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The meeting was called to order at 3.30 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 39 TO 57, 133, 136, 138 AND 139 (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the Secretary of the Committee. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of the Coimnittee): The following countries 

have become sponsors of the following draft resolutions: A/C.l/37/L.B, 

Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic; L.lO, Colombia and Liberia; 

L.l6, United Republic of Cameroon; L.26, Liberia, L.27, United Republic 

of Cameroon~ L.31, Saudi Arabia, Morocco, Tunisia, Algeria and 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya; L.39/Rev.l, Algeria; L.41, Sweden; L.45, 

Colombia, Indonesia and Benin; L.48, Bangladesh; L.50, Bangladesh; 

L.53, Belgium; L.6o, Liberia; L.64/Rev.l, Liberia and Sweden; L.65, 

Australia, Bahamas, Costa Rica, Japan, Kenya, Mali, Norway, Singapore 

and Uruguay. 

The CHAIRMAN: llhen this morning 1 s meeting ended we were considering 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.65, as orally amended. 

I call on the Secretary of the -committee to read the list of the 11 sponsors 

of this draft resolution. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors of 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.65 are: Australia, Bahamas, Costa Rica, 

Indonesia, Japan, Kenya, Mali, No~ay, Singapore, United States of America 

and Uruguay. 

The CHAIIMAN: lle now have to decide exactly what word in English 

was the subject of the oral amendment by the Soviet delegation. 

Mr. c. LIDGARD (Sweden)~ I listened with the greatest interest to the 

dialogue betueen the representatives of the Soviet Union and the United States. 

Of course, it will be good if they can reach agreement, but this is an extremely 

sensitive question, on which my delegation has no instructions. Therefore, I 

suggest that :ve postpone the decision until our next meeting. Of course, vTe 

have no objection to discussion of the subject continuing today. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Swedish delegation does not have instructions on the 

word "truthful". The suggestion, therefore, is that we defer consideration of this 

matter to a later meeting. 

The Chair is entirely in the hands of the Committee and would welcome a 

truthful statement of the position. 

I call first on the United States delegation, which is the author of the 

draft resolution, to react to the proposal by the Swedish delegation. 

Mr. ADELMAN (United States of .America): '\'le are a sponsor of the draft 

resolution, Mr. Chairman, but not its authors. We worked with many other countries 

which are sponsors. If the Swedish representative feels strongly about the matter, 

his suggestion would give us time to consult the other sponsors, and therefore 

we have no strong objections. 

The CHAIRMAN: I am grateful for the correction made by the 

representative of the United States. My notes say that it was the United States 

delegation that introduced the draft resolution at the Committee's 38th meeting. 

However, I do not insist on my being right; I take the word of the representative 

of the United States on the matter. 

I understand that the sponsors of the draft resolution do not insist on our 

considering this matter now. Let us shelve it for the time being and return to 

it before the end of the meeting, when the sponsors have had an opportunity to 

consult. I suggest that we deal with some other resolutions now and find out 

nearer the end of the meeting what the Committee wishes to do. Will that satisfy 

the United States delegation? 

Mr. ADELMAN (United States of America): Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN: Then we shall shelve that matter for the time being. 
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Mr. UCHUNO (Nigeria): Mr. Chairman, now that you have indicated how 

you intend to proceed with our programme of work, my delegation would like to 

give notice that a revised version of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.lO, "United 

Nations programme of fellowships on disarmament", will be available to the 

Committee on Friday morning, 26 November, for a decision to be taken at that time. 

The slight amendment to that draft resolution consists in the simple 

addition of a phrase taken from the Concluding Document of the second special 

session on disarmament at the end of the second preambular paragraph and of 

operative paragraph 2. In other words, the following will be added at the end 

of the second preambular paragraph: 

a. • • and bearing in mind the savings that can be made within existing 

budgetary appropriations, 11
, 

and the following at the end of operative paragraph 2: 
11 
••• bearing in mind the savings that can be made within existing 

budgetary appropriations;n. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take up draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/1.31, under agenda item 56, entitled 11Israeli nuclear armament". The 

draft resolution has 15 sponsors and was introduced by the representative of 

Iraq at the 36th meeting of the Committee on 18 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee, who will read out the list of 

sponsors. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): The 15 sponsors are: 

Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mali, 

Mauritania, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Viet Nam, the United Arab Emirates 

and Yemen. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Somalia, who has asked 

to make a statement at this stage. 

Mr. ADAN (Somalia): Somalia would like to join the sponsors of this 

draft resolution, ccntained in document A/C.l/37/1.31. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Iraq, who has asked 

to be allowed to make a statement at this stage. 

~~. AL-SAHAF (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): I have asked 

to speak at this stage to introduce two oral amendments to draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.31. These amendments are the result of consultations 

held with a number of delegations. 

The first amendment changes the seventh preambular paragraph to read 

as follows - and I shall read it out in English in order to facilitate matters: 

(spoke in English) 

"Conscious of the grave consequences which endanger international 

peace and security as a result of Israel's nuc~ear-weapon capability, 

and Israel's collaboration with South Africa to develop nuclear weapons 

and their deli very systems ~ 11
• 

(continued in Arabic) 

The second amendment changes operative paragraph 5 to read as follows: 

(spoke in English) 

"5. Requests the Security Council to consider taking effective 

action so as to prevent Israel from endangering international peace 

and security by its nuclear capability and by pursuing its policy of 

aggression, expansion and annexation of territories;". 
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The CIIAIRHAI1T: I shall no1v call on those representa.tives 1·rho 

1-rish to explain their vote before the vot~. 

~~I~ • .ADEU!M( (UniteCI. States of Araerica): I myself am not sure 

of the consequences of the proposed amendment but it seems to me that it 

1·rould not cha.nge at all the thrust of the t!.ra.ft resolution, which is om~ 

of a series of similar resolutions datinG back to the thirty-third session 

of the General Assembly~ which we have opposed in each anCI. eve-ry year. 

As we explainl-!d last year, it is difficult to see how this particular draft 

resolution could contribute to arms control and disarwament and the lax~er 

goal of peace and stab~lity in the I.Iiddle Tiast. The unbe.lanced 1'/e.y in 

't·rhich it he.s been drafted is not helpful to our collective non-prolife-ration 

e-fforts, efforts 'tvhich are very important to rrrcJ Government. Singling out 

one State for condemnation in a resolution is perticularly objPctiona.ble, 

as the problems in the rFGion a.re much broa.der. He can see nothing 

constructive resulting from the adoption of this draft resolution. including 

the new amendments 1-Thich have been proposed here in this Committee~ and 

the UnitPd States 'trill therefore vote against it. 

t'.l!· TARI (Israel}: Draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.31, which is before 

the Co:mmittee, is repeatedly Cl.iscriminatory, a.s was from its inception 

the resolution that singled out Israel for investigation. Even 

according to the criteria chosen by Iraq) there would have been room for 

several colDlilittees of experts to investicate the nuclear activities of 

a. number of r1ember States. Let me refPr the CommittP.e to the annual report 

of the> International Atomic Ene>rgy Age-ncy for 1981 (A/37 /382, a.nne>x) of 

July 1982 o A list of countries can be found the-re vrhich would provide 

nume-rous groups of PXperts 't-rith investigative- opportunities for many long 

years. In addition, the terms of reference given to the group of experts 

by the ini tie.l resolution were clP.arly prejudicial in the.t they required 

the Secretary-General to prepare a stuo.y of the ·'Israeli nuclear armament· . 

The very formulation of the terms of referencP made any impartial rE>search 

;TI.ost difficult o 
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(Ur. Tari. Israe~._) 

It is sad that w~ should once fi.Gain be required to discuss this 

question and reach the usual foregone distort~d conclusions. The draft 

proposes no solution to the basic problem but, on the contr~J, hampers any 

attempt to understand and Gra.pple with the essential issues involved. 

Hostile and biased initiatives such as the Iraqi draft rPsolution before 

us do not serve the cause of peace in the Mic1cl.le East and~ ino.eed, are 

not intended to do so. The present Ira.qi draft serves to J.ntroc.luce an 

imbalance into the internationa.l debate on this question and thereby hampers 

a~l efforts to brine elobal and reeional problems under control. The 

Iraqi persistence in pursuing this course can be unuerstood only if viewed 

against the background of Iraq's unrelentinG hostility towards Israel. 

The Iraqi deleeation had asked earlier why Israel had refused to sign the 

non·-proliferation Treaty. Aeain, ansvrers can b~ found. in document A/36/610 J 

page 1~3. 

Israel voted, on 10 June 1968~ in favour of resolution 2373 (XXII). 

adopting the text of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Israel ha.s studied the 

variouR aspects of the Non-Proliferation Trea.ty in reference to thE' conditions 

prevailing in the Uiddle East a.nd has come to the conclusion that a lasting 

and effective non.,prol:i.fF>ration regime can be establishe-d in such a volatile 

area only if each State is contractually assured. Isre.E'l has therefore 

proposed the establishment by negotiation of a nuclear·weapon~free zone in 

the Bid<lle East on the pattern, so csenere.lly accepted and valued, of the 

Treaty of Tlatelolco of Latin America. 

The draft resolution takes note of: 

•
7the 'Pirst Specia~ Report of the Sp~cial Co:mrrdttee against apartheid 

on recent o.evelopments concerning relEttions b~t-vree:on Israf>l and South 

Af'rica (A/37/22/Add.l}' 7 

Let me refer the Committe:oe to what the rf>presentativ~ of Israel said on 

10 Nov~mber 1982 on this subject: 
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(11r. Tari 2 Israel_} 

•:One of thE" most LJ.islE>ading sections of the 1982 special report 

deals 1tith allegE"d military and nuclear collaboration betwE"en Israel 

and South Africa.. There is not one single item of verified information 

in this section. IndeE-d the key words usE>d by the authors of the 

report seem to be 'report~d· and 1possible 1
• The words 'substantiated 1 

and 1 probable' • hovrevE'r ~ continue a.s in past yPars to bE" conspicuous 

in their absencE". Once ar>;ain it is clE>ar tha.t those who drafted the 

report have beE-n une.ble> to produce any rE>a.l evidence for their 

accusa.tions. In the interE-sts of fe.ir a.nd accurate reporting~ therefore: 

I would once aga.in rE>fFr rE-presentatives to document S/AC.20/17, 

dated 14 September 1979 and circulated as a document of the Security 

Council Committee established. by resolution l!-21 (1977). In that 

docuraent my Government reconfinnE>d its undertakings of 7 December 1977 

(S/12475) and 3 April 1978 (S/12475/Add.l) ,. name>ly: 

that it will comply 1-rith Security Council re>solution 418 (1977) ~ 

and accordincly~ Israel will not provide South Africa with arms 

or related material of all types , includinc the sale or transfe-r 

of weapons and ammunition~ lililitary vehicles and. equipmPnt. 1 

(S/AC.20/17> paragraph 2) 

"Those assurances vre>re reconfir-.med in our lettPr of 23 June 1980 

to the swue Committee. This notvrithstanding, there is no mention in 

the special report of thP letters and notes of the reprE-sentatives of 

Israel sent in response to inquiriPs by appropriatE" oreans of thP 

UnitE"d Nations, includine; the SpE-cial Committee itself .. ; 

(~/37 /PV. 612 pp. 38·"40 and 41) 

I find it necessary to refer also to the singling~-out a.nd :;famous·; 

c1ocumPnt repeated~y quoted by the Iraqis in th!"ir statements ·· docw..'llent 

A/36/431~ 

"i'Tith regard to the question of a possible nuclear collaboration 

bet1·1een Israel and South Africa.J it vras noted in pe.raGraph 37 of the 

report that) until specific examplE's of actue~ nuclear exchanges or 

transactions could be cited as clear evidence of such co--operation~ the 

whole question remained in a sta.te of uncertainty.;, (.P.,j36/1~3l. 

!UIDE'X, para. lJ) 
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(t:Tr o Tari" Israf']J 

In response to the Iraqi question concPrninG all~8Pd nuclear collaboration 

betw~en Isru.el and South A:frica. J let me point out that it is Isra.el 7 s adamant 

policy to have no relations with South Africa at the governmental level 

in the nucl~ar fi~ld. 

I cannot but stress one'? a.eain the bad faith of Iraq by introducing at 

the last LlOmE'nt chanC:~"S in a draft resolution already prese>ntect a lon[; time 

ago. This action proves once aeain IrA.q' s wish to confuse issue>s and mislead 

this Committee>. 

The> dre.ft resolution before us contains un~·TA.rra.nted anc1 unacceptable> 

denands o IsraP.l thereforf' rejects the c1raft resolution in its entire>ty. 
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Mr. OSMAN (Djibouti) (interpretation from French): I should merely 

like to add the name of Djibouti to the list of sponsors of draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.31. 

Mr. LAKHOUIT (Morocco) (interpretation from French): The delegation 

of Morocco fully endorses draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.31 and wishes to become 

a sponsor. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now begin the voting procedure on 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.31 as orally amended by Iraq. A separate recorded 

vote has been requested on operative paragraph 2 of that draft resolution. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, 

Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, 

B,yelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Central African 

Republic, Chad, China, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, 

Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, 

German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guyana, 

Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), 

Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic 

Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, 

Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, 

Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, 

Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, 

Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, 

Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, 

Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, 

Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 

United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, 

Venezuela, Viet Na.m, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia 
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Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France~ Germany~ Federal 

Republic of, Iceland 0 Ir~landj Israel, Italy~ Luxembourg, 

Netherlands, 1-Tew Zealand~ :nor·uay ~ Portugal, Sweden" 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and northern Ireland. 

United States of .Ar11erica 

~bstaining: Australia~ Austria~ Bahamas, Burma, Chile, Colombia, 

Finland, Guatemala, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, 

J:.falawi , Nepal, Papua rlew Guinea~ Paraguay~ Spain, 

Thailand J Uru@lay 

~~2~i~e--~~~~ph 2 of draft resRlution A/C.l/37/L.31 2 as orallY­
aMenrec w~R adopted by 87 votes to 17, with 18 abstentions. 

The CHAJRiv.iAN: The Committee "lrlll no"I'T proceed to the voting on 

the draft resolution.as a whole, as orally amended. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

~ rec~.§~§. vote_ was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria) Angola~ Argentina~ 

Bahamas , Bahrain, Bangladesh~ Benin, Bhutan, 

Brazil, Bulgaria" Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 

Socialist RepublicJ Central African Republicj 

Chad, China, Congo) Cuba. Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, 

Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt_ Ethiopia, 

German Democratic Republic, Ghana~ Greece, Guinea 0 

Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran {Islamic 

Republic of)) Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait. Lao 

People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar" Halaysia, J::fa.ldives j 

!·1ali ~ Malta , ~.fauri tania, Mexico • Mongolia ) I 1orocco • 

Nozambique, Nicaragua, !-Tiger, l'Tigeria, Oman, Pakistan, 

Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland~ Qatar, Romania, 

Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe] Saudi Arabia, Senegal 1 
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Sierra Leone, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 

Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic , Thailand, Togo 

Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, 

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 

United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of 

Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 

Zambia 

Against: Israel, United States of America 

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Burma, Canada, Chile, 

Colombia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal 

Republic of Guatemala, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, 

Ivory Coast , Jamaica, Japan, Luxembourg, Malawi, 

Nepal? Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Papua 

New Guinea, Paraguay, Portugal, Sweden, United 

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 

Uruguay 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.31 as a whole, as cr~lLv amended, was adopted 

by 91 votes to 2, with 30 abstentions. 

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

explain their vote after the vote. 

Mr. de LAIGLESIA (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish} : As we did 

at the last session of the General Assembly, my delegation wishes to point out 

that it shares the concern of the international community that the situation in 

the Middle East may be aggravated by the introduction of nuclear weapons into 

that troubled area. It is out of that same concern that the delegation of 

Spain voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.31, with whose general 

thrust we associate ourselves. But once again we wish to state the 

following for the record. 
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(Mr. de Laiglesia, Spain) 

In conne·ction with the sixth preambular paragraph, the Spanish delegation 

reserves its position regarding the freedom of every State to adhere to 

the Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

With reference to the operative part, my delegation is particularly 

concerned over paragraphs 2, 3 and 5. The latter two cause us difficulty in 

that they refer to actions by the Security Council which only the Security 

Council can decide upon. As for paragraph 2, we believe it is at variance 

with the principle of the freedom of all States to acquire nuclear technology 

for peaceful purposes and to co-operate freely amcng themselves for that 

purpose, without discrimination. 

For that reason, the Spanish delegation abstained in the voting on 

that paragraph. 

Mr. ESCUDERO (Ecuador) (interpretation frcm Spanish): Hy 

delegation joined in the adoption of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.3l, which 

has just been voted upon. We agree with its general underlying spirit, but 

we do have reservations on operative paragraph 5. Had there been a separate 

vote on that paragraph, Ecuador would have abstained, for the paragraph 

incorporates elements extraneous to the draft resolution and disregards the 

political prerogatives of other United Nations bodies. 

Mr. 0' CONNOR (Ireland) : Ireland abstained in the voting on draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.31 as a whole and voted against operative paragraph 2. 

Our position is that the question of the application of safeguards to 

Israel cannot be isolated from other related aspects of the non-proliferation 

regime in the Middle East. Therefore, we cannot support the inconsistency 

of the call on Israel to submit its nuclear facilities to safeguards with the 

call for an end to all forms of co-operation with Israel in the nuclear field, 

since we support the right of all nations in the Middle East and elsewhere to 

develop nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. 
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Mr. de SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): If' the sixth preambular paragraph 

had been voted on separately, my deleBation would have abstained in the vote 

on it. 

Mr. TAVARES NUHES (Portugal) (interpretation from French): Uy delegation 

has repeatedly expressed my country's support for the establishment of nuclear­

weapon-free zones - an important instrument far nuclear non-proliferation, 

provided certain conditions exist. Our policy in this matter remains 

unchanged. My Government therefor~ vielTS 'lnth concern any act that might 

endanger the establishment of such zones. 

Isr.ael 1 s acquisition of a nuclear-weapon ~apability is definitely relevant 

to this matter. l-Te therefore find it quite unacceptable that any country 

should be allowed to attack nuclear facilities subject to International 

Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. Those safeguards have so f'ar proved 

effective in detecting and preventing the diversion of' nuclear materials 

f'or military use. 

\rle abstained in the vote on this draft resolution because of' our 

objection to some of' the terms used in several paragraphs. We find it 

particularly objectionable that there should be comprehensive condemnation 

of' all nuclear co-operation with Israel. Nuclear co-operation in the peaceful 

uses of' nuclear energy should not be the subject of' condemnation. It was 

f'or that reason that my deleBation voted against operative paragraph 2. We 

also question the wisdom of several other operative paragraphs, such as 

operative paragraphs 3 and 4. 

~~. CARASALES (ArBentina)(interpretation from Spanish): My 

delegation's affirmative vote on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.31 should be 

understood as an expression of' our support f'or the general objective of' 

protecting the ~liddle East against the danger of' a nuclear war by keeping 

that area f'ree of' nuclear lTeapons. However, this does not mean that we 

support all the concepts contained in the draft resolution, in particular 
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(Nr. Carasales ~ Argentina) 

the sixth prea.mbular paragraph and operative paragraph 5. If those paragraphs 

had been voted on separately~ my delegation would have abstained. 

At the same time we wish to reaffirm the position of the Argentine Government -

a well-known one - on the Non-Proliferation Treaty and the application of 

International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. 

Mr. HYLTENIUS (Sweden): The Swedish Government has on several occasions 

strongly condemned the Israeli attack on the Iraqi nuclear installation. It 

constituted a flagrant violation of the provisions of the United Nations 

Charter and the rules of international law. No circumstances can justify 

that act , which cannot but adversely affect efforts to reach a lasting peace 

in the Middle East. The Swedish Government has also expreqsed its concern 

with regard to the possible consequences of the attack on the International 

Atomic Energy Agency ( I.i\EA} safe1111ards system. 

Against that background and bearinr in mind 8vred(m v s stronG co:rnmi tment 

to international efforts to prevent the prolifera~~on of nuclear weapons, it 

is regrettable that the draft resolution is formulated in such a way that 

my delegation is unable to support it. In the view of my Government it contains, 

inter alia in operative paragraphs 2 and 3~formulations that cannot be 

reconciled with the division of responsibilities envisaged in the Charter 

between the General Assembly and the Security Council. That was the reason 

why we voted against those two J;are,graphs. For that reason and because of 

reservations on other parts of the text, my delegation abstained in the vote 

on the draft resolution as a whole. 

It is my Government's view that all non-nuclear-"t-reapon States should 

place all nuclear activities in their countries under IAEA safeguards. 

'He therefore fully agree 1ri. th what is said in the sixth prea.mbular paragraph 

of the draft resolution. The call for full-scope safeguards should, however, 

be addressed to all nations that do not yet admit such safeguards on their 

territories. The Swedish Government hopes that all those nations which 

have voted in favour of the draft resolution and which have not yet accepted 

full-scope safeguards 'trill be willing to comply with the same denanc.s that 

they are making of Israel. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has thus cumpJetcJ action on draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.3l, as orally amended. 

Before we proceed to the next draft resolution, I call on the representative 

of Egypt. 

lliss NAGA (Egypt): I should like, on behalf of its sponsors, to 

introduce draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.64/Rev.l, which contains some changes 

that its sponsors have agreed to make after intensive consultations with 

interested delegations. The revision applies to the following paragraphs. 

First, in the third preambular paragraph, second line, the words "shall 

be exclusively for peaceful purposes and'1 have been deleted. Thus that 

paragraph as it appears in the revised text reads as follows: 
17Reaffirming that exploration and use of outer space, including the 

moon and other celestial bodies, shall be carried out for the benefit 

and in the interest of all countries, irrespective of their degree of 

economic or scientific development and shall be the province of all 

mankind11
• 

Secondly, a new fourth preambular paragraph has been added and reads as 

follows: 

"Reaffirming further the will of all States that exploration and use 

of outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies shall be 

exclusively for peaceful purposes". 

Thirdly, the text of operative paragraph 1 has been replaced by the 

following: 
11Reaffirms the will of all States that outer space shall be used 

exclusively for peaceful purposes and that it shall not become an arena 

for an arms race11
• 
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Ue hope that i·rith that revision tl1is draft resol·u.tion will be 

o..cce1)taole to certo..in deler:ations. The sponsors uould like to note 

in :particular that this revisi011 is the result of intensive consultations 

with the spO!lsors of ti.raft resolution .A/C.l/J'( /L.8, in the effort to 

reach common ground that allows us to focus our attention on one 

draft resolution under the ite.u1 dealinc; with the prevention of an ari.JJ.s 

race in outer space. 'l'he s]?onsors of draft resolu.·i:iion .A/C.l/Jr{/L.Gl~/nev.l 

are pleased that this COltllJ.on c;round has lJeen reached uith the sponsors of 

u.ru:rt resolution A/C.l/J7/L.fJ, who have iudicated their reacliuess to 

join in the spoasorin3 of "-raft resolution A/C.l/Jrr/L.64/H.ev.l. 

In that counection, on behalf of ·i:;he sponsors of <.iraft resolu·i:iion 

A/C.l/3r(/L.64/;>,.ev.l, I slloulU. like to express our thanks and D.:-;>precia.tion 

to the sponsors of uraft resolu.tion A/C.l/3'(/L.G for tlle spirit of 

uncierstal1clin:.:; anW. co-operation w·hich they have sho-wn. \Te believe that 

this is a very positive step tovre.rlls reuucinc the number of draft resolutions 

before the CoLllll.ittee unJ.er itew. 51 in relation to the prevention of an 

arhls race in outer space. l!e ho}.)e tlls;ti that positive ste1) vrill favour 

the pros:_)ect of a siuc;le d.rro."'t resolutiou um.i.er this itehl uhich could be 

adopted by consensus. 

Before concludinG, I should lil;:e to enuouuce that Sweden has becoEJ.e a 

sponsor of clraft resolution A/C.l/37 /L.G4/Hev.l. 

Mr. S. BOLD (Mongolia): On behalf of the sponsors of draft resolution 

A/G.l/J7 /L.G on the ite.•l entitled "Conclusion of a treaty on tlJ.e prohibition 

of the stationiw; of 1-reayoJ.1s of any kinLi. in outer space'", the hongolian 

uelegatiou is pleaseti to a.nnounce tha·t; the U.ele::~ations of Bu.lcaria, the 

Dyelorussian Goviet Socialist liepublic, Czechoslovakia? the German Democratic 

Republic, Hungary, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and Mongolia join in 

sponsorin~ draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.64/Rev.l, introduced by the 

Egyptian delegation. 
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(Mr. S. Bold, Mongolia) 

In doing so, we should first like to expr~ss our appreciation and sincere 

gratitude to the authors of this draft for their spirit of co-operation and 

accommodation in reaching agreement on the common draft resolution. 

't-Te are pleased that the intensive consultations amonp: the delegations 

concerned have resulted in agreement on a single text on this subject, and in 

our opinion the aim of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.64/Rev.l is fUrther 

to intensify the work of the Committee on Disarmament in the preparation of 

an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms race 

in outer space. We also consider that, to put the Committee's work on a practical 

basis, it is important to set up an ad hoc working group to beRin negotiations on 

substantive issues with a view to the adoption of effective measures to prevent 

the spread of an arms race in outer space. 

In view of what I have just said, the sponsors of draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.B have decided to withdraw that draft resolution and to associate 

themselves with the newly introduced draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.64/Rev.l. 

Therefore, may I request the Secretariat kindly to add the names of the following 

delegations on the list of sponsors of that draft resolution: Bulgaria, the 

Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic 

Republic, Hungary, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, and Mongolia. 

The CHAIRJvfAN: The Committee will now consider draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.39/Rev.l, entitled "Disarmament and international security", under 

agenda item 133, dealing with the Review and Implementation of the Concluding 

Document of the twelfth special session of the General Assembly. 

This draft resolution has 15 sponsors and was introduced by the 

representative of Cyprus at the 38th meeting of the First Committee on 

19 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to read out the list of sponsors. 
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~~. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors are: Argentina~ 

Bahamas, Bangladesh, Colombia, Cyprus~ Ecuador, Ep,ypt, Greece, India, Kenya~ 

Malta, Nigeria, Pakistan, Sri Lanka and YuP,oslavia. 

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

explain their vote before the vote. 

Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): With regard to the forthcoming vote on draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/1.39/Rev.l, the Soviet delegation would like to point out that in the 

conditions obtaining today~ with the current escalation of the arms race and 

the rapid and profound changes in the development of military technology., 

the cessation of the stockpiling of weapons and disarmament are the primary 

objectives of any efforts to strengthen peace and international security. At 

the same time, the Soviet Union does not in any sense reduce all the problems of 

international security to the question of halting the nuclear arms race. The 

Soviet Union considers that every possible means should be employed in the 

maintenance of peace and the prevention of a third world war. It is ready to 

resolve any international problem through negotiations on a sound basis acceptable 

to all parties. 

We share the conclusions of the group of experts of the United Nations who 

carried out an analysis of the interrelationship of disarmament and international 

security, to the effect that: 

"'Progress in disarmament and in the strengthening of international security 

must be looked upon as parallel means in the effort to preserve peace 

and prevent war." (A/36/597. para. 43) 

However, unfortunately, draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.39 contains provisions which are 

not in keeping with this approach which~ as pointed out in the study 

which I mentioned, 

" ••• lies at the very root of many of the problems concerning progress 

in disarmament and the maintenance of international peace and security." 

(ibid 2 para. 226) 
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(Mr. Issraelyan~ USSR) 

The sixth and seventh paragraphs of the preamble contain provisions which in 

substance link the attainment of agreement on disarmament to the prior 

implementation of steps for the strengthening of international security. Life 

itself and the whole experience of p,eneral international practice shows that 

diplomacy requires not ties or links but a loosening of ties; not a demand for 

prior conditions in various fields but a quest for mutually acceptable solutions 

of the roost complex problems. Above all~ there is of course the problem of 

curbing the arms race in both conventional and nuclear weapons. 

For those reasons, the Soviet deleeation will abstain from voting on this 

draft resolution. 
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Mr. GAY.AME (Congo) (inte-rpretation f'rom French) : I Vlish m~rely to say 

that the delegation of' Congo would like to join in sponsoring this dra.f't 

resolution. 

Hr. ABDEL\·TAHAB (Sudan): It is my inte-ntion to convey to the Committee 

the desire of' the deolege.tion of' Sudan to be- include-d in the list of' s-ponsors. 

Mrs. CASTRO de BARISH (Coste. Rica) ( inte.rpretation f'rom Spanish): 

Costa. Rica would also like to join the list of' co-sponsors of' dre~t resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.39/Rev.l on disarmament and international security. 

The CHAIRMAN: The voting procedure on dra~t resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.39/Rev.l will now begin. 

A recorded votE' ha.s been requested. 

A recorded vote was ta.ke>n . 

In f'a:vour: Algeria, Angola.~ Argentina, Australia.~ Austria, Bahamas, 

Bahrain, Banglade>sh, Benin, Bhuta.n, Bolivia, Bra.zil, 

Burma, Burundi, Ce.ntra.l Af'rican Republic , Chad, Chile, 

China, Colombia., Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, D~mocratic Yemen , 

DP-nmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, 

Ethiopia.~ Fiji, Finland, Ge.bon, Ghana, Gr~ece:-, Gua.tem.ala., 

Guinel'l., Guyana, Iceland, India., Indonesia, Iran (Islamic 

Republic of'), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Ivory CoRst, Jamaica, 

J a.pan, Jordan , KenyR. , Kuwa.i t , Lebanon, Liberia, 

Libyan Arab Ja.ma.hiriya.~ Madagascar, Halawi, l:Ialaysia., 

Maldives, Mali, Malta, Ma.uri te.nia, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, 

Nicaragua., lifiger, Nige:-ria, Nori-ra.y, Oma.n, Pakistan, Pa.nam.a., 

Papua. Neiv Guinea., Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qa.tar, 

Romania., Rwanda, Se.o Tome and Principe, SA.udi Ara.bia., 

Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, 

Sri La.nka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, 

Thaila.nd, Togo , Trinidad and To be.go, Tunisia, Uganda, 

United Arab Emirates, United Republic of' Came-roon, 

United Republic of' Te.nza.nia, Urugue:y, Venezuela, Ye-men, 

Yugoslavi::J., Zaire, Zambia. 
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Against: None 

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Belgium, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet 

Socialist Republic, Cana.da, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, France, 

German Democratic Republic , Ge-rmany, Federa.l Republic of', 

Hungary, Italy, Lao People>' s Democra.tic Republic , Luxembourg, 

Mongolia., Mozembiqu~, Netherlands, Ne>w Ze-aland, Poland, 

Portugal, Ukrainian Soviet Socia~ist Re-public, Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain 

and Northern Ireland, United States of' America, Viet Nam 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.39/Rev.l was adopted by 103 votes to none, with 

25 abstentions. 

The GHAIRMAN: I shall now ce.ll on those representatives who wish to 

explain their vote after the vote. 

Mr. NUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): I wish very 

briefly to state that my dE>legation abstained in the votE" on draf't resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.39/Rev.l because, although we completely agree with the sentiments 

of' the sponsors who 1dshed to strengthen the close link betwe-en disarmament 

and inte>rnational security, the draf't resolution contains certain concepts 

which require furthE"r consideration on our part. The- only approach that we feel 

should be taken towards disarmament is to accelerate negotiations in this area 

to end and revE"rse> the arms race- and to a.dopt concrete disarmament measures , 

in particular in the nuclear field. 

We a.srPe a~so that disarmament efforts and efforts for international security 

should be made in a parallel way and with a sense of mutual interrelationship. 

Mr. ALBECI (Italy) (interpretation from French): Hhile broadly 

endorsing the concerns and intentions of thP sponsors of' draft resolution 

A/C .1/37 /L. 39/Rev .1, the Italian delegfl.tion had to abstain in the vote, as it 

did last year on resolution 36/97 K, because we felt that some of' the elements 

contained in this text are not in keeping with the re>quired prE':cise and bala.nced

approach to the question of' the relationship bet1vt>-en disarmament and 

internationa.l security. 

I take this opportunity to stress the importance my delegation attaches to 

this subject. We feel that the relationship between disarmament and international 
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security is crucial to our debates and is the cornerstone of any real progress in 

disarmament. This is a point made in the fifth preambular paragraph of the draft 

resolution which emphasizes the need to apply to the whole disarmament question a 

new and more positive approach based on rendering operable the security system 

provided by the Charter, in conjunction with efforts towards disarmament agreements. 

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom): I should like to explain why my 

delegation abstained on draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.39/Rev.l. 

First of all, it reaffirms a resolution on which we abstained last year. 

Secondly, the text contains a good deal of language which causes my delegation 

problems, but I do not propose to go into detail here. 

vre attach great importance to the report of the Secretary-General on the work 

of the Organization. lve are aware, however, that constructive work is currently 

under way to deal effectively with this valuable document in another more 

appropriate forum. 

Finally~ my delegation has more specific reservations about operative 

paragraph 2. We are not convinced that it is either appropriate or necessary, in 

particular in vie1v of the inclusion of a new item in the General Assembly's agenda 

proposed by the Republic of Cyprus and entitled "Implementation of the resolutions 

of the United Nations 11
• We consider it would be more appropriate to take up under 

this item the issues raised in operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution before 

us. 

The CHAIRMAN: ~ve have concluded action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/1.39/Rev.l. 

Members of the Committee will recall that a little while ago I suggested that 

we defer consideration to draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.65, as orally amended by the 

delegation of the Soviet Union, until later during the course of this afternoon's 

meeting. Since we deferred the matter I have received the amendment proposed by the 

Soviet delegation in written form and I have consulted the Secretariat's language 

services on the matter as to which word is to be used in the proposal. The advice 

given me by the Secretariat is that, although both· 11truthful 11 and "authentic 11 are 

acceptable translations of the Russian original, the more acceptable of the two is 

~:authentic 11
• 

I shall therefore leave it to the Committee to decide on which word it wants to 

use, after which I intend to put the draft resolution to the decision-making process. 
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Mr. IJEWERE (Nigeria): I was going to suggest that we use the word 
11accurate" instead of "authentic" or "truthful11

• I do not know how we intend 

to use the words "authentic" or "truthful", but I think :'accurate" would be more 

appropriate. What we want about the activities of those people is accurate 

information. 

Mr. de LA GORCE (France) (interpretation from French): MY delegation 

finds this discussion highly important because its purpose is nothing less than 

the guarantee of the freedom of information. We feel that the original text 

was acceptable. As for saying that we are going to describe information as 

"truthful11
, which would be "veridiques" perhaps in French, we obviously hope that 

information would be truthful. But if we put 11 authentigue" instead of 11veridiques 11 

in French, we would give an entirely different slant to it. Authentic information 

is information which has a certified origin, that is what "authentique 11 means 

in French, information bearing the seal of an authority, in other words, official 

information. It is a little difficult for us to limit the flow of information 

which we are dealing with here to such information. I think it would be a good 

thing to acknowledge that information which may be exchanged during the campaign 

should perhaps come from other sources, institutes of research, private, 

independent research, and then it is up to everyone to judge the merits of such 

information. But it seems to us that after the expressions "to facilitate the 

flow of a broad range of information on disarmament matters, both p,pvernmental 

and non-governmental ••• " does this not take us into a rather pointless 

discussion as to what 11 authentic" really means in connection with sources that 

could be governmental or non-governmental? 

This is the question that my delegation would like to raise while stressing 

the importance of finding a solution that we can all agree to. 

Mrs. CASTRO de BARISH (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish): I 

fully agree with what the representative of France has just said. The word 

"autentico" seems to be a reference to the orie;in of the information; but what 

we are really saying is that we want the information to be accurate. I think 

"accurate" is really the right word. Even "veraz 11 in Spanish means something 

different. I think "exacta" would be the right word. 
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(Mrs. Castro de Barish, Costa Rica) 

I should like to say that we are always concerned about this princi~le of 

the freedom of information, which we support. 

Mr. ADAN (Somalia) : If my memory serves me correctly, before we 

recessed for lunch I think that the two delegations principally concerned with 

this matter had come to an agreement on a particular word. Therefore I do not 

understand why this matter is being debated further. 1rfuile the two delegations 

which are principally concerned are agreed on one word, let us have that word and 

put it in. It would not make all the difference in the world whether we had 

"truthf'ul", "authentic" or "accurate". We all know what we mean here. 

Therefore I think that the two delegations agreed on one word; let us have that 

word and finish with this draf't resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN: In the light of your intervention, I should like to 

provide an explanation since I am partially responsible for the continued 

consideration of' the matter. 

I am aware that the two delegations were about to agree on the word 

"truthful", but, as I pointed out then - and as I still believe - the import 

of the draft resolution goes beyond the two delegations and those who are being 

asked to agree to the draf't resolution must also have a f'air chance of' considerin~ 

the words that are being used. That is why we are still considering the matter. 

A f'ormal proposal has been made by the Soviet delegation in Russian and I 

shall leave it to the language services to translate as faithfully as possible and 

as f'ar as their prof'essionalism will allow the meaning of' the proposal in Russian. 

I have taken advantage of this meeting to inform the Committee of what the 

language services think, largely because the proposal was an oral one and 

there was a need f'or all of us to agree on the understanding that we have. 

As far as I am concerned, I have listened very carefully to the comments on 

this, but I shall need a f'ormal proposal for another proposal other than the 

one which has been made by the Soviet delegation. As far as the Chair is 

concerned, there is only one amendment bef'ore us and that is the one of' the 

Soviet delegation which I am inclined to believe will be translated by the 

language services into English as "authentic" and into the other official 

languages of' the United Nations as appropriate. 
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If any delegation is not happy with this then it should nlease submit 

a formal proposal. 

Mr. IJEUERE (Nigeria): He are very pleased indeed that at least on 

this occasion there seems to be an una.erstanding betw·een the super-Powers • But 

the fact that they are in agreement on a solution does not necessarily serve 

the interests of the rest of us. We should therefore like to propose that the 

1-10rd 11accurate ;, should be used instead of the l-rord 11authentic 11
• Authentic is 

acceptable to us but vre think that the word 17accurate 11 is more acceptable. 

r:rr. ADEI.HAN (United States of .America): I should just like to make the 

point that I think not many representatives in this room speak Russian as 

their native tongue and that therefore we should decide ·what word "tve shall use 

in the English version of this in order to know \vhat we are voting unon. 

rather than leaving it to any language service or whatever. I think that is 

only fair to delegations. 

Our preference was to have come in 1vith the draft resolution as it "t-ras 

a 1veek ago. Ue savr no need to change it or we i·rould have changed it; our 

sponsors saw no need to change it or thev would have come to us and we would 

have worked out changes. Obviously we had this lancuage - it was consensus 

language - this summer at the first special session on disarmament and 

we took the same consensus language on that, lrithout any additional vrords and 

our feeling was that this consensus laneuage that all delegations had agreed to 

would be agreed to again by all delegations and that is still very much our 

preference, to leave it in the consensus lanRuage of the summer. 

The CHAIRMAN Ue have the Soviet proposal before us, the translation 

into English of which will, I believe, be "truthful 11
, since that is more 

acceptable to the authors of the original draft resolution. There is also the 

proposal of the Nigerian delegation to use the word 11accurate 11
• I have no 

a.lternative at this time but to put the two proposals to the Committee. I shall 

therefore ask all those in favour of ntruthful 11 to please indicate their 

preference. 
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Hr. IJEWERE (Nigeria): What are we voting on, Sir? Is it :itruthful 11 

information? I have not heard that said very often. I have heard of 
1'correct'1 information, "accurat.e 11 information and nauthenticn information. 

I have never heard of ;1truthful '1 information. The expression is very loose; 

it is not English. 

The CHAIRMAN: I am not conducting an exercise in grammar. 

Ms. BOYD (Australia) : On a point of order, Mr. Chairman. I think 

that as a matter of correct order the last amendment presented should be 

put first. We have before us a formal amendment by Nigeria that the word 

should be 11accurate 11
• I request you to put that amendment to the vote first. 

The CHAIRMAN: The representative of Australia has made a justifiable 

suggestion that the Nigerian amendment, being the latest, should be put 

to the vote first. I therefore ask representatives to indicate 't-Thether 

they agree with using tee word 11accurate';. 

~~. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico): Perhaps we could instead reach a~reenent 

on a procedure which will satisfy everybody. I think that in these cases 

it is good to adopt a procedure which has previously received a consensus. 

We all know - at least, I think we try to know -the idea behind the 

use of the word, whether it be 11truthful 11
, u accurate 11 or whatever. Hovrever, 

that matter was covered in the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session 

of the General Assembly, paragraph 99 of which contemplated the dissemination 

of information about the armaments race and so on. In the following paragraphs 

there were specific provisions on hm-1 information should be disseminated. 

Paragraph 105 stated: 

"Member States should be encouraged to ensure a better flow of information 

with regard to the various aspects of disarmament to avoid dissemination 

of false and tendentious information concerning armaments, and to 

concentrate on the danger of escalation of the armaments race and 

on the need for general and complete disarmament under effective 

international control. 11 
( S-1 o /2 para. 105) 
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Consequently, ins·tead of using adjectives which naturally involve 

an unavoidable element of subjectivity, I suggest that we simply refer 

to paragraph 105 of the Final Document. The relevant part of 

operative paragraph 1 would then read: 

;'the flow of a broad range of information in conformity with the provisions of 

paragraph 105 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session 

of the General Assembly1
'. 

That would solve the problem. 

The CHAIRMAN: I appeal to representatives to let us inject a 

certain amount of discipline into the conduct of the meeting. I listened 

very carefully to the statement made by the representative of Mexico. 

I did not feel like interrupting, because of the great wisdom of the Ambassador 

of Mexico in these matters. But I shall insist on following the correct 

procedure. I have already announced that we are to vote on the matter, 

and any point of order raised can relate only to the conduct of the voting 

and no longer to the substance of the issue. 

Therefore, we shall proceed to vote on whether to use the word 11accurate;1
• 

~~. MOUSSA (Egypt) (interpretation from Arabic): I wish to raise 

a point of order concerning the Arabic language. I do not 

know the difference between the Russian and English terms. The interpreter 

into Arabic continues to use English words: ;;accurate", 11truthful11 or 

"authentic". Through you, Sir, I appeal to the interpreter not to repeat 

the words in English but to tell us in Arabic the meaning intended. 

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the interpreters to take note. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Mexico on a 

point of order • 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico): Mr. Chairman, I shall follow your 

advice. My point of order relates to the question of voting. I move formally 

that my suggestion be put to the vote first. 

The CHAIRMAN: I am afraid I cannot accept that interpretation 

of the rules of procedure. Once a vote has been announced, another motion 

cannot be entertained. We shall now conduct the voting. After the vote, 

any delegation is free to move another proposal or to appeal my ruling. 

The Nigerian oral amendment was ado-pted by 42 votes to 2, with 

ll abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: Since no delegation wishes to explain its vote 

on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.65, as just amended, before the vote, 

I should like to inform the Committee that the sponsors of the draft resolution 

have expressed the wish that it be adopted by the Committee without a vote. 

Mr. 0 1 CONNOR (Ireland) : I should like formally to request a vote on 

this draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN: The voting procedure on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.65, 

as amended, will now begin. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 
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Algeria, Angola, Argentina~ Australia, Austria, Bahamas, 

Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, 

Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, 

Congo, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, 

Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji, Finland, 

France, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany, 

Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, 

Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran 

(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, 

Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic 

Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 

Luxembourg, }1a.dagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Ma.ldi ves, Mali, 

Halta, l1a.uritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, 

Netherlands, New Zealand, l!Ticaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, 

Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, 

Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, 

Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, SeneB9.l, Sierra Leone, 

Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, 

Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and 

Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 

Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab 

Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 

Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of 

Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, 

Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia 

None 

Abstaining: Brazil, Ireland 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.65, as orally amended, was ado~ted by 119 votes 

to none 2 with 2 abstentions.* 

* Subsequently the delegation of Cyprus advised the Secretariat that it 

had intended to vote in favour. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives who wish 

to explain their vote after the vote. 

Mr. O'CONNOR (Ireland): For us, operative paragraph 1 of the 

draft resolution before us deals with the question of freedom of information. 

vlhile we do not of course favour the flow of inaccurate information or, 

for that matter, untruthful information, it is our view that any qualification 

of the word 11information 11 in the context of operative paragraph 1 is 

inappropriate. 

Mr. NUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish) : l\1y delegation 

decided not to take part in the vote because we shared the views expressed 

by the sponsors of the draft resolution, as well as of the amendment, 

that the text should be adopted by consensus • 

He should like to put on record that on various oc.casion I was tempted 

to put forward an amendment to the effect that we should not only 

promote internal public opinion but that negotiations on disarmament should be 

conJucted in keeping with that public opinion. Hence, my delegation's 

future action on this item will depend on the Secretary-General's indicntions 

in his report as to how Governments supporting this draft resolution take into 

account public opinion in their countries regardin~ negotiations on 

disarmament. 

Hr. HYLTENIUS (Sweden): Sweden voted in favour of draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/1.65, as amended. For Sweden,the importance of the free flow of 

information is a matter which is close to our hearts. 

However, we would have preferred the text of operative paragraph 1 

as it appeared in the original draft resolution before it was amended. 

The Swedish delegation shares the main objective of stressing the 

importance of the free flow of information, and that is why my delegation 

voted in favour. But I wish to put on record our doubts about the qualification 

on the free flow of information which has now been introduced into the text 

of operative paragraph 1. 
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r·Ir. BEES~ (Ca.na.da): Ily delegation stronr,ly supports th~ thrust 

of this draft resolution but -vre are troubled about the insertion of any 

a.Cl.jf'Ctl.Ve hE>re because, first, there is no ~vay in 1vhich we could attempt 

to censor inforHa.tion to and frorn non~-c;overnmental ac;encies and if vrf' could 

-vre would not cl.o it f!nd we should not. That is not the intent of the draft 

resolution or the amE>ndment but it does eivP us difficulty because of the tPxt 

as nmr agref'd upon. T.le wish to make it clear that our interpretation is 

that there -vrould. be no interruption whatsoever of a fri?E' flmv of 

informa:tion, vrith no covernmf'nta.l or non- c;overrunf'nta.l orcanization attemptine: 

to sift true from false and both from opinions. 

!'I!_·_ 'UAGEIIiJ.AKERS (netherlands) : I wish on behalf of the netherlands 

del~"[';[-1.t:wn to reiterate that ~ve woulc1 J·Jave prl"'ferred that para.e;ra.ph l 0 

dealing with ;.a broad range of informa.tion· , had ha.d no adjectiVE' before the 

vrord .. information;:. In that respect 1ve fully endorse the reservations 

f'XI'ressed by the deler:;ations of Sweden and Cenada. However,, having to choose 

b?t"'Tf'f'n thP grf'ater good and the lesser evil~· we voted in favour of the draft 

resolution. 

Nr. ADEUWT (United 8tates of .Ainerica) I should like to join my 

colleatues from the lTPtherlands, Canada end SwedenJ and others" to say that, 

as I expla~ned not five minutes aco) our preferf'nce ana. the prefe>rf'nce of all 

the sponsors was to lf:a.ve the orieinal draft as it -.:vas in the consensus 

lane;uacE' _ for the samE' reasons a.s they ha.ve so well outlined. 

pr. KOHI.Yf.§. (Hungl:lry)" My df'leeation is a. little 8mazed by this kind 

of explanHtion of votP. Hhat vre have accepted herf' is the tF>Jct of a cl.raft 

resolution~ not the interpretation of a draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN: Action on dra.ft resolution .A/C.l/37/L.65. as orally 

amended has now been com~leted. 
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(The:! Chairman) 

The Commi·t.teE' will now turn its attE-ntion to dra.f't resolution A/C.l/37/L.45 

under ar-:enda item 50 (f), Revievr of the> implementation of the re>commenda.tions 

and decisions of the General Asse>~bly ax its tenth special session, 

and the topic is the prevE>ntion of nuclear vrar. The draft resolution has 

18 sponsors and was introduced by the representativE> of Arr,entina. at the 

36th meeting of the First CommitteE' on 18 Hovember 1982. 

ThE' Secretary of the Cormnitte>e vrill read the list of sponsors. 

~~- RATHOP~. (Se-cretary of the Committee>): The sponsors of the draft 

resolution are: Algeria, ArGentina, Bangladesh~ BPnin, Brazil Colombia" 

Costa Rica, Egypt. German Democratic Republic, India, Indonesia, Mexico. Pakistan, 

qatar: Romania. Sri Lanka; V~nezuela and ~ugoslavia. 

The CJ:IAIRI.'WJ: The> Committee will now take action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.h5. There are no requests to speal~ in explanation of vote before 

the vote>. 

A recorded vote has been requested .. 

A recorded vote 't·ras taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan~ Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, 

Bahrain, Bancladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil 

Bulga.ria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 

Republic, Central African Republic , Chad.. Chile, China., 

Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica) CUba, ~J.PruS, Czechoslovakia, 

Democratic ~emen; Djibouti~ Dominican Republic, Ecuador, 

E[;'J.Pt :~ li'ij i , Finland, Ga.bon, Cerr1an Democratic Republic , 

Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary~ India, 

IndonC"sia, Iran (Islamic Republic of)~ Iraq, Ireland, 

Israel, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan" Irenya, Kmrait, 

Lao People's Democratic RE"public~ Lebanon, Liberia" 

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, I•!Ia.dagascar, lllala'tri,. Malaysia~ 

Maldives , Mali, Malta, Hauri tania, Mexico, Mongolia, 

Morocco, Mozambique , ITepal, I~icara.gua., Niger, Uigeria., Oman • 

Pakistan, Panama; Papua HE"vT Guinea, Para{;Uay,. Peru~ 

Philippines, Poland, qatar, Romania. Rwanda, 



It-lli/bo A/C.l/37/PV.43 
58 

Sao Tome and Principe~ Se.udi Arabia, Senec;al, 

Sierra Leone~ Singapore, Somalia. Spain~ Sri Lanka" Suclan ~ 

Suriname, Sweden" Syrian Arab Tie public , Tha.ila.nc1. Toc:o:. 

Trinidad and TobaGo, Tunisia, UBanda.~ Ukrainian Soviet 

Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 

United Arab Emirates United Republic of Cameroon~ 

United. Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela 

Viet Nam_ ~emen_ ~ugoslavia~ Zaire, Zambia 

Against : Hone 

Abstaining: Australia, Belgium, Canada., Denmark. France, Germany, 

"fi'edE>ral RE>public of~ Iceland, Italy~ Japan, LuxembourG, 

Netherlands Hew Zealand, Norw·ay, Portugal" Turlr.ey .. 

United Ianc;dom of Great Drita.in a.nd Northern Irele.nd 

United StatPS of AL~erica 

The draft resolution w·as adopte4_ by 111 votes to none 1 with 17 a.bstF>ntion_p_. 
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The CHAIRH.AN: I shall nm·r call on those representa.tives 1-rho 1·Tish 

to explain their vote after the vote. 

Ivlr. HOIRFALISSE (BelGium) (interpretation from 'F're:onch) · Belgium 

regrets that the consultations which could have led to a consPnsus on the 

basis of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.45 were not successful. In its present 

form, draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.45 is untimely and. for that reason 1ve 

abstained in the vote. Even in the Committee on Disarmament consideration 

of this que:ostion has not led to agreement. Ue believe _ hmvever that the 

Comr.U.ttee on Disarmament should continue its exchange of viei·rs on the ivhole 

of the question of nuclear disarmament and in particular on the question of 

the prevention of nuclear war; the practical aspects of which should be 

considered more thoroughly. 

I·Ir. de LA CORCE ( 'F'rance) (interpretation from "Prench) : The French 

delegation abstained in the vote on the draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.45. 

Ue believe that the Committee on Disarmament cannot really enp:age 

in nec;otiations with a view to acreements on appropriatE" practical measures 

to prevent nuclear wa.r. He believe on the one hand that the prevention of 

nuclear vrar) while it does have special features) is also part of the task 

of preventing conflicts and the use of force, and here ive have the:o Charter 

provisions on the non--use of force and the peaceful settlement of disputes. 

But also ., in the circumstances of today the prevention of nuclear war 

depends also on necotiations betvre~n the t"'m major Powers, because it is from the 

reduction of nuclear arsenals that the best measures for preventing nuclear 

war will mainly emerge, after balance has been attained at the lowest possible 

level between arsenals of the tvro lrlaj or Powers. Certain confidence-building 

measures between the nuclear Powers could also lead to prevention of nuclear war but 

we do not believe that the Committee on Disarmament should, in the present 

circumstances_ negotiate those arrangements. On the other hand we entirely 

favour the continuation of negotiations on the nuclear a.spe:octs of disarmament. 
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The CHAIRMAN: Action on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.45 has thus 

been completed. 

The Committee will now proceed to consider draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.48, 

under agenda item 55 (e), "General and complete disarmament", entitled 
11Prohibition of' the production of' fissionable material for weapons purposes". 

The draft resolution has 16 sponsors and was introduced by the representative 

or Canada at the thirty-seventh meeting of' the ~irst Committee, on 

19 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of' the Committee to read out the list of' 

sponsors. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of' the "First Committee) : The sponsors are: 

Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Canada, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Japan, the 

Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, Singapore, Sweden, Romania 

and Bangladesh. 

The CHAIRMA!)T: I shall now call on those representatives vrho wish to 

explain their vote before the vote. 

Mr. SARAN (India) : Paragraph 50 of' the ~nal Document of' the 

~rst Special Session of' the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament has 

set forth the various stages of' the process of' nuclear disarmament. One 

of the stages in that process consists of' the: 

"Cessation of the production of' all types of nuclear weapons and 

their means of' delivery, and of' the production of' fissionable material 

for weapons purposes 11
• (Resolution S-10/2, para. 50 {b)) 

India has consistently abstained on proposals which seek to separate the 

question of' the cessation of' the production of' fissionable material for 

weapons purposes, precisely because such a one-sided and partial approach 

is inconsistent with the approach agreed upon by consensus in the Final 

Document of' the First Special Session on Disarmament. 
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(Hr. Saran 2 India) 

In our vie1·r, there ought to be a simultaneous stoppage of the 

production of nuclear vreapons and of all fissionable material for 

vreapons purposes. In that event~ all States 2 including the nuclear-~reapon 

States, would have no valid reasons not to accept the. same ~ystem of 

equitable and non~discriminatory safeguards on all their nuclear facilities. 

India will therefore continue to abstain in the voting on that proposal. 

1~. ~IELICKE (German Democratic Republic): The German 

Democratic Republic attaches the highest priority to measures to stop 

the nuclear arms race and to reduce nuclear-vreapon stockpiles until 

they have been fully eliminated. 

On that basis~ in 1979 the German Democratic Republic, together with 

other socialist countries, submitted in the Co~ittee on Disarmament 

worldng paper CD/1~ 2 containing specific proposals in this regard and aimed 

at implementing paragTaph 50 of the Final Document.-

Furthermore" we favour the beginning of multilateral negotiations 

on nuclear disarmament in the Committee on Disarmament and the 

establishment of a corresponding working group. Part and parcel of the 

nuclear disarmament process must be the cessation of the production of 

fissionable material for -w·eapons purposes. However, this measure cannot 

be singled out but should be dealt vrith in the context of negotiations 

on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear disarmament. 

Since this basic concept is not adequately reflected in draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.48, my delegation will abstain. 

The relationship bet1veen nuclear disarmament and the cut-off of 

fissionable material for weapons purposes is approp~iately dealt with in 

other clraft resolutions before this Committee -· for example 2 in draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.21/Rev.l 2 submitted by the delegation of the German 

Democratic Republic; and draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.l/Rev.l, submitted by 

India and sponsored by my delegation. 
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~tr~ NA~ITN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): As my delegation has repeatedly emphasized the Soviet Union 

proposes that we undertake in a business-·lilte manner the elaboration, 

adoption and phased implementation of a proeramme of nuclear disarmament 

leading to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. As one of the 

first steps in such a programme, consideration could be given to the 

question of the cessation of the production of fissionable materials for 

the manufacture of various types of nuclear ~veapons. 

Of course; this question must be resolved within the context of 

questions of the curtailment and cessation of the nuclear arms race~ and 

not in isolation from them.-- -Hovrever, the draft contained in 

document A/C.l/37/L.48 deals ~nth the question of fissionable nuclear 

materials for weapons purposes in isolation from the question of nuclear 

disarmame~t~ as has previously been the case. 

't>le do not consider that this approach is in the interests of 

progress towards the cessation of the nuclear arms race or tmvards 

nuclear disarmament. Consequently, the Soviet delegation will abstain in 

the voting on that draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN: The voting procedure on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.48 

will now begin. 

A recorded vot-e- has be.en requested. 

A recorded vote ~·ras taken. 

In favour: ------ Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria, Bahamas~ Bahrain, 

Bangladesh~ Belgium 3 Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia_ Burma, 

Burundi, Canada, Central African Republic? Chad, Chile, 

Colombia, Conpo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, 

Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt? 

Fiji~ Finland, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of~ 

Ghana~ Greece, Guatemala, Guinea~·Guyana~ Iceland, 

Indonesia, Iran Uslamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland~ 

Israel~ Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan;

Kenya, Kuwait 3 Lebanon 9 Liberia 9 Libyan Arab 

Jamahiriya. Luxembourg, Madagascar 9 l'-fu.lawi, Malaysia, 
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NiaJ.di ves , ~1'ali, Malta, Mauritania~ Morocco~ Nepal, 

Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger~ Nigeria, Norway, Oman, 

Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, 

Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, 

Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia) 

Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab 

Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and TObago, Tunisia, 

Turkey, Uganda, United Arab :Emirates, United Republic of 

Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, 

Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia 

Against : None 

Abstaining: Argentina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 

Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, France, German Democratic 

Republic, Hungary, India, Lao People's Democratic Republic~ 

Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Panama, Poland, Ukrainian 

Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 

Ireland, United States of America, Viet Nam 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.48 was adopted by 104 votes to none. with 21 

abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of ~1exico for an eXPlanation 

of vote. 

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation 

abstained in the voting on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.48 because we believe that 

the correct approach to the question is that set forth in paragraph 50 (b) of the 

Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly -that is, 

joint consideration of the cessation of the production of all types of nuclear 

weapons and of the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes. 

That is why in the draft resolution on a nuclear-weapons freeze, of which my 

delegation had the honour to be a sponsor and which vras adopted by an overwhelming 

majority of votes yesterday, joint reference is made to those two elements -

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

of fissionable materials. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has completed action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.48. 

The Committee will now take action on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.2l/Rev.l. 

under agenda item 50 (d), entitled 11Review of the implementation of the 

recommendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth 

special session", on the topic of nuclear weapons in all aspects. This draft 

resolution has 13 sponsors and was introduced by the representative of the 

German Democratic Republic at the Committee's 33rd meeting on 15 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to read out the names of the 

sponsors. 

Mr. RATIIORE (Secretary of the Committee) : The sponsors are 

Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 

the German Democratic Republic, Hungary, the Lao People's Democratic Republic, 

Mongolia, Poland, Romania, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Union 

of Soviet Socialist Republics and Viet Nam. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of Brazil, who wishes 

to explain his vote before the vote. 

Mr. de SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): My delegation will vote in favour of draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.2l/Rev.l on the understanding, I wish to make clear, that 

the reference to the elaboration of a nuclear disarmament programme contained 

in operative paragraph 1 relates to the comprehensive, phased programme 

referred to in paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first special session 

on disarmament • The negotiation of such a programme should not be considered 

as a condition or prerequisite for the negotiations on the cessation of 

the nuclear arms race and on nuclear disarmament, which the Committee on Disarmament 

is called upon to pursue without delay. 

The CHAiffi.WT: \ve shall now begin the voting procedure on draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.21/Rev.l. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 
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A recorded vote '\-Tas taken. 

In favour: 

Against: 

Algeria, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas , Bahrain, 

Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, 

Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, 

Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, 

Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, 

Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, 

Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic 

Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, 

Kuwait, Lao Peoplevs Democratic Republic, Lebanon, 

Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, !11adagascar, ~lalavri, 

!11alaysia, Mal.di ves , Mali, ll1al ta, J.vlauri tania, ~.:'lexica , 

Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, J.lliger, Nigeria, 

Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua Ne1-T Guinea, Peru, 

Poland, Qatar, Romania, Sao Tome and Principe, Sierra 

Leone, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Sweden, 

Syrian Arab Republic , Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, 

Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 

United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, 

Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia 

Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, 

Federal Republic of, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, 

Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, 

Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 

Ireland, United States of Ainerica 
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Abstaining: Angola, Greece, Guatemala, Israel, Morocco, 

Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, Uruguay, Zaire 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.21/Rev.l was adopted by 94 votes to 18, 

with 10 abstentions • ~~ 

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

explain their vote after the vote. 

Mr. RAJ.AKOSKI (Finland): Finland voted in favour of draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.21/Rev.l which was just adopted. We do so because, in 

our view~ nuclear weapons pose the gravest danger to mankind and we believe that 

the ongoing efforts t~ halt and reverse the nuclear arms race should be intensified. 

Ue also believe that further aspects of the nuclear arms build-up should be brought 

within the scope of negotiations, including in particular the nuclear arms 

build-up in Europe. The nuclear arms race seems to be assuming new dimensions 

tecr~ologically, conceptually and geographically, which my delegation views with 

particularly grave concern. 

With regard to the point dealt with in the sixth to ninth preambular 

paragraphs of the draft resolution, Finland rejects all concepts of limited 

nuclear war. Our positive vote should be considered as an expression of the 

serious concern of my delegation on all doctrines which might bring nearer the 

possibility of a nuclear war. That is why we would have preferred more general 

formulations in the sixth to ninth preambular paragraphs. 

Mr. GLEISSNER (Austria): The Austrian delegation finds itself in 

agreement with the basic thrust of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.21/Rev.l. 

Austria has consistently stressed the great importance and urgency of nuclear 

disarmament. In view of the present acceleration of the nuclear arms race and 

the growing threat of destabilization, all approaches need to be explored that 

could lead to progress in this area. 

* Subsequently, the delegations of Angola and Sudan advised the Secretariat 

that they had intended to vote in favour. 
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(Mr. Gleissner, Austria) 

The Committee on Disarmament, as the single multilateral negotiating body 

on disarmament matters, is the logical forum for negotiations on nuclear 

disarmament . We would therefore welcome the establishment of a working group 

of the Committee on Disarmament to begin multilateral deliberations on the 

cessation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear disarmament. 

However, the preambular part of the draft resolution contains some 

elements with which we do not find ourselves in agreement. It is in view of 

our support for the main content of the operative part of the draft resolution 

that we have cast an affirmative vote. 

Mr. MEGALOKONOMOS (Greece): MY delegation abstained in the vote 

on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.21/Rev.l, entitled "Nuclear weapons in all 

aspects 11
• Although this document contains many commendable principles the 

fact is that we consider that priority should be given to nuclear-weapon 

disarmament but that should not, in our opinion, be done at the expense of 

conventional~weapon disarmament. We should not lose from sight the fact that 

people die every day from conventional weapons or that expenses for that same 

weaponry are one of the main factors for the lack of social development in 

many of our countries. 

I should like to mention one more reason that caused my delegation to 

abstain in the vote on this draft resolution, that is, the creation of yet 

another ad hoc working group to work on cessation of the nuclear arms race 

and on nuclear disantall!ent. Frankly, it is not that we lack sub-committees 

and working groups for obtaining effective disarmament; what we lack is the 

political will required for it. 
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Mr. NOIRFALISSE (Belgium) (interpretation from French): Belgium voted 

against draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.21/Rev.l, the preambular part of which 

refers to the question of nuclear weapons in all their aspects in a unilateral 

and polemical manner. As in the past, the draft fails to condemn the threat 

or the use of force in international relations and to recall the right to 

legitimate self-defence of States, essential principles of the United Nations 

Charter. 

On the contrary, draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.21/Rev.l contains many 

references to doctrines regarding the use of nuclear weapons which are 

inappropriate. The Belgian delegation has no objection to the Committee on 

Disarmament considering the preparation of a nuclear disarmament programme in 

accordance with the appropriate procedures. In fact, the comprehensive programme 

of disarmament which we would like to see completed should cover this question, 

but we continue to believe that it would be more useful in this field, as in 

others, to allow the Committee on Disarmament to be the sole judge of what 

procedure should be followed to carry out this endeavour successfully. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has now completed its consideration of 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.21/Rev.l. 

We shall now consider draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.51, which comes under 

agenda item 41, entitled "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 36/83 

concerning the signat.ure and ratification of Additional Protocol I of the 

Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of 

Tlatelolco) • vv This draft resolution has 21 sponsors and was introduced by the 

representative of Mexico at the 39th meeting of the First Committee. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to read out the list of sponsors. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): The 21 sponsors are: Bahamas, 

Barbados, Bolivia, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, 

Ghana, Guatamala, Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, 

Peru, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago and Uruguay. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of the Netherlands to make 

a statement • 
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Mr. WAGENMAKERS (Netherlands): The Netherlands delegation wishes to 

propose an amendment of a purely legal nature to the third preambular paragraph 

of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.51, which recalls that the Netherlands has been 

a party to Additional Protocol I of the Tlatelolco Treaty since 1971. 

~Vhile not wishing to elaborate on the subject at this stage of the Committee's 

work, my delegation should explain that whenever the Netherlands is being 

referred to in its capacity as a party to an international agreement, the 

internationally recognized, legally correct nomenclature is "the Kingdom of 

the JIIetherlands 11
• My delegation therefore proposes that the words "the 

Kingdom of" be inserted before the words nthe Netherlands" in the third 

pream.bular paraeraph, so that that part would read nthe Kingdom of the Netherlandsn. 

We sincerely hope that this minor amendment will not create difficulties for 

any delegation to this Committee. 

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

their vote before the vote. 

Mr. CHADERTON MATOS (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): On a 

strictly legal basis, I should point out that my country's correct title is 

the nRepublic of Venezuela". 

The delegation of the Republic of Venezuela shares the motivations, concerns 

and interests of the countries sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.51. Moreover, 

my country supports the efforts of the other signatories of the Treaty of 

Tlatelolco to free our country of the dangers of a nuclear arms build-up. Apart 

from the fact that the Republic of Venezuela has ratified and signed that Treaty, 

from the very beginning it has taken part in the establishment of the first 

inhabited nuclear-weapon-free zone in the world. 

I feel obliged to abstain from voting on the draft resolution before us, for 

reasons which carry great weight with the Republic of Venezuela. 

We recognize the sponsors' efforts to embody and interpret in this draft the 

concerns and observations made by my delegation, the purpose of which was only to 

help to strengthen the Treaty of Tlatelolco, a monumental Latin American legal 

instrument, which to a very great extent was inspired by the faith, the will, the 

dedication and the commitment to peace of a representative of Mexico, 

Ambassador Garcia Robles, winner of the Nobel Peace Prize and the pride of Latin 

America. 
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(Mr. Chaderton Matos 2 Venezuela) 

However~ the text could have been more explicit on certain details, to which 

I should now like to turn. In the third preambular paragraph, in terms almost 

identical to those of previous years, reference is made to the question of the 

ratification of Additional Protocol I by certain Powers, members of the Group of 

Western European and Other Countries. We feel that the text should have been 

widened to include the violation not only of the spirit of the Treaty but also 

of article I of the Treaty, which firmly prohibits the deployment of nuclear weapons 

on the part of extra-continental Powers. During the conflict in the South Atlantic, 

either nuclear-propelled or nuclear-weapon-carrying warships belonging to a 

Power signatory of Additional Protocol I went to that area and remained there 

throughout the hostilities. Their precise activities are now under investigation. 
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(Mr. Chaderton Ma.tos. Ve-nezuela) 

We should also like to recall that that Power had certain support which 

we cannot ignore when casting our vote on this draft resolution. In 

operative paragraphs 1 and 2 the text, we believe, fails to strike a prope>r 

bala.nce, when another extracontinental Power which possesses territories 

in the denuclearized zone is vigorously reproached for failing to ratify 

Additional Protocol I although in actual fact that Power has not violated 

the spirit of the Protocol, whereas no charge is levelled at those responsible 

for actua~ violations of the Protocol which occurred in the South Atlantic, 

This is the position of the Republic of Venezuela E"xpressed without any 

desire to enter into or persist in polemics with any State, but simply with 

the intention of placing on record its own position on this matter. 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish) : -The Argentine 

Republic has in the past expressed its support for the objectives of the Treaty 

of Tlatelolco and for the general thrust of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.51 and 

similar resolutions adopted in past years. The purpose of this draft resolution 

is, on the other hand, very precise and limited. In the past we have stated 

that, for reasons of sovereignty, we have had reservations regarding the 

third preambular paragraph of the draft resolution. To this we would now add 

the fact that the Additional Protocol I of the Treaty has been violated in 

the recent conflict in the South Atlantic, as stated by the representa.tive of 

Argentina on 21 October past in the general debate in the First Committee. 

So as not to prolong this explanation of vote, I would refer members to that 

statement. 

That is why the delegation of Argentina will abstain in the vote 

on dra~t resolution A/C.l/37/L.51. 

Mr. UAGENMAKERS (Netherlands): The Netherlands vrill vote in fe.vour 

of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.5l, as amended, concerning the signature and 

ratification of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty for the Prohibition of 

Huclear lveapons in Latin America. This is not to say that we consider this 

draft resolution to be an ideal one. 1·Te do not see any ree.son vrhy this point 

on the agenda should be limited to Protocol I of the Tlatelolco Treaty. We 

are of the opinion that it should be changed so as to comprise the Treaty e.s 

a whole. 
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(Mr. Wagemnake-rs, Netherlands) 

A future- draft resolution should be nde.pted accordingly. In this vein 

we appeal to all countries in the region which have not yet done so to ratify 

the Treaty as soon as possible-. 

Mr. CISSE (Mali) (interpretation from French): Mr. Chairman, my 

delegation wishes to congratulate you and will do so again. We are very please-d 

to see how competently you have been conducting our work. 

My delegation attaches much importance to the problem of denuclea.rization. 

It sees the full value of the appeal tha.t has been a.ddreossed to the States of 

the region and to other States to make Latin America. a denuclearized zone. 

I shall not repeat the profound sentiments that link Mali to Latin America .• 

However, my delegation wonders whether internal measures , such as ra.tification 

of a treaty, can prop~rly ensu~ from the adoption of a draft resolution. 

I refer in particular to operative- paragraph 1. In light of that I will have 

to abstain. 

The CHAIIDI1AN: We will now begin the voting procedure on draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.5l as orally amended. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A record~d vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria., Angola, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, 

Bahrain, .Bangladesh, -Belgium, ·Benin-, Bhutan-, Bolivia.,· 

Brazil, 'Bulgaria, Burma., Burundi, Byelorussien Soviet 

Socialist Republic, Canada, Central African Republic, 

Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, 

Czechoslovakia., Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican 

Repliblic, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, 

Ge-TII18.n Democratic Republic, Germa.ny, Federal Republic of, 

Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, 

India., Indonesia., Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, 

IrE>land, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japa.n, Jordan, Kenya, 

Kuwait, Lao People 1 s De-mocratic Republic , Lebanon, Liberia, 

Libyan Arab Jamahariya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Hala;ysia, 
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Against: 

A/C.l/37/PV.43 
78 

MaldivE"-s, Malta, :Mauritania, M~xico, Mongolia, Morocco, 

Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New· Zealand, Nicaragua, 

Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama., 

Papua. New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, 

Portugal, Qatar , Romania., Rwanda., Sao Tome a.nd Principe., 

Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra. Leone, Singa.por~, Somalia, 

Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syria.n Arab 

Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia., 

Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic , 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, 

United Kingdom of Gr~at Britain and Northern Ir~land, 

United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, 

United States of America, Urugua.y, Viet Nam, Yemen, 

Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia 

None 

Abstaining: Argentina, Cuba, Fra.nc~, Ivory Coast, Mala.wi, Mali, 

Venezuela 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.51, as orally amended, was adopted by 119 votes 

to none, "'vi th 7 abstentions • ·:~ 

The CHAIID.1Alif: I now call on those represe>ntatives 'tvho wish to 

explain their vote after the vote. 

l.fr. ADELMAH (United States of America): I am pleased to sfly that 

my delegation has just voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.51, on 

implementation of the General Assembly resolution concE>rning signature and 

ratifica.tion of Additional Protocol I of the Treaty of Tlat("'lolco. I was 

pleased to report to this Committee- last year that the United Sta.tes had 

become a party to this Additional Protocol I. The significa.nce> of the Treaty 

of Tlatelolco goes far beyond our own hemisphere. It provides a valuable 

contribution to non-prolife-ration goals a.nd could, a.s others have mentioned 

~- Subsequently the delegation of Ethiopia, advised the Se>-cretaria.t tha.t 

it had intended to vote in favour and the delegation of Guyana advised the 

Secretariat that it had intended to abstain. 
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(Hr. Adelman~ United States) 

during this session, serve as a model for other regions of the world exposed to 

th~ tbr~at of prolif6ration of nuclear weapons. 

As last y~ar, we continu~ to feel that it is reerettable that the sponsors 

of this draft resolution have chosen to single out one country for not ratifying 

this Protocol. Fairness and candour require us to point out that thf'rf' are 

other countri~s- indeed, important countries-- within the region which have 

not yet signE':d or ratified the treaty. The United States earnestly hopes to 

see the Treaty enforced for all countri~s of the region. Therefore we would 

urge all f'ligible States to adhere to the Treaty and thus make this noble 

initiativf' an ~ffective force in the cause of non-proliferation. 

1V1r • de LA GORCE ( Fra.nce) (interpretation from French) : The French 

delegation 1-ms obliged to abstain in the vote just tak~n on draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/1.51 conc~rning the signature and ratification of Additional Protocol I 

to thf' Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear 1!J'ee.pons in Latin America. My 

d~legation cannot accept thus being called into question while certa.in countries 

in the area of application of the Treaty have not signed it, ratified it or 

made use of the clause which allows for the entry into force of the Treaty as 

far e.s they are concerned until all countries in the region becomE" parties to 

the Treaty. 

In due course the French Government will take the a.ppropriate decision 

conce-.rning ratificAtion of Additional Protocol I, taking into account the status 

of ratifications of th~ Treaty itself. 
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Mr. NUNEZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish): lrith all due 

respect for the representative of the United States, I do not know whether he spoke 

as representative of a colonial Power in the western hemisphere or as representative 

of the heir to for~er colonial possessions, nor do I know whether he was referring 

to Cuba or Puerto Rico when he spoke of States that had not adhered to the Treaty. 

Be that as it may~ just in case he was referring to Cuba let me in turn refer 

to what was said by the Vice-President of the Council of State of Cuba, 

Mr. Carlos Rafael Rodriguez, on the occasion of the holding in New York of the 

first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. 

"It is not that Cuba fails to recognize the need to put a stop to 

nuclear proliferation as a condition precedent to the final elimination of 

those weapons. We believe that the Government of Mexico, in proposing the 

Treaty of Tlatelolco, made an outstanding contribution in the regional sphere. 

But, for reasons you will all understand, Cuba was not able to accept 

passively the unilateral renunciation of its right to possess any type of 

arms while a part of its national territory continues to be illegally 

occupied, in Guantanamo, by a United States base which was, and still is, 

imposed on us. This is precisely the situation which should be remedied 

now." (A/S-lO/PV.8, p. 72) 

This is the reply we could give to Ambassador Fields. But there is more. 
11Additionally ~ as long as the nuclear Power of this hemisphere 

maintains an aggressive policy towards Cuba and resorts to ill-disguised 

threats even today, no one in all fairness can ask our country to respond 

with meek acceptance and voluntary renunciation." (Ibid.) 

Recent events in the South Atlantic reaffirm the position of Cuba as 

regards the Tlatelolco Treaty. 

The CHAIRMAN: I should like to clarify, for the information of all 

members of the Committee that under our rules of procedure there is time 

designated at the end of each day's meetings for exercise of rights of reply. 

When I am calling on representatives in explanation of vote after the vote 

I would kindly request delegations to restrict themselves to an explanation of 

vote. If the request is for exercise of the right of reply then that should be 

made clear so that I can arrange for that particular delegation to speak at the 

appropriate time. 
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(The Chairman) 

The Committee has thus concluded its consideration of draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.5l. 

Mr. NAZARIITliJ' (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): He have just received the table of the results of the voting 

on draft resolution A/C .l/37 /L.65. 't·rhere it says that this draft resolution l'Tas 

adopted 1rith the a.Llendm.ent of Nigeria. I should like to clarify this matter. 

The Soviet delegation submitted an official amendment in Russian, "rhich is an 

official language of the United Nations, to draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.65. 

Vle had not vrithdrawn our amendment from voting. He officially transmitted it to 

the Secretariat for reproduction. As we undP.rstand it, the delegation of 

Nigeria submitted its ovm version of a translation of our amendment. Ue have 

no objection to our amendment being translated by the w·ord 11accurate 11
, as 

proposed by the delegation of Nigeria. Hovrever, I request you, Sir, to have 

our amendment reflected in the records of the First Committee and in official 

documentation as an amendment of the Soviet Union. 

The CHAIRI.:!Alif: The copy of the results of the voting on draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.65, as I have it in front of me, nowhere mentions Nigeria, 

except in recording the vote that Nigeria cast. The understanding is that the 

oral amendment referred to is the one submitted to the Committee by the Soviet 

Union. Although the amendment was given to me in vTri ting at a slirhtly later 

stage, since it was not issued as an official document it still remains an oral 

amendment and therefore the reference to an oral amendment ·is to none other than 

the Soviet amendment. 

!vir. ADAN (Somalia) : Hi th respect to the latest intervention by the 

Soviet Union, I 1vas given to understand that the proposal made by Nigeria "t·ras an 

aiilendment by Nigeria itself and that it 1·ras the latest amendment in a series of 

amendments that 1vere made - first the Soviet amendment, then the United States 

amendment and then the Iifigerian amendment - and according to the rules of 

procedure "e took a vote on the Nigerian amendment as the most recent one. No"iv we 

are being told that the amendment that has been accepted is the very first one 

that was submitted by the Soviet deleGation. There is some confusion here. 
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(Mr. Adan, Somalia) 

That is ivhy the Nigerian proposal was put to the vote first, because it was the 

latest amendment to be submitted. 

If in fact the Nigerian proposal is synonymous 1ri th the Soviet proposal, 

then it should not have been voted upon in the first place, before the other 

amendments. Could you please, Sir, clarify this point for me? 

The CHAirJ1AH: I shall gladly provide clarification. The Committee 'Hill 

recollect that the Soviet amendment 't'ras a vrhole sentence, part of rrhich referred 

to the existing text and part of vrhich referred to a word that should replace 

something in the existing text .• A translation 1vas ofi'ered··ivhich was inadequate. 

It vras that translation that the Nigerian delegation tackled by suggesting that 

instead of either the use of 11t:ruthful 11 or 11authentic 11
, we should use the vrord 

"accura·ce 11
• I put the matter to the vote and the ivord "accurate" was accepted. 

It vras accepted as replacing the word suggested by the Soviet Union in the Soviet 

oral amendment. \·lith that amendment the Soviet amendment fitted into the oral 

amendment that was put before the Committee. This is vrhy it is so recorded. It 

does not mean that i·re have rejected the rligerian amendment. 
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(The Chairman) 

The amendment as proposed by the Soviet Union was as f'ollows - and I am 

reading the translation: 

"In paragraph l of' the operative part of' resolution A/C .l/37/L. 65, 

add af'ter the W()rds 1 the f'low of' a broad range of'' the word 1 authentic ' • " 

The Nigerian amendment theref'ore amends that amendment now to read: 

"In paragraph 1 of' the operative part of' resolution A/C.l/37/L.65, 

add af'ter the words 'the f'low of' a broad range of'' the word 'accurate' • 11 

That is the amendment which we agreed upon and which was acceptable to the 

United States delegation. 

Mr. NAZARKIN (Union of' Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): The Soviet delegation submitted its amendment not in English but 

in Russian, which is one of' the of'f'icial languages of' the United Nations. The 

amendment was to insert the word "pravdivy" bef'ore the word "inf'ormation" in 

paragraph l of' the operative part of' the draf't resolution. 

Of' course, the amendment can be translated by various synonyms in 

English and other languages • We have no objection to its being translated 

by the word "accurate" in English, but we request you, Mr. Chairman, to see 

to it that in Russian the amendment appears in the f'orm in which we submitted 

it -that is, "pravdivy inf'ormatsii". 

The CHAIRMAN: Unf'ortunately, I do not speak Russian, but I 

said that I was reading the translation. 

Furthermore, let me make it clear that there is no question that the 

Russian word f'or either "authentic11 or "truthf'ul11 will remain in the text. 

The Committee has considered both the original and the two translations, and 

has decided against them in f'avour of' the Nigerian proposal to use the word 

"accurate". That is how the text will be amended. 
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(The Chairman) 

The Committee will now deal with draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.53, under 

agenda item 55, entitled 11General and complete disarmament 11 ~ dealing 1dth 
1;Measures to provide objective information on military capabilities". The draft 

resolution, which has J.4 co-sponsors, was introduced by the representative 

of Austria at the 38th meeting of the First Committee on 19 November 1982. 

I now call on the Secretary of the Committee to read out the list of 

sponsors. 

Mr. RATHOTIE (Secretary of the Committee): The sponsors of 

draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.53 are: Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Colombia, 

Ecuador, France, Indonesia, Ireland, Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, Sweden, Ghana 

and Belgium. 

The CHAIRUJ\U:: I call on the representative of the Soviet Union for 

an explanation of vote before the vote. 

~~. N~Cn~ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): The Soviet delegation would like to make the following points 

about its forthcoming vote on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.53. 

l·Te share a nUlllber of views in the draft resolution, which expresses 

deep concern about the continuing escalation of the arms race, in particular the 

nuclear arms race7 and its extremely harmful effects on international peace and 

security, and which also points out that disarmament, the relaxation of 

international tensions, respect for the right of self-determination and 

national independence, the peaceful settlement of disputes and the strengthening 

of international peace and security are directly related to each other. 

At the same time, we regard certain conclusions in the draft resolution 

as being extremely doubtful. For example, it notes that misperceptions of 

the military capabilities of States, which could be caused particularly 

by the lack of objective information, could induce States to undertake 

armament programmes, and on the other hand that the dissemination of objective 

information on military capabilities could contribute to the creation of an 

atmosphere of trust. 
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(Mr. llfazarkin 2 USSR) 

In our view, the reasons for the unsatisfactory state of affairs in 

disarmament matters lie not in the absence of information about military 

potential, but, rather l in the fact that in recent years the leading 

Hestern countries - primarily the United States - have once again adopted 

the course of accelerating the pace of the arms race in an attempt to achieve 

military supremacy over the socialist countries. We believe that the lack 

of political will to bring about a cessation of the arms race, the absence 

of readiness to seek mutually acceptable understandings on the basis of 

~qu~ity and equal security, cannot be compensated for by anything to do with the 

flow of information about armaments or armed forces or by any studies 

of comparative information and so on. 

It is, of course, another matter to have an exchange of information 

about armaments and armed forces and the process of disarmament on 

the basis of appropriate agreements. Not only is such an exchange of information 

not excluded, but it is in fact desirable and feasible, as is shown by 

experience in the implementation of earlier disarmament agreements. 

However, this is indissolubly linked with concrete disarmament measures. 

It is not isolated from them, and it cannot be a separate, preliminary 

measure· Otherwise~ the question of presenting information can be exploited 

by opponents of disarmament as an excuse to continue to fail to consider 

the substance of the existing problems and to fail to participate in the search 

for mutually acceptable solutions to them. 
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(Mr. Nazarkin, USSR) 

Unfortunately, draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.53 in the provision 

of information on military capabilities is not connected with 

concrete disarmament measures • Therefore, we are unable to support it 

and we shall be compelled to abstain in the voting. 

The CHAIRMAN: The voting procedure on draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.53 

will now begin. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, 

Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Burma, 

Burundi, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, 

Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Denmark, Djibouti, 

Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji, Finland, France, 

Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, 

Guatemala, Guinea, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic 

Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, 

Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, 

Luxembcurg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, 

Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, 

Against: 

Ne1;v Zealand, l'Tiger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, 

Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, 

Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, 

Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, 

Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, 

Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of 

Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of 

Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of 

America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire 

None 
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Abstaining: Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 

Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic 

Republic , Guyana, Hungary, India, Lao People's Democratic 

Republic, Mongolia, Hozambiq_ue, Poland, Sierra Leone, 

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics, Viet Nam, Zambia 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.53 was adopted by 103 votes to none, with 

18 abstentions.* 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of India, who wishes 

to explain his vote after the vote. 

Mr. SARAl'l (India): India abstained in the draft resolution contained in 

document A/C.l/37/L.53, in view of its consistent position that progress 

in disarmament is a matter of the exercise of political will by the major 

Powers and not attributable to the lack of information or prior agreement 

on appropriate verification procedures. 

The CHAIRMAN: That concludes the Committee's action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/L.53. 

The Committee will next take up draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.56, under 

agenda item 55, 11General and complete disarmament 11
, dealing with the 

Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement 

of Nuclear Weapons and Other Ueapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed 

and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof. It has 11 sponsors and 

was introduced by the representative of Denmark at the 37th meeting of the 

Committee on 19 November 1982. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee, who will give tee Co~mittee 

the list of sponsors. 

'~ Subsequently the delegation of Brazil informed the Secretariat that 

it had intended to vote in favour. 
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Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of' the Committee) : The sponsors of' draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.56 are Australia, Belgium, Colombia, Denmark, Ecuador, 

Finland, the German Democratic Republic, India, Japan, Norway and Romania. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call again on the Secretary of the Committee 

to give the financial implications of the draft resolution. 

b~. RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): I have been asked to 

read out the following statement, on behalf of the Secretary-General, 

with regard to the draft resolution contained in document A/C.l/37/L.56, 

concerning the holding of a further review conference of the parties to the 

Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other 

Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the 

Subsoil Thereof. 

By that draft resolution the General Assembly would note that, following 

appropriate consultations, a preparatory committee of' parties to the Treaty 

is to be arranged prior to holding a further review conference in 1983. 

In addition, the Secretary-General would be requested to render the necessary 

assistance and to provide such services, including summary records, as may be 

required for the review conference and its preparation. 

It should be noted that the review conference is a conference of States 

parties to the Treaty. The first review conference, held in 1977, like other 

review conferences of multilateral disarmament treaties - for example, the 

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear vleapons and the Biological Weapons 

Convention - included in its rules of procedure provisions concerning the 

arrangements for meeting the costs of the review conference, including the 

session of the Preparatory Committee. 

The wording of operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution contained 

in document A/C.l/37/L.56 is identical to the wording of resolution 

3484 E (XXX), which preceded the convening of the first review conference. 

Consequently, the Secretary-General considers that his mandate under the draft 

resolution to provide the necessary assistance and services for the preparation 

and holding of the review conference has no financial implications for the regular 

budget of the United Nations and that, as in the case of the first revie~·r 

conference, the associated costs will be met in accordance with the financial 

arrangements to be made by the review conference. 
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The CHAIRNIAN: The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.56 have 

expressed the wish that it be adopted by the Committee without a vote. 

If I hear no objection, I shall take it that the Committee wishes to. 

adopt draft resolution A/C.l/37 /L.56 vrithout a vote. 

Draft resolution A/C .1/37 /L. 56 vras adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: I call on the representative of the Soviet Union, 

who wishes to explain his delegation's position after the adoption of the 

draft resolution. 

Mr. NAZABiaN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): Hith regard to the draft resolution just adopted in document 

A/C.l/37/L.56, the Soviet delegation would like to state that the 

Soviet Union, as one of the depositary States of the Treaty on the Prohibition 

of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and other Weapons of Mass Destruction 

on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof, attaches 

great importance to its further strengthening and to the effective implementation 

of its provisions. 

One of the important elements of this Treaty is, in our view, what is 

contained in article V, containing the obligation of the State Parties 

"to continue negotiations in good faith concerning further measures 

in the field of disarmament for the prevention of an arms race on the 

sea-bed, the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof. 11 

(resolution 2660 (XXV), annex) 

This obligation was confirmed at the first review conference of the Treaty 

in 1977 and in General Assembly resolution 32/87. That resolution contained 

a request to the Committee on Disarmament to undertake appro:[:~iate action. This 

question was specially considered also in the course of the first special session 

of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, paragraph 79 of 

whose Final Document contains an appeal to the Committee on Disarmament: 

"···to proceed promptly with the consideration of further measures in the 

field of disarmament for the prevention of an arms race ••• on the sea-bed 

and the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof ••• 11
• (S-10/2, para. 79} 
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(Mr. Naiarkin, uss:R) 

In this regard the Soviet delegation would have preferred the draft resolution 

to have included an appeal to all States, particularly the nuclear States: 

to continue with negotiations with a vie'tv to further measures for the 

purpose of preventinB the arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor~ as 

provided for in the Treaty. However, since in the course of consultations 

the wish was expressed for this draft resolution to be of a proc~dural 

nature we did not insist on the inclusion of such a provision, considering 

that what is contained in the fourth preambular paraeraph ~ namely, the 

reference to resolution 32/87 A, and in the fifth preambular paragraph the 

reference to the Final Document of the first special session devoted to 

disarmamen~ as reflecting the points I have mentioned. 

The CHAIRMAN: That concludes the action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/37/1.56. 

The Committee will now direct its attention to draft resolution A/C.l/37/1.55. 

as orally amended, under agende. item 50: Review of the implementation 

of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly a~ its 

tenth special ~ession. The subject is the monitoring of international 

disarmament agreements and the strengthening of international security, and 

is a proposal for the establishment of an international satellite 

monitoring agency. 

The draft resolution has 35 sponsors and was introduced by th~ 

representative of France at the 40th meeting of the ?irst Committee on 

22 November 1982. 

I call on the Secret~J of the Committee to read out the list of sponsors. 

l~· RATHORE (Secretary of the Committee): The following are the sponsors 

of the draft resolution: Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Belgium, 

Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile~ Colombia, Ecuador~ 

Eg-ypt, France 2 Ghana, Greece, India, Indonesia~ Italy 2 Malta, Mexico~ Norway, 

Pakistan, Per~., Philippines, Portugal, Romania, Senegal, Sudan, Sweden, Togo, 

Tunisia o Turkey, United Republic of Cameroon a.nd ~ugoslfl.via. 
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The CI-IAIIThi.JUT: The Committee 1dll now proceed to take action on the 

draft rPsolution A/C.l/37/L.5; as orally amended. I call upon the representative 

of the Philippines to make a statement. 

Nr. DELISARIO (Philippines)= I will confess that initially the 

Philippines delegation harboured grave reservations about the draft resolution 

in document A/C.l/37/L.55, not because of its stated aims and objectives? 

"i·Thich are notable, but because of the heavy financial implications of the 

project. Indeed, in its proposed third phase the agency's budget would run into 

hundreds of millions of c1ollars" HovTever, after weighing all the elements 

involved my delegation came to the conclusion that there is an imperative 

need for the agency and its role in any successful disarmament process will 

be a critical one. 11e are convinced that vTith the rapid adva.nces in space 

science and technology the agency vTould possess the technical means of 

carrying out its mission with unquestioned competence and that given man's 

rapid exploitation of outer space for both peaceful and other purposes 

a world instrumentality is truly needed to monitor and report all activities 

in that zone which have a bearing on international peacp and security. 

None the less my delegation expresses the hope that in his study the 

SecretarJ·General will devise a formula whereby the developing States 1Till 

contribute to the proposed agency's establishment and maintenance in a mannPr 

that is not only equitable but also commensurate with their means and their 

responsibilities for the problpms which the agency is designed to handle. 

After all, the main problems here relate> principally to the big Pmvers, 

especially the super-Powers, for it is they who created that monster which 

now threatens us with the holocaust of a nuclear 1-1ar :. thus it is but just that 

the ereater burden of supporting the agency founded precisely to deal 1dth 

the problems those Powers created should rest on their shoulders. 

Further? it is my delegation's hope that the agency's advances from 

phase one to phase two to phase three will be gradual and as fiscally pfl.inless 

as possible for the developing countries. He therefore trust that the present 

draft resolution will receive the support of delegations. 
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(~ar. Belisario 2 Philiwine.§l) 

~es~ the satellite monitoring a~ency will be expensive, very expensive~ 

but in this day and age the consequences of' nuclear 1-1ar are so terrible, 

so catastrophic? that peace has become a commodity so precious that we must 

be ready to pay for it no matter ho'\-r high the cost. 

The CHAiffi.!AJII: I shall now call on those representatives who wish 

to explain their vote before the vote. 

Mr. NAZJUUaN (Union of' Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): The Soviet Union has always started-from the premise that 

the question of the control and monitoring of agreements concluded in the 

field of' disarmament must be considered and resolved in the context of 

measures relating to disarmament and not independently of those measures. 

The proposal for the establishment of' an international satellite monitoring 

ae;ency, with which thE" present draft resolution deals~ represents an 

attempt to establish a monitoring or control procedure without any link to 

actual disarmament measures. For that reason we have from the very outset 

had serious doubts as to the desirability of establishing an agency of this 

kind. 

The results of the study carried out on the subject by the group of 

experts (A/AC.206/ll~) not only have-not dispelled-those do~bts but have in fact 

increased them. That study has not demonstrated the desirability of 

establishing a monitoring agency in terms of agreements on disarmament and 

strengthening international security. 

No answer is given as to the legal nature of the agency envisaged. 

In fact~ a perusal of document A/AC.206/14 has led us to the conclusion that 

we are proposing that first an international satellite monitoring agency 

should be created and then that , through a review, existing agreements 

already concluded as well as any measures subsequently adopted in the field 

of disarmament, should be adapted thereto. 
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(Mr. Nazarkin, USSR) 

In that connection~ my delegation must point out that it opposes in 

principle the recently em~rgin~ trend to brin~ about a review of agreements 

concluded in the past. That can only be harmful to the cause of disarmament. 

Consequently, we cannot share the view of the sponsors of draft 

resolution A/c.l/37/L.55 concerning the need to consider practical means and 

disarmament a~reements in terms of the conclusions of the report of the 

Secretary-General. 

For all those reasons, the Soviet delegation will vote against draft 

resolution A/C.l/37/L.55. 

Mrs. CASTRO de BARISH (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish): 

Costa Rica wishes to join the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.55, 

which we regard as a very important cne. 

~~. hlJ.NEZ MOSQUERA (CUba) (interpretation from Spanish): The idea 

of establishing an international satellite monitoring agency aroused serious 

doubts in my delegation from the very moment of its introduction at the first 

special session of the Assembly on disarmament. }~delegation's reservations 

were set out in the note sent by the Government of CUba to the Secretary~ 

General on the subject. Consistent 1rith our position as set forth in that 

note my delegation will abstain in the voting on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.55. 

The CHAIRMAN: ·The voting procedure on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.55, 

as orally amended~ will now begin. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 
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A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: 

:f._gainst: 

Algeria~ Argentina, Australia, Austria~ Bahamas~ Bahrain~ 

Bangladesh, Belgium~ Benin~ Bhutan~ Bolivia~ Brazil, 

Burma~ Burundi, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad~ 

Chile, China, Colombia~ Congo, Costa Rica~ Denmark, 

Djibouti~ Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji, 

Finland~ France~ Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, 

Ghana" Greece, Guatamala, Guinea, Guyana~ Iceland~ 

India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of)~ Iraq~ 

Ireland" Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast~ Jamaica, Japan, 

Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait , Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab 

Jamahirya, Luxembourg~ Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, 

l!Jaldi ves, Mali , I'·:lal ta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, 

Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua~ Niger, 

Nigeria, Norvray, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea~ 

Paraguay~ Peru~ Philippines, Portugal, Qatar~ Romania, 

Rwanda~ Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone~ Singapore, 

Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, SWeden, 

Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and 

Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda~ United Arab Emirates~ 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 

United Republic of Cameroon~ United Republic of Tanzania, 

Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen~ Yugoslavia, Zaire~ Zambia 

Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 

.l'bngolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

AbstaininR: Afghanistan~ Angola~ Cuba, Cyprus, Lao People's Democratic 

Republic, Hozambique, United States of .America, Viet Nam 

Draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.55, as orally amended, was adopted by 109 votes 

~~-2?-_wj. :f;h 8 abstentions. ~~ 

* Subsequently the delegation of Cyprus advised the Secretariat that it 

had intended to vote in favour. 
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The CHAIRMAN: Action on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.55 has thus 

been completed. 

I understand that the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.57 do not 

wish it to be voted upon today; I have therefore agreed to a postponement of 

decision on that draft resolution until our next meeting. 

I call on the Secretary of the Committee to make some announcements. 

Mr. RATHORE (Secretary of the First Committee): The Committee will 

be taking action on the following draft resolutions at its next meeting: 

A/C.l/37/L.67, L.26/Rev.l, L.37, L.38, L.40, L.41, L.42, L.44, L.46, L.49, 

L.61, L.63, L.64/Rev.l, L.lO/Rev.l, L.22/Rev.2, L.28, L.52, L.54, L.62, L.50 

and L.57. 

Those draft resolutions will be the remaining part of the agenda, on the 

understanding that as soon as the financial implications are available they will 

be acted upon in accordance with the implementation of the decision just taken 

by the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN: In accordance with the usual procedures established by 

the General Assembly, rights of reply may be exercised at the end of each day's 

meeting. The first intervention shall be limited to 10 minutes. 

I shall now call on those representatives who wish to exercise that right. 

Mr. AL-SAHAF (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): In his statement in 

explanation of vote before the voting on draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.31 the 

representative of Israel alleged that Israel was observing Security Council 

resolution 418 (1977), which decided that all States should cease, forthwith any 

provision to South Africa of arms and related materiel of all types. 

Apparently the Israeli representative was trying to hoodwink the Committee, 

because he failed to mention that according to a United Press International {UPI) 

report from occupied Jerusalem on 17 August 1981 the Zionist Minister of Finance 

had appealed to the United States of America to stop competing with Israel in the 

export of arms to South Africa. 
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(Mr. Al-Sahaf, Iraq) 

Also, as usual, the Israeli representative disregarded the United Nations 

resolutions and he tried to fool the Committee by omitting what was mentioned 

in paragraph 8 of the report of the Special Committee against Apartheid, 

which mentions a visit by Israel's Minister of Defence, Mr. Sharon, to the 

scene of operations in Namibia in December 1981. Moreover, the Israeli 

representative seemed to forget that Mr. Sharon had addressed an appeal 

to the United States and other countries of the North Atlantic Treaty 

Organization to step up their supply of arms to South Africa. He also seems 

to have forgotten what was mentioned by The New York Times on 14 September 1981, 

when that newspaper mentioned the existence of military and economic co-operation 

between South Africa and Israel. 

The report of the Special Committee against Apartheid also mentions a 

statement from an Israeli source that Israel is co-operating with South 

Africa to produce nuclear weapons and also delivery vehicles with a ran~e 

of 1 500 miles. 
' 
As for the United States representative, he expressed surprise at the 

fact that this draft resolution singled out Israel. I should like to remind 

him that the report of the Group of Experts on Israeli Nuclear Armament, 

contained in document A/36/431, states the following: 
11All the known nuclear facilities in the territories of the 

Middle East States are subject to international safeguards. The 

exceptions are ••• the Israeli research reactor " (A/36/431, para. 73) 

It seems that the representative of the United States wanted to put the 

victim and the aggressor on the same footing. 

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom): I should like to exercise my 

delegationvs right of reply to suggestions made by two representatives, 

during the discussion of draft resolution A/C.l/37/L.5l, that the United 

Kingdom had violated Additional Protocol I of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. 
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(Mr. Cromartie~ United Kingdom) 

I should like to assure the Committee once again that these suggestions 

are without foundation. Like the representative of Argentina, I have no wish 

to prolong the discussion of this subject 3 and I would refer the Committee to 

the fuller statement I made on 21 October during the general debate. 

Hr. TARI (Israel) (interpretation from French) : Once again we see 

that the majority of the initiatives by Iraq in this Committee are not based 

on the vrish to co:;:J.tribute to the solution of the fundamental and complex 

problems of the Mid,lle East or anywhere else. They are part of the ritual 

hostility of Iraq towa~ds the very existence of the State of Israel ever 

since its creation. This is shown in an amalgam of half-truths and lies, 

a systematic sabotaging of the peace efforts in the Middle East and also an 

attempt to upset the serenity and the effectiveness of this CommitteP 1 S 

work. Israel, for its part, will always be ready to promote and encourage 

any positive initiative, particularly in the I:-ti.ddle East. 

Ms. BOYD (Australia): Hy dPlegation this afternoon lodged with 

the Secretariat an amended text of the draft resolution on a comprehensive 

nuclear test-ban treaty, which was originally issued as document A/C.l/37/L.4o. 

He are informed that the new text will be available to delegations on 

Friday as document A/C.l/37/L.40/Rev.l. rhe revised text contains 

t>-ro additional operative paragraphs relating to the mandate of the relevant 

working group in the Committee on Disarmament. 

The meeting rose at 7 p.m. 




