negative vote last year. We have serious misgivings on the wording of certain
paragraphs, in particular paragraphs 4 and 5. Moreover, we cannot share a polemic
approach which is not likely to be conducive to conciliation on a crucial and

highly sensitive political issue of particuler concern to the Italian Government.

Mr. ERSUN (Turkey) (interpretation from French): The Turkish
Government feels that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would have more
destructive and catastrophic effects than menkind has ever known. The
civilization of the twentieth century is threatened with self-extinction and
the introduction of nuclear we ons in the Middle East region might well be the
beginning of the end. At presenﬁ we are seeing at the world level numerous
demonstrations of collective madness and we should do everjthing we can in order
that the situation prevailing in the Middle Easf shall not prove decisive in
triggering an apocalyptie count-down. ' . ;

At the thirtieth meeting of the First Comﬁittee on 5 November Turkey was
cited among the countries that had signed but not ratified the Non-Proliferation
Treaty. ‘It‘is true that the parliamentary system and its procedures in Turkey
’ Place emphaéis on effectiveness, and even perfectionism, sometimes at the
expense of speedy working: However I am happy te be able to inform members that
the Turkish Parliement has ratified the Treaty in question by law No. 2,225,
When the formalities relating to the preparation of the instruments of ratification
have been concluded those instruments will then be forwarded to the Depositar&
Governments. : v R

I wented to offer this parenthetical correction and to state that the
Turkish Government, in view of the consideration that I have Just enumerated,
has decided to vote in favour of the draft resolution’A/C.l/3h/L.12/Rev.1 '
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Mr. ELARABY (Egypt): The delegation of Egypt supports each and every

genuine attempt which aims at keeping the Middle East free from nuclear weapons.
Agtfepresentatives are well aware, we have signed the Non-Proliferation Treaty
and made our ratification copditional:ﬁpon Israel's adherence to it.

. With respect to draft resolution A/C.1/34/1.12/Rev.1, my delegation believes
that it reflects thevdeep concern of the States of the region regarding Israel's
‘fhuCIear armaments programme and its continued refusal to adhere to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty and place its nuclear activities ‘under proper
International Atomic Energy Agency saféguards and controls. We take note o7
paragraphs é and T of the draft resolution, which request the Secretary-General,
with the asSistahce of qualified experts, to prepare a study on the Israeli
nuclear armament and to report to the General Assembly. We believe that that
would be extremely useful and that in an area as sensitive as the Middle East
the obJect1ve of this Committee should be to take every possible effort to ensure
that nuclear weapons are not produced, acquired or in any wey introduced into
the area. ‘

In conc1u51on, we do not find that there is any contradiction between
4 draft resolution "A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l and our draft resolution contained in
-document A/C.1/34/L.28, and we shall therefore vote in favour of draft resolution

A/C 1/34/L.12/Rev. 1.

The CHAIRMAN "I shall now put to the vote the draft resolution contained
in docament a/c. 1/3h/L 12/Rev 1.

" Mr. AL-ALI (IraQ) (1nterpretat10n from Arablc) My delegation would
request that a recorded vote be taken. : | '
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A recorded vote was taken.

' In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh;,: Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soveti Soecialist Republic, Cape
Verde, China, Colombia, Comoros, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt,
Ethiopia, :Gabon,; Gembia, German Democratic RepUblic,'
Ghana, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyaﬁa, Hungery,
- India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamalca, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republlc, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriys, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Maurltanla, Maurltlus Mexlco,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambiquz, Nlcaragua, nger, ngerla,
.Oman, Pakistan, Papua New Gulnea, Poland, Qatar, Romanla,
Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabla, Senegal
Sonalia, Sri Lanka, Sudamn, SyrianAArah‘Repnblio,-Toéo,'
Trinidad and Tobago,ﬁTunisia,‘Turkey,'ﬁganda‘ Ukrainian
Soviet Socaallst Republlc, Unlon of Sov1et Soclallst
Republics, United Arab Emlrates Uhlted Repuullc of
Cameroon, United Republic.of Tanzanla, Venezuela,
' Viet Nem, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia P
% ggainst: Belglum, Denmark, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland Israel
o ‘Luxeﬂbourg, Netherlands, Norway, Slerra Leone,
United States of Amerlca . ,‘ f ‘ o
Abstaining:  Argentina, Australia, Anstria, Bolivfa; Bnrma,*Canada,'

LA

“Chlle, Costa Rica, Domlnlcan Republlc, Figi, Finland

France, Germany, Federal Republlc of, Greece, Ireland
Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Liberia, Nepal New Zealand
Peru, Phlllpplnes, Portugal Slngapore, Spaln, »urlname, ”

Swazzland, Sweden, Thailand, Unlted Klngdom ‘of Great

Britain and Northern Ireland, Upper Volta, Uruguay

" Dreft resolution A/C: l/3h/L 12/Rev.l was adopted by;90 votes to 11,‘ e
w1th 33 abstentlons.* ' el i

(RSP

" Sdbsequently the delegatlons of Bolivia and El Salvador advised. the *‘ o
Secretarlat that they had intended to vote in favour. The delegation of

'Slerra Leone advised the Secretarlat that it hed 1ntended to abstaln.‘f'
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| He CHAIRMAN: I shll now eell on representetives who uish to

explain their votes. S T |
b .
| My, PEARSON (Canada) The délegat1on of Canada ebstained on this

draft resolutlon for the fbllow1ng reasons. we consider there are some
elements in 1t w1th Whlch we are. 1n general agreement namely,
those whlch aim at the non-prcliferatxon of nuclear veapons, ~which
Canada strongly supports. Those elements 1nc1ude the establlshment of a
nuclearsweapon—free zone in the Middle East, restruct1ons on forms of
nuclear co-operatlon which could lead to the proliferation of nuclear weapons,
and the acceptance of Internatlonal Atom1c Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards on
all nuclear fbcllltleS.An

i Canada strongly opposes the effbrts by any non-nuclear-weapon State
to acqulre nuclear weapons or nuclear explos1ve capab111ty of any k1nd
and encourages all countraes to- adhere 4o the Non-Prollferatlon Treaty )
and to submlt all of thelr nuclear actzv:tles to full-scope IAEA safeguards.
Because of these long-stand1ng Canadzan pollcles we shall support the draft
resolutlon proposed bj Egypt on the nuclear—weapon-free zone 1n the Middle
; East..l | o
? The present draft resoyutaon, on the other hand, refers to prior
resolutlons wh1ch were opposed by Canada and are therefore unacceptable to us.
Moreover, 1t s1ngles out Israel for censure and preJudges its nuclear 1ntent1ons

. A4

.on the bas1s of\unrelzable ev1dence. It assumes Israe11 nuclear armament

as an already exlstlng fact. we belleve that 1n the'Mhddle East, as in Afr1ca
’ and oth?rfareas of the world, 1t is not useful and 1ndeed may be counter-
prodnct1Ve to 51ngle out for cr1t1c1sm any: State w1th the potent1al of

g acqu1r1ngynuclear-weapon capablllty.; In our op1n1ons 1t would be far better

- to proceed E as d1d the partzes to the Treaty of Tlatelolco - to create a-
nuclear-weaponwfree zone w1th such Staves as are wallzng to become partles,

1n the hope and expectatlon that the vsay creatlon of the nuclear-weapon-free

| zone w111 generate polltlcal, moral and psycholog1cal 1ncent1ves for all ‘States
d of the reglon to Join and for the exerclse of selfbrestraant by those '_“

»f not yet ready to become full partzes to the 1nstrument creatzng the nuclear-

1

. weapon-free zone. m;‘,f‘.irﬂﬁ;;wf.k,_-t- R L R R S R
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(Mr. Pearson, Canada)

Finally, in our view, the draft resolut:.on infringes upon: the prerogatlves
of the Security Council w:.th regard to the *erm:mat:.on of threats to ‘
international peace and security -and;,;to actions i;o ‘be. taken in that regard.

Mr. NOLAN (Australia) The Austral:.an delegat:mn has absta:.ned &
on this draft resolution, "Israel:. nuclear armamen'b" ‘There are elements. o:t‘
the draft resolution wh:.ch are unacceptable to Australia. In particular,
ve canndt agree with an approach to potential proliferstion in the Middle Bast
region which singles out one . part:.cular State. That is the effect of this
draft resolution. o | .

In add1t10n, ve have d:.ffzculty in accepting the wordmp; in the first
preambular paragraph and the- assumphon elsewhere in the drni‘t resolutlon,
that there 1s ev:.dence that Israel has 1n fact. acqu:.red nuclear weapons.

' The Austral:.an delegat:.on aiso has resarvations on the language in. . "
operat:.ve pa.ragraph 5. As it Qtanda th:.s pa.ragraph could be 1nterpreted to e
the effect that the Security Counc:.l should act on resolut:.on 33/ 71 A:

Australia remains opposed to such a course of. act:.on. .

Our abstentmn, however, reflects Australla s concern about the potentlal A
for prol:.ferat:.on among 1ddle Ee.st States and our bel:.ef that all countrles
in the reg:.on should adhere tox the nuclear Non-Prol:.ferat:.on Treaty, or should
at least accept IAEA safeguards on all the:.r nuclear fac:.l:.t:.es. I :

W .
Law et

Because. of this, we shall support the drafl; resolut:l.on proposed bv Egyy'?:‘:

iy

on the nuclear—weapon-free zone in the M:.ddle Ea.st. AN S v \h o

Mr. }de LA GORCE (Frence) (interpretat:.on from French) '.l‘he French ;
Government 1s very much 1n favour of th:.s strengther.ing of metsures to ensure the ;
non-prol:.ferat:on of nuclear weapons In th:.s connex:.on,the Pres:l.dent o:t‘ th.e-»ie— o
French Repu‘bllc, 1n hls address to the General Assembly on 25 May 1978, B ' ,O
expressed h:unself as expl:.c:.tly as poss:.ble when he sa:Ld. e S k,

- ‘.‘)..‘r . Gy

"Nothmg could 'be more destablliz:mg von than to 1ntroduce nuclear

,.
v s

weapons 1nto these zones /where none ex:.st/ Vi

(A/S-lO/PV 3, e 1) B Caiiat

R L ",“ ,“’
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(Mr, de Ia Gorce, France)

The French delegation has, moreover, constantly voted in favour of
resolutions edopted by the General Assembly on the establishment of a
denuc-earlaed zone in the Middle East. Tt is with that objective 1n mind that
the French delegatlon has voted on draft reselutlon A/C.1/34/L,12/Rev.1,
entitled "Israeli nuclear armement"., ‘.If it has had to abstain, it is because the
text whatever may have "been its underlylng motlve, singles out one State
of the. Middle East reglon. o '

On the one hand, it explicifly ﬁrejudges the action of thaxeState and
that State elOne,“which allegedly aims to maeufacture, acquire, store, test
or.intrpdueefhuélear weapons - into the Middle East; vhercac in that region
there are other States than Israel whose possible nuclear activities also
- are not at present subjected to the control’ of the International Atomlc
; Energy Agee‘y. “ ' ' ot

» On the other hand, the draft resolutlon ‘on which the French delegation
has Just dbstalned seeks to\lmpose upen & Member State a specific system of .
control bywthe Security Council., It will be noted in fact that the
‘Security Council is requested in operative paraoraph 5 of the draft resolution: -
"to adopt approprlate measures to ensure the implementation of the
- relevant resolutions concerning Israeli nuclear armament". '
But among those resolutlons is resolution 33/71 A, agalnst whlch the French
delegatlon voted. ‘The French Government has - not changed its position on
that resolutlon, therefore 1t coulddnot support a new text which referred

* to lt&

o
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Mr. MOULTRIE (Bahamas): Because of the importance which my delegation
attaches to the whole question of disarmament, it has followed with great
interest the debate on the items pertaining thereto. The discussion on draft

resolution A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l is no excepti‘;an. Regrettably, my delegation is
not convinced that a great deal of progresa has been made. Be that as it may,
I should like to state thet while my delegation is keenly aware that the subject
of disarmsment, especially in the nuclear field, is a complex one and that it
evokes emotional and political sentiments, it cannot close its eyes to the
broad view that the establishment of nuclear-free zones could serve as &
constructive means of promoting greater universel stability and eliminating

the fear of the threat of a nuclear holocaust.

In this regard, my delegation, despite certain reservations on the
language and structure of the text, voted in favour for the following reasons:
first, it would wish to see an end to the dargers involved in nuclear colleboration
and proliferation; secondly, it hopes that Israel and other States would be
persuaded to co-operate with International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards
and by so doing be instrumental in playing an even more positive role in the
strengthening of the maintenance of peace in the region and thus in the world;
thirdly, it hopes that the cause of world peace would be enhanced and the
escalaticn of nuclear weapons lessened. )

Finally, my delegation wishes to meke it clear that the Bahamas vote was
neither in support of the sponsors of the draft nor against Israel, but rather
an appeal to all nations to comply with the Treaty of non-proliferatvion so that
it may be implemented.

Mr. PFEIFFER (Federal Republic of Germany): The Federal Republic of
Germany wants to stress again its clear support for the existing international

non-proliferation régime and the efforts made by States belonging to clearly =
defined regions to exclude nuclear weapons from their area. T
We have in perticular encouraged such efforts in the Mz.ddle East and have
supported resolutions in the General Assembly. This year we are go;.ng» to support
draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.28 on the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone

in the region of the Middle East.
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The Federal Republic uof Germany was not, however, in a position to support
draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l, entitled*'Israeli nuclear armament', as
we are of the opinion that its text singled out and tries to internationalize
a specific case vhilé leaving' out interrelated-global aspects.

The‘ Federal Republic? of Germany cannot support a draft resolution that
introduces an imbalance into the international debate and it therefore abstained.
We accept the fact that States have legitimate preoccupations with regard to the
possibility of nuclear proliferation within their region, but we find the text
of this draft: resolution not an appropriate expression of those preoccupations.
The selective focus on the Israeli nuclear industry cannot,:in our view, contributé
to creating conditions for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East. | - . .

My Government will continue to support.all reasonable efforts that aim at.
establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region acceptable to all States
of that region. '

L
?

Mr. RAJAKOSKI (Finland): The delegation of Finland sbstained in the
vote just taken on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l. The consistent policy

of the Government of Finland against the spread of nixclear—weapon capability and in

favour 'of the non-proliferation reglme based on the I\Ion-Prol:Lferat:Lon Treaty is well
known to “the ‘members of this Committee. ‘It follows that, 1n our v1ew, the
echievement of" nuclear-weapon capability by any State is a threat ‘ot only to the
secunty of the region concerned, but also to the 1nternatlona1 commum.ty at large.
In a memorandum circulated in this Comm:Lttee as document A/C l/3h/h, my
dele\sat:l.on, ‘together with other Nordlc delegatlons, has expressed its views
‘on the present dangers of the prol:n.feratlon of nuclear weapons. 'I'he sub.ject
addressed in draft resolution A/C. 1/3’4/12. 12,’Rev.l is one aspect of this ‘over-all
problen. Although as a rule we do not favour an approach that - s:l.ngles out a
part:.cular country while leaving unment:.oned a number of similar - cases of equel
grav:.ty, we cannot bt act 1n accordance w1th our deep eoncerp whatever may be the
case ‘or “the context Do ‘ SN e e ff e "-j'?'.'»f.”. : ‘

- However, mr delegatlon abstalned 1n the vote on draft resolut:l.nn ’ ;
_A/C.l/ 3h/L 12/Rev.1 beoause the text is pregudlc:tal to the f:md:mgs of the study
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(Mr.’Rajakoski, Finland)

requested in operative paragraph 6 and contains a reference to resclution 33/T1 A,
on which my delegation cast a negative vote last year. ot

-
» .

Mr. CASTILLO ARRIOLA (Guatemsla)(interpretation from Spanish): The
Republic of Guatemala has outlined as the policy of its Government the

promotion of any action designed to denuclearize regional geographical areas-
and we therefore supported the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which is designed to ensure
that Latin. America rcmains a continent of‘peace and security. 2 "
My delegation has always favoured any attempt made in this Orgenization to
extend the concept of nuclear-weapon-free zones to~other areas of the world,:
It is precisely this sense of commitment that led us not té vote in favour of
this draft, A/C.1/34/L.12/Rev.l. We felt that it was not conducive to the
establishment of authentic treaties that would bring about real, equitable -
and balance¢ denuclearization in the world. ‘In Asia; in- the'Middle Eaest ‘and
in Africa it is essential, in our view, to promote the establlshment of.
nuclear-weapon=free zones to promote peace, but we cannot, of course, agree
to imbalance and to a political :tendency to single out one country, because:
that is not,whatkthe Opganizamion,Should seek to.do. In bothrthe‘pfeambular
end operative sections; this draft contains numerous. paragrephs that my
‘delegatibnjfinds'unacceptdble. We therefore were obliged to vote:ageinst it.
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Mr., LIDGARD¢(éweden): Sweden abstained in the vote on draft resolution
A/C.1/34/L. 12/Rev.1, since we hold that it singles out one party to the
compllcated Mlddle East confllct whereas it would he desirable to ask for
cautlon in the nuclear fleld by all partles concerned.

Our abstentlon was also caused by the reférence to last year's resolution
concern1ng military and nuclear collaborataon with Israel, with which, for
-similar reasons, we could not associate ourselves.

I ~should like, however, to recall in this context the .grave concern of

_ the Swedlsh Government over the development and achlevement of nuclear explosive
capability by-any State other than the: five nuclear-weapon States. Our
conviction in this regard is ev1dent from the memorandum on the questlon
of non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, which was circulated in this Comnittee
by the five Nordlc countries and to which the representative of Finland just
referred. . . ~

Regard1ng the questlon of nuclear tranefers, I should like to make it clear
that Sweden requires a reclplent,State to be party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty

| or othervise to have entercl into an'agreement(ﬁith the International Atomic
Energy Agencyv(lAEA) for ' - peope safeguards covering all nuclear focilities.

' Sweden would in this context like to express its suppoFt for thedraft resolution

" 4n document-A/Cil/Sh/ﬁ}28 on the establislment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone

~ in the reglan of the Mlddle Eest. . We feel that the approach in that draft

- resolution trles to deal with the nuclear issue in the Middle East in a

. more balanced way than the present text, and we shall consequently vote

n1n favour when it 1s put to the vote.

.~ :Mr. RUDOFSKY (Austria): The Austrian delegation abstained in the vote
~on the draft resolution in document A/C. 1/3h/L 12/Rev.1. My delegation's vote
“reflects its cont;nuoue concern over the prospect of proliferation of

“‘nuclear weapons‘aS'well as its. support’for the Non-Proliferation Treaty.

| “On the other ‘hand; my’ delegatlon has serlo.a misgivings about some of
jwordlng in the draft resolutlon. we obJect to the singling out of one:
f?partlcular country ‘in this context as well as to the prejudicial formulations
*icontalned 1n the text.- Austraa, hav1ng cast a negative vote on resolution 33/T1 A,
;$also obJects to the reference to that resolutzon in the text of ‘this draft
@}resolutlon. - R T : o .
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Mr. ANTILLON (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish): Costa Rica
abstained in the vote on this draft resolution because it singles out a

particular country in respect of act;ons as yet unproven. We would have
cest an affirmative vote ¢n a more balanced text. We nevertheless endorse
the establishnent of nucleardweapon-free zones in various regibns of the
world or, at least, in most areas or countries, .

Mr. URQUIA (El Salvador) (interpretation from Spanish): In nasting
an affirmative vote on this draft résolution my delegation is complying with
specific instructions from its Government, since my Government is opposed
to the extension of nuclear weapons to countries or areas which do not have
them yet or are about‘to initiate research into this type of nuclear or

other weapon of mass destruction.

Mr. DE ZAVALA (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): Although

Bolivia as a matter of principle opposes all proliferation of nuclear weapons,

my delegation none the less abstained, as it did last year on a similar text,
when the vote was taken on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L. 12/Rev.l which hask
Just been adopted.

That is a biased draft resolution because it prejudges the case‘and

makes an equitabl~ solution of this problem more difficult.

The CHAIRMAN: We now turn to the draft resolution in document
A/C.1/34/L.21. It is sponsored by L2 countrles and was 1ntroduced by the
representative of France at our 3Tth meeting on 19 November. The flnanclal

implications are contained in document A/C.1/34/L.42. The sponsors are as follows:

v
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(The Chairman)

Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bolivia; Brazil, Cahada,
the Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Egypt, France, Ghana,
Greece, Guinea, Haiti, India, Indonesia, Italy, Liberia, Meuritius, Mexico,
the Nétherla.nds, Nigeria, Pakistan, Perﬁ, the Philippines, Portugal, Senegal,
Sri Lanka, Suda\n,, Sweden, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, the United Republic
of Cameroon, Upper Volta, Yugoslavia and Zaire.

I now put draf‘t resolution A/C.1/34/L.21 to the vote.

Draft 'resolution A/C.1/34/L.21 was adopted by 113 votes_to_none, with
ik abstentit'ms.'

The CHAIMAN T shall now call on those representatives who wish

to explain their votes after the vote. N
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The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on the representative of the
United States, who wishes to explain his vote.

Mr. FISHER (United States‘of Améfica): The delegation of the United
States would simply like to note that ite bosition on this issue as set forth in
our letter to the Secretary-General and in our explanation of vote at the
thirty-third session of the General Assembly remains unchanged.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has thus concluded its consideration of
draft resolution A/C,1/34/L.21,

The Committee will now take a decision on the draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/34/L.25, entitled "General and complete disarmament", This draft
resolution has 13 sponsors and was introduced by the representative of Canada
at the thirty-fifth reeting of the First Committee on 15 November 1979, The

sponsors are: Australia, Austria, Canada, Denmark, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan,

the Netherlands, New Zealand Nigeria, Norway, Romanla and Sweden.
I shall now call on the representative of the Sov1et Union who w1shes to

explain his vote before the vote.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republies) (interpretation

from Russiap): In connexion with the forthcoming vote on draft resolution

A/C.1/34/L.25, we wish to emphasize that the Soviet Union advocates the cessation:

of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and gradually reducing their
stockpiles until they have been completely destroyed. We propose that- |
preliminary consultations and negotiations on this question should be started
immediately. As“poipted out in the statement of the group of socialist

countries made in the Committee on Disarmament (docdument CD/L) it would be
possible at different stages of the negotiations to consider the cessation of.the
production of fissionable materials for weapons purposes. In our opinion, |
however the solution of the‘qﬁestion of the cessation of ‘the.production cf

v flSSlonable meterlals for we&pons purposes cannot be’ cons1dered in isolation ‘from

the questlon of the cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons

and gradually reduclng their stockplles until they have been completely destroyed,

'”51nce that is the a1m of dzsarmament.
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(Mr. Petrovsky, USSR)

The problem of nuclear disarmament, we are deeply convinced, must be resolved
in an 1ntegrated and conprehensive mannef{.‘ Ea.cﬁ meé.sure teken individually must
fit organ:.ca.lly mto the' whole programme of dlsarmament. In the final analysis,
this must provide a :t‘ully :mtegra.ted approach to the solution of the problem of
nuclear dlsarma.ment. The dec:n.slons of the tenth spec:.a.l session of the General
Assembly devoted to dlsarma.ment gu:l.de us on this point. Paragra.ph 50 of the Final
Document 1nd1ca.tes that the cessat:.on of the product:.on of flss:Lona.ble maseriets
for weapons purposes is linked to the questlon of the cessa.tlon of the production of
all types of nuclear _wea.pons and their means of dellvery end is one ‘of the measures
lea.dinguto “the reductionof stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their complete ‘
elimination. - T o ' 8 '

The Sov:.et delegat:.on ‘has held consultations w1th the sponsors of this draft
resolution and has proposed amendments wh:l.ch are based on the approach set out 1n
pa.ragraph 50 of the Final Document. Unfortuna,tely our views were not |
taken into- -eccount and, as a result, this draft resolut:.on runs counter to the
’prov1s:Lons of paragra.ph 50 of the Finsl Document of the special session.

For these reasons, the Soviet delegatlon will vote against draft resolut;on

A/C.1/34/L.25.

The CHAIRMAN I should llke to announce that Uruguay has become a
sponsor of draft resolut:l.on A/c.1/34/L.25.
I now put to the vote draft ‘resolution A/C. l/3h/L 25.

The draft resolut:.on was adopted bx 107 votes to0 10, with 11 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN I now ca.ll on the representa.t:.ve of the United Klngdom

who wishes to ‘explain his vote af‘ter the vote. -

—
B e o b

_Mr. SUMMERHAYES (Un:Lted K:Lngdom) In votlng for th:.s draft resolut:l.on,
., my delega.t:l.on recalls that the cessa.tlon of the product:.on of flssmnable

material for weapons purposes wa.s one of those 1tems J.dent1 f:l.ed in, pa.ragraph 50

of the. F:Lnal Document of the Un:Lted Na.t:.ons spec:.al sess:.on on dn.sa.rma.ment a.s o

” requ:-.rlng negotlat:.ons at an: appropne.te stage a.nd w1th adequate measures of |
_verlflcat:l.on. The draft resolutlon requests the Commttee on Dlsa.rmament~ rto pursue

*
Ll a

1ts cons:LderatJ.on of the sub,ject at an a.ppropr:.a.te stage in 1ts work We S e e
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(Mr. Summerhayes, United Kingdom)

believe that because of the technical prcblems of verification, the
1mp1ementatlon of a cut-off would presenii some formidable difficulties.
Therefore, in any such cons;dera.t:.on, the Unrbed ngdom believes the Comnuttee
on Dlst.rmament chould give pr:Lonty to the venf:.ca.tron aspect of the quest:.on.

Y

The CHAIRMAN: The Commiﬁtee__has now conciuded its conSideration of

draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.25. |

The Committee will now take action on the draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/34/L.28, entitled "Establishment of a nuclear-wespon-free zone in
the region of the M:i_ddle East". This draft resolution has one sponsor and was
introduced by the representative of Egypt at the thirty-ninth meeting of the
Flrst Comm:.ttee on 21 November 1979.

I shall now call on those members vho w:.sh to explam the:.r vote before the |

vote.



PS/11/kn o A/c.llizgm. k1

Mr, EILAN (Israel) The Israel delegation wishes to take this
opportunity to reafflrm our awareness of the dangers posed ‘to the survival
of manklnd by the exlstence and spread of nuclear weapons.
4 Israel w111 contlnue 1ts commltment to tpelr prohibition and fo the |
preventlon of their spread Ever 81nce‘the problem ¢ nuclear armamerts was
‘raised at the Unlted Natlons, Israel has con51stent1y supported resolutlons aimed
- at preventlng the prollferatlon of nuclear weapons. Isracl voted in-1963

in -favour of the Unlted Natlons resolution on the text of the Non-Proliferation
. Treaty._ We d1d this in the bellef that practlcal and satlsfactory solutlons
\would be found for the preventlon of the prollferatlon of nuclear weapons.
} Israel's condern w1th thls problem and 1ts partlcular relevance to the
1atest»developments 1n the nuclear field in the countrles of our area is fully
ev1den+ in our per51stent and protracted support for the 1dea of the establlshment
through d1rect negotlatlons 1nvolv1ng all the States of the region, of a s
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East. Such arrangements should provide
secure, binding international'guarartees to non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclearlweapons,(as provided for_by the
Non-Proliferation Treaty. These are measures which could contribute to the
objﬂctives of non-proliferation. ‘

The signing of the peace treaty between Israel and Egypt has proved
that dlrect negotlatlons can solve seemingly intractable problems and that

- this path offers the best hope for progress. Such a development could -
contribute significantly to the implementation of a process leadlng to the._
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East in a manner _
similar to that in which the Tlatelolco Treaty was achieved for Latin America.

As far es Israel is concerned, such direct negotiations with the participation of
all the States in the region could start without pre-condltlons at any tlme and
in any place. ,

In Israel's,view;‘the negotiations on the establishment of a
nuclear—Veapon-free'ZOne in the Middle East should also include the major
‘question‘concerning the geographical limits of this zone. - The "definition
of,the-area'should‘he wide enOUgh to includevStates bordering on the Middle East

‘which are not members of a huclear-weapon-free zone.



PS/11 A/C.1/34/PV. 11
. 47
(Mr, Eilan, Israel)

Two representatives of States involved have already publicly expressed their
support for the idea that the initiative for the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone should emanate from the States ef the"'region,' and that the same States should
initiate the necessary consultations for that purpose, _

Israel does nct and will not accept the view proposed bjr some that direct
negotiations which are relevant to the Tla.tlelolco Treaty, are relevant for
South-East Asia, and are relevant for e*very area in the world, should not le
considered relevant in the Middle East.

Ve would finally wish to echo the words of one distinguished renresentative
who stated at the thirty-thirdsession of the General Assembly that

"...today more than ever we have the most urgent need to examine the

establishment of such a zone in the Middle East on the basis of

non-conventional , non-traditional gpproach which would show the necessary
flexibility".

We are convinced that this goal of freeing the Middl: East from the threat
of nuclear proliferation can be achieved by the rath of negotiation and
co-operation. We have, therefore, reluctantly to- abstain on draft resolution

A/C.1/34/L.28.

'I'he CHAIRMAN: Egypt is the sponsor of draft resolutlon A/C 1/34/L.28,

which I shall now put to the wote, -
- A-recorded vote has 'been requested

RO
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A recorded vote was taken,

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola. Australis, Austria, Bahamas,
Behrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bdlivia, Brazil, Bulgacia, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussien
Soviet Soelalmst Republmc, Caneda., Cape Vérde, Chile,
- China, Colombla, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czedhoslovakla, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dmeoutl,
Domlnlcan Republlc, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Fiji, F&nland, France, Gabon, Gambla, German Democratic
Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyena,
Hondures, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast , Jamalca, Japen, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwalt Lao People 8 Democratlc Republic, Lebanon,
'Lesotho, leerla, Luxembourg, Malaysza, Maldlves, Malm,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger,
*  Nigeria, Norway, Omen, Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Peru,
' Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar; Romenia, Rwanda,
Sao0 Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra ieone,
Singapore, ‘Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailend, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
;Republics, United Areb Emirates, United Kingdom of Great
. ?;itain‘and'ﬂbrthern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
 VUnited Républic of Tanzania, United Stdtes of Averica,
;fopper Vblta, Uruguay, Venezvels, Viet Nam, Yemen,
] 5 - Yugoslav1a, Zauire, Zambia
ainst:- None.
Abstainlng Israel : ,
Draft resolutlon A/c. 1/3h/L 28 was adopted by 13 votes to none, with
1 abatent;on. ; _Zf ST

?;;;§~ e
t Subseqnently the delegatxon of Madagascar advised the Secretarlat that 1t
| had intended to vote 1n fawour.
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The CHATRMAN: I now call upon those representatives who wish to
explain their votes.

*

Mr GLATEL (Syrian Ared Republic)b(interpretation from Arabic):

My delegation voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.1/34/1..28 because
we are convinced that the‘breation of nuclear-weapon-free zones contributes to
international peace and security. |

In our view, "efforts to create an atmosphere of confidence in the
Migdle East" (A/C.1/34/L.28 preambular para. 4) will be a possible result once
a Just, equitable and global peace has been achieved in the Middle East on the
basis of United Nations resolutions on the subject,

Mr, de SQUZA E SILVA (Brazil): I just want to state for the record
that had a separate vote been taken on operative paragraph 1 of draft resolution
A/C.1/34/T.28, my delegation would have abstained on that paragraph.
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M, AL-ALT (Iraq)(mterpretat:.on from Arab1 c): My delegation supported
drafb resolution A/C.1/34/1..28. Ireq is convinced that the creation of such
nuclear-veaspons~free zones in the world is useful. However, we have certain
reservations concernmg the fourth preambular paragraph, and we would have
preferred 4.1-. to have been amended . to read

”Consagdermg its resolution 32/82 of 12 December 1977, in which it '
expressed ‘the conviction that the development of nuclear capability would
further complicate the situation in the Middle East",.. .

Mp.. DORJT (Bhuten): Vhile my delegation fully supports the principles
and objectives contained in draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.28, which has just been
adopted, ve wish to reserve our position with regard to operative paragraphs

l .and 3, wh:.ch refer to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear

Weapcns. Thls however, does not mean tha.tuwe are in any way ‘ ~
favouring the prolw.feratlon of nuclear weapons. My delegation's reservations
relate to the fact that my Government has not yet acceded to the Tyeaty on the

Non-Proh *‘era.txon of Nuclear TTeapons. ! i

; Mr. DUBEY (India): Vhile we are in full sympathy with the objectives
which motivated the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.28, India would
like to record its position on operat:.ve paragraphs l an?® 3 of the
Egypt:.an proposal. ‘

Had there been a separate vote or votes.on those paragraphs,
Indi a>would have sbsteained; in accordance with its well-known position of
pr:.nc1p1e on the Treaty on the Non-Prolifération of Nuclear Weapons to which
a reference is made ia operat:.ve paragraph 1. Slmllarly, Ind:.a s position on
the need for non—dw scrlmmatory and universal safeguards on the nuclear activities
of all States is not adequately reflected in operat:.ve paragreph 3 of the
draft reselut1 on. Ve therefore have reservations on these two paragraphs.
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/34/L.32, entitled "Declaration on international co-operation for disarmement'.

This draft resolution has 25 sponsors and was introduced by the
representative of Czechoslovakia at the thirty-ninth meeting of the First Committee
on 21 November. The sponsors are as follows: Afghanistan, Angola, Benin, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovekia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, the German Democratic Republic,
Grenada, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Indonesia, Jordan, the Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Madagascar, Mongolia, Mozambique, Poland, Qatar, Sudan, the Syrian Arab
Republic, Viet Nam and Yemen. There have been some technical charnges in the text
of thfs draft resolution and I shall now call on the Secretary of‘the Committee
to read them out. |

Mr. BANERJEE (Secretary of the First Committee): We have been requested
to bring members' attention to the following technical changes in the draft

resolution. On page 3, in operative paragraph 5, line 3, the phrase "to refrain'
from any impeding of such negotiations" should be changed to read, "to refrain
from impeding such negotiations". |
In operative paragraph 7, in line 3 and 4, "a central role and primary
responsibility of the United Nations in the sphere of disarmameht,"'should bek

1"

changed *o read, "... that the United Nations has a central role and primary

responsibility in the ephere.of disarmament".

The CHAIRMAN I shall now call upon members who wish to Speak in
explanatlon of vote before the voting, taking into con51derat10n the- technlcal
changes Just read by the COmmlttee Secretary.

Mr. MULLOY (Irelend): On behalf of the Nine Member States of the _.
European Community, I should like to explain our common abstention on the L
proposed Declaration on 1nternat10nal co-oneratlon for disarmament, 1ntroduced

by Czechoslovekia in draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.32.
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(Mr. Mulloy, Ireland)

The Czechoslovak initiative is one which, of course, we have been aware of
for some time. We have had an opportunlty “bo study it and to take into account
the comments made on it by the Mnm.ster for Forelgn Affairs of Czechoslovakia,
His ]:.xcellency Mr. Bohuslav Chnoupek, :l.n the course of hlS statement
in the generel debate :Ln the General Assembly, in dlscussmns
_with Mr. Milous Ve;]voda.,, the Deputy l\hn:.ster for Porelgn Affeirs, and in
statements mede in this" Comm:.ttee by the Czechoslovak delegatlon.

7 The Nzne feel it necessary to sgy that the proposal is one which raises
difficulties for them and one vhich -they will /& be able to support. The objections
of the Nine are obJect;ons of pr:mcw.ple. The Final Documn;':, of the special
session already enunc:.a.tes the prlnca.ples for disarmament negotiations, and we
do not see the need for yet a further document J.n this matter.

T'le Final Document is, of course, & qonsensus text. In our view, any ~
select:we reformulatlon or remterpreta.tlon of its prov1s1ons would only serve
to cloud its meaning and complicate :Lts mplementat:.on. A danger exists of &
conflw ct of 1nterpretatlon arising in the futux‘e between the provisions of the
proposed declars.t:l.on and those of the F:Lnal Document. As the Nine see it, the .
‘ ‘Immedlate prlorlty is to make progress in the pract:.cal, detezled negotlatlon
,of initiatives in the fleld of disarmament. Concentra.t:n.on at this stage on
broad, declaratory documents sett:.ne; out points of procedure or gener-al
consxderatlons which have already been the subject of lengthy discussion :Ls, in
our view, not only unnecessary, but could also r:.sk compla.cetmg the conduct
of - concrete negotiations by offerlng an :.nterpretatlon of the Tinal Document »
© which departs from the consensus achleVed at the Unz.ted Natwns spec:.al sesswn

.. on dJ.Sarmament

N
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Mr. FISHER (United States of America): My delegation will abstain in the

voting on this draft resolution. Frankly, we regard it as an empty exercise.
We refuse to negotiate on this araft reseclution this year, and we shall continue
to refuse to negotiate on such empty draft resolutions in the future.

In addition to this general observation, there is a more precise reason
for the United States' abstention. In operative paragraphs 5 and 6 in
8ection II, the draft resclution clealy states the intention to impose an
obligation on States to control their mass media and their educational systems
to comply with the purposes of this draft resolution. The media in the
United States are free of govermment control. Our edncational institutions
are locally run. I would hope that our media and educational institutions
would in their wisdom see the need for promoting a better understanding °
of the arms race and the need for disarmament, but the United States
Government cannot force them to do so, and cannot support & draft resolution

that implies an obligation to apply such force.

Mr. PETROVSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): In the opinion of the Soviet delegaﬁion, the adoption of
draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.32 engd of the Declaration on international

co-operation for disarmament contained therein must be considered to be

a necessary and timely act by the United Nations. -For that reason, my
delegation intends to vote in favour of this draft resolution... |

In actual fact, only a short while ago a special session of the
United Nations General Assembly was held which was devoted to disarmament.
It was the first special session of the General Assembly which .concentrated
exclusively on questions.of the cessation of the arms race and disarmament -

matters which are of universal interest.,
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The Final Document adopted by the General Assembly then adequately
expresses the 'determination of péopleptto put:an end to the arms race and
achieve a breakthrough in disarmement-negotiations in the direction of the
édoption«of concrete an&’tangible measures leading, in the final analysis,
to general and complete disarmament.

The task before us now is to make an effort to apply the provisions
of that Document which was unanimously adopted by all delegations participating
in the special session. The timeliness of such an effort is all the greater
in that in the recent past we have witnessed.an intensification of the arms
race. It is-precisely with a view to restraining and halting the arms race
that the delegation of Czechoslovakia and 21 other sponsors have subumitted
this drarft resolution. c . s e : v

Fnom a- readzng~of the document one cannot fail to note that the '
proposed organic combination of the various ideas contained in the declaration
is designed to bring about the further development of the provisions of the
Final Docimment of the.tenth‘special-session on disarmament and to give them
. concrete expression in terms of the demands of the current age and the
" ‘metivation of disarmament negotiations.

The draft declaratlon before us solemnly calls upon all States actively
to promote the development, strengthening and intensification of international
co-operation designed to achieve the goals of disarmement, as defined at the

tenth special session, and it particularly calls for negotiations to be held
‘in good faith on all~prioritywdisérMament“items concurrently, including
appropriate. confidence-building measures, with a view to ensuring that such
negqtiatibﬁs~will.EOmplémentﬁone another and will be conducive’tO‘theveariy

achievemeht of a decisive breakthrovgh in the sphere of disarmament.

fvmt L
ST

 , \>
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The manner in which work is customarily conducted in the United Nations
convincingly demonstrates the usefulness and practical expediency of such a
further development and concrete expréssion.of provisions contained in
United Nations documents. Suffice it to refer in this comnexion, by way of
example, to documents which have been adopted by the United Nations and have
acquired broad international recognition, such as the Declaration on the
Strengthening of International Security, the General Assembly resolutions on
the non-use of force in international relations and on the permanent prohibition
of the use of nuclear weapons and the Declaration on the Deepening and
Consolidation of International Détente, among others. No one surely can doubt
that those documents, which were prepared in strict compliance with the _
Charter, consolidate and strengthen that fundamental instyument of our Organization.
The basic provisions of the Final Document of the special session
developed in the Declaration on international co-operation for disarmament meke
that Declaration a logical extension of the Final Document and one that is
consistent with it. The substance of the Declaration can be expressed briefly
as the formulation of a code - and I emphasize here, a ¢code - of international
co-operation for the purpése of the successful conduct of negotiations to put
an end to the arms race and bring sbout disarmament, and it is precisely this
aspect which is most timely. _
On the agenda of world political affairs there is the problem of the very
acute need to produce results from the numerous disarmament negotiations.
The pace of the arms race makes this need all the more urgent. It is our
task to make disarmament negotiations fruitful and effective, and the
Declaration on . international co-operationAfor disarmement is designed
precisely to bring that about. i
The delegation of the Soviet Union wishes to take this opportunity to )
declare its full support for draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.32, and intends

to vote in favour of it.
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‘Mp. OTEGUI (Argentina) (interpretation from Svanish): The Argentine
~ delegation wizhes to express its apprecistion to the sponsors of draft
~ resolution A/C.1/34/L.32 for the flexibility which they showed in the
consultations held over the last few: veeks.:.:

X

NV



EC/14 ' A/ c.1/gh/Pv.h1
el

(Mr, Otegui, Argentina)

We also wish to express our appreciation particularly to the delegation
of Czechoslovakie for its spirit of-‘tompromise in accepting a number of
suggestions made by my delegation as. wells as" by others interested in this
subject. We believe that the draft declaration, with the introduction of a
nunber of the changes that were proposed, is now a valuable instrument that

warrants support in the General Assembly., The Argentine delegation, consistently

with this view, will vote in favour of the draft resolution contained in
document A/C.1/34/L.32,

Mr. KOSTOV (Bulgaria): My delegation will vote in favour of the
draft resolution contained in document 4/C.1/34/L.32 and I should like briefly
to explain the reasons for our position.- _

' The question of international -co-operation in the field of disarmament
is undoubtedly a significant problem which so far has not been considered
in its totality, The current discussion in the First Committee has confirmed,
" among other things, that the development of international co-operation is an
essential prerequisite for the solution of questions of oisernqn;ent,_ During
the tenth special session devoted to disarmament, theﬂix.;iaortance of
and necessity for broad and constructive international °

co-operatlon and -co-ordination of the efforts ‘made by States to that end were
very orten pomted out and. emphas:.zed

concept of 1nternetlonal co-operatlon 1n the ﬁeld of d:Lsa.rma.ment and
relterates ‘that prn.nc:.ple es. a maJ or tool for the prectlca.l 1mplementatlon _
of the resolut:.ons wh:.ch the Genera.‘l. Assembly customanly adopts on 1nd1v1dual

partlal quest:.ons of d:.sarmament. The. pr:.nc:Lple of J.nternatlonal »

.p-—v;

o-operatn.on for d:.sarmament therefore affects al.l. dlsarmament negotlatJ.Ons“l“"’""‘

a.nd dea.ls w1th the a.pproach by States to the so‘l utlon of the dlsarma.ment
1ssue 1n general._

In v:n.evr of these facts we cannot agree w1th those who o

document a mere exerc:l.se or a repet:l.tlon. L

i cons1der th':

In our submlssmn the dra.ft declara. on on 1nternat.1.onala~co-opera.tlon rests

completely on the Flna.l Document of the tenth spec:.a.l sess1on of the General

"kAssembly w1thout repeat:.ng :|.t. Its purpose 1s to fec:.l:.tate the comprehens:.ve

L
[
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impiemeﬁtation of the Final Docunent and consequently it has a supporting
role in that sense. The draft stresses explicitly that none of its
provisions may be_interpreted a5 superseding those of the Final Dociment. The
two documents dealuwith:different aspects of the over-all problem of disarmament,
although those aspects are naturally interrelated. It is obvious, however,
thet because of the complex character of the issue of digarmement there are
always some dspects of .the problem where repetition is unavoidable, even if
the contexts are different, given the logic inherent in thisforoblem. We
. have noted thxt in the course of the preparation of the most recent version
of the draft declaratlon the sponsors succeeded 1n ellmlnatlng the overlapplng
of some of its prov1s1ons with those in the Final Document.

. Finally, I should like to commend the Czechoslovak delegatior: for its
' sustalned efforts durlng the long process of consultatlons and negotlatlons
w1th all reglonal groups.f If 1t was not’ pos51ble for all delegatlons to .
agree on the document that’ was not due to the lack of t1me or opportunlty
' durlng the process of draftlng. '
“For all these reasons, my delegatlon w1ll vote in favour of the draft

V resolutlon.

:i Mr. BUKAYI (Zaare) (1nterpretatlon from French): The ‘delegation of

Zalre feels that the Final Document of the tenth spec1a1 sess1on of the ‘
General Assembly remalns both the ba51c dociment’ and the reference document
for our work.; In addztlon to a declaratlon, that Flnal Document contalns
also a Programme of Actlon and approprlate machlnery. My delegatlon cons1ders
that 1t 1s through SPGCIflc measures b1nd1ng on States, and not by addltlonal
declaratlons that we shall achleve progress towards dlsarmament. Whlle .
.)pralslng the efforts that have been made and the 1deas contalned in. draft .
,resolutlon A/C l/3h/L 32, my delegatlon cons1ders that the prollferatlon _>
of declaratlons of th1s type threatens to water down the very content of the o

Flnal Document.~ Not hav1ng been sufficlently 1nfbrmed of the preclse"f,y

scope of thls draft declaratlg" my delegatlon w111 absta;n. :
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Mr. KOCHUBEY (Ukrainien Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russian): The delegation of the Ukrainian SSR also would like to state
its position on the draft resolution contained in document A/C,1/34/L.32,
In our opinion it is a profound and substantive document. The provisions
of this draft declaration are fully in keeping with the United Nations Charter
and with the principal task facing all States, regardless of their economic
end military potential, namely, the achievement of a radical brealtthrough in the
safeguarding of international peace and security and the cause of disarmament,
We consider that if all States adhered to the important principles of
international co-operation outlined in this draft, that would do much to
help to bring about concrete results in the halting of the arms race and the
achievement of disarmament and, in particular, the fulfilment of the terms of
the Final Document of the special session.

We therefore support draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.32 and we wish to be

included among its sponsors.

Mr, MARTYNOV {Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) (interpretation

from Russian): The draft resolution now before this Committee on the adoption
of a declaration on international co-operation for dicarmament is an important
document which will doubtless make a great contribution to the attainment of
the aims set out in the Finmal Document of the tenth special session of the
General Assembly, devoted to disarmament, and other progressive United Nations
decisions on disarmament matters,

The draft declaration, based on the United Nations Charter and on the
spirit and letter of the Final Document of the special session and other
United Nations disarmament decisions, develops and consolidates the prihciples
of the policy designed to have States bring about the achievement of the most
inportant aim of the present age - disarmament. The draft declaration S
rightly emphasizes that the Governments of all countries of the Worldv- and
che fole of the nuclear Powers is particularly noted - bear historical
responsibility for the elimination of war primarily through the adoption of
effective and decisive measures in the field of disarmament designed to bring

about general and complete disarmament and genuine agreement on real measures’
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of a limited na;g;e. The draft declarstion proceeds from the assumpfion
that this lofty aim can be achieved only on the basis of effective,
constructive and constant eo-Operatien and the menifestation of political

. will by all States, regardless of theiy social system and level of economic
develoPmente ‘ \

. In the part of the draft dec;aratlon devoted to the principles for the
holdlng of dlearmament negotiations, empha51s is laid on the need to hold
them in good falth in order that they should lead to the rapid attainment of a
dec1s1ve breakthrough in the disarmement sphere such as is expected by all
progress1ve menkind and to which the Organization has devoted considerable
\,effCrt.' It is extremely 1mportanﬁ to strengthen through the adoption of
thls draft declaratlon the prlnc:ple which consists 'of abstaining from the
\c”eatlon of any obstacles to dlsarmament negotlatlons partlcularly through the

use of questlons irrelevant to dlsarmament itself,

<o,
)
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Considerable significance attaches also to the declaration's
urgent appeal to States to consider:

"in a fully responsible manner snd in a spirit of co-operation all

proposals and initiatives aimed ¢t promoting the achievement of mutually

acceptable concrete measures of disarmament and helping to accelerate
progress in disarmament negdtiations."

The strehgthening of the content of United Netions disarmement principles
designed to bring about disarmement would alsowbe promoted by the appeal to
States: L ‘

"o affirm, wherever possible, in their constitutional norms or

by any other appropriate means, their political will and determination

to promote with all their strength the cause of peace and international '

security and the achievement of progress in the field of disarmament”,
and also: |

"to take all appropriate measures ... to prevent anéd prohibit propaganda

for war and the arms race ...".

Such a policy is consclidated and embodied in the constitutional system
in my country. _ 4 |

We wish to emphasize in this respect the need to strengthen, on a treaty basis, .
the necessiﬁy for full compliance with the principle of the non-use of fofce or
threat of the use of force in international relations. The draft declarution on
international co-cperation for disarmament is based on_the United Nations Charter
and on previously adopted disarmament deciSidns and is in keepiug with the

1nterests of all peoples.

The delegatlon of the Byelorussian SSR will support the draft declaratlon .
on internatlonal co-operation for disarmament, and‘calls ‘upon all delegatlons ‘
actively to support draft resolutlon A/C 1/34/L. 32 and in future to za.'b:Lde‘;3‘_‘:’_&w

‘by the prlnc1ples and aims proclalmed therein in the sphere of the cessatlon

of the arms race and disarmement.
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Mr. ADENIJI (Wigeria): My delegation would like to say that it will vote
in favour of the draft declaration in document A/C.l/3h/L.32. Last year when the
"United Nations held its first special session devoted to disexrmement it was
in part to emphasize the v1tal interest of all countries in disarmement
, negotlamlons. The consensus on the 1mportance and urgency of dlsarmament
was embodied in the Flnal Document of the special session. While my
delegation does not see anyrneed for relnterpretamlonkof the provisions of
the Finel Document, we nevertheless do not see any objéction to any initiative
which is de51gnnd to further the, attalnment of the objectives of disarmament.

My delegatlon is therefore in a p051t10n to support the initiative
which was taken by Czechoslovakia and we are apprec1at1ve of the willingness

of that delegamlon to negotlate on the original text v1th other delegatlons

which had views on ways and means of improving that text and
» Y

bringing it 1nto line with the prov1smons of the Final Document. My

delegation will therefore support ‘the draft declaration. !

A Al
¥ 4

Mr. LIDGARD (Sweden) The Swedish Government understands and shares~
the concern behind many of the thoughts expressed in this proposal We share
“the dlsapp01ntment despalr and frustration which obviously lies behind it,

_ and we trust that that dlsappolntment and despalr for the initiators of the
proposal as well as for its sponsors and supporters, is prlmarlly
lerected toﬁards the arms race and the 1ntran51gence in disarmament matters
of the w0 super—Powers the Sov1et Union and the United States. Thus the
motivations behind the proposal deserve respect. |

Almost everythlng which 1s sald 1n this text of five pages has, however,
”been sald before and in'a more comprehen51ve way, most recently in the Final
Document of the spec1al ses51on on’ dlsarmament The Swedish Government has
on prev1ous occas1ons expressed its doubts about the adv1sab111ty of maklng '
vdeclaratlons llke thé one proposed in ‘dodument A/C.1/34/L.32. In the Swedish
‘,yleve 1t_w1ll‘not facilitate a clear and unambiguous interpretation of either"

the United Nations Charter or the Final Document of the special session.

‘j;‘In the opinion ofvthe‘Swedish Government , international disarmament efforts

j‘?~existing negotiations fhan by general declarations of this nature. .

“ére betterfservedkby*actual deeds 1eading to concrete progress in current

:;_&Swedenfwill therefore abstain on this draft declaration.
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Mr. ABBA (Algeria) (interpretation from French): My delegation would
like to make a few comments before the Committee takes a decision on the draft
declarstion on international co-operation for disarmement, presented to us by
Czechoslovakia.

My delegation, which will vote in favour of this draft, considers that it is
the sort of declaration that may help to create a healthy atmosphere in disarmament
negotiations and to maintain the momentum on disarmament achieved during the
tenth special seséion of the General Assembly.

I am happy to note that this draft declaration, in its preamble, stresses
"the importance of the recommendations and decisions of the tenth special session,
devoted to disarmament” and refers to the principles proclaimed in the Final
Document. It is also a source of satisfaction to my delegation to note that
the draft declaration reaffirms "the central role and primary responsibility of
the United Nations" in the sphere of disarmament and stresses the specific role
to be played by the Committee on Disarmament in the development of negotiations
leading to disarmament.

Furthermore, the draft submitted stresses the efforts of all States to
arrive at concrete disarmament measures the implementation of which would allow
resources thus released to be used for economic development. This is in keeping |
with the desire to establish a New International Economic Order, to which my
delegation attaches great importance. In order to adopt such concrete disarmament
measures, the draft declaration, finally, stresses the "political will" that
should imbue all States, and be the hallmark of all action to achieve general and
complete disarmament under eft'ective international control.

My delegation will therefore vote in favour of the draft declaration
contained in document A/C.1/34/L.32.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now put to the vote the draft declaration prsres
document A/C.1/34/L.32. |
The draft declaration in document A/C.1/34/L.32 was adopted by 98 votes to

none, with 30 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives who wish to

explain their vote after the vote.

Mr. ERSUN (Turkey) (interpretation from French): The Turkish

delegation felt itself obliged to abstain on the draft declaration on international
co-operation for disarmaﬁént in docu@ent}A/C.l/BN/L.32, while resnlutely suppor.in-
the main idea of this draft that a more thorough co-operation for disarmament
is urgently required in the light of alarning developments ‘that characterize
the modern age. Our position is motivated by two types of considerations. First,
we:dp not beiieve in the need for the elaboration in this First Committee, during
the regular sessions of the United Nations General Assembly, of texts of a
general nature designed to complete or to modify the Finel Document of the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disafhament. This is a matter
of principle for my country. Secondlj,Jthg text itéelf poses s number of congrete
difficulties for my country. It is hot my intention to list them all. Let -
me give merely a few examples. o

In section III, we have some difficulties with paragraph 1 because the
generally recognized principles of international law form .an indissoluble
whole,which must bewcarefully preserved. As far as paragraphs 5 and 6 of
section II are concerned, I should like to say that the Turkish Government
has no legal or.administrative authority to utilize "the mass media" for any
purpose whatsoever. = Moreover, the Turkish legal system does not allow the
Govepnment,"to;prevpnt and prohibit ... the dissemination of views" on the
basis of their content. s

It is for those reasons that my delegation abstained in the vote, while
at the,samé time appreciating the positive elements; such as those in.

paragraph 8 of section I which deals with the relationship between disarmement

‘and.develdpment.~ L e

PN
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Mr. CASTILLO ARRIOLA (Guatemala) (interpretation from Spanish):
The delegation of Guatemala was constrained to abstain in the vote on 4/C.1/34/L.32,

entitled "Declaration on internationsl co-operation for disarmament", which was

submitted by Afghanistan and 19 other countries.

In principle we would agree with a declaration that would redouble
international co-operation to that end. We admit that in the draft declaration
before us the principles and purposes that my delegation has always defended as the
basis for co-operation are reiterated, because in it are stressed the strengthening
of international peace, security and relations through negotiations in order to
achieve a better understanding and atmosphere for disarmament.

Likewise, my delegation sgrees with the view that the declaration cannot
undermine the freedom of each State directly to exercise its right to individual
or collective self-defence in order to ensure its national integrity, sovereignty
and independence. But my delegation cannot accept nor go along with some of the
formulas, wordings and purposes of the declaration which are destroyed by the
concluding words in paragraph 2 of section IV, which sets up for other purposes
the right to use every possible means at one's disposal and would thus bestow
a blessing on violence in any sense. This would Ve a violation of international

law and internatioral peace and security, and so we had to abstain. -

Mr. RAJAKOSKI (Finland): The delegation of Finland abstained in the
vote just taken on the draft declaration in document A/C.1/34/L.32, even if the

voting board was not in agreement with us.

In our view, the draft declaration contains many positive elements,
particularly in those parts where questions directly related to disarmament are
dealt with, and we appreciate the efforts of the delegation of Czechoslovakia to
make the draft declaration as widely acceptable as gqssible.

We concur with the aim of the draft declaration to promote international—
co~operation for the goal of disarmament which has been determined by the.
international community, in particular, in the Final Document adopted at last
year's special session. We regret, however, that it was not possible to reach
a consensus on the draft declaration. Adoption by other means than tﬁat of
Vconsensus inherently detracts from the meaning of decisions taken oﬁ’disarqament

questions.
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(Mr. Rajakoski, Finland)

This is particularly so in regard to decisions regarding principles of disarmement
. and guidelines for the behaviour of Governments.
l For constitutional and other reasons, my Government would have difficulty
in accepting some of the commitments outlined in the draft declaration, in particular
concerning those in paragraphs 5 and 6 of section II. With respect. to.
parsgraph 2 of section IV, it is an established policy of my Government
not ‘to endorse means other than peaceful ones in the struggle for national

freedom, independence and self-determination. ’ vt

The CHAIRMAN: I should like to tell the representative of Finland
that I saw the print-out-of the voting and that his delegation's abstention

was recorded. . This means that the yellow light on his board indicating an abstemtion
¥

is not functioning.

o N “»

- .M. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico)'(interpretation from Spanish): It is rare

for my delegation to abstain in the vote on a ‘draft deglaration on disarmament.

Mexico's position has been clear and unshakeable regarding support, .
sencouragement for, and active implementation of, disarmeament measures and
%regarding the creation of an atmosphere that will encourage the adoption and
‘Utiiization of such measures. It is from that standpoint that we approached
the draft declaration contained-in document A/C.1/34/L.32.

el
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

We regret that the conclusions to which our studies led us would not allow us
to support the draft resolution, as we would have wished. The reason for that lies
in a position of principle that we might define by saying that we are convinced
that only in exceptional circumstances should an effort be made to prepare and
adopt declarations of such ambitious scope as that of the one contained in the
draft resolution that has just been adopted. ,

In fact, we consider that the substance of most if not all of the provisions
of this declaration are adequately covered by international instruments which,
as a result of long and arduous negotiations, have been adopted by consensus.

That was the case with the Declaration on Principles of International Law
concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States in accordance with

the Charter of the United Nations, the Declaration on the Strengthening of
International Security and, above all, the Final Document of the first speciar
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Hence we felt that,

to try now once again to reiterate norms and principles that basically may be

the same ones as have been repeatedly approved on previous occasions but whose

new or inadequately negotiated wording must give rise to negative positions, as A
we have noted, far from strengthening the possibility of international co—operation‘
would only wesken it.

Very much against its wishes, therefore, we were forced to absgtain in the

vote on draft resolution A/C.1/34/L.32.

Mr. AKRAM (Pakistan): The Pakistan delegation voted in favour of

the draft resolution in document A/C.1/34/L.32. We did so because we share
its general objectives of promoting co-operation for_disarmament.

However, most of the provisions of the draft regolution are contained in
the Final Document of the special session as well as in other international ==~
documents that have been adopted by the United Nations. We continue to believe
that the authoritative interpretations and provisions on all these matters are
those that are contained in the Final Document and in the other authoritative

instruments that I have mentioned.
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. The CHAIRMAN: Before adjourningkthe meeting, I should like to make
@ few announcements. = ’ ‘
The following countries ﬁave becone séonsors of ‘draft resolution
A/C.l/3h/L.l5/Rev.l: Bulgaria, Hungary end the Lao People's Democratic Republic.
\ On Monday the:Committee will take action on draft resolutions
A/C.1/34/L.3/Rev.1; L.9, L.15/Rev.2,'L.23, L.26, L.29, L.33 and L.35; and on
Tuesday on draft resolutions A/c.1/34/L.14/Rev.1, L.30, L.34%, L.36, L.37, L.38
and'qur.l and L.39/Rev.l, and on the draft resolution if document A/3Y4/29.
Draft resolubion A/C.1/34/L.38 and Corr.l has yet to be introduced, and I

hope that it will be as soon as possible.

The meeting rose at 5.50 p.m. |
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