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The meeting was called to order at 4.33 p.m.
AGENDA ITEMS 51 TO 69, 139, 141 AND 145 (continued)

QNS IDWATION OF AND ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON D ISARMAMENT | TEMS

The CHAIRMAN: The opening of this meeting was delayed because of the

in tens ive coneulta tions that were tak inq place. They have been very successful and

consensus has been achieved in some important areas.

Thie afternoon we shall take action on the following draft recolutione in
cluster la A/C.1/43/L,57 and A/C.1/43/L.58/Rev.1ly and the following in cluster 4,
A/C.1/43/L.7 and A/C.1/43/L.47.

Before doing so, | call on any representatives who wish to make a statement or
introduce a draft resolution.

Mr. SUKA (Poland): The general debate in the General Assembly and the
debate on disarmament items in the First Committee have demonstrated unanimous
euppor t for the earliest possible completion of a convention on the complete and
effective proh ibi tion of the development, production, stockpil inq and use of all
chemical weapons and on their des truction.

The negotiations on the convention, which began eight years aqo in the
Conference on Diearmanunt - the single multilateral negotiating body - have
recently been intensified. That desirable development represants a timely response
of the Conference on Disarmament to the growing demand on the part of the world
community to impose a total and effective ban on chemical weapons.

As a result of the negotiations, the structure of the convention has been
elaborated, as can be seen in the Report of the Conference on Disarmament, document
A/43/27. Years of intensive work have led to the definition of wide areas of
agreement. At the same time, different approaches to the ablution of outstanding

issues and the complexity of some technical aspects of a future convention have

properly been reflected.
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(Mr._8sujka, Poland)

Tho participants in the negotiations, as well as all other States, are awa:c
that the instrument now being drawn up ie of an unprecedented character. I|n fact,
we are working on the first multilateral agreement on a comprehensive ban on a
whole category of wespons of mass destruction under str iot and effeotive
international contral, 1Indeed, there is No example so far of a multilateral
disarmament treaty of this magnitude, importance and sensitivity, in which not only
specific political and military concerns of States, but alro scientitic,
technological and economic interests, ®  specially thore of the civilian chemical
industry, are at rtake.

Nevetheless, progress can aard must be made in the negotiations. On the one
hand, this requires the political will of the States involved to finalize the work
on the convention and thin par ticular need is one that iS almost always referced
to, On the other hand, there is NoOt only a need to move to the next step of
negotiations in which compromise solutions t0 outatanding issues would be sought,
but there is also an objective possibility of doing so. Sucha move would meet
half way the universal demand tO speed up neqotiationr.

Proceeding from those assumptions, the author s and sponsors have been work ing
on the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L.67, entitled “Chemical and
bacter iological (biological) weapons®. | have the honour to introduce it now. In
addition to Canada and Poland, the following 29 Member states have sponsored the
draft resolution: Argentina, Aus tral ia, Aus tr ia, Belgium, Bulgar ia, Denmark,
Finland, Frame, German pemocratic Republic, Germany,. Federal Republic of, Greece.
Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Iraly, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, Monqola, Netherlands,
Norway, rhilippines, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist

Republic, uaited Kingdom of Great Britain end Nor ther n Ireland and Viet Nam .
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(Mz. Su jka, Poland)

In thr past, members of the Committee have given resolutions On this subject
their full ® uppcrt. Last year's consensus was of particular inportance, reflecting
u it did the successful efforts of the sponsors tO reduce thr number of draft
resolutions in the First Committee relevant to the negotiations on the chemical
weapons convention, thus considerably reinforcing a measage tO the Conference 0N
Disarmament On the urgent need to complete thls work. The sponsors tr urt that the

full support for the draft resolution will continue.
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(Mr . Su jka, Poland)

The draft text before us is essentially based on last year 's consensus
resolution. However, therm have been oconsiderable modifications taking aouount of
significant developments which ocourred over the put year and during the curcent
General Assembly session in particular, It is not my intention o go into the
details of the paragraphs incorporated from resolution 42/37 Ay nstead, | shall

conocentrate On the new material. Before ¥ do ® o0, permit me to make ONr remark of a

more general nature.

In the view of the spongors, consensus on this draft rorolution would be a
sure indication of thr deep concern shared by Member States over thr existence of
chemical weapons and the growing possibility of their military use. As a
reflection of that concern, the draft resolution again urger the Conference on
Disarmament to give a high pr ior ity to negotiations on the ® labor ation at the
® Uuliart possible data of e wconvention on thr oompletr and ® ffeative prohibition Of
the development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on
their destruction. The reiteration of the call for strict observance of the 1925
Geneva Protoool and thr 1972 Convention on the Prohibition of the Desvelopment,
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and On
Their Destruction is based on the same concern. It irn necessary to ® mpharize again
that any violation of either of those two instrumgnts carries gqrave irplications
for us all.

As | hnve already mentioned, ne-par ® Yo(JSSOM[ have been includadinthis year's
draft resolution, The second and seventh preambular paragrap.s 4xd operative
paragraphs 7 and 8 reflect the ® upper t of Member Statee for tht convening in Par is,
from 7 to 11 January 1989, of a conference of States parties to the 1925 Geneva
Protoool and of other interested States, and express the hore that the conference

will give new political impstus t0 the Geneva negotiations On a chemical weapons

convention,
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(Mr. sujka, Roland)

The eighth preambular ; -agraph and operative paragraph 6 recognize the
importance of the ® trongthaning and ® nlargoment of oonfidenoe-building meaaurea
through further international data ® xohangor relevant to the drawing up of the
convention. |t is ® [0 worth stressing that at the current stage of work such
exchanges 550N ® raential to the ® ffmotive continuation of the negotiations.

One further change concerns paragraph 5 which ham been moved to the operative
part from the preamble. Here, Member Sta tes, again in full conformi ty with the
present needs of our work in Geneva, are strongly urged to oontr ibute to an early
agreement on, and universal ® dhrrenar, to, the convention.

The draft resolution before us is the result of very intensive and broad
consultation8 in which many delegations have demonstrated a ®  pirit of good will and
compromise. In this respect | should like to ® Xxpreaa the hearttelt gratitude of my
delegation, particularly to the delegation of Canada, whioh ha8 co-operated very
closely with Poland on this draft resolution. Our two delegation8 highly
appreciate the generour co-opera tion and valuable ass istance off ® red by th
delega tions of Aue tralia, Austria, France, the German Democratic Republic and
Sweden, a8 well as by all other delegation8 that participated in the process of
consultations,

It i8 the belief of the draft vesolution's sponsors that the text will
continue to enjoy the unanimous support of the First Comittee and that, like
similar draft reaolutiona in the past, it will be adopted by consensus. That would
firmly demonstrate our commitment to the goal of eradicating chemical weapons, and
send a vital message tO the Conferenco ON Disarmament.

In conclusion, | believe we ail agree it is essential for the effectiveness of
the Conference - the ® ingle multilateral disarmament negotiating body - to be

demonstrated. [t is high time the multilateral dimension of diearmament again

proved its value,
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MP_. BUTLER (Australia)s It ie my honour to introduoce today the draft
resolution contained in Qaument A/C.1/43/L.%2/Rev.1l, which will be issued
shor tly. The draft rerolution is entitled “Chemical and hacter iological
(biological) weapons: Measures tO uphold the authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol
and to suppor t the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention®,

The following M:mber States have joined Australia in sponsoring thin draft:
Austr ia, Belgium, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, C8te 4'Ivoire, Denmark, France, the
Federal republic of Germany, Greece, Iceland, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, the United States of America and zaire.

The text issued on 31 October (A/C.1/43/L.52) hu been revised and will be
reissuad as Qcuman t A/C. 1/43/L. 52/Rev .1 . There have beer two changes to the text
of draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.52, and | should Like to bring tnese to the
attention of the First Comnittee.

The €¢ir a of the changes ocour a in the @ evonth preambular paragraph, whos« new
text reads an followst

"Bearirg in mind the reaolutiona of the Sacurity Council on chemical
weapons adopted during 1988, ".

The seound change to the text ocour e in operative paragr aph 8, whose new text
reads as follows:

"Decides to include in the provisional agenda of the forty-fourtn session
of the General Assembly the item entitled ‘Chemical and bacteriological
(biological) weapons’. *

By way of background, | would recal that < year @ @0 almost to the day

Australia introduced documeat A/C.1/42/L.67/Rev.l, which wan aubaequently adopted

by consensus as resolution 42/37 C,
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(M, Butler, Australia)
Those who were here last year will recall that resolu tion 42/37 C wan the produat
of a protr ® otrd and compl icated ser ies of negotiations among interested
delegationc. But thr results justified our ® ffortr, and, in rrrolution 42/37 C,
thr international community +<sm e bir to @ xpreu a firm commitment to upholding thr
authority of the 1929 Geneva Protocol, to support the conclus ion of a
chemical-weapons oonvention and to agree on has practical measures in pursuit of
those endr might be ® laborata, primarily by supporting the Secretary-General's
role in investigating ® ||ogationa of the use of chemical weapons, enabling the
Secretary-General, with the ® rrirtanoe of a group of qualified experts, o develop
guideline8 and procedures for assisting those investigations.

Draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 52/Rev.l '3 the @ uooaamor to last year 's
rerolution 42/37 C. |t retains the ® [rentidl elements of resolution 42/37 C. |t
reflects developments that have takrn place ® inoe the adoption of that resolution.
In it the Secretary-Ceneral is requerted to continue tO carry out promptly
investiga tions in response tO reports concerning the possible use of ahemioa and
baoter iologioal (biological) or toxin weapons. |t mandates the Secretary-General,
with the ® rrirtanae of the group of qualified ® xportr provided by interested Member
Sta tea, to oontinue his efforts to develop further technical gu idelines and
prooedurea available to him for the timely Scm2 @  ffioiont investigation of such
reports.

On the last point, | ahould like to make it clear that it is the view of the
® ponaora that operative paragraph 6 doer not ® xolude any State from contributing in
any way it deems appropriate to the work of the group of experts. The work they
are undertaking is of paramount importance to the international community, and it
is important that those Who can ocontr ibute positively to the process rhould be

enabled to do so and to have their views taken fully into ® icfoount .
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(Mr. Butler, Australia)

Like its predecessor, draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.52/Rev.1 has been the r ¢ J¢
of detuiled consultations with vary many delegations, The Australian delegation
wishes ¢[0 @ xprmr its appreciation for the co-operation ® xtmMd to it by those
delegations, representing, as they did, all groupinga within tha United Nations.

We would also thank them for the constructive approach they all brought to the task
of seek ing a oonaonaua draft rraolution on th is ®  ubjaot .

Thr international community shares the common objective of ensuring that
chemical weapona are never uard, and this is the aantral purpose of draft
resolution A/C,1/43/L.52/Rev.lt that chemical weapons never ba used. We and the
other sponsors onmmend it t 0 the Committee, but, more than that, we urge that the
consensus that was forged e O delicately and ao carefully last yeur be retained this
year. What has changed in the intervening year has been the progress that we heard
® pdcan of a few moments ago by the Ambassador of Poland on negntia tiona towards 5
chemical-weapons conven tion, |t is with in our graspy we rhould gr ip it firmlyy we
should e nauro in the meantime thal these weapons are never used, and this draft
rusolution has that single purpose. |t deserves NO less than the consensus of the
General Assembly.

Thr CHAIRMAN: The Committee wlll now turn its attrntion to the two draft
resolutions in ocluster 1, draft resolutions A/C,1/43/L.57 and A/C.L/43/L.58/Rev.1.

As NO delega tion has indica ted i ts wish tO explain { ts vote Or i ts position
before the voting, thr Committee Will proceed to take a decision on draft
resolution A/C.1/43/L.%7, which was introduced by the representative of Romania at
the 32nd moating of the First Committee on 9 November. It has the following
® ponaorar  Bangladesh, Csechoslovak ia, Ecuador | Indonesia, Malaysia, Mali, Mexioo,
Niger ia, Romania, Sweden, Tunisia, Union 0 f Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay,
Yugoslavia and zaire.

A reocorded votr has been raequested.
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A recorded vote was taken,

In favour s Afghanistan! Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia,
Auatria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbador, Benin, Bhntan,
Bolivia, Botawana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina
Faso, Burma, Burundi , Byelor uaa ian Soviet Social ist Republic,
Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Contral African Republic, Chad,
Chile, China, colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, C8te d'lIvoire, Cuba,
Cypr U3, Czechcslovak iS, Democratic Kampuchea, Demoor atic Yemen,
Denmark, Djibou ti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, lreland, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liber ia, Libyan Arab Jamahir iya, Madagaacat , Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Moroceo,
Mozambique, Nepal, “Mew Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Niger ia,
Norway, Oman, Pak istan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, 8peiln, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, ‘lunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet socialist Republi., Union of Soviet
Social is t Repuhlics, United Arab Emirat @, United Republic of
Tanzania, Urugua, Venezvasia, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Za ire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Ageinst: Uniteu sStates Of America
Abstainings Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,

xembourg, Netherlanda, Portugal, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern lreland

Draft reeolu titon A/C. 1/43/L.57 was adopted by 125 votes to 1, wi th 9
abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN:; The Commi ttae will now turn to draft reeolution

A/C.1/43/L.58/Rev.1, It should be noted that the French text of the draft
resolution was orally corrected today by the representative of Romania. The draft
resolution was introduced by the representative of Romania at the 29th meeting of
the First committee on 7 November and has the following sponsors:s Bangladesh,
Indones is, Ireland, Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Senegal, Sweden and the Union of Soviet

Socialist Republics,
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(The Chairman)

The sponsors of the draft resolution have ®  xpreaaed a wish that it be adopted
by the Committee without a vote. If hear no objection, I rhall take it that the

Committar wiahra to ® ot accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C. 1/43/L. 58/Rev.]l was adapted.

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call upon representatives who wirh to make

statements i, explanation of their vote or their position on the draft resolutions

just adopted .
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Mr. PRIEDERSDORF (United Stake of America) t My delegation had hoped to
be able to support draft rarolution A/C. /43,/L. 87 and would have done e o0 had the
draft reaolution boon rtriotly procedural or had it reflected more closely the
ceport ¢ e 0 highly praises. Our vote is not a reflection on the ® tudy Ltself, in
which the United States participated, but rather on the draft resolution. Many of
the assertions made in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.57 are not, in our delegation's
opinion, justified by a reading of the ® tudy itself. Refecence in the draft
resolution to the “alarming® increase in military expenditure8 is not factually
correct. Page 17 of the +¢ @2 @ howm red rater of increase to have barn
2.6 per cent for the period 1982 to 1985 oanpared with 3.2 per cent for the
previous three years. We feel that the linkage of increased ® rmaraonta to decrease
@ MNOEGXeN ceflectedinthedraft resolutionis not shown by the report.

Draft reaolution A/C.1/43/L.5%7 also mirror the point, in our view, in
® rrerting that military expenditures create ® 00NOMiO problema, while ignoring the
fact that arms are the direot reault of tensions and problems. For there reasons,
my delegation voted against that draft resolution.

At this time | ahould also like to give an explanation of our position 0OnN
draft rraolution A/C.1/43/L.58/Rev.1l. Our delegation has joined in the consensus
on thia draft rraolution but we deem . - necessary tO state our position on the
status Of the deliberations on the reduction Of military budgets in the United
Nation8 Diaarmamant Commission.. During this year's ® €88ion of the Disarmament
Commission much progress \Was made on th is agenda i tem, Our delegation wat phased
to see that discussions clearly indioata that differences are not as great as they
once were. Although deliberationa have for the most part focused on paragraph 7 of
the draft principles, our delegation has oconsistently pointed OUt that nothing is
® gread until all is agreed and that oven when ® greemant is reached on this
Paragraph the Working Group will need {O review the liat of pr inciples in its

entirety to ensure that a4 a whole it reflects the conaenaua of all States.
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Mr . MEERBURG (Netherlands) s My delegation abstained in the Vvoting on

draft resolu tion A/C. 1/43/L. 57 on the economic and social consequences of the
armaments race. |n the part the Netherlands has, moat of the time, joined the
consensus on this aganda item but has done so somewhat reluctantly as we believed

that this topic had already been adequately dealt with. We now bold the view that

e further inclusion of this item on the agenda an proposed in the draft

resolution is not sufficiently justified even though we welcome an updating of the
report ON the economic and social consequences of the armaments race, :o which an
exper t of my country has also contributed. We are unable tO concur with the
proposal ret forth in draft rorolution A/C.1/43/L.%7 and believe that thr required
resources could be better used in other areas.

Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom) s | rhould like to explain the vote of the
United Kingdom on draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.58/Rev.1l, "Reduction of military
budgets®. The draft resolution contains a requert of the Disarmament Commission

to continue and to conclude consideration of the item. We support that request and

that is why we have joined in the consensus on the draft resolution.
However, the draft resolution goes beyond a simple procedural call on the
Disarmament Commission tO0 conclude work on the subject in question, As drafted, it

is open to the interpretation that work on the reduction of military budgets is

1 imited to the f inalization Of one paragraph of the draft text. In faet, my

delegation would like the consultation grnup to have the opportunity to look over

other parts of the draft. We have made this clear at the 1as t two sessions of the

Disarmament Commission and we hope that time will be made available for this in

1989.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take up two draft resolutions in

cluster 4, namely, draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.7 and A/C.1/43/L.47. I now call on
the representative of Zzimbabwe, WhO wishes to speak in explanation of vote before

the voting.
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Mr., WUNUNGHE (2imbabwe) a MYy delegation wishes to explain its vote ON

draft romolution A/C.1/43/L.47 before the voting. At the cutset, | ® hould 1 ike tO
thank the delegation of the United Kingdom for the patience, dotermination and will
that it showed in the lamt few daym am we negotiated a possible merger between thim
draft romolution and draft remolution A/C.1/43/L.7 ® ubmitted by the non-aligned
oountr ies on thr same ® ubjoot, Nor oould we have expected them or us to do any
less. Thr ® objrot of thr two draft rrmolutionm is of pivotal importanoo for
nuoloar disarmament . \We all felt it would be important to send an unmqu ivoaa 1
message from thim Committee. We were even more honoured and reminded - it such a
reminder was needed = of the ® xtrmma importance of our tamk by your personal
intervention, Mr. Chairman, with a view to bridging the points that kept thr two
sides apart. It is, therefore, with profound regret that we feel compelled to
admit that, at least for thim year, a consensus ham yet again eluded us.

The two draft resolutions have bmrn separated not only by what they include
but also by what thry ® xoludo, Onthe ® xolumion ® idm we note that draft
romolution A/C,1/43/L.7 hu NO references to verification, for example. That was
because we failed to see am ocorrect the thesis that the moat notewor thy aspect of
the Treaty On the Elimination of Intrrmrdiate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles ~
the T™NP Treaty - was its ver ification procedures and the example thoee procedures
met for thr higt. ® tmndardm achievable in this field in the future. We mee the INF

Treaty am having more and greater aspects of importance than the aspect of

verification. We oven note that two paragraphs are included in draft resolution

A/C.1/43/L.47 On the qurrtion of verification.

A comparison of draft rrmolutionm A/C.1/43/L.7 and A/C.1/43/L.47 wiil also
show that there arm philosophical differences with regard to the impor tance to be
accorded to nuoloar disarmament by the international community. The international

community ham already e tated that the prevention of nuclear war is the most urgent
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(Mr. Punungwe, Zimbabwe)
tamk of the present day. Th is asser tion ham obv ious consequences for the pr ior ity
to be accordedt 0 nuclear disarmament. | { isinline with this that the
non-aligned oountr ies, in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.7, felt compelled to recall
their earlier appeal to the two @ uper-Powers to take into ® oaount in their
bilateral negotiations, to take into account not only their own nationml interests,
but also thome of the rest of the international community. That ® mpmot is not
adequately roflected in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.47.

In draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.7 We also register OUr grave concern about the
continuing escalation of the arms race, especially in nuclear weapons and other
weapons of mama damtruation. Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.47 does not do that. In
draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.7 we state that the alternative in the nuclear age is
not between war and peace but between life and death, apint ® €O00042 ¢§)®  varioum
remolutionm of the General Assembly and in thr Final Document of the first spscial

session devoted to disarmament: nuclear war can result only in the annihilation of

mankind.
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(Mr. Punungwe, Zimbabwe)

Draft resolution A/C.1/43/L,47 does not make this point. In draft resolution
A/C.1/43/L.7 we affirm that bilateral and multilateral negotiations On disarmament
® 10 complementaryy that is not done in draft resolution A/C.1/43/L.47.

For these reasons my delegation is compelled to ® bmtain in the vote on thr
latter.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take ® Otion on draft rrmolution

A/C.1/43/L.7. Thm draft resolution wWu introduced by thr representative of
Zimbabwe, on behalf of thr States Members of the which are members of the Movement
of Non-Aligred Countries, at the thirty-second mooting of the First Committee ON 9
November .

A reocorded vote h U been requested.

A recorded vote wu taken.

In_favours Afghmnimtan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bmnglmdemh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina raso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Cap Verde, Contral Afr ican Rrepublic, Chad, Chile, China,
Colcmbia, Congo, Costa Rica, C8te d4'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovak ia, Democr atio Kampuchea, Democr atiec Y mmmn, Denmar k,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fi3i,
Finland, Gabon, German Democrat.c Republic, Ghana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonrmia, Iran (Imlamio
Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Japmn, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People 's Democra tic Republic, Lebanon, Liber ia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malayuia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mexioo, Mongolia, Morocoo, Mozambique, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Qman, Pakistan,
Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra lLeone, S8ingapore, Somalia,

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thafland, Mogo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republis, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanmania

Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against: None
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Abstain ing: Belgium, France, Germany, Fede. d Republic of, Greece  Israel,

ltaly, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britaln and Northern Ireland, United States of
Anerica

Draft r esolutionA/C,1/43/L.7was ® [LI[J4552 by 120votes to none,with

13 abs ton tions.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now votm on draft revolution A/A.1/43/L. 47. Thim

draft resolution wu introduced by the representative of the United Kingdom of

Great Britain and Northern ireland at the 27th meeting of the Pirst Committee on 4

November mnd ham the following ® ponmorm; Austral ia, Belgium, Canada, Denmack,

France, t hr PFederal Republic Of Germany, Italy, Japan, Nether lands, New Zealand,

Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey wmd the United Kingdom.

A reocorded vote ham bnn requested.

A recorded vote was taken,

In favour |

Against

Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Bmlgium, Bhutan, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Byelorussian Soviet Social ist Rapudblic,
Cameroon, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cite
d'Ivoire, Csechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Fiji,
Finland, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greeoe, Gua temala, Guinea, Hungary, lceland,
Ireland, Israel, |taly, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People 's Democra tio Republic, Liber |a, Luxembourg | Malays ia,
Malta. Mongolia, Morooco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger,
Norway, Philippinea, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Samoa,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sweden,
Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Social ist Republic,
Union of Boviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uni ted States Of
Amer ica , Uruguay, Viet Nam,2a ire

None
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Abstaining: Afghanistan, Alger ia, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Brasil, Burma, Burundi, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Eocucdor, Egypt, Bthiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guyana,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic Of), Iraq, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Maldives, Mali, Mexioo, Nepal, Nicaragua ,
Niger ia, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Rwanda, Sierra leone, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, 8uriname, Swasiland, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, United Republic Oof Tenzania,
Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

DraftresolutionA/C.1/43/L. 47was ® (L1016 2 by 70 votez to none, With
88 abm tentions.*

The CHAIRMAN: | shall now call upon those delegations wishingto ® pmak

in ® xplMation of votm on thr draft resolutions just adopted.

Mr. SUIRESNA (Indonemia) s+ My delegation fully agrees with the thrumt of

thr draft resolution contained in document A/C.1/43/L.47, entitled "Bilateral
Nuclear-arms negotiations®, During the past few @n a0 e we have noted with

® atiafmution the progress bring made in the bilateral negotiations between the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Sooialimt Republics. We firmly
believe that these negotiations mhould be ® oouragmd, and we havr done ¢ 0 by
co-sponsor ing draft resolution A/C, 1/43/L. 7. Regarding draft resolution

A/C. 1/43/L. 47, however, my delegation abstained because that draft resolution not
only tails to mrntion the complementary nature of bilateral and multilate. al
negotiations but is not am s_scific u draft remolution A/C.1/43/L.7 in pointing

Out the pr iority iassues.

Mr. B Xiaodi (China) (interpretation from Chinese) s+ The Chinere

delegation endorses the thrumt of the draft resolution contained in document

A/C. 1/43/L. 47 and therefore vokd in favour of it.

* Submequently the delegation of Ireland advised the Secretariat that it

had In tended to vote in f avour.
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(Mr. Hu Xiaodi , China)

The fourth paragraph of the preamble refers to the question of verification.
China hae always maintained that effective verification measures are important and
indispensible in any disarmament agreement. Different diearmament agreements can
have different verification procedures and methods, Thia ahould depend totally
onthe purposes , scope and nature of an agreement. We do not believe that the
verification articles of any specific agreement can set a precedent for other

agreements.

The CHAIRMANs That concludea the Committee's consideration Of Cluster 4

for ehis afternoon.

The meeting rose at 5.20 p.m.




