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The meeting was called to order at 3.45 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 to 69 (continued)

CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION ON D3AFT RESOLUTIONS

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) : The Committee will f irRt  taks

decisions on draf t  resolu t ions  in  c lus ter  14 . Then we shal l  re turn  to  c lus ter  9 .

We shal l  begin  wi th  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/42/L.70/Rev.l,  fol lowed by draft

r e s o l u t i o n  L.76/Rev.2. A  l a t e r  v e r s i o n  o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  L.6U/Rev.l  -

L.bU/Rev.2  . h a s  j u s t  b e e n  issued, coneeauent ly  I shal l  give reproaentatives  enough

time to study it ,  and we may return to it  tomorrow morning.

I call on representatives who wish to explain their dote before the voting on

draft  resolutionu  in cluster  1.4.
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Mr. AXAMBUJA  (~rruzil)  I My delegation wiehee to make Bome commente  on

draft resolution A/C.lr’42/‘P;.76/Rev.2. We are in broad agreement with virtually  all

the meaeurOs  euggeeted in it. Brazil ha8 long been an advwate  of meaaurea  to

rationalize  our work #and to make it pIK)re  effeutive  and more productive. However  @

we feel a draft resolutiaul  le not altogether +% moat  appropriate vehicle to convey

euch  P measure  t o  ourf3eZvef3, since we in the Bitat Committee are, after all, thoee

to whom thooe recommondatione  are addreeeed,  and that a decieion or Borne  other

formula would ‘3e more apI)ropriate. Wo believe that hy adopting thio aa a

reeolutfon  we might find oureelves  in the awkward position of oureelvoe violating

what we recommend In paragraph 1 lb), where we aay

“Recommendationo on procedural matter6 ehould be adoptod aa decieione,

not as resolutions*,

Wo there@ore feel that a decision would be appropriate. We imagine that it would

not reauiro  the preambular lanquago, eince that ie natural in a resolution,  hut not

natural in a decieion. we could achieve our purpoee  without the formalftiee  of a

resolution, which we do not conelder  to he the appr aprfate way of conveying to

oureelvoe these meful ond worth-while mggeekiane.

l’herofore , porhape  it would be acceptable to the aponeora, among which we Bee

a rrumhor of countriee with which we normally share a wide range of eimilar conuerns

and pcoixxupat ione, if the draft resolution were traneformed into a leee eolemn and

formal document, more flexible and in a modified vereion,  without the preambular

lanquaqe, which would then become unnceeeary -. (P document that you# Sir, could

recommend to UR aa a decieion from the Chair.

Mr. RODRIGO  (Sri Lanka) t I wilrh to make come brief explanatory commante

on draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.76/Rev.2.

The document’s evolution hae been - at leaet to my delegation - aomewhat

confusinq. what has emerged with clarity from the confueion ie that the eubject of
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the rationalisation of the First  Committee’s  work ie of great interest to all.

That is ae it ehwld he. The draft resolution oovere the manner in whiah the First

Committee is to deal with important disarmament issuee, However, we would have

preferred to disause the eubetanoe of the draft resolution in a leea hurried and

leee harried atmosphere. Many euggeetione have been euhmitted to the sponsor% in

writing a0 well a8 orally. Regrettably,  while the aponeorn have certainly Aone

muoh work on the initiative, too muoh of their time hse been devoted to wording anA

drafting, rather than to a oareful  dieauseion of the suhstanae  of the

reoommendatione and their implioaticwe.

Despite those aaveate ,  my delegation stilt finds it diffioult  to accept  draft

resolution L.76/Rev.2  aa it stands. Properly speaking, the Disarmament CommiSBicnr

whiah is looking at these matters and the whole auestion of the role of the United

Naticns  in diearmament issues, is the appropriate plaae  to etudy these isfmeF~

rationally and aalmly, I aleo agree with the remarks just made by the

representative of Brazil.

My delegation is in aomplete agreement, however, that the existing maohinery

for the consideration of disarmament ancl related international seaurity aueetions

within the framework of the United Natione can and should he reinforaed through

concrete meaeures to inaredse  its effectiveneee  and efficiency. But 1 f i n d  it

difficult to give oonplete  ant! unuualified endorse) -t to draft resolution

L.76/Rev.2  and the positions advocated in it. More time might have helped my

detlegaticn to vote in favour. As things stand, however, my delegation ia!

regrettably, conpttained  to abetein on the draft rewlution. That is in no way to

he seen as reluctance hy my delegation to accept the avowed purpose of the draft
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resolution, which la rotisr~a~iuation  of the Firat Committeo’e workg  nor in it ta ho

taken a8 moaniny  that 1 wioh to hampot or delay the proceee of rationalisation.

Indaed, our ahotontion  stcsmo preciaoly  from our interest  in a aereful  nnd

wo11-thouqht-out prcxxrls of retionelizetion  of thtt Committeeba  work. In the

Dlsormumont  Commission the tlago will, of oouree, continua.

The CliAlNlMd  ( interpretat ion from French) s Wo shall now take douioio~w

on the draft  reeolutione  in cluster 14,  in which,  irretead of takiny decieions on

throo draft raoolut ione, namely, A/C. t/42/L.6U/Rev.  2 o L. 7u/Rev. 1 and L.7G/Hov.2,

nowI we @hall  deal with two draft resolutions - L,7U/Rev.l  and L.76/Nov.2. WO

l~oyin  with draft resolution C.7U/Wov.l, on ayendcr  item G6 (m), aPm~~lomontotion  oE

the rocommondationo  and ducieions  of t!re tenth special 808~i0n”.
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the draft resolution warn  introduaed  by the representative of Yuqoalavia at the

34th meeting  of the Firrt Committee, on 6 November. The sponsors are: Algeria,

Sangladeeh, Bulgaria, Burma, Colombia, Cuba, Eauador, Egypt,  !!thiopia,  the Qerman

DImooratia Republio, Qhana, India, Indonesia, the Iolamia Republic of Iran,

Madagaoaar, Mongolia, Nigeria, Pakietan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia,

Vonesuels,  Viet Nam and Yugoslavia,

A seaordrd vote ha8 been rwueated.

A reoorded vote wall taken.

In favour: Afqhrnirtan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahama@,  Bahrain, Bangladesh, Sarhadoe, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Sotlwana, Srasil, Srunei Daruesalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byolorurrian  Soviet Sooialiet  Republic,
Cameroon,  Contra1 Afriaan Republio, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Corta Rioa,  C&e d’fvoire,  Cuha, Cyprue, Cseohoslovakia,
Demooratia Rampuohea, DeIIK#ratia Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominiaan R@puhlia, Eauador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fij I, Finland,
Gabon, Qormen Demooratio Republio, Qhana, Qreeae, Quatemala,
Quinea,  Quinra-Siseau, Quyana, Rondurae, Hungary, Iaeland, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Ielamio  Republia  of), Iraa, Ireland, Jamaica,
Jordan, Renya,  Ruwait, Lao People’s  Democratic Republic,  Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriys, Madagasosr, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldivee, Mali, Malta, Mexioo, Mongolia, Morocco, Moeambiaue,
Nepal, New Zealand, Niaaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Rakistan,  Panama,
Peru, Philippinrr, Poland, Qatar,  Romania, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swasiland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Repuhlio,  Thailand, Togo, Trinidad end Tobago, Tunisia,
Ugrnda, Ukrainian Soviet Soaialitat Republic,  Union of Soviet
Sooialist  Republiar, united Arab Emirates, United Republic  of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vdneouela,  Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Aqainet: Belgium, Canada, Pranoe, Qermany, Federal Republic of, Israel,
Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Turkey, United Kingdom
Of Qreat Britain an8 Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaininq8  Japan, Norway, Spain

Dreft resolution A/C.1/42/L.7U/Retv.l  was adopted by 115 votes to 12, with 3
abstentions.
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‘Vho CIYAIl\MAN  (fr~torpratation  from P’rsn&) : Wo now turn to draLt

raesXution  n/C.1/42/r,.76/Ruv.2, which wao introduced  by the ropreaontetivu  of

Cauercon at  thu 321~3  meeting of thu Committea,  an 4 Novambor  1907. It ia auk1afttoB

under agoirda  i tom 66: l”~~~~i~~ of tha implornontation of t h u  reoommendatione  ana

The spnsoro of tho draft rUsolutioll  QL’U: Auet ra l ia ,  Aust r ia ,  Uahamaa,

Rica, c8to B’Ivoire, tko bominfcclrr  I~oputdic, ~~ucrtorio~  ~uinoo, the ~odoru1.

R e p u b l i c  of Germany,  Guinea,  Irolund, Kony~,  I,ihoria,  Mali, the Nuthorlonda,  SLWIOB,

Sao Tome and Principo, Somolio,  *lWqo,  ‘I,oiro  and Zomhin.

eponeors  had oxpronnod  the win)9 that i t  tm adopted  without a vote,  pursuant  to the

inteneive coneultationn that were hold for the purpoeu.

A rocordod  vote wan taken.

In favour t At:qharrintcln, Al,qat’i~, nnqolo, Autitrdliu, Austria, liahamaU,
Ilahrain,  lJarhutlo5,  I~olgium, Donin, Uotswons,  Brunei Daruseolom,
Uulqnr io, llurkfnrl I*ano,  Uurundi, l3yolorueeicn  s o v i e t  Sociolint
Ropuhl ic, Corlluroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile,
C:OlO1lLbi  L3, Conqo, Costa pica, C&o d*Ivoiro,  Czechoslovakia,
Domocr  d t io ampuc  t9ao , Domwratfc  Yemonl  Donmark,  Ujihutf,
Dolninic:en IWpublic, Ecuador,  Eqypt, Pi.9 i, li’lnland, France, Gabn,
Gurmun  l)emocrntic I~oput~lic,  Germany,  Federal Republic of, Ghanor
Grewe,  Ciiottwru3a, Guinoo, Guinoo-Uiesau, Guyana,  Hondurae,
Hut9qary,  I c e l a n d ,  P~9donarilia,  Pcau, Jroland, fflrtel,  I t a l y ,
Jmo ha, Japan, Jordan,  Kenya, Kuwai t ,  Lao  l?~opb3’e !MWc?ratic
Iw~Nrhr tc,  Tluflntho, Eikria, Libyan Arab Jomahiriya, LuxdWJW~
Mehwi, Muloyoia, Mali,  Malta, Morryolia,  Morocco, Netherlands,
New Xe01antl, Nigorio,  Norway, Oman, PhiY.ippinQ8r  Poland,
Portuyal, r~amonio, Saudi nrahii3, Sonognl, sinqa~ro,  S o m a l i a ,
Spa i n ,  Sutlon, Sweden , Syrian Arab I~puhlic,  Thailand, TFP,
?‘rinidac’l and Tobago,  Tu19113ia,  Turkey, I[Jgnnda,  IJkrainian s o v i e t
!;octal ist Hopuhlia, tlnion of  sovie t  Socialist  i?epuhlice,  IJnitod
Arab lZairatos, IJnitet3  Kinqdom  of Great Britain and Northern
I raland, lln 1 ted lUq)uhl  ic of’ l’nnzdnia, fmited  Statoa o f  America,
Uruiyuoy, Vic?k  N o m ,  Yeman,  %RiYO,  Zid9ii3, Xilnbehwo
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None

Argentina, Bangladeeh, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, China,
Cuba, Cyprue, Ethiopia, India, Iran (Ialamia  Republic ofI,
Madagaeoar,  Maldivee, Mexico, Nepal, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama,
Peru, Qatar, Sri Lanka, Venezuela, Yugoslavia

Draft resolution A/C,1/42/L.76/Rev.2  was adopted by 103 votea to none, with
24 abetentione.

The CHAIRMAN  (interpretation from French)2 I shall now csll upon thO8e

delegation8 wiehing  to explain their vote8 following the voting.

Mr. CHOHAN  (Pakistan) I I Wi8h to explain my delegation@ 8 vote on draft

resolution A/C.1/42/L,76/Rev.2.

We highly appreciate the concerns that motivated the efforts of the eponsors

of thie draft reeolution  to facilitate the procedure8 , organization  and work of the

First Committee, We are in broad agreement with most of the elements outlined in

i t . We ehare the desire of Member States to improve the functioning and efficacy

of the United Nations bodies dealing with diearmament work. But we are also

aoncerned  at the precipito\,;i  haste with which this important subject ha8 been

addreseed.
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The United Nationsl  Diearmament Commieeion  is rrlready eeised  of thiu matter and

hae heon engaged in a serious  and deliaate exeroiee  of review.ng  the role of the

united Natione in the field of disarmament. We attach great importanae to the

doliberatione  of the Disarmament Commioefon on thie aubjeot and have alao submitted

proposals In that regard. wQ fully eupport the effort8 of the United Nations

Diaarmament Commission and feel that we should avoid any haety or preuipitate

decision that tende to prejudge or hamper its deliberationa.

Mr. MOLANDER (Sweden): I wish to make a brief etatement on draft

resolution  A/C.1/42/L.17,  on prohibition of the development, production,

atwkpiling und use of radiological weapona, which WBB adopted yesterday. Sweden

voted in favour of that draft reeolution becaueo  of the priority we have given in

tha past and still give to the iesue  of a prohibition of attacke against nuclear

ipstallatione,  to which the draft resolution refers. However, we should not hide

th0 fact that we are critical of eovsral elements oontained  in draft resolution

A/C.1/42/L.17. In tho opinion of my Government, resolutions on this iaeue should

promote tho possibility of reaching,early  agreement in the Conference on

Diearmament. In that respect, there is certainly still room for improvement in the

draft reeolution adopted yeeterday, 80 wo have already indi:sted  to its erponeor.

Mrs. GONZALEZ Y REYNERO (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanieh)  I MY

delegation was obliged to abstain in the vote on draft resolution

A/C.1/42/L.76/Rev.2  for the 8ame reasons put forward by the repreaentativea of

Brazil, Sri Lanka and Pakictan. We believe that rationalisation is of the highest

imprtance and that it deflerves proper and thorough consideration. We think,

therefore, that the appropriate forum for that consideration ie the Disarmament
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Commission. Our abstention does not meen that we oppose rationalisation of the

work of the First Committee. Quite tne contrary; we are prepared to work

intensively in the Disarmament Commission for an agreement on that subject.

Mr. MASHHADI-GHAHVMCHI (Ielalnio  Republio of Iran) t My delegation was

among the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.7U/Rev.l.  However, the text in

it6 revised form contain8  an added paragraph, the seventh preambular paragraph,

which states that all States have the right to oontribute to efforts in the field

of disarmament. That is acceptable to us with the understanding that it should not

be interpreted as any change in the rules of procedure of any disarmament

negot let ing body. The rules of procedure should be respected, and should not be

discredited.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT  (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): I wish to

explain my delegation’s vote on draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.76/Rev.2. I begin by

thanking the delegation of Cameroon and the other eponeore foe their efforts to

promote the rationalization of the work of the First Committee. Nevertheless, we

feel that in order to be viable ard effective a draft resolubion  of this kind

ehould be the object of consensus in the Committee. Tha t  was not  the  easel  i t  is

clear that the draft resolution failed to gain consensus bcuuse elumente in the

text caused several delegations to ahetain in the vote.

There are elements that are unuuostionably acceptable; I would go further and

say that many of the ideas in the draft resolution are being implemented. We

believe, however, that the best way of achieving the rationalization of the work of

the Committee ie through self-control on the part of delegatioW. In the past we

have seen that it is extremely difficult for resolutions not adopted by consensus

to lead to the rationalization of the work of Committee.
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Like other delegations which have already spoken, we feel that, as this

aueetion is being considered in the Disarmament Commission, it is that body that

should continue to deal with the subject and make recommendations to the General

Assembly.

It was for thoae re&aonB  that my delegation had to abstain in the vote on

draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.76/Rev.2.

Mr. ROWE  (Australia): Aus+ralia  this year voted in favour of the draft

resolution on implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the tenth

spec ia l  seseion  (A/C.1/42/L.7U/Rev.l). We did so this year because of what we

considered to be substantial improvements in the text over that of last year.

However, we still consider that the draft resolution contains some deficiencies

which, if they were addressed by the sponsors in a more constructive approach,

might lead to broader acceptance of the draft resolution. I should like briefly to

mention those deficienciee,  a8 we see them.

The suggestion in the third preambular paragraph that no concrete results have

been achieved since the first special seesion  on disarmament ignores, for example,

the evolution and entry into force of the South pacific nuclear-free zone Treaty,

the Treaty of Rarotonga, and Other areas of progress. The language in the fourth

preamhular  Paragraph - “Convinced that international peace and security can be

ensured only through general and corn1  l.ete disarmament” - ignores, in our view, the

reality that peace and security can be maintained also by the balance of forces, at

least until complete disarmament is achieved, and that even in a disarmed world

Peace and security would reauire a whole panoply of political conditions and

machinery to avoid disputes and solve those disputes which arise. Moreover, that

particular language in the fourth preambular paragraph is at variance with the
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language of paragraph 19 of the Final Document of the first Special aessaon Cn

disarmament, which speaks of general and complete disarmament as the ultimate

objective of the disarmament process.

Finally, operative paragraph 4 could be interpreted as a call to the

Conference on Disarmament to commence negotiations on all items on its agenda, a

proposition we regard as unrealistic.
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Mr. CHOWDHURY (Bangladesh) ; Bangladesh absta ined in  the  vote  on draf t

resolution A/C.1/42/L.76/Rev,  2. we wish  to  put  on record ,  however ,  tha t  our

abs tent ion  should  not  be  in terpre ted  as meaning that my delegation is of tho view

t h a t  t h e r e  i s  n o  s c o p e  f o r  rationalixation  o f  work  i n  t he  F i r s t  COrNnittQQ.

Mr. BRACEGIRDLE (New Zealand) t New Zealand voted in favour of draft

r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.1/42/L.70/Rev.l,  e n t i t l e d I’ Implementation of the recomandations  and

d e c i s i o n s  o f  t h e  teqth s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n ” . New Zealand was pleased to do so this

year  in  recogni t ion of  a  number  of  changes  made to  th is  year’s  draf t  resolut ion

that  have,  in  our  view, improved the  text  over  texts  of  previous  years . I 11

p a r t i cu l a r ,  i t  seems t o  u s  t h a t  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  h a s  a  m o r e  p o s i t i v e  a n d

for ward-looking tone. In t h e  l e a d - u p  t o  t h e  t h i r d  s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n  o f  t h e  Gsnoral

Assembly devoted to disarmament next year my delegation particularly wel.cornes  such

an appr oath .

We note at the same time that the text has been amended and a revision was

circulated only yesterday . We have some reservations about that. We  r eca l l  t ha t

late amendments were made in the same way to the predecessors of this draft

r e s o l u t i o n . We hope that i t  mirjht be possible in future for the sponsor of draft

resolut ion A/C.  1/42/L.6  and the  sponsors  of  the  current  draf t  resolut ion to  agree

on a common text before .r-he i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  t e x t s  in  the  F i r s t  C o m m i t t e e .  W@

bel ieve ,  never  thelcss,  as  noted , that this text overall is an improvement, which we

welcome.

Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia) : I  should l ike  br ief ly  to  expla in  the vote of  my

delegat ion  in  connect ion  wi th  draf t  resolu t ion  A/C.1/42/L.76/Hev.  2 ,  which was

adopted a few moments ago. First,  my delegation thanks the delegation of Cameroon

and the other sponsors  of  that .  draf t  resolut ion for  br inging the  very important

ques t ions  concerning  the  rationalization  of  the  work of  the  Fi rs t  Commit tee  to  our

-
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a t t e n t i o n . Theee questions are very importan,.b and they have been discussed an8 are

stil l  being discussed in the Disarmament Commission. My delegat ion bel ieves  that

it  would probably be better to give the Disarmament Commission time to complete its

work on this item, and we expect that only when the Disarmament Commission submits

its own recommendation to the United Nations General Assembly will khe Fire+

Commit tee  be able to  ac t  and to  assess  and judge the  resul ts  of  the  Disarmament

Commission@s  proceedings .

For those  reasons  my delegat ion abs ta ined in  the  vote ,  be l ieving that  these

iesues should be considered further within the United Nations Disarmament

CoKunission  dur  ing  i t s  session next  year.

Mr. DJIENA (Cameroon) (interpretation from Wench); My delegation

welcomes the  adopt ion of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.l/42/L,76/Rev..:,  which  i t  in t roduced

in the general debate some  two weeks ago. I t  s h o w s  t h e  i n t e r e s t  o f  p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l

members of the Committee in enhancing and consolidating :he efficiency of the

Commit tee ,  and that ,  of  course ,  comes through the  rationalization  of  i ts  work,

My d e l e g a t i o n  w i l l  c o n t i n u e , in the context of the United Nations Disarmament

Commioe  ion and in all other appr opr iate fcr urns, to make i ts  modest contribution to

t h i s  e n d  - i t  o f  c o u r s e  b e i n g  u n d e r s t o o d  t h a t  t h e  t a k i n g  o f  d e c i s i o n s  i n  t h e  f i e l d

of disarmament  is  not  the  monopoly of  any Sta te  or  group of  Sta tes ,  and that  the

sponsors of A/C.1/42/L,76/Rev.2  would have considered any draft amendment if it  had

been submit ted  in  good fa i th  and good t ime pursuant  to  the  t radi t ional  prac t ice  of

the Committee.

* should  l ike  to  recal l  here ,  on behalf  of  my delegat ion,  that  the  ways and

means of  a t ta ining a  given object ive  are  mul t i faceted,  d iverse  and of  equal

impor  tarice. Never theles8, the  app rec i a t i on  and  a s se s smen t  o f  su i t ab i l i t y  i s  a

highly  subject ive  exerc ise  and, i f  we recognize  the  sovereign r ight  of  each State
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to expreee its views quite fresly, than no country or group of Statoe  has t)~Q

monopoly of wisdom or the right to stipulate or give ac!vico on moderation whotQvur

thsir seniority or exPQriQnce  in a given sector.

WQ wish to be associated with all thoeo speaker a who have already ansortod  tho

impOrtpl\cQ of the rationalization Qxercise  Per the work of the Firet  Committoo.

The diPfers,rdes  of opinion should not diecourage  ua or make uo lot30 sight ot the

fact that this is a crucial problem in thcj context  of the cbjectivo  wo arQ all

Striving to attain, namely, the better functionirg  of thiie Committae  in particular

and 02 the Organization  in general. That is why, whatov . . Ura forum arki whatovo’

a@3 ViWS We will ccntinuo,  a8 wo have dono in tne patit, to make  our contribution

not only for the rationalization  of tho work of thie Committoo hut ah.3 in thQ

context  of OthQr forums entrustad  with dealing with diaarmamont mattere.

Finally, WQ wiet, to emphasizQ that States in a committee CxQrciea thQir

sOV0reignty through decieions  take11  oithor by voting or by conso1~uut3. Of oour 80,

my dslegation  - as I think al.1 thQ othtir  sponsora aleo - would have WiWhOd  this

draft resolution to have beon dOptQa by consensus, but that  is  not  ti oonstituont

rule of our Organization. The ma in thing is the expr 088 ion of the viowe of Sta tQs l

ThQ CNAIRMqN_ (interproution  from Pronch); We have thuo CXM~U  to t;ho end-.

Of th0 list Of speakers in explanation of their votos after the votes takOn W

clustar 14.
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(The Cha i rman)

We shall now take deoioione  on alueter 9 and we shall  revert to the draft

reeolutione that hrvo been held over beoauoe of ongoing aaneultatione, Theee are

draft reoolutione A/C!.1/42/L,30  and L,S!J/Rev,l. With regard to draft rerrolution

A/C,1/42/L.65  and Corr.1, whiah io rrtill  outetsndinq, aoneultatione are aontinuinq,

aa I oaid before, and we hope that we ehall be able to take it up at an early hour

tomorrow, I shall now aall on rapreeentatives who wiah to make rstatements  other

than explanationa of vote,

Mr. RANA (Nepal) t My delegation hae hat! extensive informal aoneultationa

with other memberrr  on dra!?t reeolution A/C.1/42/L.30  with a view to ensuring it8

adoption by aoneeneutl. During the <mmeee , alight modifiaatione  ~&...a agreed upon

in operative paragraph 2 of the draft reeolution. The  6uggeetoe  ahangee are :  in

l ine  2 ,  a f te r  “the in i t ia t ive8  and o ther  ectivitioHH  dele te  “of” a n d  add Wmutually

agreed upon by n 80 the line would read “eupport  for the initiatives and other

aotivitiee mutually agreed upon by the Member States of the Aeian region”, and, on

line 4, after aapprop?iatea,  ahange areutiliaati,?,rm  t o  nutilization’.  M Y

delegation hopea that with those minor ohanqee it will be pooeible  for the

Committee to adopt the draft resolution without a vote, ~18 W&B done in the case of

similar resolution6 eatabliehing regional aentree  !n Africa and Latin America.

The CHAlRMAN (interpretation from French)1 1 now call on Mr. Akaehi,

Under-Secretary-Genetal for Disarmament Affairs, who wiehee to make a etatement.

Mr. ARASH (Under-Secretary-General for Dioarmament Affairo)r I ehould

like to say a few words with reqakd to document A/C.1/42/L.84,  which ie a note by

the Secretariat concerning the adminietratlvo and financial arranqementfi  b -!J.atinq

to draft resolution A/C,1/42/L.30.
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(I&. Akauh~rJPrdeL’-~acrutury=Gonsral  t-I_
Dfoarmamant AffairQ)--.

The  UapartlWnt  for Uioarmamant Affair63  hae undertaken further eo;UiIidsretion of

the urrarryamonta oat, out in paragraph 3 of R/C.l/42/‘L.t)4  and h,as coma to tho

conoluuion  tha t ,  bocrrueo  or the na tu r e  of  the funot fons  onvloagod,  a rwmber o f  a

United  Na t ions  Enformation  Ccantro, aaeiuted by  apprcpriato  l o c a l  staff, w o u l d  take

diuryo of the raqional centre on on Intorfrl\ t~aei~ on tho promirilos of tho United

Nation0  Information Centre,  wi th  thlo  offico of  thu United  Nat ions  Dowolopmant

Proyrammo (UN&S) p r o v i d i n g  administrativa  a n d  loyiotic  aorvicna. This arrk ngamont

hao bean diocuesod  wi th  UNUQ und tha  Uapartmar~t of  PubXic information,  bo th  of

w h i c h  are ag reeab l e  t o  t ho  yrovislon  of  the  oorvicao a n d  t o  the d i o t c i b u t i o n  o f

functiollo.

‘l’ho  CBA’LlWN  (inturprotation  fro111  E’rench)  2 wa ohall  now t a k e  a docioion

011 d r a f t  r o o o l u t i o n  ~/C,1/42/L.30,  w h i c h  waB oubmittod  under  ayonda  itr!m 63,

anfitlod  “Wovi~w  .lnd imylomontation  o f  t h o  Concludiny  Dol:umont  o f  t h o  Twalfth

Syouiul  Sicruuion  oC the Gonoral  Afzxmbly”. Uraft rooolution  A/c. 1/42/L.30,  au

o r a l l y  wnond~ii  b y  the ruprosontativu  uf ,!ayol. io cub-titled  “Un i t ed  Nationu

ltoyionait  Contra for Vouco  a n d  Uisurmumant in ALJiu”. I t  wao introduced  b y  t h e

c November  19M7. The Under-Sucretery-~onoral, Mr. Akashi, h a o  juot ini;orn\o;l  y o u  OF’

t h e  arralryomantx  sot forth i n  t h e  noto  o n  ttro wubjoct,  document  A/C.1/42/L.84. The

5~nsoK wiohus  uo t o  irdOLJt:  ttro draft rouolutLhn without:  a Vote.

Draft reoolution  A/C. 1/42/E.30  WUEI  adopted.

Z’ho CHAPHMAN (intorpratation  f r o m  Wench) We shal l  now turn to  draf t

fQSOluf;ion  A/C. 1/42/L. 5O/#ev. 1, oubclitted  under agenda item 63, entitled "Heview

and implomantation  of the Concluding Document of the Twelfth Special Session of-’  the
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(The Chairman)

General Aeeombly*. The draft wae  lntroduoed  by the repreeentative  of Mexico at

that 36th m&tirlg of the Firet Committee,  on 9 November 1987, under euh-item (b)r

wWorlcl  Dbarrmament CampaigrP , The eponeors of thie draft reeolution  are

Bangladesh,  Byelorueeian  SSR, Bulgaria, Egypt, Indoneoia,  Mexfoo, Pakletan,  Peru,

Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Viet  N&m ant3 YugOSlaVia.
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(The Chairman)

The sponeore  of this draft resolution would like it to be adopted without a vote1

howaver, LP reaorded  vote has been teaueated.

A raaorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanietan,  Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Auetria,  Bahamas, Dahrain,  Bangladesh, Barbadoe, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byolorussian  Soviet socialist RepUhliC,t
Central Af r iaan Ropublio, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa
Rioa, C&e dqfvoire,  Cutwi,  Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Mnpuahea,  Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dj ihout i, Dominican
Republio, Eauador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, GWIIfJn
Demooratio Republio, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras, Hunqary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Iolamio Republic of), Iran, Ireland, Israel,
Jamaica,  Japan, Jordan, Klonya, Kuwait, Lao People’s  Demwratic
Republia,  Lesotho, Liberia, Lihyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagaeoar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambiuuo, Nepal, Now Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Sai,loa, Saudi Arabia, Sonogol, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Nudan,  Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trimfdad  and
Tobago, Tunieia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Swialirrt
Republic,  Union of Soviet Socialist Repuhlice, Unit&d Arab
Bmiratee,  United Republic  of Tanzania, tJruguay, Venelurlr),  W,et
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Ximbabwe .

Aqainet : United State8 of America

Ahstaining Belgium, Cameroon, Canada,, France, Germany, Federal %public of,
Italy, Luxembourg, Netherl,ands,  Portugal, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern frelend

Draft resolution A/C,1/42/L.S0/Rav.l  W&B adopted by 119 votes to 1, with 10
ahstentions.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) t I now call on those

representatives who wish to explain their votes or positions.

Mr. GRANGER  (United States  of America) t For the explanation of the

United States delegation’s joining in the consensus on A/C.1/42/L.33,  my delegation

would refer interested members to our explanation of vote on the other draft

resolutions sddreseinq  Unitsd Nations regional centres, that is A/C.L/42/L.62  and

L. 72/Rev. 1.
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\
(Mr. Granger,  United Statea)

We should like to explain our vote on draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.50/Rev.lr

conoerning  the world Disarmament Campaign. Ideally, the Campaign would hs

addreeeed  in a procedural draft resolution that could be adopted by oonseneus.

Unfortunately, the draft resolution in aueetion  continues the inolusion of

objectionable language of an unrealietic  and hyperbolic nature. Moreover, althouqh

under the decision  taken by the second special eeseion on disarmament, in 1982, the

Campaign was to be financed solely from voluntary oontributione, one third of the

present funding for the Campaign now cornea  from assessed contributions.

For these reaaone,  the United States voted against draft resolution

A/C.1/42/L.5U/Rev.l. At the same time, however, we express the hope that in the

future the eubject of the World Diearmament Campaign will be treated in a way that

will w&ore consenaua within thie Committee.

Mr. BESANCLNOT (France) (interpretation from French)8  Ae in the case of

similar draft reeolutions  in previous  years, my delegation abstained on draft

resolution A/C.1~42/L.5u/Rev.l. Indeed, it can only deplore, among other things,

the drafting of operative paragraph 4 in which the General Assembly

“Reiterates its reqret that moet of the Statee which hava the largest

military expenditures have not so far made  any financial contribution to the

World Dioarmament Campaign”.

My delegation wishes to make it clear that France has made a significant

contr ibut ion  to  the  ac t iv i t ies  of  the  uni ted  Nat ions  Ins t i tu te  for Disarmament

Research (IJNIDIR)  , amounting to over $2 million since the establishment of the

Inetitute. Thus,  France  participates in the international  community’s  effor ts  in

the area of ccientific research, which is one of the fundamental aspects of the

world  ilinarmamfint Campaiqn.
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Mr. FISCHER (Federal Republic of Germany) D The delegation of the Federal- -

R~puhlio  of Germany wishes tc*. explain its vote on draft rmolution

A/C.l/42/L,SO/Rev,  1.

Let  me Piret  of  a l l  express  my sat isfact ion at  the  successful  merger  of  the

two draf t  resolut ions  and,  thus ,  ths  reduct ion  in  the number of  draf t  resolut ions .

I t  is t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  t h a t  a n  i d e a  c o n t a i n e d  i n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n

A/C.1/42/L.76/Rev.2,  which was adopted by this Committee a few minutes ago and of

which we are a sponsor, has been implemented. We warmly welcokde  thid development.

However, I have to state that another desire which should aid the work of 011

of us has not been met by the merqert t h e  d e s i r e  f o r  consensw. Dra f t  r e so lu t i on

A/C. 1/42/L.S0/Rev.  1  cont inues  the  prac t ice  of  aues t ioning the  pr inc ip le  that

contributions to the World Disarmament Campaign should be voluntary. The re fo re ,  a s

on  similar draft  resolut ions  in  previous  years , my delegation has once again had to

a h e t a i n . We consider it  unfortunate that a draft resolution on a cause a8 worthy

as the World Disarmament Campaign should be burdened with non-consensus 1anguWc

tha t  makes  i t  imposs ib le  to  adopt  i t  untinimously.

Gur  abs t en t i on ,  t he r e fo re , i s  n o t  r e l a t e d  t o  o u r  p o s i t i o n  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  WorId

Risarmament Campaiqnr we have supported the Campaign from the outset,  this year

wi th  a f inancia l  cont r ibut ion  to  the  Lomb?  Contra .

The World Disarmament Campaiyn has schieved  some success over the years.

Information contained in Campaign publications hau generally been bal,lnced  and

f a c t u a l . Wide dissemination has been given to that information, including in

languages other than the  off ic ia l  larrguaqos  of the uni ted  Nat ions .  Important

regional  conferences  have been b Id. ~‘or  this WI? commend the dedicated staff of

the Secretariat Department for Disarmament Affairs.
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Mr. BAYART  (Mongolia) (interpretation from Frenoh)t  Very briefly the

Mongolian delegation would like to exprese ite satiefeation  at the approval by

aoneensua  of draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.30,  oonoerning the United Nations regional

oentre for peaae and disarmament in Asia. Mongolia has always heen in favour of

establishing auoh a oentre, believing that it would be a useful instrument in the

serviae of strengthening peaoe and seourity and enhanoing understanding and

co-operation among the States and peoples of Aeia. It pleaeetr me to reoall at this

time that Mongolia proposed the establishment of a United Nations regional centre

for peaoe and diearmament in Asia at the firet regional aonferenoe on peace and

diearmament, whioh was he1.d  in Maroh this year in Reijing.

Mongolia attaches epeoial importanae to operative paragraph 2 of the draft

resolution, which we consider eete out the main goal of that Centre.
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Mr. ROWE (Australia): The Auetr;lian delegation was very pleased to join

in Lhe conseneus  adoption of draft resolution A/C,1/42/L.30,  providing for the

eetabliehment of a United Nations Reqional Centre for Peace and Diearmament  in

Asia. We welcome the possible contribution of such a Centre towards the eerioua

examination of diearmament issues in Asia.

However, I Wish  to register the faot that we are aoncerned that a

proliferation of such regional centres could duplicate the work of other

orgenizatione and create presaure on the united Nations regular budget at a time of

stringency, as ~~11 aa a drain on the capacity of the World Disarmament Campaign.

In the lat ter  respect, we are pleased to note that operative paragraph 1 of draft

resolution A/C.1/42/L.30  provides that the funding for thu. Centre will be on the

basis of existing United Nations resources and of voluntary contributions that

might be forthcoming.

Mr. EDIS ([Jnited  Kingdom) : The JJni ted Kingdom joined in the conseneus on

draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.30,  relating to the establishment of a regional

disarmament centre in Asia. As in the case of regional disarmament centres for

Africa and Latin America, the United Kingdom welcomes the thrust of this draft

reeolution,

In joining the conaensuo, we proceeded on the basia that the draft reaolution

raiees no programme-budget implications and that the Regional Centre will be funded

entirely by voluntary contributions and from existing reeourcee. In the l.atter

context, we hope that any new activities will be met from redeployed resourcea, and

not f ram new appropr iat ions.

I should also like to explain the United Kingdom’s vote on draft resolution

A/C.1/42/L.5u/Rev.l,  concerninq  the World Disarmament Campaign. The United Kingdom
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(Mr. Edis,  United Kingdom)

is, of course, a supporter of the world Disarmament Campaign. However, my

deleqation was  unab l e  t o  suppo r t  t h i s  d r a f t  resoltition  fo r  t he  fo l l owing  r ea sons ,

i n t e r  a l l a :

We are unable to support the view in operative paragraph 4, under which the

Assembly would express  regret  that  some States  have not contr ibuted f inancia l ly  to

the world Disarmament Campaign. This Campaign is funded from the regular United

Nations budget, of which the United Kinqdom pays just under 5 per cent. P a r t  o f

th is  cont r ibut ion  i s  used to  fund Uni ted  Nat ions  services  in  suppor t  of  the World

Disarmament Campaign. In the financial years 1986 and 1987, the United Kingdom has

contributed about $75,000 to the total World Disarmament Campaign budget.  My

Government 3160  devotes a substantial sum of money to disarmament information

activities of its own which are consistent with the aims of the Campaign.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): The representative of Nepal

asked to be allowed to speak after the completion of all the statements in

explanat ion of  vote . I now call on him.

Mr. RANA (Nepal) : I have asked to speak merely to express my

delegation’s deep appreciation and gratitude to all the members of the Committee

for their  unanimous endoraement  of  draf t  resolut ion A/C.1/42/L.30,  ent i t led  “Uni ted

Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia”, which my delegation had

the  pr iv i lege  of  in t roducing the other day.

Needless  to  say,  Nepal  feels  great ly  honoured that ,  pursuant  to the draft

resolu t ion  just  adopted , the Centre will be located in our capital,  Katmandu.

We are convinced that the establishment of such a centre in Asia, l ike that of

s imilar  centres  in Africa and Lat in America ,  wi l l  help  generate  greater  awareness

of  var ious  aspects  of  disarmament . The Asian  Centre  wi l l  a lso  contr ibute  towards

co-ordinating the endeavours of Asian countries to ensure  peace and disarmament.
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(Mr. Rana, Nepal)

My delegat ion bel ieves  a lso  that  the  es tabl ishment  of  such a  United  Nat ions

Centre in  Asia ,  a long wi th  the  ear l ier  decis ions  on se t t ing up centres  in  Afr ica

and Latin America, is in keeping with the relevant recommendation of the second

specia l  sess ion on disarmament ,  which ref lec ts  the  col lec t ive  determinat ion of

Member States  to  take every poss ible  measure  to  faci l i ta te  tho process  and

l?roYramme  of peace and disarmament.

The  CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) z I  should  l ike  to  remind

members  of  the  Comnittee  of  the  draf t  resolut ions  on which decis ions  s t i l l  must  be

taken.

In c l u s t e r  1 3 ,  w e  must s t i l l  t a k e  a c t i o n  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s  A/C.l/42/L+16,

A/C/1/42/L. 61 and A/C. 1/42/L.69. From the  consul ta t ions  tha t  have  been taking

P lace  on  this  c l u s t e r , i t  appears  tha t  the  Commit tee  could  take  ac t ion immedia te ly

tomorrow morning on the  draf t  resolut ions  conta ined in  i t .

I n  c l u s t e r  9 ,  a c t i on  m “7t s t i l l  b e  t a k e n  o n  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.l/IZ/L.GS  and

Corr.1. The consul ta t ions  tha t  are  under  way indica te  tha t  tho  Commit tee  wi l l  not

be  able  to  deal  wi th  th is  draf t  resolut ion tomorrow. The consul ta t ions  wi l l

cant inue.

In c l u s t e r  1 1 ,  w e  must  s t i l l  t a k e  a c t i o n  o n  t w o  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n s :

A/C.l/42/L.54  and  A/C.l/42/L.66. We hoPe tha t  the  delegat ions  holdiny

consultations will  be able to report to us tomorrow morning, so that we may SW

whether  the  two draf t  resolut ions  can be  put  to  the  Commit tee  for  ac t ion .

In c l u s t e r  1 4 ,  o n e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  i s  p e n d i n g : A / C .  1/42/L.60/Rev.2.  Wo

th ink tha t  i t  may be  Poss ib le  to  submit  th is  draf t  resolut ion  to  the  Commit tee

tomorrow for action.

In  t h r ee  o the r  c l u s t e r s , no action has been taken on any of the draft

r e s o l u t i o n s . I  a m  r e f e r r i n g  to c l u s t e r s  6, 15 a n d  1 6 .



Bab A/C.l/42/PV.42
41

(The Chairman)

We must remelaber that, under the timetable that we agreed to at the beginning

of our mtk, we have only two working days, Friday and Mnday, to conclude our

consideration of the disarmament agenda items - items 48 to 69, inclusive. I would

therefore request delegations which are holding consultations to be good enough to

oomplete them as quickly as possible so that tomorrow we can take action on the

draft resolutions remaining in clusters 4, 9, 11 and 13 and then possibly deal with

the draft resolutions in clusters 6 and 15. We shall see if we can take up cluster

16 also. Everything depends on the spirit of co-operation shown by members of the

Committee.

=(X=&¶ME OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): In accordance with the

programme of work on which we agreed, the Committee will begin its consideration of

agenda itsm 70, "The question of Antarctica", on Tuesday, 17 November 1987.

In order that we IMY make the most rational use of our time, I propose that

the list of speakers on agenda item 70 be closed on Monday, 16 November 1987, at

6 p.m. sharp.

It was so decided.

The CRAIRMAN (interpretation from French): I would request delegations

wishing to speak on agenda item 70 to inscribe their names on the list of speakers

by 6 p*m. on Mnday, 16 November 1987.

X w>uld also recall that under our agreed progranrne of work the time-limit for

the submission of draft resolutions under agenda item 70 is Tuesday,

17 November 1987, at noon. I appeal to delegations to meet that time limit so that

we IMY adhere to the programme of work on which we agreed. That falls within the

COnteXt  of the rationalisation of our work, which all delegations have supported.

The meeting rose at 5.05 p.m.


