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The meeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)
CONSIDERATION OF AND ACTION UPON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT

Mr. van SCHAIK (Netherlands}: I have the honour to introduce draft

resolution A/C.1/41/L.69 on agenda item 62 (b), "Report of the Conference on
Disarmament”. It is submitted by Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, the
Federal Republic of Germany, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Norway, Portugal, Sweden,
Turkey and the United Kingdom of Great Britian and Northern Ireland, as well as by
my own country.

The sponsors of the draft resolution hold the opinion that the spirit of
consensus that ultimately prevailed and the constructive atmosphere that this year
in the end led to a balanced report of the Conference on Disarmament, agreed by
congensus, should also be reflected in a resolution related to this report. In
fact, we fe:l that a resolution on the report of the Confarence on Disarmament
should fully reflect the consensus arrived at in that Conference.

In addition, we note that encouraging progress has been made during the 1986
session, particularly in the negotiations on a convention prohibiting the
development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons. Also in other
areas the Conference on Disarmamerit has played a useful and even essential role in
the consideration of disarmament matters. We recognize that many amongst us would
have wished that more progress had been made, but we feel that the ideas and
ambitions inapiring those delegations have been sufficiently dealt wlth in other
resolutions that focus on those issuesn.

We vish to assure all delegations that in our view the Geneva Conference on
Disarmament remains the single multilateral negotiating body operati g in the

framewoirk of the United Nations. I recall in this context the Secretarv-General's
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call for high-level attention to and expert participation in the Conference on the
part of Member States. As was sald in paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the
»pacial session of the General Asasembly on disarmament in 1978, ve are:

“deeply aware of the continuing requirement for a single multilateral

disarmament neqotiating forum of limited size taking decisions on the basis of

consensus® - which in fact means the Conference on Disarmament. (resolution

$-10/2, para. 120)

We sincerely hope that i* will be possible to agree here on matters on which
delegations of 40 countries agreed ahout two months ago in Geneva. We sincerely
desire that the present draft resolution be adopted by this Committee by

consensus,
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Mr. ALZAMORA (Peru) (interpre:ation from Spanishj: It is an honour for
my delegation this afternoon to introduce two drafc resolutions. The first is in
document A/C.1/41/L.66, under agenda item 60 (b), "Conventional disarmament on a
regional scale®, and is so far sponsored by the following countries: Bangladesh,
Bolivia, Cameroon, Chile, Colombia, Cost~ Rica, COte d'Ivoire, the Doriuican
Republic, Bcuador, Guyana, Jamaica, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Romania, Thailand,
Togo, Uruquay and Yugoslavia. The second is in document A/C.1/41/L.68, under
agenda item 61 (c), and deals with the establishment in Lima of the "United Nations
Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America”, within
the framework of the World Disarmament Campalan; it is sponsored by the following
countries: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, the
pominican Republic, Ecuador, Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Lvcia,
Suriname and Venezuelia.

A8 regards the draft resolution on conventional disarmament on a regional
scale, my delegation wishes to point out that, in essence, this is a relatively
brief text that seeks to ur .ate resolution 40/94 A, which was adopted by an
overwhelming majority, without a negative vote, by the General Assembly last year.
It does not modify the order of priorities enshrined in the Final Document of the
first special session of ihe (eneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, nor is it
inspired in an isolationist or disruptive conception of the negotiations on
disarmament, since we concelve these nejotiations closely linked. RAs I pointed out
in the Committee last yuar:

“By this proposal the sponsoring countries have no intention of replacing the

final objective of general and complete disarmament with supposedly selective

options, whether selactive in geographical scope or contents. On the

contrary, our aim is to give new momentum, through the regional approach, 1is
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nothing new, to the neqgotiations designed to bring about that final objective
while at the same time dealing with important pricrities related to
development und to the strengthening of the security of *hu countries
involved, and to the reduction of the general pace of the arms race at the

regional level."” (A/C.1/4C/PV.33, p. 12)

As may be seen from the tex. we have submitted, the first preambular paragraph
is intended to recall paragraph 1 of resolution 40/94 A, in which a series of
elements is summed up, defining this regional approach to conventional
disarmament. Those elements are: favourable conditions at the regional levelj
strengthening of peace and security at a lower level of forces; appropriate
measures permitting arms limitation in the countries di:ectly involved; adoption of
a mechanism of verificatic that is adequate and satisfactory for all the countries
involved; and reaffirmation of the full effectiveness of the . urposes and
principles of the Charter.

As for paragraph 1 of the draft resolution, its intent is to reaffirm the
above-~mentioned resolution, which contains an additional four operative paragraphs
referring to substantive matters apelling out its scope and piacing it within the
framework of the progress made towards general and complete disarmament in the
ligyht of the primary responsibility incumbent upon tho nuclesar Pouwera and other
militarily important States.

Paragraph 2 expresses the firm suppcrt of tha General Asaembly:

"to all regional endeavours, as well as unilateral measures, directed to

strengthening a climate of mutual confidence which will make possible regional

agreements on arma limitation in the future”.

Paragraph 3 is procedural. Its purpose is to updace the availability of thy
Secretariat to provide its valuable assistance in the area of studies on reduction

of military expenditure and to call upon interested Statas.




MLG/lc A/C.1/41/PV.34
8

(Mx. Alzamora, Paru)

The same can be sald of paragraph 4, which proposes to include the item on
"Conventional disarmament on a regi. 1 scale” on the provisional agenda of the
forty-second session of the Ganeral Assembly.

The second draft resolution, contained in document A/C.1/41/L.68, on the
estabiishment in Lima of a "United Nations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament
and Development in Latin America®, fallas, as I have just said, within the framework
of the World Disarmament Campaign and, as such, seek3 the widest possible
dissemination of info.mation and unhampered access by all sectors of public opinion
to a broad range of information and opinion on issues relating to arms liwmitation
and disarmament, and on the dangers involved in all aspects of the arms race and,
in particular, nuclear war.

™e Regional Centre is viewed by the sponsors as a relatively modest step,
bearing in mind the serious financial difficulties now faced by the United
Natior . Hence it is not our intention to promote the creation of a bureaucratic
body with its own ad hoc infrastructure, but rather to take maxirmum advantage of
the resources currently available to the United Nations, including its
infrastructure in Lima. The Regional Centre for Latin America could become an
example of a new dynamic for better use of existing resources, seccoral
rationalization and cost-nffectiveness optimization.

The draft resclution I am introducing today has four preambular paragraphs and
five operative paragraphs.

The first preambular paragraph recalls resoluntion 39/63 J of 12 December 1984,
which lays the foundations for the establishment of regional and institutional
arrangements for the implementation of the World Disarmament Campaign.

The second preambular paragraph recalls the decision adopted by the Latin

American Council of the Latin American Economic Systemn at its twelfth regular
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session held at Lira on 16 and 17 October 1986 in which the oreign Ministers,
Ministers and Heade ot Delegation of the Latin Ameirican and Caribbean countries
reaffirmed their support for the establishment in Lima of a United Nations Ragional
Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America and requesated tle
Secretary-Ganeral of the United Nations to take the aecessary steps.

The third preanihular paragraph underscires the effectiveness and validity of
the regional approuch to disarmament, which is based on concepts enshrined in the
Final Document of 1973 that have been reiterated by the General Assembly in 1982,
1983 and 1984.

Finally, the last preambular paragraph refers to the Unjted Nations Regional
Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Atrica, established by the General Assembly in
resolution 40/151 G of 16 December 1985. On behall of the sponsors, my delegation
wishes to pay tribute in Africa for its pioneering initiative, which reaffirms the
traditional dedication “f its peoples to peace and juatice. With the I« & Centre
Africa ia providing an opportunity - to which Latin America would associate
itself - to teach peac» and by way of academic thinking and regional dialogue to
dumonstrate the nsgative effects of the arms race upon development and the living
conditions of its peoplea.

As to paragraph 1, on the establishment of the Centre, it is important to note
that, without pre2judice to making the best possible e of ex..ting resources,
especially as regards the United Nations infrastructure in Liiaa, the sponsors
understand that basic support for the financial resources of the Centre would be
provided by voluntary contributions from Member States and from interastad
governmental or non~governmentsl orgarizations.

Paragraph 2 seeks to define the complementary work the Regional Centre may

carry out with regard to intiatives .ud activities of the Mamber States of the
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ragion for peace and disarmament and for the promotion of economic and social
development through appropriate reutilization of available resources. It also
provides for co-ordination of those activities falling within the World Disarmament
Campaign.

In pursuance of the provisions of paragrsph 1, paragraph 3 calls upon the
Secretary-General

“to take the nacessary administrative measures to ensure the establishment and

functioning of the Centre, including, to that end, the possible utilization of

the existing United Nations infraitructure in Lima with a view to the full

employment of uvailable resources”.

In consonance with the above, paragraph 4 contains an invitation to:

“Member States and interested organizations to make voluntary contributions to

the Centre”.
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Finally, paragraph 5 «:ontafns a procedural provision under which the
Secretary—-General is requested to reporu to tne General As:sambly at lis
forty-second session on the implementation of the resolution.

In view of tha non- coniroversial character of draft resolutions A/C.1/41/1.66
and L..68, my delegation expresses the hope, on behalf of the sponsors, that the
Committee will adopt them by consensus.

Mr. BUTLER (Australia): Tt is well known that the tirat remolation
adopted by the General Assembly of the United "ationa 40 years ago was on
nuclear-arms control. when historians look back at this nuclear aqe, thay will see
a continuum, a continuing striving by the international community to deal with
nuclear weapons.

That effo.t has trought into existence a good number of truly vital treaties
and internatinal arrangements, but the régime for nuclear-arms control ls not
complete, and the history of our efforts to complete it will sbow that the world
community has called with virtually cne voice during the last 30 years tor an end
to all nu lear testing, for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty as the means of
ensur ing that ban.

I have the honour today to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.72, entitled
"Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty”. Such a treaty would
provide for an end to all nuclear testing by all States in all environments for all
time. The draft resclution is sponsored by the delegations of Australia, Austria,
Cameroon, Canada, Denmark, Fiji, Finland, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Jamaica, .Japan,
Kenya, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, Papua New Guinea, the philippines, Samoa,
iingapore, Solomon Islands, Sweden and Thailand.

This draft resolution represents a new approach. It was devided in the same
way as previous draft resolutions, that is, on the basis of co-operation between

Austraiia and New Zealand, and then betwaen a wider group, a core group of
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co-sponsors. The new approach it represents hus two main aspects. First, we have
sought to remove from our draft resolutionn statements or declarations which, while
valid, are now part of the past history of this issue and need not necessarily be
directly recallad. We have done this because we beliave our draft resolution
should be as simple, direct and clear as possille.

Secondly, we have sought to take =ccount of important developments which have
occurred during the past 12 months. Thoge have included bilateral discussions
between the United States and the Soviet Union, the impo.tant work carried out
through the six-country initiative, the increased attention that has been given to
the need for the early implementation of interim measures lnading to a
comprshensive nuclear-test ban, such as the establishment of a global seismo’ogical
network and the work of the Conference on Disarmament's Group of Scientific Experts.

Those are t} . new aspects f our draft resolution, but if it has one central
point, one main characterist’ _ it is thiss {t is aimed at one single objective,
namaly, to advance practical work on & .omprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty. So
we have set aside the temptation to make mere declarations or to eseek to apportion
blame for past slowness in this field or to score political points.

We believe that the multilateral process of the United Nations and our work
here on disarmament should be rade effective. A key way to achieve that
s{fectiveness and to maintain the value of our draft resolutions is to do what we
co--sponsors. have done in this case: tn take account of relevant practical
realities, but to strive for the required and attainable progress.

That is the distinguishing mark of our draft resolution, and it is for that
reason that we ask all of those members of the Committee who truly support and,
indeed, y- arn for the e:cliest possible conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban

treaty, to rupport draft resolution L.72.
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Mr. MCDOWFELL (New Zealand): The representative of Australia has Jjust
introduced dAraft resolution A/C.1/41/L.72, "Urgent need for a comprehensive
nuclear -test-ban treaty®”. I spaak in support of that draft resolution.

Comittee members will be well aware that New Zealand and Australia, together
w'‘h a group of friends, have for many years taken the lead in the Committee in
promoting a draft resolution calling for the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban
treaty. It is an initiative to which we attach the greatest importance.

Nuclear testing has long concerned the countries of the South Pacific. Our
region has been used as a testing ground for many years by - succession of nuclear
Powers. We recognize, moreover, that nuclear testing is an issue of universal
concern. The conclusion of a test-ban treaty has been a ma‘or disarmament goal of
the international community for well over 25 years. We acre all aware of the
resolutions and other docuvments in which that goal is given expression.

In spite of the clarity with which the goal has been expressed, progress
towards its achievement has been dr~adfully slow. For the past three years the
Conference on Disarmament has been deadlocked over what kind of mandate should be
given an ad hoc committee under the nuclear-test-bar item. This situation i= very
difficult to explain to a Jisbelieving public. We must do something about it.

In this yesar’'s draft resolution we have taken avfreah look at the issue. We
want to get away from sterile arguments of the past over the implications of this
expression -~ that in sucl texts. We have focused directly on the objective and on
‘¢ steps thut might be taken to achieve it.

So, in the preamble, we have set the test ban firmly in the context of
disarmament eiforts. It is an integral and necessary part of the process of
getting rid of all nuclear weapons. Wwhile taking account of recent developments,

we have not - as my coll.ague from Australia has jngt pointed cut ~ laden the text

s
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with references to every resolution or precedent of relevance. They can be taken
as read.

The operative section is even more pured down and direct. We state the
fundamental importance of a test-ban treaty. We then set out the key message of
the draft resolution: the Conference on Disarmament is urged to commence practical
work on a nuclear-test-ban treaty at the beginning of ite 1987 session. Opurative
paragraph 2 (a) is the guts of this draft resolution.

Inr operative paragraph 2 {c) we suggest that the nuclear-weapon States agree
to interim measures with a view to realixing a test-ban treaty. I would note that
both the United States and the Soviet Union have reported that a series of such
interim measures was part of a wackage of proposals almost agreed at the Reykjavik

summit.
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In operative paragraph 3, we call on the Conference on Disarmament t:» take
fteps to establish an international seismic monitoring network. We believe that
such a network could provide an answer to the ongoing arguments about che
verifiability of a test-ban treaty by seismic means.

This drait resolution is a serious and, we hope, practical endeavour to get
some action. vt i# the hope of New Zealand and the other sponsors that the
approach set ou* in our draft will provide a way of getting around some of the
doctrinal - or {8 it theological? - arguments that have held up work in recont
years.

We ask for *he support of every member of the Committee for our draft
resolution. Some might argue that it is not strong enough on some points. Others
may find t too rich for their taste. We believe, however, that the approach
contained in it takes careful account of the positions of all members of the
Agssembly and prejudices none of those positions. We and our co-sponsors have
worked hard to produce a text we believe offers the prospect of a real step forward
on this most important disarmament issue. We commend it to the membership - indeed
to the whole membership.

Mr. FAN Guoxiang (China) (interpretation from Chinese): I hese asked to

speak to introduce a draft resolution concerning outer space. The item entitled
"Prevention of an arms race in outer mpace” has been on the agenda of the General
hasembly for five yeaxrs, but up to now the internaticnal cowmunity has failed to
conduct multjilateral negotiations on this important issue.

In the meantime, the trend towards expanding the arms race to outer space has
teen continuously growing. Such a situati 1 is extremely disturbing.

The Chinese Government has slways maintained that outer space, rather than
becoming an environment where the arms race is conductad, should be used

exclusively for peaceful purposes. At present, the most space-capable countries
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are competing with each other in research, testing and developing varietles of
space weapons. Once such weapons are deployed, it will be much more difficult to
reach agreements on limiting cr banning them.

Therefore, preventing an arms race in outer space has bscome a most pressing
task. Outer space should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes. In our view,
"peacaful purposes” means that any use of outer space for military purposes should
be prohibited. As a newly opened frontier for mankind's activities, outer space is
very similar to the Anta.ctic and should be treated as such. The definition of
"peaceful purposes” as contained in the preamble and article I of the 1959
Antarctic Treaty is clear-cut, znd we believe that the statement that “outer snpace
should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes® should carry no other meaning.

However, considering the complexities involved in satellites, the
demilitarization of outer space could not but be a long-tecm and final goal. As a
atep towards this goal, our pressing task is to prevent and prohibit the
weaponization of outer space -~ that is, there should be a comprehensive ban on
space weapons,

Up to now, the discussion of the question of outer space in the Geneva
Conference on Disarmament has been focusing on existing international legal
documents celevant tc outer space. Such deliberations are neceasary if they are
followed by negotiations on, and the drafting of, new international legal documents
to prevent, in a comprehensive way, the extension of the arms race to, and the
weaponization, of outer space. The reality is that the Soviet Union and the United
States either already possess certain types of space weapons Or are currently in
the procass of research and development of such weapons. The two countries have
major differences in interpreting the agreement reached previously between " hem.

This means that the exlsting international space regulations have big loopholes.
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Efforts to close them or to call on other countries to participate in su.. a
framework and abide by the requlat ms are not sufficient to prevent an arms race
in outer space.

The fmmediate task for the international communit; is to negotiate an
international agreement on the complete prevertion and destruction of space weapons
and request the countriea concerned to adopt practical measures to stop the arms
race, or at least to >void the worsenirg of the situation.

Based on these fundamental positions, the Chinese delegation, following the
practice of last year and the year before, has again this year submitted a draft
resolution concerning the prevention of an arms race in outer space
(A/C.1/41/1.4). 1Its thrust is as follows:

With a view to achievino the goal of prevention of an arms race in outer
space, it is highly advisable to consider adopting measures and conducting
negotiations on two fronts, simultaneously or separately: that is, on the complete
prohibition of all types of outer space weapon systems and on the prohibition of
the use or threat of force and any other hostile actions in outer space.

The Conference on Disarmament is again requested to establish an
ad hoc committee to negotiate relevant international agreements an an appeal is
addressed to all States pcosssssing outer space capabilitlies to refrain from
developing, testing and deploying outer space weapons, 80 ar to create propitious
conditions for negotiations. 1In our view, this last point is of particular
importance under present circumstances.

We hope that this draft resolution by the Chinese delegation will receive
serious consideration bv all sides.

Sri lanka, Bgypt and 14 other countries have also submitted draft resolution

A/C.1/41/L.24 on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. The Chinese
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delegation endouiaan its purpose and basic content. We shall be happy to consult
and co-~ordinate with the sponsors.

We hope that, as we did in previous years, the Committee will adopt a draft
resolution with the widest support on such an extremely important issue as the
prevention of an arms race in cuter space. Let us make concarted efforts on behalf
of the international community.

Mr. CAMPORA (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The Argentine
1dalega':ion wishes today to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/(1/L.34 on “Prevention
of nuclear war®. The other «ponsors are: Algeria, Bangladesh, Brazil, Cameroon,
Colombia, Congo, Egypt, the German Democratic Republic, India, Indonesia, Mexico,
Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, Sudan, Uruguay, V=nexzue¢la, Viet Nam and
Yugoslavia.

Draft resolution L.34 is similar to those of previous years, although it
contains some new elements which, we hope, will serve to bring this important item
out of the inertia in which it has langui~hed in the Conference on Disarmament.

Once again the General Assembly is requesting tha Conference on Disarmament,
through this draft resolution, to undertake, as a matter of the highest priority,
1eqotiations with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate and practical

measures for the prevention of nuclear war.
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Several appropriate, practical measures have been proposed by some delegations
for the prevention of nuclear war. Among others we could mention a moratorium on
nuclear-weapon tests, compliance with nuclear-arms limitation agreements, the
unconditional renunciation of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against
nct.-nuclear--weagon States, foraswearing the first use of nuclear weapons, horizontal
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, and prevsntion of an extension of the arms
race into outer npace.

The following have also been mentioned us confidence-building measures that
may contribute to th. “revention of nuclear v i immodiate negotiation for the
peaceful solution of Aisputes between nuciear-weapon States in areas of tension
between such States or between such States and othersj; oxtension of existing
agreements 80 as to establish direct communication between nuclear-weapon States ir
times of emergencyj; and the creation ot crisis-management centres in .nuclear-weapon
States and countries which do not posress nuclear weapons, bearing in wmind that
during times ui uviisizs both kinda of countries may He of assistance in helping to
reduce the severity of the tensions.

As (8 well known, to date the Conference on Disarmament has been unable to
establish an ad hoc committee to conduct negotiations on the adoption of measures
for the p.evention of nuclear war. Possibly one of the reasons that have hampered
work in the Conferency on Disarmament towards starting negotiations on this item
has been the global nature of their presentation. It might Le thought that taking
up the item on the prevention of nuclear war in general terms raised difficulties
of precision about the specific aspects of the iasue to be dealt with. If that has
been the reason tor‘tho lack of progress on this item in the Conference on

Disarmament, draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.34 provides an opportunity to create an

et rerecepaaes.



HG/6 A/C.L/41/5V. 34
22

(Mg . Campora, Argentina)

ad hoc committee t« negotiate and adopt indlvidually measures to prevent nuclear
war, such as those I have enumerated earlier.

Thus draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.34 includes a new criterion the flexible
application of which would, we hope, facilitatae the agreement and co-operation of
the few delegations that in the past did not support the General Asaembly
resolution on the prevention of nuclear war.

Mr. PRANCESCHI (Italy): On behalf cf th- delegations of Belgium, Canada,

the Federal Republic of Germany, Iceland, .apan, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal,
Turkey, the United Kingdom and of my own delegation, T have the honour of
introducing draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.41 on the prevention of an arms race in
outer space.

May I first of all underline the impurtance attached by the delegations
sponsoring this draft resolution to the issue of the prevention of an arms race in
outer space, which plays a crucial role in the debates now taking place ln this
Committee and in the Conference on Disarmament, as well as in the bilateral
negotiations between the USSR and the Unitad States. We balieve it is rightly so
because arma-control issues related to the military 21se of space have a very
significant bearing on international stability and indeed are of great relevance
for internationa. peace and security.

Furthermore, we are deeply convinced that the exploraticn and use of outer
space should be carried out for the benefit of all countries, irrespective nf their
de jree Of aconomic and scientific development.

The sponsors also believe that, to facilitate agreement that will really
enhance strategic stability in view of an overall reduction of nuclear and
conventional armaments, issues concerning nuclear and sj-ace arms shouvld be

considered in their interrelationship. Thay sincerely hope that recent

R
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developments in the negotiations between the USSR wird the United States of America
will bring about progress, in spite of the complexities of the probiems involved.

At the same time, the sponsors are convinced that the multilateral and
bilateral processes are mutually complementary and that each can make a
constructive contribution to the development of the other. They fully appreclate
the fundamental role the General Assembly and the Conference on Disarmesment can and
mist play in identifying effective ways to prsvent an arms race in oute space.

May I also refer to the constructive debates that took place during the past
session of the Conference on Disarmament on the examination and identificstion of
issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, as well as to
existing agreements, proposals and future initiatives on this subject. We believe
that a very important analysis has been initiated in this area and we are looking
forward to the intensificat.on of our substantive work on these issues.

That is the background ag;lnnt which the sponsors: would like their draft
resolution to be viewed 1y other interested delegations. The draft resolution,
which is an expression of our thinking on issues related to the prevention of an
arms race in outer space, is not necessarily intended to conflict with other draft
resolutions on this subject; rather, it is an expregulon of a sincere willingness
to co-cperate with a view to achiLving consensus formulations in a spirit of
compromise and understanding. Our delegations have tried to identify the points on
which controversy should not exist and are fully prapared to consider positive
g''ggestiona by othar delegations in a common search for ways to achieve progress in
the field of arms control and disarmament.

I wish to conclude by expressing the most fervent hope that the efforts made
by the sponsors and their intention to avold controversy and promote co-operation

and understanding will be favourably received and that delegations will support
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draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.41. At the same time, we are open to co-operative
ef forts by others aimed at a single consensus draft resolution on the subject of
preventing an arms race in outer space.

Mr. ABDULSATAR (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic)s 1 should like to

introduce draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.46. This draft resolution deals with an
important aspect related to the work of the Conference on Disarmament.

After a long period of continuous work in that body it has become clear that
States attach great importa.ice not only to the Conference's work but also to its
result - achieving the noble objective of general and complete disarmament by means
of effective measures and procedures. For those measures and procedures to be
effective and global, taking into account all aspects of the disarmament problem,
the Conference's rules of procedure provide for the right of all States that are
not members to participate in its work and to present documents and studies to the

Conference.



RH/T7 A/C.1/41L/PV. 34
26

(Mr. Abdulsatar, Iraq)

This right has been laid down in accordance witn the purposes of the
Conference on Disarmament in order to provide all Members of the United Natlons
with an opportunity to contribute effectively to the success of neqgotiations to
bring about complete disarmament.

The importance of the universality of the Conference is reaffirmed in
paragraph 120 (g) of the Final Document of the first special geassion of the General
Assembly on disarmament, in which all Members of the United Nations are urged to
participate vigorously in the work of the Conference on Disarmament. We support
the adoption of the resolutions of the Conference by consensus, but we regret that
that is being interpreted in such a way that its members have been given the right
of veto, since the provisions of peragraph 28 provide that all States have the
right to participate in the Conference.

Indeed those provisions actually reaffirm the right of univsrsal participation
in the Confarence in order to produce effective international resolutions. We
believe that interpretations contrary to the rules of procedure are aimed at
prralysing that multilateral negotiating body. These interpretations would have
Lhe effect of undermining its principal goals. What is the point of the proseduras
adopted by the Conference to conclude a convention prohibliting military aggression
against nuclear facilities if an opportunity is not given to Iraq, the only State
whose peaceful nuclear facilities have been the target of military aggression and
if the Conference rejects this view and the comments and technical information it
produced as a result of the aggression agalust Iraq's nuclear facilities? There
would be very bad consequences for the Conference and its resolutions if these
interpretations are favourably viewed. such an impo~*ant question requires the
presence of the interested countries, and the participation of my country in
negotiations in the Disarmament Conference in order to consolidete the procedures

and the credibility of the Conference.
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As 1 have already said, the only way in which these actions can be interpreted
is as an attempt to use the Conference for propaganda purposes having nothing
whatsoever to do with its work and simply serving the policy of one particular
State that misuses the rules of procedure in order to satisfy its own interests in
disregard of the results and the possible consequences for that important body.

Thus this draft resolution underscores the need to prevent misuse of the rules
o1 procedure against any country and the need alsc for States to reconsider their
positior so as to consolidate the work of the (onference and effectively apply its
resolutions n.. undermine its work, which deals with the most important and
serious question of our time - that is, disarmament.

The preambular part of the draft resolution recalls r solutions of the
General Assembly on this matter a.d reaffirms universal participation in the work
of tha Conference in accordance with paragraphs 28 and 120 (g) and (h) of the Final

“ument or the tenth special session of the General Assembly.

Paragraph 1 reiterates the right of all States not members of the Conferance
on Disarvament to participate in the work of the plenary sessions of that body, in
accordance with the goals of the Conference and the recommendations of the Final
Document.

Paragraph 2 expresses regret that a non-member States has been deprived of its
right of participation in the work of the Conference on Disarmament at its annual
seasion of 198¢.

Paragraph 3 urges States member of the Conference on Disarmament not to
misuse the rules of procedure of the Conference 80 as to prevent States not members
from their right to artici.ate in the work of the Conferenc..

In introducing this drait resolution, which urges that non-members of the

Conference on Disarmament not be deprived of their right to participate in the
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success of diszrmament neyotiations, we express the hope that it will be supported
by the members so that sfforts to bring about general and complete disarmament will
be fruitful.

Mr. BUTLER thustralia):s 1 have the honour to introduce two further draft
resolutions in the #irxt Committee.

The first {s thal contained in document A/C.1/41/L.30, on the report of the
Disarmament Commiseion, It is sponsored by members of the Bureau of the
Commisaion, and I have becn asked, as Acting Chairman of the Commission, to
introduce it in the name of Australia, Burma, Cameroon, Ecuador, the PFederal
Republic of Germany, Hungary, Peru, Polar* and Uganda.

The fundamental purpose of the draft resolution is to enahle the Assembly to
take not:: of the report of the Disarmament Commission on its 1986 session. This
action is proposed in paragraph 1. The succeeding operative paragraphs draw
attention to some particular iasbas of note in the report of the Disarmament
Commission, and the Assembly is asked t( take equal note of those.

This draft resolution has been the subject of considerable and, one might say,
intensive consultations, and it certainly is the hope of mem! rs of the Bureau of
the Commisaion - that 1s, the sponsors of the draft resolution - that it will be
able to be adopted by conesnsus when the Committee coﬁes to the procese of action
on draft resolutions. In my capacity aus Acting Chairman of the Commission, I

certainly commend it te unananimous acceptance by this Committee.
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1 should now like to turn to the draft resclution contained in document
A/C.1/41/L.67 - and I want to make it very clear that in this case [ am speak ing
now in no other capacity than that of representative of Australia. This draft
resolution is on the subject of the notification of nuclear *ests and it has been
wubmitted %0 the Committes by the delegations of Australia, Camerocon, riji,
Finland, Ireland, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Samoa and Sweden.

This 18 & simple draft resolution and it rests on two basic considerationsa.
First, we who have submitted this draft resolution are committed to the o ject ive
of an e&rly and complete and to all nuclear explosions. T.e second fuadnmental
consideration that joins these iponsors tc  jether is our knowledge and recognition
that nuclear testing is a dangerous ac-ivity and one which, when it is carried out,
affects us all. Under these circumstances, it is our firmly held belief that all
of us have a right to kncw when and where and in what manner nuclear tests are
conducted.

This draft resolution makes absolutely clear our commitment to an early end to
all nuclear »xplosions. It is based on the recognition that nuclear testing has
been a fact for too many years - indeed for over 40 years - and remains a fact
today, and in the face of this fact we make the specific proposal that it would
make a significant contribution to alteration of that fact, to the aim of bringing
chout an end to nuclear testing, it we were able to require thcse States
concerned - that is, those that conduct nuclear test explosions - to make clear, as
is proposed in paragraph 1, to the Secretary-General of the United Nations within
one week of each nuclear explosicn the date and time of that explosion, tle exact
location of the explosion, the geological characteristics of the site of the

explosion, and the estimated yield of the explosion. We believe it would be
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important for the Se« ‘etary-General to make this information so communicated to him
imediately available to all States.

A simple cuestion can be asked about this; why would we want to do this when
our purpose is to bring about an end to all nuclear testing? wWhy should there be a
system of reglstering events we in fact want to see ended and disappear? The
auswer to the question is simple: It is precisely because wa want to see these
events end and disappear that we must create the mechanisms that will make that a
reality - the end to all nuclear testing. Those mechanisms obviously include a
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty, but for which purpose there must be adequate
means of verification. Now, we all know that amongst the means of verification
that are of immense importance will be a global seiamological network. One of the
pleces of information that will be required for objective veriticatica of an end to
tes: ‘ng, and for the effective implementation of a global seismological network.
will be precisely the information that this dr.ft resolution calls for until such
time as it will no longer be available because testing will have stopped.

I wan‘ed to address that concern quite directly because it is one that has
been raised. The question is: WwWhy should we have register for the notification
of nuclear tests when those tests are an activity we want to see halted? The
andswer is: Precisely because we want to see it halted, we must create the means to
bring that akout and one such means ~ until it is halted - is the most widely
available and complete public information on such tests ~ where they are conducted
and what their characteristics are - precisely so “hat e shall see the full nature

of the problem we are seeking to solve and find the means permanently to eliminate

tt.
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That is the purpose of this draft resolution. ~t remains for me now, on
behalf of the sponsors, to commend it to the Committee and ask that those who are
coricerned, as we are, to eliminate all nuclerr tests should join with us in
supporting it, the purpose of which is to take yet ar her step towards a permanent
end to all nuclear testing.

Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia)s Today 1 should like to introduce two draft
resolutions. Let me introduce first, on behalf of a group of sponsors consisting
of Algeria, Arguntina, Bangladesh, Brazil, Colombia, Cubs, Ecuador, Bgypt,
Ethiopia, Ghana, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Madagascar,
Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sweden,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zaire and Yugoslav'+, the draft resolution on tha report of
the Conference on Disarmament, contained in document A/C.1/41/L.51.

The sponsors attach great importance to the work of the Conference on
Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament.
They consider that the Conference has a very important role in negotiations on
priority issues of disarmament facing the international community today, such as
ceasation of the nuclear-arms race, nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear war,
a comprehensive nuclear-test ban and the prevention of an arms race in outer
space.

The sponsors would like %o register their plyasure and satisfaction with the
fact that during its session this year the Conference was involved in intensive
negotiations on specific issues on its agenda and that certain progress was
achieved on some of them.

At the same time, however, the report submitted by the Confarence this year
gives cause for serious concern. Yet another session of the Crnference has elapsed

without concrete agreements and another opportunity has been lost., The results
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achieved in some areas are atill below what i3 needed and what can be done in the
Conference on Disarmament. We cannot but express regret that, despite the efforts
of the great majority of its members, th. Conference has again failed to start
subatantive neqotiations on the most :mportant quest.ons of disarmament. Such a
state of affalrs is unacceptable for the international community, which has over
the years warned that the only way to ensure international peace and security and

avert nuclear war is substantive negotlations in the field of disarmament.
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The Conference has a very important role to play in the negotiating process.
Never has the demand of the overwhelming majority of countries to stop the arms
race, particularly the nuclear-arms race, been 80 unanimous and determined as it is
today.

The sponsors of the draft resolution note with pleasure the encouraging
progress achieved at the negotiations on a multilateral convention on the complete
and effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and on their destruction. We believe that all members of the
Conference will do all they can to speed up the negotiations and work out a draft
convention on this issue as soon as possible. The sponsors would liks: to emphasize
that the Conference should not be further denied the right to discuss the
substantive issues concerning the common destiny of menkind. Nothing is being done
to detract from the great importance of the bilateral negotiations of the
super-Powers, but they must be followe® by multilateral negotiations, an important
element of which, as is stated every so often, is the Conference on Disarmament.

The sponsors are confident that, as in the past, their draft resolution will
receive wide support from the members of the Committee as well as from the General
Assembly.

I should now like to introduce draft resoluvcion A/C.1/41/L.54 on the convening
of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament are, as
the sponsors of this draft resolution have pointed out on many occasions, an
expression of a common desire and efforts of the Member State to enlarge and
enrich the international consensus achieved at the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The two special sessions of the General

Assembly devoted to disarmament held thus far are the best proof that the United
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Nations is the irreplaceable forum for the active participation of Member States in
the elaboration of the strategy of the intarnational community in the field of
disarmament.

The inftiative for the convening of the third special session on disarmament
has been motivated by the desire and effortz tc reassert and enlacrge the consensus
of Member States on disarmament achieved at the first anc reconfirmed at the second
special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The non-aligned countries have initiated the convening of the special session
devoted to disarmament. Thaey are convinced that the United Nations should play the
main role and have the primary responsibility in the field of disarmament and that
only under the auspices of the United Nations can ways be defined that would lead
to the opening of the process of general and complete disarmament under atrict
international control. With that in mind, as well as the need for all members of
the international community to take part in the efforts to work out solutions to
questions that concern peace, security and the surviva - mankind, the Heads of
State or Government of countries members of the Non-Al igned Movement pointed out at
their recent eighth Summit Conference at Harare, Zimbabwe, that there is an urgant
need to determine the date of, and to convene, the th'rd special seasion of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

The aim of this draft resolution is for the General Assembly, in ac:ordance
with the resolution adopted at the thirty-eighth session, to establish the time for
the holding of the third special session devoted to disarmament and to decide to
start praparations for that session. In this context it is, inter alia, proposed
that an open-anded preparatory committee be set up which would prepare a draft
agenda, consider all relevant questions related to the third special session and
submit appropriate recommendations to the General Assembly at its forty-second

seasion. The draft resolution ulso invites Member States to inform the

o
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Secretary-General of their opinions on the iassues related to the couvening of the
third special session devoted to disarmament.

The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.54, on whos=: behaly I have the
honour to speak - namely, Algeria, Argentina, Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Ghana, India, Indonesia, Madagascar, Moro< o, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru,
Romania, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sweden, Tunisia, Venezuela, Viet Nam and
Yugoslavia - would like to express their confidance that. this time again, the
draft resolution they are submitting will be adopted by consensus, as has been the
case with all prior resolutions of the General Assembly of the United Nations
concerning special sessions devoted to disarmament.

Mr. TEJA (India): I should like to begin by making a brief reference to
agenda item 59. The effort to ban the use of chemical and biological weapons dates
back to far before the birth of the United Nations. This subject has been
considered as a separate agenda item since the twenty-fourth session of the General
Assembly, but while a Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, production
and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their
Destruction was put into effect more than a decade ago, a convertion on the
prohibition of chemical weapons still eludes us, in spite of the fact that an Ac
Hoc Working Group on this subject has been meeting for the past seven years in
Genava.

Chemical weapons continue to be maintained in battle readiness in the arsenals
of the some countries and have been used on a >arge scale in warfare in the past
two decades. We regret that both biologica! and chemical weapons wer-: not banned
at ths same time. There have Leen promising developments in the recently concluded
sesasion of the Conference on Disarmament, whare significant progress has been made

in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.
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We do expect that work to be carried forward for achleving an early conclusion
of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons and on their destruction.
Special responaibility in this regard rests with the States which have amassed
large quantities of such weapons.

My delegation would like to draw specific attention to some of the proposals
before us that serve to detract from what we all regard as an immediate and
pressing objective. Proposals that focus their main attention on such poripheral
issues as controlling the transfer of chemical substances would result in a
wasteful effort to set up a régime distinct and separate from the proposals that
are already on the table in the Ad Hoc Committee in Geneva. Such an approach would
draw our attention away from an immediate prohibition on chemical weapons and
destruction of existing chemical-weapon arsenals and their production facilities.
It will, instead, attempt to rogu;ate trade in chemical substances.

We are also not in favour of proposals that seek to establish
chemical-weapon-free zones in one or another part of the world, since we consider
it much better to eliminace, in the shortest possible time and once and for all,
chemical weapons everywhere.

We are gratified to note the positive results which have emerged from the
Second Review Conference of parties to tha bacter iological weapons Convention held
at Geneva ’n September this year. It was a matter of particular satisfaction that
the Conference adopted its recomm.ndations by consensus, including, inter alia, the
need for seeking institutional ways and means of assuring co-operation between the
developed and daveloping countries in the fiald of peaceful uses of recent advances
in biotechnology and genetic enyineering, especially in such areas as medicine,

public health and agriculture.
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As regards agenda item 60, after a careful examination of the number and type
of resolutions on sume of the areas covered under the topic of "General and
complete disarmament”, we have come to the conclusion that the ti- .aas arrived to
take stock of the unmistakable manifestation of a tendency to erode the prevailing
consensus in the various disarmament forums on conceptual issues, such as the
objective and principles of disarmament, best expressed by the General Assembly in
the Final Document of its first specisl session devoted to disarmament. My
reference here is in particular to tne large number of draft resolutions submitted
on conventional disarmament. Compared with two resolutions on this subject adopted
during the fortieth session of our Assembly last year, we have now five texts
before us. The objectives and principles outlined in the Final Document of ihe
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament are songht to
be altered in some of these draft resolutions. According to our judgement, these
new initiatives will deflect us from our basic and accepted priorities {n the field
of disarmament.

The goal of conventional and reqgional disarmament has so far been pursued in
the context of general and complete disarmament. The priorities of nuclear
disarmament and the p.evention of nuclear war have been consirared as well
established. No amount of resolutions on conventional disarmament can or should be
allowed to distort these well-established priorities.

Concern has been expressed over the fact that since the Second World wWar there
have been numerous armed conflicts that have been fought with conventional
weapons. To my mind, this represents a misreading of history. It does not
adequacely reflect the fact that many of these conflicts, which are now clustered
together under the rubric of conventional wars, were either anti-colonial struggles

or resulted from attempts to dominate and divide the world into contending
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strategic military groupings, blocs or alliances, and the build-up of military
bases, facilities and other speclal arrangementa conceived lun the context of
great-Power rivalry in various parts of the world. All this serves to agqravate
the prevailing international insecurity and should be equally addressed by us.

The Final Document of the firat speclal session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament also stated:

"Enduring international peace and security cannot be bullt on the
accumulation ~f weaponry by military alliances nor be sustained by a
precar ious balance of deterrence or doctrines of strateqgic superiority.”

(resolution 5-10/2, para. 13)

To t another example, one of the draft resolutions submitted under agenda
item 60 (c) states that "an objective of great importance is the eatablishment of a
stable balance of conventional forces®". The fact is that neither military balance
nor so-called strategic stability can be given any objective content. Notions of
stability and valance are inherently subjective and depend upon the secur ity
perceptions of different States or groups of States. Perceptions of so~called
imbalance or the need to restore an equilibrium, whether regionally or on a global
hasis, are often the justification for big Powers ind their allies in sewking the
continuation of the arms race and for interfering in different countries and
regions of the wald.

The promotion of peace and disarmament requires a network of co-operative
relationships among States rather than competiiive and adversarial relationships of
the kind that are at the base of the theory of military balance or satrateqic
stability.

Due to the paucity of time availab » to the First Commlttee, 1 cannot
obviously go intn all the aspects contained in the various Araft remolutiors on
conventional and regional disarmament. Suffice it to say that, for the reasonn

just outlined, we shall not be able to support some of these draft resolutions.
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Disarmament, to be effective, must be genoral and comprehensive, bo*h in
technical ard in spatial terms. Disarmament measures should encompass all varts of
the world. Regional arrangements to which only some countries are parties will
divert the arms race into other arzas. A regional disarmament{ agreement is by
definition difficu)% to negotiate because each potential party will be conacious of
the political and military relationships «ithin and outside the agreement.
Similarly, arms limitation or reduction efforts confired to a narrow c.tegory of
weapons, such as, for instance, naval armaments, will have similar limitatione: it
would alter the direction of the arms race but rot the pace at which it continues.
Partial approaches to global political problems tend to compound the problem
itself, prevent a real political solution and fail to reduce the risk of war.
Genuine disarmament, in particular nuclear disarmament, will alone create an
atmosphere conducive to securing lasting peace in different parts ot the world.

I should like to take this opportunity to say something on agenda item 62 (q),
concerning the study on de*errence. O che recommsadation of the Advisory Board on
Disarmament Studies, the General Assembly adopted decision 39/423 of
17 December 1974. requesting the Secretary-General to prepare a situdy under the
title: "Deterrence: its implications for Aisarmament and the arms race, negutiated
arms redv ‘tiona «nd international security and other related matte.s™. The Board
fur ther recommended that the study be carried ocut by a group of government experts.

The study on deterrence was conducted and its results were presented to us in
the report of the Secratary-General (A/41/432). Experts from Argentina, Egypt, the
Federal Republic of Germany, the German Democratic Republic, the Union of soviet
Socialist Rapublics, the United States of America and India made individual
contributions to this 3tudy. With the concurrence of the delegations of all these
countries, and in keeping with the usual practice ia respect of such studies, my

Anrlegation has proposed a draft resolution (A/C.1/41/L.74), requesting the
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Secretary~General to make the necessary arrangements for the reproduction of this
study as a United Nations publication and to give it the widest possible
distribution. The Secretariat has assured us that this would have no financial
implications. I hope, therefore, that draft resolution L,.74 will be adopted by
consensus.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I have the

honour to introduce draft decision A/C.1/41/L.62, sponsored by the delegations of
Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Bulgaria, China, Hungary, Indonesia, Mongolia, Sri
Lanka, Sweden, Yugoslavia and Mexico.

The draft decision addresses agenda item 62 (d), entitled "Review of the
implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the Genéral Assenmbly

at its tenth special session: Comprehensive programme of disarmament®.
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As is well known, in paraaraph 109 of the Final Documeant of the first opecial
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament the then Committee on
Disarmament -~ today tha Conference on Disarmament - was requested to unde:.ake the
eleburation of a comprehensive programme of disarmament encompassing all .neasuros
thought to be advisable in order to ensure the goal of general and complete
disarmament under effective international control became a reality in a world in
which the new international econcmic order might be strengthened and consolidated.

As may be noted in the report of the Conference on Disarmament in
document A/41/27, the Ad Hcc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament - of vhich I have had the privilege to be Chairman since it was called
the M Hoc Working Group - despite intensive efforts, was not able in the time
availabla during the 1986 session to resolve all outstanding issues. In view of
that, and bearing in mind that under resolution 40/152 D the Conference on
Disarmament had been requesi.ad to submit to the General Assembly a completa draft
of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament at its forty-first session, at the
suggestion of the Chairman, consideration was given to :he deairability of
continuing the work during the first part of the 1987 session with a view to
completing the elaboration of a draft of the Programme then and subritting it to
the feneral Assembly before the closure of the forty-first gession. Taking into
acoount the progress made during the 1986 sesaion, the Committee agreed to
recommend to the Conference that vork on the elaboration of the Programme be
resumed at the beginning of the 1987 seasion to coplete the Committee's task
during the first part of that session and s. mit the Programme to the Gener...
Asserbly at that time.

In this connection, I believe it is iLlso relevant to point out that the Eigutl

Coriference of Heads of State or Goveinment of Non-Aligned Countries, hold in Harare



/11 AR/C.1/41/PV. 34
47

(Mr. Garcla Robles, Mexico)

in Septemher 1986, referred to the General Assembly's decision at its first special
session devoted to Adisa) iament rela. ng to the elabora-ion of a Comprehensive
Programme f Disarmament and
"...called upon the Confersnce on Disarmament to resume its work in this
regard at the beginning of its 1987 session and make all efforts to conclude
it during the first part of this session, with a view to submitting a complete
draft of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament. to the General Assembly at

that time.” (A/41/697, annex, para. 42)

For that reason the delegations to which I referred at the beginning of my
statement believe it desirable to submit to the First Cummittee for its
consideration the Araft decision 1 am now introducing, through which the Assembly
would decide to keep open agenda item 62 (d) in order to allow the Conference on
Disarmament to conclude the elaboration of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmarant during the first part of fta 1987 session and to submit a complete
draft of the Programme to the General Assembly at that time. In that case the
General Assembly would resume its forty-first session on an appropriate date, as
required, for the consideration of the complete draft of the Programme. The
Conference on Disarmament would thus fulfil the request made of it by the General
Assembly in its resolutions 138/183 K, 39/148 T and 40/1%2 D to present a complete
draft of the Programme at its forty-first seasion.

In that -onnection, and in the light of what happened in previous years, I
should point out that other items on the agenda of the forty-first session of the
General Assembly also will no doubt also remain open and, consequently, the session

will no: be regumed exclu: »ly for the consideration of agenda item 62 (d).
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The fact that the report of the Conference on Disaruwament to whi<h I referred
earlier was adopted by consensus and that the sponsors of the draft decision I have
just introduced belong to all the groups naking up the United Nations give us, I
believe, good grounds to hope that the draft decision I have just introduced will
also be adopted by consensus.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

Th.e¢ Ci AIRMAN: T should like to inform the Committee that, following
consideration of che subject-matter by the Bureau initially and subsequently as a
result of consultations with individual delegations and groups of delegations, the
Bureau will be in & position later today to finalize the list of clusters on all
disarmament draft resolutions. It is my intention to circulate the list tomorrow
morning as a Chairman's paper.

Before adjoarning, 1 should like to mention that the following are inscribed
on the list of speakers for tomorrow morning's meeting: Egypt, Israel, Poland,
Ambassador Nissanka Wijewardane of Sri Lanka who will speak as Chairman of the Ad
Hoc Committee on the World Disarmamet Conference, Canada, Australia, the Pederal

Republic of Germany, Cameroon and Romania.

The meeting rose at 4.50 p.m.




