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The moeting waa called to order at lO.4S a.m.

AGENDA IfEMS 48 TO 69 (gontinued)

CONSIDERATION OF AND AC'rION ON DRAF'f R~SOLU'I\JtON~ ON I)Il:iARMAMll:N'r !'fEMS

The CHAIRMA"1. (interpretation from E'rf.nch) I This morning the li'irst

Committee will begin taking decisions on th: draft resolutions dealing with agenda

itema on ~islrm~~ent, 8ta~ting with the draft resolutions in cluster 1 of the

pro<;lramme suggested by the Chain draft resolutions A/C.l/42/L.5, L.31, L.45,

L.Sl, L.S6 and L.75.

Before proceeding to take decisions on those draft resolutions, I should like

once again to remind delegations of the procedure that will be followed during this

stage of the Committee's work.

Before taking decisionB on each of the draft resolutioro in any cluster, I

shall call on those representatives who wish to lntroduc'~ draft resolutions in any

cluster. With regard to the decisions to be taken on each of the categories,

members of the Committee will first have an opportunity to make any statement other

than an explanation ef vote, afterwards I uhall call on repr~sentatives who wish to

explain their positions or votes on anyone or on all the draft resolutions in any

~iven clustet'. After a decision has been taken by till:! Committee, 1 shall call on

members of the Committee who wiah to \itXplilin their positions or votes.

I would appeal to delegations once again und in t3l' rar dS ppssible to make

only one statement on the draft re~11utionu within a spe~ific cluster, while

respecting any other statement or relevant ftx~lanation ot ~ute. Accordinyly, I

appeal to members of delegations, in so far a8 possible, to make only on~ Htaten~llt

on all the items under consideration.

Before considering the rteciSlons to be taken on cluster 1, 1 ohall <.lall un

those delegations which are already inscribed on the speake[s' list for this

!n::!eting.

First, I call on the Hecretary ul the Committeu.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



BG/5 A/C. l/42/PV. 36
3-S

Mr. KH~ (Secretary of the Committe.) I I ahould like to inform the

Committee that the following delegations have become sponsors of the following

draft re.olutionsl A/C.l/42/L.3l, the Union of Soviet Socialiat Republic. and the

Byelorussian Sovi~~ Socialist Republic, L.Sl, Cuba, L.SS, the Syrian Arab Republ.ic,

L.S9, the Federal Republic of Germany, L.69, Burma, L.70, Burma, L.73, Sri Lanka,

L.74, the Congo and New Zealand, and L.76/Rev.l, the Netherlands.

The CHAIRMAN. (interpretation from French) I 1 now call on the

representative of Sri LanKa, who will speak in his capacity a. Chairman of the

Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference.

Mr. WIJEWARDAN~ (bri Lanka) , Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the

World Diaarmament Conferences 1 have the privilege, in my capacity aa Chairman of

the Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference and repr•••ntative of

Sri Lanka, to introduce, on behalf of Burundi, Peru, Poland, Spain and Sri Lanka,

draft resolution A/C.l/42/~.53, entitled "World Disarmament Conference".
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(Mr. Wijewardane, Sri Lanka)

The draft resolution reflects the result of activities which flowed from the

implementation of General Assembly resolution 41/61 of 3 December 1986. Members

will recall that although the aforementioned resolution renewed the mandate of the

Ad Hoc Committee on the World Disarmament Conference, no session of tne Committee

was envisaged to be held in 1987 since the members of the Committee felt that that

procedure would contribute adversely to the financial situation of the United

Nations. In resolution 41/61 the General Assembly requested the Chairman of the

Ad Hoc Committee to undertake consultations with the representatives of

nuclear-weapon States as well as with all other States in order to remain currently

informed of the development of their positions on the question of convening a world

disarmament conference. In that resolution the Assembly also requested the

Secretary-General to submit a report to the General Assembly at its forty-second

session on the results of those consultations. ~e secretary-General's report is

contained in document A/42/542 and Add.l, which is before the members of the

Committee. The Secretary-General has reported on the consultations which I

undertook in accordance with the mandate entrusted to me. I did so after

consultation with the officers of the A..i Hoc Commit:.tee on 24 April 1987. Following

the recommendations of the officers I dispatched notes verbales to the respective

nuclear-weapon States as well as to other members of the Committee requesting

information concerning the positions of their Governments on the question of

convening a .~rld disarmament co~ference.

Under draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.53, the General Assembly, after taking note

with satisfaction of the report of the Secretary-General, WOUld, inter alia, renew

the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee and request it to continue to maintain close

contact witb the representatives of the nuclear-weapon States in order to remain

currently informed of their positions on the question of convening a world

disarmament conference, and to consider any relevant comments and observations
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(Mr. Wijewardane, Sri Lanka)

which might b. made, especially having in mind paragraph 122 of the Final Document

of the Tenth Special Sossion of the General Assembly. The Aswembly would a180

request the Ad Hoc Committee to submit a report. to ~t at its third epecial •••• ion

devoted to disarmament and for this purpose in ope~ativft paragraph 6, it.

"Requests t~e Ad Hoc Committee to hold one session in 1988 of two days'

duration for the preparation and adoption of its i::..port te· the third special

session (of the General Assembly) devoted to disarmament."

By way ~$ clarification' dt me say that the sponsors of the draft r.solution

do not propose to have on. sesaion with two cons.cutiv. days of me.tings in 1968.

The proposal that we are placing before the Committoe for 1988 is to allow the

Ad Hoc Committee to meet on two s.p3rate dates sp~ead ouL ov.r a c.rLain period so

that the Ad Hoc Committee could addless itself to the organizational aspects of its

work on the first day when the Ad Hoc Committee meets in 1988 and then, at the

second stage of the 8es8ion, namely, on another day of weetin~., it could consid.r

and adopt its report to the General Assembly at its third sp.cial session devot.d

t.o disarmament.

It will be seen that in this draft resolution no specific provision i8 being

made i:.o include in tne provisional .Agenda of the Ganeral Assembly' c forty··third

session the item entitled "World Disarmament Conference" as we would ~llow the

thira special session on disarmament to make its own recolrumendations on thia

subject-matter.

On behalf of the sponsors I would like to recommend draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.53 for adoption by consen~us.

I should like at this point to exprel:is appreciation 0 the co-operation and

assistance of Member ~tates who have followed annually the clcliberations of the

Ad Hoc Conunittee and extended their full co-o::>eration to the Chairman and officers

of the ConuIlittee. 1 would be failiny in my ~uty it 1 did n~t recoqnize espftcially
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(Mr. Wijewardane, Sri Lanka)

the able assistance I have receive I'rom Mr. Kazimierz 'l'omavzewski ot Poland, who

as Vice-Chairman, has assisted me in our deliberations. At the same time I wish to

acknowledge the exemplary work done by Mr. Pablo Barrios of Spain, who as

Rapporteur continued the commendable work done hy his colleague,

Mr. Arturo Lacl~ustra, who because of a new assignmen~ had to res\qn from the post

of Rapporteur of the Committee.

On behalf of the Ad Hoc Conun::'ttee I wish once again to thank O\.\( distinguished

Secretary, Mr. S. Kheradi, who has continued to b~ the S~cretary of thi8 COIMlittee

for a long period of time, and his assist~nt, Mr. Zaleski, and the other m~mbers of

the Secretariat, especially those f~om the Department for Disarn~ment Affairs, who

have with their customary efficiency and courtesy made my task and that of the

officers of the Committee as smooth and easy as p~ssihle.

The CHAIRMAN (interpret.ation from French): I call now on the

representative of Sweden, who will intr0duce draft resolution A/C.l/4~/L.40.

Mr. EKEUS (Sweden): I wiah to introduce draft re!'lOlur.ion A/C.l/42/I,.10

on "Naval armaments and disarmament". I do so on behalf of the delegatlona of

Australia, Austria, China, Finland, France, Iceland, Indonesia, Mexico, Peru,

Sri Lanka, YugoslaVia and my own country, S\"/eden.

The General Assembly last year recalled the requel:>l it had made ;'0 the

Uisarmament Commission in 1985 to consider the issues contained in the United

Nations :.tudy on the naval arms race (A/40/535) with d view to fdcilitating the

identification of possible measures in the fiE'ld of naval arms reductions -'lnd

IJisarmame~t pursued within the framework ot progress towards general and c0mplete

disarmament, as well as confidence-building meaI3U[t)b in this field. In so doiny

the Disarmament Commission was asked to take Lit 0 account. a 1.1 other relevant

proposals also.
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(Mr. ~k~u8, Sweden)

Puring its 1987 sesion the Disarmament Commission continued its con~ideration

of the issue. The meetings held resulted in a number of substantive findings and

recommendations on the sUbject. These are contained in a working paper by the

Chairman of the Commission (A/CN.lO/102), which met with the approval of all the

delegati,ons participating in the substantive consultations and which in their view

could form the basis of further deliberations on the subject. In this context I

should like once again to express our deep appreciation to the ledder of those

consul.tations on this matter in the Ltsarmament Commission, AmLJassador Ali Alatas

of Indol'\esia.

I wish also to quote the following from tnat document, reporting on the

results of this year's work on the matter:

"Participants reaffirmed th~t the significant elements and principles

that were identified in the paper arising from the consultations held in 1986

(A/CN.lO/8)) remained valid and provided a good baSiS for further

consideration of the subject. It was acknowledged that, as stated in the

Final Document of the Tenth Special Session, in the task of achieving the

goals of nuclear disarmament, all nuclear-weapon Stales, in particular those

among them which possesti the most important nuclear arsenals, bore a special

responsibility, and that States with the largest military arsenals also had a

special responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional arms

reductions: these principles were equally applicable to the naval dimension

of the global arms race ~nd related issues.
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(Mr. ~keu~, Sweden)

"It was recognized that, as stated in the Study on the Naval Arms Race,

naval forces are not independent of other military forces and that they should

be considered in their general military context. There is no such thing as an

independent naval balance or parity. By the same token, the reductica of

naval nuclear forces and naval non-nuclear forces falls within the framework

of nuclear and conventional di~armament respectively, and therefore should

follow the gen~ral approaches of nuclear and conventional disarmament efforts.

"There was a widespread concurren~e of view that, at this stage,

confidence-building me~sures of various kinds, both in the global and the

regional context, would be more amenable to further consideration and possible

negotiation in the appropriate forums. It was recoynized that the fundamental

feature of the global maritime environment, both mllitary and non-military,

was freedom of navigation a~d that naval confidence-building measures should

be in harmony with current law of the;ea.

"In this regard, suggestions of initiatives that might be of relevance

included: extension of existing confidence-building measures to Seas and

oceans, especially to areas with the busiest sea-lanesJ prior notification of

naval act.vities, the invitation of observers to naval exercises or

manoeuvres, limitations on the number or scale of naval exercises in specific

re'lions, exchange of information on naval Inattersl greater openness on naval

matters in general, strict observance of existing maritime measures designed

to build confidence.

"It was felt that the possibility should be pursued of negotidtinq a

multilateral agreement concerning the prevention of incidents at ~ea beyond

the terr:'torial sea in addition to existing agreelllents. A multilateral

agreement of this nature shuuld be formulated in such a way as to respond to

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



HM/7 A/C.l/42/tlV.36
12

(Mr. Ekeus, Sweden)

the needs of all interested nations for enhancinq safety at sea without

diminishing the traditional freedom of navigation.

"A number of participants highlighted the benefits to be derived from the

maritime as~ects of existlng proposals for zones of peace in certain r~9ions,

together with recent developments such as the declaration by the General

Assembly of a zone of peace and co-o~eration in the South AtlanclC. The

positions of participants on this issue were noted.

"!."urther discussion took place on the issue of the practicability of

npdating some of thp. existing laws of sea warfare. In this connection

sp'!ci.fic mention was made of the possibility of updating the Hague

Convention VIII of 1907 of Laying of Automatic Submarine Contact Mines, and

the possibility 0f further work on the development of international law

con~erning exclusion zones with particular reference to the safety of

non-belligerent vessels engaged in peaceful maritime activities. It was noted

that these issues need extensive consideration in the appropriate forums.

"In the consideration of possible measures, it was suggested that a

useful way of categorizing such m~asures wa~ by identifying the objectives or

purposes that they would serve. In this recard such objectives as peacetime

security, security for non-military activities at sea and seaboard security

could well be achieved through effective and relevant contidence-buildiny

measures.

"It was recognized that the harmful effects that c0ntlict at sea could

have on the freedom of naviqation and other uses of the sea, in accordance

with current international law, for States neutrai to or otherwise not

involved in an ongoin'.] conflict, have been amply demonstrated in recent

yea"s. 'l'he maintenance of freedom of naVif)dtion .:ind other useb of the sea is
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(Mr. ~keus, Sweden)

an im~ortan~ vbjective for all States neutral to or otherwise not invol.~d in

such conf Hcts.

"'fhe proliferation of nuclear weapons at tiea, particularly the aSl,>ect of

geographical dispersion of such weapons, has given rise to mountin':l concern on

the part of many States. It was recognized that most strategic nuclear

weapons are already the JUbject of certain bilateral negotiations. The view

was expressed that early consideration should be given by States to effective

meaSl.1res of curtailing thp numbers ~·.d deployment of tactical nuclear weapons

at Aea but some participants noted that such weapon~ could not be seen in

isolation from the overall milit~ry balance.

"P~rticipants felt that the subject of na"al armaments and disarmament

should continue to be the SUbject of further discussion by the Disarmament

Commission at its next ~ubstan~ive session." (A/eN.iD/102, p~ras. 5-15)

That concludes ;ny presentation ot the report from the United Natiorw

Disarmament Commission.

Draft reE-olution A/C.l/42/L.40 is of Cl procedural character. In it the

Disarmament Commission is requested to contirue, at its forthcoming sesaion in

1988, undeL :he agenda item "Naval armamentD and disarmamerlt", the sUbstantive work

it has begun and to report on its deliberations and recommendations to the General

Assembly not later than at its forty-third session.

On behalf of my own delegation and of those of the co-sponsors I wish to

coremend this draft resolution to the full support of the COlOloittee.

'rhe CHAIRMAN (interpretation from l"rench) ~ 1 now <':<111 on the

representativ~ of Mexico, who will introduce three drdtt resolutiuns.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



RM/1 A/C.l/42/P'J.36
14-15

Mr. ljAHCIA H~)flLgS (Mf!xico) (interpretation from Spclnish): 'roday, I hav~

the honour of introduciny thre~ draft resolutions 01 which the delegation of Mexico

is a sponsor along with var ious othlH delegations, which 1 shall id"ntlfy in each

case.

The first draft resolutlon, A/C.l/42/L.50, pertains to the World Disarmament

Camp~ign. It is sponsored by 10 delegations: 3angladesh, ~yypt, lndone~ia,

Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lankd, Sweden, Venezuela, Yugosldvia and Mexico.

The draft resolution begins by recalliny that in the Final Document of the

first special ses~ion ot the General Asuembly devoted ta disarmament th' Asseml>ly

declared:

"It is eS3ential th"t not ouly ljovernmf~ntl:. l)ut iilso the [H:!opll?s of the

world recogni:le and understand the dangers in the present situation"

and emphasized the importance ·)f mobilizinq world public opinion on hehall of

d isarmdment.

'rho n'!xt thre(~ preamlJuldr piHdqrdplw recdll the seven main resolutionu aoopted

by the General Assembly on this subject, dS well as the main reports submitted by

the Secret.ary-Generdl, of whicll there are also seven, pertaininq to the samp Uisue.

'l'he nine operatlV(! paragraphs of the draft resolution are self-explanatory,

and I shall therefore COlll in:~ l'lyselt to reCOJTlmendlng that they be read cJnd tu

erhphasizing once aqdl' l/le !:Jtatement made by the Secretary-ljeneral to the eflect

that the co-operat lOll 01 all. State~ implies tha, adequate funds be made dV.Jilal>le

and that, consequently, the ~riterion of universality also applies to pledyes,

sillce a campaign will10Ul world-wide participation and fundlnq will have diffiCUlty

in reflecting that pr inciple 11\ its implementation.
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(Mr. Garc i a Hobloa f r.ltj~~~~~)

It is doubtles8 for this reason thdt the drafts

"Reiterates its regret that most of the Stdtea WhlCh have the ldryuut

military expenditures havH not 60 f3r made any fin~ncial contribution to the

World Disarmament CCinJpalgn".

Tho•• States as well as those that have ~s yet not announced any voluntary

contributions will have an opportunity to do so ~t the sixth United Nations

Pledging Conferen~e for the World Disarmament Cam~aign at the forty-thiro YBssiul\

of the General Assembly, as expressly pruvided for in the fifth paragraph of the

draft resolution.

Ttle second of the three drafts to Wh1Ch 1 rt!ferred at the lJt!yinniny of lily

statement is contained in document A/<.:.1/4.l/L. S7, and deals with the implclol~nt<ltion

of General As~embly resolut ion 41/60 L on cl nuclear-army t reeze. 1t 1S ~;pom;urud

by Indonesia, Pakistan, Peru, Sweden clnd MeX1CO.

I\s with the previous draft, I need not cOlllloent on the content oi tlli~; dralt

, , 11 f"tO i [ atl"'ll therefore cunL lne IllY:w lLb.either since a careful readlny Wl su ce. y

elllphllsizinq, as was clearly stated in the I"inal Document ot. the 'l'enth ~;peGl,!l

Session of the General Assembly ddopted in 1~7ij, and (1S is recalled in ttH~ P(f~(llllbLf!

of the draft reso1'ltion, that,

"existing arsenals of nuclear weapon:;; ar~ more than sufficient t.o r!\!:,troYJ1L

life on earth".

I think it is also worth emph~siziny that'

"a nuclear arms freeze, while not an end in itself, wo~~d constitute the nWDl

effective first st~p to pr~vent the contloued incredse and qu,lltdtlve

improvement of existing nuclear weaponry during the pE:riod When the

negotiations take place".

And, finally, that, as the draft continues:
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(Mr. Uarcia "obles, Mexico)

"the application of the sY8t~ms of surveillance, verification and control

already agreed upon in some previous cases would be sufficient to provide a

reasonable yUalAntec of faithful com~liance with the undertaking derived from

the free:l:lil c, •

The third and last of th~ draft rasolltions that 1 referred to is the one

pertaining to item 66 (n) of the agenda, entitled "Comprehensive proqramme of

disarmament", contained il'! document A/C.l/42/L. 51. I t is BtJonsored by Alger h,

Argentina, Australia, uangladesh, Indonesia, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden,

Venezuela, Yu~oalavia and Mexico. Tu those countrles, as announced by the

secretary of the Committee, we would a~j Cuba.

'rhe dr"ft reoolution is very l:Ihort ",nd there are only two operative

paragraphs. In th~ first, regret is expressed that the Conference on Disarmament

was unable to complete the elaboroltion of the eOlllvrehenaivt! progral1lllltt of

disarmament in 19U7 and to submit a draft thereof tu the ~eneral Assembly at its

fo: ~y-fir8t session.

The second paraqrdph of the draft is to the efteet that the Assemblyz

"Urges the Conference on Disannament to resume thf:: war k. on the

elaboration of the cOhlprehensive proyramme of disarmament at the outset of it.

1988 session with a view to resol~ing outstandinq issues and concluding

negotiations on the programme in time for its submission to the Uanera)

Assembly at its third special sesslon devoted to disarmament, and, for that

purpose, to re-establish its Ad Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme

of Disarmament."

In lily capacity as Chairman 01 the Ad Hoc Committee that dealt with that

wubject I submitted the report of that Committee to the Conference on Disarmament.

on 27 August 19ij7, and stated, in referring to the rt!conunendatlOn made by the
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Committee - which is the same recommendation dS the one contained in the second

paragraph of the draft resolution that I have quuteu,

"For this recommendation to be able to attain its objective, I consider

it my1uty te.;, state cateljorically that i. will be e:,H~onti.ll tlli.it tiOIllO of the

mAmbars of the Committee and, in several cases, it is a matter ot one or two

of thelll, tu mntiity the conduct that they had in the year of the work of the

Confen;~lce whit I1 is now drawing to a close. 'fhiy line of conduct productld,

amony other things, the situation wher~by the 35 ~airs of sq~are brackets chat

the report had - and which was submitted by the Ad HO£. Committee on the

Comprehensive Programme ot Disarmament, WhiCh the Conference transmitt.ed te.

the Genera 1 Assembly at its forty-first session in document co/7:ltj o( :.l6

AucJust 19tj6, and WhiCh served as a basild for our work - tar trom bl~in(J

reducad, increasE1 to a fiqure that was three times ao big, becauae now the

draft that I am presenting has 97 pairs ot squ~re brackets."

The Bponaors of draft resoluton A/C.l/4:l/L.51 are convincl·d U.at existing

circumstancen m~ke it highly desirable tor th(> i"irst COllllllittn~ to ddopt this uraft

unanimously to show that it is not futile to have an itt!1lI on the draft agenda of

the third upecial session devoted to disarmdment - item 1 I - that lS, dn item

totally devoted to the comprehensive pt'oqrallune ol diuarmument.

Mr. UUM~VI (Uhana): My deley~tion would like to propose an amendment to

operative paragraph 1 (a) of draft resolution A/C.l/4l/L.7~/Hev.l.

Before doinq so, however, I should lik~ to make a briel comment on the draft

as a whole. The delegation of Ghana shares the general view, eloquently expressed

in the statements of several deleyations, that the workinq methods of the ~'irst

Committee should ~~ rationalized.
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(Mr. Dumevi, Ghana)

\~e aluo t.tndor13e the v iew that the Committee a. a deliberative forum for

examining disaranamont and securHy iusues should approach its work in a much lOur

businesslike mdnnor. In our statement in this Committee on l~ October, the Uha..

deleg,ltion went to qreat l.cn']ths to empha~ize that concern. In particular we

stated that, in the interest of the Committee's maximum etfectiveness and

efficiency, the mat

seriously and to '

of the proliferation of resolution. should be addressed

~nrl we supported the view that resolutions should be

regrouped and that the clust~ring begun by the Committee some years ago anould be

diligently pursued.

However, ttw lihana detel]a~i()n feels that in 80 doin9 we do not have to

approach our work by !ltillJlJerinq resolutil)ns. 'l'hat, in our view, may woll be the

Hrst Atvp in qivlnq ,:I (.w~.:tmt burial to certain items with which Bome delegations

might have Jifficulty. In briel, we do not think the way to improve the

Committee's workln'J \I1ethods i:~ to elllbilrk 0;,\ U ~r()(:ess that would lead to the

deletion of cert.li.l\ dlJunda it(!ll1s. In our view, thtlt appro.lch 111 tantamount to

abdication 01 reuponnibillty.

'l'lIe Gnana dclf'qdtiun theteftHI:' pr')I:JO!les the [ollowing amendment to

subpuragraph (a) u[ opcr,ltivc paragraph 1 at draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.7b/Hev.l:

insert i1 Hemi-colon alt<>r the word "pof.sitJle" in thti second line and delate the

balance of the 8ubparaqrapll. Th~ aubparagraph would therefore read au lollowu:

"The agenda of the Pirst Committee should ba rationalized by grou~ing or

merging relat(~d items to the ext<!nt possible,".

In conclusion, allow me to state that my delegation is available for

consultations with the Hponoors of draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.76/Rev.l if they so

desire.

'fhe Cl!/\IHtt1l\~ (interpretation from French) I The Committee will now take a

decision on the draft rerwllltlom; in cluster le
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('l'he Chairman)

First 1 shall call on the delegations wishing to make statements other than

explanations of vota on the draft resolutions in cluster 1.

Mr. 'l'EJA (India) I I should like \:.0 comment on agenda item 66 (a) and (b)

relating to the re~orts 0f. the Disarmament Commlssion und the Conference on

Disarmament, submitted in dorume~ts A/42/42 and A/42/27, respectively.

In the United Nations Disarmament Commission this year, althouyh the aqenda

was longer the time available to U8 was much sh~rter. It is a matter ot ~ome

regret that, once again, we wert! neither able to conel,,,le our work on the .:lgt>nda

item relating to consideration of various Aspects of tht! arma ract!, in particular

the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, in order to ex~edite neyot~ationB

aimed at the effective elimination of the dang~r of nuclear war, nor able to

elaborate a general approach to negotiations on nuclear and conventional

disarmament within the framework of, and in accordance with, the priorities

established in the Final Document of t~e firdt special seasion of the General

A8sembly devoted to disarmament.

On some of the other long-standing issues relatlng to the reduction of

military budgets and South Afr ica I e nuclear capabi 11 ty, proqress Wl'ui leS8 than

satiBfactory.

In thoee circumstances, given the fact th.. t. the time available for tie

deliberations of the United Nations Disarmament Commission is limited, it would

seem difficult to do it justice it more an~ more items continue to be added to its

agenda. At the same time, it ia clear that the DiSarmament Commission as the

deliberative body needs to tack.!.e squarely the iJrior 1ty i812ues icJentif ied 1n the

Final Document, even though they may no have e~sy solutions.

This year the single largest grou~ ~~ draft resolutions relates to nuclear

i~sues\ the cessation of the nuclear-arms race, nuclear disarmument, the

nuc':'ear-w ~apon-test ban, the pruhibition of nuclear war, and !w on. Such an
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(Mr. Teja, India)

emph~ais i8 a clear indication of the prloritiea to which we ate expected to adhero

within both the United Nations Dbarmament Commil'lsion and the Conference on

Diaarmllment.

However, once again the Conference on D:l.sarlllament waa not able to establ ish

ad hoc committees on any of the nuclear-rolated agenda itemc. It waa hoped that,

following the exercise of an informal exchanye on the cellsation of the nuclear-armll

race during 1986, it would be p0aslble to deal with ~he lsaue in ~ more appropriate

structure, that of an ~d hoc committee - but tnat did not provo pOl'l8ible. To try

to set up info~mal atruotures with non-negotiating mandatus is, in my delegation's

vi~w, an attempt to avoid the obliCjations impolled on the Conteren~f! on Uis.Hlllament

~nd its role as the sole multilateral negotiating forum.

At the same time, the arms race haa continued unab&ted ~nd now threatens tll

enter into the cHmenaion of outer apace. A new qenerat lon of waapona, wh iell seeks

to blur the distinction betw••n conv4tntional and nuclear wCllllpons by making USI:! ot

highly Bo~hhticatod technologi•• , is likely to appear during the forthcoming

decade. In the face of such a reality, it ls irnperatlve that we reaouble our

efforto to ensure that the priorities estabU.hecJ in 1978 ar. maintained, and tllolt

both the United Nation.. Disarmament Commhsion and the l:onference on Uisarml.tllltmt

function effectively to discharge the responsibility 9iven them by the ~eneral

Assembly.

In a world where the de8tir,itls of all nations have become increasingly

interlinked it is natural that the maintenance of international ~eace an~ s~curity

celn take piac*, onl~' through colleotive re.ponsibility and action. My deleqat Ion

hopea that such a realization w111 enable us to overcome the impaase that has fdeed

llS recently in thtt United Nations Di.armament Commission and the Conference on

uiaarmament on some of the crucial items.
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The CHAIR~~N (interpretation from French) I I shall now call on

delegations wishing to explain their p05i~ions betore the vote.

Mr. MADSI!;N (l>enmark) ~ I I:lln epee-king on behalf of the 14! member States of

the European ~ommunity in explanation or our vote on draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.56, entitled IIReduction ot: miUtary budgets ll
• The Twelve addressed this

agenda item on :l8 October and I shall now make only a brief comment.
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(Mr. Madsen, De~mark)

The ~~elve support the draft resolution. Members of the European ~ownunity

have contribu~ed substantiallY to the negotiations in the Disarmament Commission

and we have consistently supported the endeavours to reach Agreement on the

principles that should govern the further actions ot States in regard to the

freezing and reduction of military bUdgets. Accozdingly we support the request

contained in operative paragraph 4 of resol~tion A/C.l/42/L.56 that the Disarmament

Commission should continue the consideration of the item and, in this context,

conclude its work on th~ last outstanding paragraph at its 19~ij substantive session.

As the Twelve have stated on several occasions, it is assential that the

principles of transparency and comparability be acce~ted by all parties to any

negotiation before there can be meaningfUl negotiations on the freezing and

r~duction of military budgets. Tne elaboration of agreed methods of measuring and

comparing military expenditures betwe&n different periods of time and between

countries representing different regions and different budgeting systems are

important prerequisites for the achievement of agreement on reductions.

The United Nations reporting matrix as established through General Assembly

resolution 35/142 B provides a framework that will enable States to supply

information abo~t their military expendit~~es in the ~tandardized form. We welcome

the fact that since 1986 another five States have been participating in this

reporting syst~m. In the interest of greater transpar~ncy and comparability, we

urgently call upon all States to participate in the standardized reporting system.

We hope that the United Nations D~Barmament Commiss~on will be able to

finalize the draft principles at its 19B8 session and solve the outstanding issues

concerning the principles of transparency and comparability. We assume that the

Disarmament Commission can complete this question in time and will be dble to

transmit its recommenddtions to the General Assembly at 1ta third speCIal 6ess~on

devoted to disarmament. The Twelve consider thdt it is important that this

question be included 1n the agenda uf the c~ning special SeSS10n.Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French). If there are no further

speakers wishing to explain ~heir positions or voteR before the vote is taken, we

shall. now take a decision on the draft resolutions in clu.ter 1.

Under agenda item 62 (a), -General and complete disarmament-, we received

draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.S, entitled -Prohibition of the development,

production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons-. This draft resolution

was introduced by the representative of Hungary at the 24th meeting of the First

Committee on 28 October 1987. Its sponsors are ~ustralia, Hungary, Indonesia,

Japan and Sweden.

The sponsors of the draft resolution have expre.sed the wish that the

Committee adopt this draft without a vote. If I hear no objection, I shall take it

that the Committee wishes to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.S was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French). We .hall proceed to agenda

item 53, "Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain

Conventional Weapon. Wt.ich May Be Deemed to Be Exce•• ively Injurious or to Have

Indiscriminate Effects-. The draft resolution submitted under this item is

A/C.l/42/L.3l. It was introduced by the representative of Sweden at the 34th

meeting of the Committee on 6 November 1981. The sponsors of thlS uraft are

Austral!a, Austria, Belgium, the Byel~russian Soviet Socialist Repub\ic, Cuba,

Denmark, Finland, France, Greece, Ireland, Italy, the Netherlands, New ~ealand,

Nigeria, Norway, Sweden, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam and

Yugoslavia.

The sponsors of this draft resolution have expressed the wish that the

Committee adopt it without a vote. If I hear no objection, I shall take it that

the Committee wishes to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A!C.l/42/L.3l was adopted.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): We proceed now to agenda item

66 (a), "Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted

by the General Assembly at its tenth special session". The draft resolution

submitted undeL this item is A/C.l/42/L.45, entitled "Report of the Disarmament

Commission". This draft resolution was introduc~d by the representative of

Bulgaria on 29 October. Its SplJnsors are Austria, Bangladesh, Bulgaria, Cameroon,

Canada, Denmark, Jordan, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Uruguay and

Venezuela.

The sponsors of the draft resolution have expressed the wish that the

Committee adopt it without a vote. If th, re is no objection, I shall take it that

the Committee so decides.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.45.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): We proceed now to agenda

item 66 (n) "Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions

adopted by the General Assembly at its tenth speclal session". ~he draft

resolution on the item is A/C.l/42/L.51, entitled "Comprehensivp. progra~ne of

disarmament". This draft resolution was introduc~d by the representative of Mexico

at the current meeting of the Fir~t Committee. Its sponsors are Algeria,

Argentina, Australia, Bangladesh, Cuba, Indonesia, Mexico, Pakistan, Peru, Homallia,

Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela and Yugoslavia.

The sponsors of the draft resolution have expressed the wish to have it

adopted without a vote. If there is no objection, 1 shall take it that the

Committee wishes to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.5l was adopted.
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'fhe CHAIRMAN (intelpretation frum French). We t'~rn now to <.agenda item

60, "Keduction of military budgets". The draft resolution submitted under this

item is A/C.l/42/L.S6. It was introduced by t.hc representative uf HOJn<.ania at th~

31st meeting of the First Conunittee on 3 November 1987. 'l'he sponsors of the draft

are Hangladesh, Indonesia, Ireland, Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Senegal, Sweden and

Uruguay.

The sponsors of this draft resolution have expressed the witih to have it

ildopted without a vote. If 1 hear no objectL)n, 1 shall takt. it thdt the Committee

wishes to dct accordin~ly.

D,~ft resolution A/C.l/42/~.56 was adopted.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French)z We shall now turn to item

62 (i) on general and complet;..! disarmament. 'rhe draa:t resolution, which is

contained in document A/C.l/4''-/L.75, is entitled "Review of the role of the United

Nations in the field of dL9anllilment". T~is draft resolution was introduced by the

representative of Cameroun at the 32nd meeting ot the Firet Committee on 4

Novembar. The sponsors are: Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Banamas, Barbados,

Belgium, Bolivia, Brunei Darussalam, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central

Afr ican Hepublic, Chad, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote <J' Ivoire,

Djibouti, Dominican RepUblic, Equatorial Guinea, ~ .• e Federal Republic of Germany,

Fi.ji, Ga""on, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Italy, Jamaica,

Japan, Kenya, r,esotho, Liberia, Madaqascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritar,ia, Mauritius,

Morocco, New Zealand, Niger, Panama, Philippines, Mwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis,

Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Sierra

Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan, Suriname, Thailand, Tngo, Trinidad and Tobago,

Ukrainiall Soviet Socialist Hepublic, UrucJuay, Vanuatu, Zaire, Zambia.

The sponsors o( this resolution have expressed the wish that it be adopted

without a vote. 11 I hear no objection, 1 shall tt'ke it that the Committee wlshes

to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.!/42LL.75 was adoPted •

.'rhe CHAIHMAN (interpretat ion from r~rench): We have now completed the

voting on the draLt resolution~ in cluster 1. I call now on those deleyations who

wish to explain their ~)sition on the draft reaolution6 jU6t adopted.

Miss SOLESUY (United Kingdum): 1 am glad to have been able to join the

consensus un draLt resolution A/C.l/42/L.45 dealing with the report of the

lJisarmament COnlmi!3Sion. My deleqation participates actively in the Commission and

has in recsllt years welcomed the sharper note of realism which has marked its

work. I wi!ih to m.,kp or\f~ !.pecit ic comment on p<Haqraph tJ o( toe draft resolution.
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I wiah to record the view of my Government that the reque.t for "full

provision ••• of interpretation and tranalation" ahould not be read to imply ~~.~t

every informal meeting held during the Commi.aion should be werviced in this

manner. Furthermore, it ha. become clear that t.he lack of v(lrbatim recorda has not

hampered the Commiaaion'a work. In our view, ,. ~lIin9 in the present draft

resolution constitutes a requeat that the.e re~ord8 be resumed.

The ~HAIRMAN (interpretation from French) I The Committee will now take

up draft re.olutions in cluster 2, excluding draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.36, whictl

is still the subject of conaultation.. w. shall therefore consider draft

resolutions A/C.l/42/L.44 and A/C.l/42/L.5~.

A. no members of thft Committee have expressed the wish to ~xp13in their

position or to make statements on cluster 2, we shall prQceed immediately to tile

vote on draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.44, aubmitted under item 6b (rn) entitled

IRBview of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions ad0l>led by the

Gen~ral As.embly at ita tenth special •••sionl implementation of the

recommendations and dechion. of the tenth splcial "4:l8a1011' ver it iCdtlOn in .J 11

its aspectl". This draft r.solution was introduced by the representativ~ ot Canada

at the 30th meeting of the First Committee, on 3 November 1987.

'rhe sponsors of the d&:aft resolution are Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belyium,

dotswana, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia,

Denmark, Finland, France, the Federal RepUblic of Germany, Greece, Iceland, Italy,

Japan, Malaysia, Netherlands, Norway, New Zealand, Portugal, komania, Samoa,

~in9apore, Spain, Sweden, 'l'urkey, United Kingavrn ot' Great Hr Haln and Nocth~cn

Ireland and Uruguay.
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(.!he Chairman)

The sponsors of this draft resolution have expressed the wish that the

Committee adopt the draft res~lution without a vote. If there i. no objection, I

shall take it that the Committee wish•• to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.44 wa& adopted.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French) I We ahall now turn to agenda

item 62, "General and complete disarmament". The draft re.olution on the item,

entitled "Complianc~ with arms limitation and disarmament agreement8~, is contained

in document A/C.l/42/L.59. It was introduced by the represencat.ivti of the United

States of Amer ica at the 26th meeting of the First Committee on 30 October 1987.

The sponsors of this draft resolution are, Australia, Canada, Colombia, Costa

Rica, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, France, the Federal Republi~ of Germany,

Germ~n Democratic Republic, Greece, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Mongolia, New Zealand,

Norway, Poland, Romania, Sierra Leone, Spain, United States of Amorica, Uruguay and

Za i re.

The sponsors of this draft resolution have expressed the wish that the draft

resolution be adopted by th6 Committee ~ithout a vote. If there is no objection, I

shall take it that the Committee wishes to act aCGordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.59 was adopted.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French), The Committee will now take a

decision on the draft resolutions in clustp.r 3. The Committee will vote first on

draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.4, submitted under agenda item 55, "Conclusion of

effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapo' States against

the UGe or threat of use of nuclear weapons". The draft resolution was introduced

by the representative of Pakistan at the Committee's 35th meeting on

6 November 1987. Pakistan is the sole sponsor of the draft resolution.

A recolded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favoura Algeria, Anyola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, ~ahamas, u"l1rain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benln, Uhutan, Uolivia, Botawana,
Brunei Darussalam, BUlg~ria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, CametocJn, Canada, Centro!ll African
Republic, Chile, China, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Djibouti, ~cuador, Egypt, ~thiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Guinea, Guinea-nissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Idrael,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Le80t~o, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Mblawi, Malayaia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicarugua, Niqer, Nigeria, Norway, Uman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore,
SOh'alia, Spain, Sri Lanka, ::ludan, Swaziland, ::lweden, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Hepublic, Union of soviet
Socialist RepUblics, United Arab ~mirateB, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, ~aire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Againa~: None

Abstaining: Brazil, India, United States of America

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.4 was adopted by 122 vote_~__~?.._~c.?..ne,_w}..t:.t~
3 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French), 'rhe Committet1 will now take a

decision o~ draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.19, whictl was submitted under agenda

item 54, "Conclusion of effectlva international arranqements on the strengthening

ot the security of non-nucLear-weapon States against the uoe or threat of use of

nuclear weapons". The draft re~olution was int~oduced by the representative of

Bulgaria at the Committee's 33rd meeting, on 4 November 19~7. The draft resolution

is sponsored by Afghanistan, Anljola, Bulgaria, l3yelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, ~thiopia, Mongolia and the Union of

Soviet Socialist Republics.

A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In ravou£1 Algeria, Anyola, Bahama8, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, l3enin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Byelorusslan
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Central African Republic,
Congo, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslov~kia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Bcuador, Egypt, Bthiopia, Finland, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho,
Libe~ia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Mddagascdr, MalaYijia, Maldlves,
Mali, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, ~analllc;l, Papua New Guin~a, Pttru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, oaudi Arabia,
tienegal, Sri Lanka, SWc1ziland, Syrian Arab Kepublic, Thc1ilan~,

'l'ogo, 'rrinidad and 'l'obaIJo, 'r .. llisia, UgandtJ, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist R~~ublic, Union of Soviet Socialist I:\~PUl>1ics, United
Arab Emirates, , 'tited Hepublic OL 'l'allzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugo81~via, ~aire, ~dmbla, ~imbabw~

Against: Austral ia, l3elg iurn, Canada, lJl~IlJ1lark, l·'rance, Germany, lo'ederal
Republ.ic of, Iceland, Itdly, Japan, Luxembourlj, Nt=Lherlallds, New
~ealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, Unitea Kingdom of Great
Britain dud Northern Ireland, United ~tdtes of America

Abstaining: Argentina, Austria, Brazil, 13urma, ~tlile, China, Costa Rica,
r;reece, Ireland, lsruel, Jallldit:d, Maltd, Suddn, Sw~den, Uruguay

Draft reHolution f1/C.l/42/1,.H was ddopted by 137 votes to lti, with
l~) a.bstentions.
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'rhe CHAIRMAN (interpretation from !<'rench), I call on the representative

of Argentina for an expla~ation of vote.

Mr. CAPPAGLI (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish)' Th is year the

delegation of Argentina voted in favour ot draft reoolution A/C.1/42/L.4 on the

conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-wea~on

States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

The decision of the Government of Argentina, as expressed by President

Alfons!n at the Conference on Disarmament, not to produce nuclear weapons and to

carry out its nuclear programme exclusively for veaceful purposes ia well known.

That resolute and definitive decision by Argentina gives us the right to request

those ~tates that do possess nuclear weapons to assume the commitment to give

unconditional guarantees not to use or threaten to use those wedpons ~gainst Htatoa

that have stated that they do not have and will not produce nuclear weavona.

The delegation of Argenti~ will resolutely strive in the Conference on

Uisarmament tu achieva th~ uonclusion ()t interndtional arran~ement~ to that end as

soon as possible.

We abstained in the vutintJ on drdft resollltion A/C.l/42/L.19 uut;aUIJl:l its

content goes beyond the considerati()n ot ne~dtive securiLy d8surancus dnd deals

with uther topics that IH~ not yermanu to thu t,JiHtiuular il:1BU\~ ul\lhH tilsuusaion.

'rhe CHAlkMAN (interpretat lOn from f'rench) I 'l'his afternoon, the Com",i ttee

will tc1ke decisions on draft relJlJlutlollB in Clll:-lterl-> 4 and 'ie

The meetiny rose at 12 noon.
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