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The meating was called to ordar at 3.30 p.m.

AGENDA ITFMS 46 TO 65 AND 144 (continued)
QONS IDFRAT ION OF AND ACT'ION ON DRAFT RESOLUTIONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

The CHAIRMAN: We shall ocontinue hear ing explanations of vote after the
voting on the draft resolutions in cluster 10.

Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom): I should like first to explain one aspect of
the United Kingdon's abstention In the voting on draft resolution A/C.1/4)/L.72,
adopted by the Committee this morning.

We believe that third parties could have a role to play in establishing
adequate verification arrangements for a comprehensive test ban. Our {nterest in
the proposal for an international seismic monitoring network should be seen in that
light. However, the United Kingdom doas not believe that all the technical and
practical problems involved in establishing an international monitor ing system have
been resolved. Therefore, we belieave that the proposal mentioned in
paragraph 3 (a) of the draft resolution must be approached pragmatically, since,
before outstanding technical difficulties have been solved, the establishment of
tuch a network would require the commitment of significant resources and wnuld
carry no acceptable level of certainty that adequate verification would be the
result.

In short, in this and other fields concerned with verification, the key issue
is to resolve outstanding technical problems first. Therefore, we would welcome
discussion at the Confarence on Disarmament of the outstanding technical issues
associated with adequate verification of a comprehensive test-ban treaty. We also
support the important work being done by the Ad Hoc Group of Sclentific Experts
un.jer the auspices of the Conference on Disarmament.

As regards the draft resolution in document A/C.1/41/L.67, the United Kingdom

already routinely releasos intormation about its nuclear test exnlosions.
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Mr. LOWITZ (United States of America): I wish to speak in explanation of
vote on draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L.72 and 1..67.

The United States was unable to support draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.72,
because in some respects it is in fundamental conflict with United States policy.
United States policy on nuclear testing limitations is clear. Our highest arms
control priority in that area has been and remains to seek verification
improvements to the esisting threshold test-ban and peaceful nuclear explosions
Treaties. President Reagan has said that, once the Soviet Union agrees toO
improvements which would permit effective verification, he is prepar 1 to mve
forward on ratification of those two Treaties. If, however, the soviet uUnion fails
to agree to the needed verification improvements before the United States Congress
reconvenus, the President wili still seek Senate advice and consent regarding
ratification, with an appropriate retjervation to ensure that the Treaties do not
take effect until they can be effectively verified. President Reagan has stated
that once our verification concerns have been satisfied and those Treaties
ratified - and in association with a programme to reduce and ultimately eliminate
all nuclear weapons - the United States is prepared to engage in discussions with
the Soviet Union on ways to implement a step-by-step parallel programme of limiting
and ultimately ending nuclear testing.

The United States remains committed to the ultiﬁute goal of the total
elimination of nuclear testing, but »nly when we do not need to depend on nuclear
deterrence to ensure international security and stability, and when we have
achieved broad, deep and verifiable arms reductions, gubstantially improved
verification capabilities, expanded confidence-building measures, and greater
balance in conventional forces.

The United States and the Soviet Union a e engaged in bilateral discussions at

the level of experts on the entire scope of issues related to nuclear testing.
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(Mr. Lowitz, United States)

For our part, we hope that the flrst fruite of those discussions will lead to the
veritfication improvements we seck to the threshold test-ban and peaceful nuclear
explosions Treaties.

The United States also believes that the Conference on Disarmament can make a
valuable contribution on nuclear-test ban issues. We welcome the report of the Ad
Hoc Group of Scientific Experts and the plans of the Group to continue its work on
more advanced forms of seismic data exchange. Moreover, we urge that the
Conference, early in its 1987 session, agree to establish a committee to deal with
the nuclear-test ban agenda item on the basis of the Western mandate proposal.

The United States still has concerns about parts of draft resolution
A/C.1/41.L.72. Regarding operative paragraph 2, the United States remains
fundamentally opposed to the idea that the Conference on Disarmament should itself
begin work on a multilateral comprehensive test-ban treaty. Frr the reasons we
have stated, that is a very counter-productive idea.

In addition, we believe that paragraph % of the draft resolution perpetuates
the mistaken impression that a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty is one of the
most urgent arms con .0l items. It is not. Reducing nuclear weapons and
eventually ridding the world of the nuclear threat are far more urgent, far more
critical. That is why Prasident Reagan's proposal for a parallel plan for reducing
and eventually eliminating nuclear testing is the most logical and only prudent way
to proceed. As President Reagan said in his address to the General Assembly on
22 Secptember 1986, a total ban on nuclear testing must be approached with practical
steps. The posit .on of the United States, which my delegation has set forth again

today, points to those practical, necessary first steps towards that ultimate goal.
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(Mr. Lowitz, United States)

As to A/C.1/41/L.67, the United States was unable to support that draft
resolution, which, inter alia, has as its stated cbOjective facilitating the early
conclusion of a comprehensive test bhan. As is well known, the United States
ctoutinely announces information about certain nuclear explosiona. The United
States does not, however, rule out the pcsaibility of confidence-building measures
that invo’ve the reciprocn1 excha—ge of information concerning nuclear explosions.
The modalities and specific content of such exchanges would need to be worked out

in advance.
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Mr. ROCHE (Canada): The test-ban votes this morning gave a great
importance to that meeting, perhaps the most important of our session this year,
for we have witnessed significan. movement forward on test-ban resolutions that
strike at the heart of the nuclear-arms race. Certainly the outcome of the voting
is a positive step forward from last year and opens up the possibility for even
more movement next year and perhaps even convergence of test-ban resolutions. For
the moment, we should take some satisfaction that we have given the Conference on
Disarmament a strong message to proceed with the practical work programme on a test
ban, particularly advancing the problems of scope and verification and compliance
aspects of a comprehensive test ban.

With respect to draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.35, Canada is especially cognizant
of and grateful for the forward movement by the sponsors, and we commend them for
their positive attitude. Correspondingly, draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.72 made
advances in substance and support. We look forward to future consultations
involving the sponsors of all resolutions on nuclear testing. An appropriate. aim
for suck consultations, vhich should start at an early date. would be to strive for
one resolution worthy of consensus that would advocate an end to all nuclear
testing, in all environments, by all countries, for all time.

1 repeat, positive gains on behalf of the disarmament process were made here
this morring, and that is a message that should be conveyed around the world.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): At tha outset

1 wish to thank the representatives of Australia and New Zealand for their kind
words, Our two draft resolutions - that which they sponsored and the one
introduced by the representative of Mexico and sponscred by Mexico and other
countries - no doubt have the same goal. Foi1 that reason my delegation was able
with great pleasure to support draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.72. We were very happy

similarly to have their support for our draft.
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

As regards the morator ium that has been referred to here - by the
representative of Australia, if I remember c¢ ‘rzctly - I would share his view that
a moratorium is quite obviously a transitional watter. At every opportunity we
have statad in this Committee that a moratorium is not an end in itself but merely
an instrument, a tool, for the creation of the appropriate conditiins in which to
achieve our ultimate goal.

The stateaent made a few minutes ago by the representative of the United
States reminded me of an ancient anecdote about a king who would grant any wish of
someone who had been ccndemned to deaih. When the king told a particular condemned
man that he could make such a wish, he replied that he wanted to be hanged frcm a
tree he liked. He was taken throughout the kingdom, but years went by and he never
found a tree he particularly liked.

1 think that, as far as the present Administration of the United States is
concerned, it will be very difficult to find an appropriate procedure for putting
an end to nuclear tests.

In any case, the groups that have been sdbmitting draft resolutions over the
years, among them the groups to which Mexico and Australia belong, have year after
year ~ as in the future, perhaps - put forward dozens of draft resolutions. For
more than 30 years such drafts have been adopted at the United Nations. Only
extreme pride could cause anyone to think that the General .ssembly has been wrong
throughout those 30 years and that one State alone has a monopoly on reason.

Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka): The Sri Lanka delegation wishes to explain
its vote on draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L.67 and L.72, adopted this morning.

A comprehensive test-ban treaty has been a consistent objective of the United
Nations since 1954. Ax the third preambular paragraph of draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.35 states, it is “"the J:tuus test of the real willingness to pursue

nuclear disarmament®™.
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(Mr. Dhanapala, Sri Lanka)

Thus Sri Lanka sponsored draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.3S, which we consider to
represent the bes! approach to the subject. This year the draft resolution has as
usual attracted wide support, for which we are grateful. Wwe have also sponsored a
parallel draft resolution, A/C.1/41/L.61, which represents a viable alternative way

of achieving our objective of a comprehensive test-ban treaty.
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(Mr . Dhanapala, Sr) Lanka)

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.67, reguiring the notification of nuclear tests,
addresscs a peripheral issue, which may give the impression that we are putting t..
emphasis on procedures to monitor tests rather than on efforts to ban them
completely. My delega:ion has noled, howaver, that the second preambular pat agraph
states categorically and cleacly that this is an exercise to be adopted pending the
conclusion of a comprenensive nuclear test-ban-treaty. It in no way legitimizes
testing. 1Indecd, the information provided should give the international community
more evidence as to why we should ban testing comprehensively. We therefore
supported L.67 on this understanding of the objective of the notification procedure.

In the past we have had no difficulty in supporting other draft resolutions on
a comprehensjve test-ban treaty despite their adocacy of a mandate for the
Conference on Disarmament that was inadequate from our point of view., Our
hesitation this ye « arises over the formulation ot operative paragraph 2 of L.72,
which, in its prescription of work for the Conference on N Zarmament, does iave as
its objective a comprehensive test-ban treaty but appears to dwell too much on
interim measures. We have grave reservations about this approach, although the
thrust of the draft resolution is in favour of a comprehens ive test-ban treaty. 1In
the separate vote on operative paragraph 2, we demonstrated precisely that, while
voting in favour of the draft resolution as a whole. |

Mr, KUS(MO PRIYO (Indonesia): The delegation of Indonesia would like to

explain its vote on draft resolution L.72, on the urgunt need for a comprehensive
nuclear-test-ban treaty. My delegation shares the view of the gponsors of that
draft resolution that the achievement of a comprehensive test bar should retain the

hignest priority. However, as we are aware, progress has long been stymied. It
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(Mr. Kusumc Priyo, Indonesia)

has been very cleac that what has been lacking is the marshalling of the necessary
political will to negotiate in order to bring about the early conclusion of the
treaty banning nuclear tests.

Therefore, what is needed i3 not merely the commencement of practical work, as
indicated in operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution, but concretu
negotiations within the Conferenc. on Disarmement. On the basis oi those
considerations, Indonesia abstained in the vote on draft resolution L.72 and
co-spongsored draft resolution L. 35.

The CHATRMAN: Before we proceed to take action on the draft resolutions
listed in cluster 6, I shall call on those delegations s4ishing to introduce draft
resolutions,

Mr. LUNA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to add to
the remarks - my delegatic) on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.68, on the creation of
a United Nations Regionz® _atre for Peace, Disarmement and Development in Latin
Anerica, in which we indicated our ‘ntention fully to utilize the resoutces,
installations and facilities available at the nited Nations Information Centre in
Lima to get the Regional Centre started.

T would observe that in the achievewment of this initial goal the Centre would
reguire a very low-key structure in keeping with the present financial crisis.

As my delegation said when this draft resolution was introduced, the sponsors
see thie Centre as a project which would be relatively low-key at the outset,
bearing in mind the seriovs financial difficulties which the United Nations is ow
experiencing. By this we mean that it {s not our intention to promote a
bureaucratic body which would have an ad hoc structure, but rather to try to
utilize to the full: it existing resources made available by the United Nations,

including the infrastructure already present in Lima. 1In other words, the Regional
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(Mr. Luna, Peru)

Centre in Latin America couid very well serve as an example for the new efforts to
make a better use of existing resources, to rationalize and to ensure cost-benefit
optimization.

Concerning operative paragraph 1, which refers to the establishment of the
Centra, it is important to point out that, without prejudice to the use of existing
resources, particularly with regard to the Uhited Nations infrastructure in Lima,
the spomscrs believe that the basic financial resources for the Centre would come
from voluntary contr ibutions made by Member States and interested organizations,
governmental or non-governmental.

In specific terms, the Government of Peru would agree that United Nations
staff appointed to manage the Centre would do so in accordance with criteria
established with appropriate flexibility and that necessary additional secretarial
staff would be provided by the Peruvian Government. The cost of rents and the
maintenance of premises added to the existing Information Centre to transform it
into the Regional Centre would ale> be covered by the Peruvian Government, whereas

the over head cost would be covered by the Uniter; Nations, as at present.
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Peru intends to contribute two hundred thousand intis in order to launch the
initial phase. Consequently, and in keeping with consulta‘ions that have beun held
with various delegations, the tex* oif paragraph 1, as amended with the elimination
of the word "primacily” is a better reflection of the present situation, I would
therefore be grateful if the Jecretariat would bring document L.68 into line with
the tevised version.

Finally, I should be very grataful if the draft resclution now contrined in
L.68/kev.1l could be adopted by consensus.

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on the Director of the Budget Divisior of the
Office of PFinancial Services.

Mr. ANNAN: (Office of Financial Services): I should like to clarify
that the funding in connection with the creation of the Centre will, as we
understand it, come from voluntary contr ibutions., As far as the activities are
considered complementary to the work of the Department of Disarmament Affairs, the
Secretar iat would assist in the establishment of the Centre and, during the initial
stages, assign staff on a periodic basis or at the initial stage to help ensure
that the Centre was properly set up. Besides that involvement, and per haps an
exchange of other technical data and materials, the Centre would be financed by
voluntary contr ibutions and would not be charged to the regular budget. I
understand this confusion has disturbed some members, who thought that the figures
we provided in our vots in document A/C.1/41/L.77 were intended to be charged to
the regular budget. That is not the case., The fiading will be by voluntary
sources .

The CHAIRMAN: Al though this morning I announced that we would comwence
action this afternoon with respect to the draft resnlutions in cluster 6, ir is oy

under standing that the Committee is in a position, first, to dispose of (raft
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(The Chairrian)
resolution A/C.1/41/68/Rav.l. just now introduced by the representative of Peru, in
ordur to complete the consideration of draft resolutions In cluster S.

If there is no objection, we can therefore proceed to take action on that
draft resolution, there being no delegation wishing to make a statement or to
explain ite position before the draft resolution - a declaion is taken on it. The
draft resolucion in document A/C.1/41/L.68/Rev.l is entitled "Review and
implementation of the Concluding Locument of the twelfth special session of the
General Assembly: World Disarmament Campaign: United Nations Regional Centre for
Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America”. It was introduced by the
representative of Peru at the 318t meeting of the First Committee, on S November ,
and has the following sponsars: Argentina, the Bahamas, Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon,
Chile, Colombia, Tosta Rica, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Jamaica,
Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Lucia, Suriname, Uruquay and Venezuela. 1In
connection with this draft resolution, I wish to draw the attention of the
Committee to the note py the Secretariat contained in ducument A/C.1/41/L.71 and
the oral clarification thereto provided by the Director of the Budget Division at
the Committee's meeting this afternoon.

It has been requested that the draft resolution be adopted without a vote. If
I hear no abjection, T shall take it that the Conmittec': wishes to act accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.68/Rev.l was adopted.
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The CHAIRMAN: 1 shall now call on those representatives who wish to
explain their position after the adoption of L.68/Rev.l.

Mr. WWITZ (United States of America): The United States delegation
wishes to expliln its position cn draft resolution 1,.68/Rev.l, upon which we just
joined consensus, and on L. 32, both of which relate to the establistment of United
Nations regioral centres for peace and disarmament. As representatives are aware,
the United States engages in and supports regional approaches to arms limitation
In keeping with that position my delegation has been pleased to join in the
consensus adoption by the First Committee of draft resolution L.32 on the Regional
Centre for Peace in Lomé, and draft resolution L.68/Rev.l on the n-gional Centre
for Peace in Lima.

Never theless, 1 wish to remind representatives that my Government continues to
have serious concerns about the establishment of new United Nations institutions
away from Headquar ter s,

The Un‘ted States has been able to support those regional initiatives for
peace because both draft resolutions indicate clearly that the two Centres will be
suppor ted solely by voluntary contr ibutions from Member States and on the basis of
existing rasources. My Government takee this commitment seriously. In addition,
the United States expects that the two Centres will be supported equally.

Ms. LETTS (Australia): I wish to draw attention to Australia's support
for draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.68/Rev.1, on the proposal to establish a Regional
Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in latin America. My delegation
joined consensus on the draft resolution but harbours some concerns with the
tendency we have noted to es ablish Regional Centres the functions of which would
seem to duplicate those carried out at present by the Secretar'at here in New York,

particularly in respect of the dissemination of World Disarmament Camg ign
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materiale. The idea that such Centres serve to use more efficiently

non-conver tible iocal curren s cont ibutions to the campaign is one we support.
However, if the establishment of these Centres is in the future to involve the need
for additional voluntary contributions to those already made to the wWorld
Disarmament Campaign, or for funds to be diverted from the Campaign's wider
activities through the act of tying pledges by certain countries, or for funds fronx
the United Nations regular budget, my delegation would have grounds for great
coneeris,

Our mar ked preference is for the World Disarmamen: Campaign to function in the
most efficient possible way and for Campaign funds to be allocated by the
Secretariat where they are most needed and are most effective. We would be
concerned if significant proportions of available Campaign funds were to be
channelled into duplicated administrative and over head costs involved in the

maintenance of Regional Centres.
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The CHAIRMAN: We have thus concluded taking action on all draft
resolutions i{n cluster 5.

The Committee will now take action on all draft resolutions in cluster 6 in
the informal paper distributed to the Committee - draft resolutions
A/C.1/41/L.17/Rev.2, L.29 and L.66/Rev.l. As far as draft resolution L.26 ls
concerned, I have received a request to poatpone action on it because of ongoing
consultations.

I shall now call on those delegations that wish to comment on the draft
resolutions in cluster 6.

Mr. FAN Guoxiang (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The Chinese
delegation, introduced draft resolution L.29 on 4 November. Todzy I should like to
make a few additional comments.

First, the main point of this draft resolution is the significante of
conventional disarmament, which is mentioned in reference to all spheres of
disarmament. Nuclear disarmament has priority and should be given firut
consideration. At the same time, r~onventional disarmament is important also.
Therefore nuclear and conventional disarmament should be carried out simultaneously
and complement each other, while negotiations are under way on both.

Secondly, while carrying out conventicnal disarmament consideration shouid be
given to the different circumstances in differeat countries.

Our draft resolution procevds majinly from the perspective of a global view of
conventional disarmament, becauge regional disarmament has already been proposed by
other countries. Therefore in rur draft resolution, though the word “regional” is
used several timer, regional disarmament is mentioned only once. All other

references are to global disarmament.
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Those are the additional clarifications I wanted to make.

After ccnsultations with the various partiess, very favourable comments have
been made on this draft resolution by many delegations. The Chinese delegation has
taken the views of the parties into consideration to the maximum possible extent.
This draft resolution, on which there have been consultations among the various
parties, may be compared with the earlier one. We have revised it extensively to
meet the requirements of all the parties to the maximum possible extent.

Wwe therefore hope that our draft resolution will rec. ive the widest possible
support.

Ms. L'TTS (Australia): My o egation beiieves that there is a pressing
need to halt and reverse the conventional-arms race and therefore intends to vote
in favour of both draft resolutions on conventional disarmament contained in
documents A/C.1/41/L.29 and L.66/Rev.1.

My delelgation believes that the high priority justifiably attached to nuclear
disarmament should not preclude the need for concurrent measures in the field of
conventional disarmament. Both nuclear and conventional disarmament need to be
looked at in their interrelationship and their concurrent impact on global and
regional security.

For example, my delegation believes that siqnific;nt measures of conventional
digarmament would make an important contribution to the prevention of nuclear war.
Accordingly we should like to point out that the emphasis on nuclear disarmament in
the fourth preambular paragraph of L.29 and operative paragrapit 2 of L.66/Rev.l
have, in my delegation's view, the effect of somewhat diluting the recognition
contained in both drafts of the concurrent priority that needs to be attached to
conventional disarmament.

My delegation would also like to comment on the implicit endorsement given to

unilateral disarmament in paragraph 4 of L.29 and its explicit endorsement in
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operative paraqg:aph 3 of L.66/Rev.l. We du not believe that durable measures of

disarmament are likely to be achieved throuah unilateral action.

Australia also attaches special importance to qualitative and quantitative

limitations on conventional arms transfers and to reductions in military budgets

and expenditures. In this respect we fully support the endorsement given in

L.66/Rev.1 of the important contributior regional intiatives can make to the

realization of conventional disarmament on a c¢e '10nal
one of the best prospects for action cn limiting arms
regional level.

Mr. KORSGAARD-PEDERSEN (Denmark): I should

draft resolution, A/C.1/41/L.17/Rev.2. 1In the ccurse
has had extensive consultations with different groups

the original draft resolution are the result of those

scale, since we believe that

transfers occurs at the

like briefly to introduce our
of recent days my delegation
of countries. The changes in

consultations, and we

sincerely hope that in its present fcrm, in document L.17/Rev.2, it will meet with

the approval of all the members of this Committee.
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The CHAIRMAN: I call now on delegations wishing to explain their votes
before the voting on drift resolutions in cluster 6: A/C.1/41/L.17/Rev.2, L.29 and
L.66/Rev.1.

Mr. ALASANIA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): My delegation wishes to explain its vote on draft resolutions
A/C.1/41/L.29 and L.66/Rev.l. 1In June this year, at the Budapest meeting of the
Political Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty, the socialist States members
of thai Treaty, adopted a statement addressed to the countries member. of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), in which they set out a programme tor the
reduction of conventional weapons and forces in Kurope. The aim of that programme
is to reduce the danger of sudden attack, to stirengthen political and military
stability and to build confidence. 1t provides for safe verification of reductions
through national measures and international measures of verification, including
on-site inspection. I note in passing that inspections to be carried out beginning
early in 1987 in keeping with the Stockholm agreement on confidence-building
seasures will make 1t‘possible to verify meastvres of conventional disarmament in
Europe.

That proposal by the socialist countries refutes the argument according to
which Western European countries would be in a disadvantageous position as a result
of the programme. We have proposed a new outlook on ll these juestions., A given
type of weapon more numerous in a given part of the world would be reduced; where
the numbers are higher on the other side, the surplus would be eliminated without
hesitation. The Stockholm agreement augurs well for the future and should make it
possible to bring about reductions in armed forces and weapons in Europe, as well
ag other types of reductions, without awaiting formulation of a mandate for the
Conference on Disarmament concerning reductions of armed torces and conventional

weapons in Europe.
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It would be possible, as proposed by Mikhail S. Gorbachev, to establish
contacts between working groups representing NATO and Warsaw Treaty countries,

An agreement should be reached speedily on the reduction of armed forces and
conventional weapons in Central Europe. Another important proposal concerns
withdrawal of all foreign forces to their own territories - obviously, on the basis
of reciprocity. We would hope that in the Asian and Pacific regions reductions in
weapong and armed forces could be effected.

For those reasons, the Soviet Union will support draft resolutions
A/C.1/41/L.29 and L.66/Rev.l.

Mr. TEJA (India): I wish to speak briefly about the draft resolution on
conventional disarmament presented by China in document A/C.1/41/L.29. My
delegation is gratified to note that the delegation of China has incorporated in
the text of that draft resolution several changes based on the suggestions of
several delegations, including my own, in the earlier text of the draft resolution,
previously made available informally. Those changes have served to redress
somewhat the balance between nuclear and conventional disarmament on the one hand
and a global and universal, as opposed to a regional approach, on the other hand.

My delegation notes, however, that this is the first time in the history of
the United Nations that a nuclear-weapon State permanent member of the Security
Council has put forward a draft resolution on conventional disarmament. We should
like to reiterate, in keeping with th¢ Final Document of the first special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that the primary objective of
disarmament is to end the nuclear-arms race. Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.29 and
the tour other draft resolutions on conventional and regional disarmament befor«
this Committee serve in their totality to detract from the accepted priorities of

disarmament.
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My delegation has already expressed the view that disarmament measures, to be
universally acceptable, must be comprehensive, both in technical and spatial
terms. Disarmament measures must encompass all parts of the world and must include
all initiatives proposed unilaterally, bilaterally or in a regional or other
multilateral context. A regional disarman2nt agreement, by definition, is
difficult to negotiate because each potential adversary will be conscious of the
political and military relationship within and outside the agreement. 1t
conventional disarmament is to be pursued in a regional context, it should be on
the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region
concerned and should take into account the characteristics of each region. Such a
qualification is absent in the context of the possible reqgional initiatives
referred to in operative paragraph 4 of draft regolution A/C.1/41/L.29.

For those reasons, my delegation will be constraiined to abstain in the vote on
draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.29.

Mr. TAYLHARDAT (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation

thanks the authors of document A/C.1/41/L.83, containing proposed amendments to
draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.26. These considerably improve the text of the wraft
resolution. If thos.. amendments are adopted, my :lelegation will be able to vote in
favour of draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.26. 1If not, Venezuela will be obliged to
abgtain,

We wish at the same time to point out that we are concerned about the practice
of incorporating in draft resolutions to be adopted by the General Assembly
documents still in draft form, as is the case of draft resolution A/C.1/41/1.26,
which includes as an annex draft quidelines for onfidence-building measnures and

for the implementation of such measures on a global or regional level.



FH/mh A/C.1/41/PV, 44
1l
The CHAIRMAN: Before we take action on draft resolutions
A/C.1/4/L.11/Rev .2, (.29 and L.66/kev.l, T call on the representative of Mexico to
introduce the amendments contained in document A/C.1/41/L.873.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spznish): The amendments

contained in document A/C.1/41/L.83 are co~-sponsored by the delegations of
Argentina, Brazil, India, Indonesia, Kenya, Mexico, Nigeria and Yugoslavia. They
are very simple amendments ard certainly ones that could be considered

self -xplanatory. My introduction will therefore be very brief.

The :t amendment [ wish to introduce suggests that in the second preanbular
paragrapii, the laat words of which read: "of arms control and disarmament”, the
word "control™ should be renlaced by the word "limitati 2", That is the word lhat
has been generally used in de: ing with arms control and it is the word gener ally
used by the Group of 21.

In the first preambular paraqgraph, before the word "co-operation®”, the word
"justice™ should be intrcduced so that the last words of the paragraph would read
"promotion of intetnational relations based on justice, co-operation and solidarity.
Obviously, justice takes precedence over cc-operation and solidarity.

A suggestion has been made - of & p_r__o_fgm nature - that in the third
preanmbular paragraph before the word "objective" the word "additional” should be
added - "additional objective". The reason for this is quite obvious, because this
is not the sole purpose but rather one amonc others.

In the fourth preambulat par-~qraph, we suggest that the word "war” be replaced
by the words "all wars, in particular nuclear war”. That terminology stems from
the Final Document of the first special session of the Ger eral Assembly devoted to
disarmai.ent, and it seems to us, therefor -, vhat this fourth preambular paragraph

should hecome the fir..t, with ‘he other paragraphs to follow accordinglys
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(Mr, Garcia Robles, Mexico)

placing thg existing first, second and third preambular paragraphs as the second,
third and fourth preambular paragraphs,

As tregards the last paragraph of the draft resolution, the operative
paragraph, we suggest that instead of the present text it should read:

"Notes the 'Draft guidelines for appropriate types of confidence-building
measurea’and for the implementation of such measures on a global or regional
level', repcoduced in the report of the Disarmament Commission (A/41/42).°
Those are atil) draft guidelines, but we believe &\at. if the Disarmament

Commission turng its attention to them at its next session, they will most probably
become formal guidelines, Hence that will be the time to recommend their
implementation by Member States.

Mr., von STUELPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Germany): We have before us the

proposal for an amendment which has three different elements, so to speak, of
Justification. There is, first, the first four paragraphs which concern language.,
The intention of the co-sponsors in submitting the draft rasolution was to give
expcession to their conviction, widely shared by others, that confidence-building
measures should fulfil the important purpose of preventing the outbreak of armed
conflict because of a miscalculation or misinterpretation of actions of a political
adversary. '

When faced with the tedious task of editing the -text of a draft resolution in
20 lines reproducing some important, uncontroversial findings of the Disarmament
Commigsion running to 20 pages, we wete convinced that in using the general noticn

of the prevention of war - and that is an example - we were falthfully reproducing

the consensus as just described., We very much doubt that the use of the more
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(Mr. von Stuelpnagel, Federal
Republic of Germany)

general formulation implicitly encompassing a particular case - namely, the
prevention of nuclear war - could be construed as an attempt to diverge from
consenaus.

We actively defend the right of every sponsor of a draft resolution to seek
the formulation of Lis text he thinks right., 1 have cited this case of "all wars,
in particular nuclear war®", because this seems to be the more impor tant element of
these four points.

Concerning paragraph 5 of the draft amendments in document A/C.1,/41/..83, here
we have an arbitrary selection of order. 1In our text Je kept s:rictly to the
sejuence of the guidelines 118 drafted by the United Nations Disarmament
Commission. The sequence proposed to us now is an arbitrary one and has not been
justified by the authors.

Despi te the prabiems we have with the amendments in paragraphs 1 to 5, the
co-sponsors are ready to accommdate the suthors of document A/C.1/41/L.83. The
co-sponsor s of draft resolution A/C.1/41/1.26 are ready to accept the first five
paragraphs of document A/C.1/41/L.83. I should like to read out these
co-sponsocr8: Australia, Austria, the Bahamas, Belgium, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia,
Denmark, Finland, France, the Pederal Republic of Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy,
Japan, the Nether 1ands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Swedan and the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and No. thern Ireland. We hope that might make it easier
for the authors of the amendments to acce A the next point, and that is the sixth

preambular paragraph in our draft resolution.
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what we propose is contained in the second paragraph of the draft quidelines
and consensus approved by the United Nations Disarmament Commission, which states
that:

"the overall thrust of the guidelines and the possibility of their widest

possible implementation is not impaired by the continued existence of these

alternative texta®,
By that is meant the two differences which still exist. The United Nations
Disarmament Commission wishes consensus to facilitate the wideat possible
implementation despite the existence of differences of opinion on two points.

If adopted, the amendment by Argentina, Brazil, India, Indonesia, Kenya,
Mexioco, Nigeria and Yugoslavia wculd result in those draft guidelines being put
into the archives and nut gaining life as they should., What this Committee is
doing is working for the prevention of any war, and in our opinjon the heart of the
prevention of war is confidence~building n asures, the bullding of confidence
between all nations. We feel that to consign this important consensus document to
the archives would not be the right way to deal with it.

Mr., HONG (Singapore): It seems that there is a problem with paragraph 6
of document A/C.1/41/L.83: the sponaocxs of A/C.1/41/L.26 are not able to accept
the amundment it contains. Perhaps it will help if I propose a sub-amendment to
that paragraph.

I should like the third line of paragraph 6, which reads "reproduced in the
report of the Disarmament Commission (A/41/42) *, tr be replaced by the words “to

all Mamber States with a view tc their preliminary implementation®.
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The CHAIRMAN: In view Of the statements we have just heacd on draft
resolution A/C.1/41/L.26 and document A/C.1/41/L.83, I would ask the delegations
involved kindly to continue their informal consultationa, as announced at the
beginning of our consideration of cluster 12, wnd to be good enough to repoct to me
when they are ready to take action on the draft .esolution before us and the
amendments to A/C.1/41/L.26.

We shall now take action on the draft resolutions in cluster 6 which I have
mentioned. If there are no acbjections, that is how we shall proceed. We wall
have to chonge the order in taking decisions on cluster 6 because I have been
requested to wait a few minutes before taking action on draft resclution
A/C.1/41/L.17, the first draft listed in cluster 6, because of continuing
consultations,

With the permission of the Commictee, we shall begin voting on the draft
resolutions lListed in cluster 6. The first draft resolution ready for action is
A/C.1/41/L. 29,

[ should like to repeat that because of the change in the order in which we
are taking action, we have before us now draft resolution A/C,1/41/L.29, entitled
"General nd complete disarmament: Conventional disarmament”. Thie draft
resolution was introduced by the representative of China at the 31st meeting of the
"irst Committee, on 4 November 1986, and is sponsored by China, A recorded vote

has been rogquested,
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Bol ivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorus:tian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central Arrican Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Comoros, Congo, C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democr atic Kampuchea, Democr atic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon, Ger man
Democr atic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Lao People's pemocratic Republic,
Lebanon, lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongol la, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger,
Niger ia, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraquay, Pertu,
Pnilippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa,
5audi Arabia, Senegyal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of
Tanzania, United States of America, Uruquay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstain ing: india, Trag

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.29 was adopted by 125 votes to none, with
2 abstentions.

T!e CHAIRMAN: We come now to draft resolution A/C.1/41/..66/Rev.1,
entitled "General and complete disarmament: conventional disarmament on a regional
scale”. It was introduced by the representative of Peru at the 34th meeting of the
First Committee, on 5 November 1986, and has the following sponsors: Bangladesh,
Bolivia, Cameroon, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, COte d'Ivoire, thc Dominican
Republic, Fcuador, Guyana, Jamaica, Liber ia, Pak istan, Paraquay, Peru, Romania,

Thailand, T :.go, Uruquay and Yugoslavia.
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(The Cuhairman)
The sponsors have requested that this draft resolution be adopted wl thout a

vote.

1 call on the representative of Ghana who has asked to speak on a point of

order.

Mr, DUMEVI (Ghana): Mr. Chairman, my delegation is very sorry to
interrupt the procedure at this stage, but I do not think the rejuest for a
consenus you have just conveyed to us is acceptable to my delegation. We would

therefore ask for a recorded vote on draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.66/Rev. .
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The CHAIRMAN: A recorded vote has been requested.

A rec) rded vote was taken.

In favour:

Against:
Abstaining:

Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh,
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Repblic, Cameroon, Canada, Central African
Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Céte
d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Denmark, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Finland, France, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Moungolia, Morocco, Nepal,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Fhilippines, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sa.'i{ Arabia, Senegal, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, 7Zimbabwe

None

Afghanistan, Angola, Ethiopia, Ghana, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, Viet Nam

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.66/Rev.l was adopted by 114 votes to none, with ¢

3bstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: We now turn to the first draft resolution listed in

cluster 6, A/C.1/41/L.17/Rev.2.

I call on the repregenative of Democratic Yemen, who wishes to explain his

vote before the voting.

Mr. AL-ALFI (Democcatic Yemen): At the outset T should like to thank my

neighbour, the representative of Denmark, for the co-operation he has extended to

us throughout the consultations in which we have been engaqged regarding draft

resolution L.17/Rev.2.
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(Mr. Al-Alfi, Democratic Yemen)

Having heard the request that this draft resolution be decided upon by
consensus, without a vote, we do not wisn to obstruct such a consensus, although we
have some reservations regarding the draft -esolution's contents.

We should like to stress our understanding that this draft in no way prejudges
the work of the United Nations Disarmament Commis-ion or implies acceptance of all
the recommendations in the study on conventional disarmament.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take action on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.17/Rev.2, entitled “"General and complete disarmament: Conventioral
disarmament”. This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of
Denmark at the thirty-first meeting of the First Committee, on 4 November 1986. Tt
was sponsored by Denmark. which has requested that it be adoptei without a vote.

If I hear no objection, T shall take it that the Committee wishes to act
accordingly.

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.17/Rev.2 was adopted.
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The CHAIRMAN: We come now to draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.26, entitled
"Review and implementation of the concluding document of the twelfth special
session of the General Assembly: Consideration of guidelines for
confidence-building measures". The draft resolution was introduced by the
representative of the Federal Republic of Germany at the 37th meeting of the First
Committee, held on 10 November 1986, and is gponsored by the following
delegations: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Denmark,
Finland, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, pPortugal, Spain and the United Kingdom. we
also have before us a number of amendments, contained in document A/C.1/41/L1.83, as
weil as a sub-amendment to paragraph 6 of the latter document.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): The

sub-amendment proposed by the representative of Singapore was put forward during
informal consultations held with the representative of the Federal Republic of
Germany. I said then that, unfortunately, it was not possible for the sponsors of
the amendments to accept his sub-amendment. But since then, through another memb-~r
of my delegation, T have consuited with six of the eight sponsors of the
amendments. All have responded in the same way. We believe that ocur amendments,
as set oat in document A/C.1/41/L.83, are extremély modest, and we hope they will
be put to the vote.

The CHAIRMAN: 1Is it the wish of the representative of Singapore that the
Committee take a decision on his sub-amendment to the amendment proposed in
paragraph 6 of document A/C.1/41/L.83?

Mr. HONG (Singapore): I would suggest that my sub-amendment stand as

originally proposed.
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The CHAIRMAN: We shall now begin the voting on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.26, takinqg into account the proposed amendments to that draft
resolution. We shall begin by taking a decision on the sub-amendment proposed
orally by the representative of Singapore to paragraph 6 of document A/C.1/4)/L.83,
which contains amendments pruposed by the delegations of Argentina, Brazil, India,
Indonesia, Kenya, Mexico, Nigeria and Yugoslavia. I would request the Committee
Secretary to read out the text of that sub-amendment.

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): By the sub-amendment to
paragraph 6 of document A/C.1/41/L.83, the words "reproduced in the report of the
Disarmament Commission (A/41/42)" would be replaced by the words "to all Member
States with & view to their preliminary implementation”.

The CHAIRMAN: I now put the sub-amendment to the vote. A recorded vote
has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Botswana, Cameroon, Canada,
Colombia, Comoros, C8te d'Ivoire, Denmark, Djibouti, Finland,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Iceland,
ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Morocco,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sweden, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America, Zaire

Against; Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil,

Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Chile, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Ecuador, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, India, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nicaraqua, Nigeria,
Panama, Poland, Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda, Ukrai~ian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zimbabwe
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Abstaining: Benin, Egypt, Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Lesotho, Niger, Paraquay,
Peru, Senegal, Sudan, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Zambia

The sub-amendment was rejected by 41 votes to 40, with 15 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN: We turn now to the amendments to draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.26, contained in document A/C.1/41/L.83.

Mr. von STUELPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Germany): 1 request that a

separate vote be taken on paragraph 6 of document A/C.1/41/L.83.
The CHAIRMAN: We shall thus vote first on the amendments contained in

paragraphs 1 to 5 of document A/C.1/41/L.83.



BCT/1jb a/C.1/41/L.44
51

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Camercon,

Canada, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo,
C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic

Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Ecuador, Eqypt,
Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany.
Pederal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraqg, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,

Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,

Mozambique, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United RKingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Vviet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: France
Abstaining: Bahamas

Paragraphs 1 to 5 of document A/C.1/41/L.83 were adopted by 125 votes to 1,

with 1 abstention.

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take a decision on paragraph 6 of document

A/C.1/41/L.83.

I call on the representative of Mexico on a point of order.

Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpretation from Spanish): I should like

to ask the Secretariat to shed some light on two questions.

First, if an amendment that has been introduced to a paragraph of a draft

resolution is rejected, does that mean that the paragraph stands as originally

drafted?.
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

Secondly, if the amendment is not to a paragraph of a draft resolution but to
another amendment - in other words, if it is a sub-amendment - does its rejection
mean that the original amendment is automatically adopted?

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

Mr, KHERADI (Secretary of the Committee): I hope that I have correctly
understood the questions put by the representative of Mexico.

The sub-amendment to paragraph 6 of document A/C.1/41/L.83 -~ containing the
amendments proposed to the draft resolution - waé not adopted. Accordingly, my
understanding is that the Committee would be votiﬂg ;n the original version of the
amendment, as contained in paragraph 6 of document A/C.1/41/L.83.

-

The CHAIRMAN: I agree with the explanation just given by the Secretary

of the Committee.

We shall therefore now take a decision on paragraph 6 of document
A/C.1/41/L.83, in its original version, the sub-ameﬁdment proposed by the
representative of Singapore having been rejected,

A separate, recorded vote on that paragraph has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chile,
China, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraqg, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, "auritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Perv. Philippiies, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Acab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela,

Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe
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Againats Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia,
c8te d'ivoire, Denmack, Finland, Prance, Germany, Federcal
Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Iceland, ireland, iscracl, 1taly,
Japan, Liberia, Luxembouig, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Samoa, Singapore, Spain, Turkey, Unitcd Kingdow of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Staten of America

Abatalningn Comoros, Senegal, Sweden

Paragraph 6 of document A,/C,1/41/1.83 was adopted by 83 votes to 31, with
3 abatentions.

The CHAIRMANs We shall now take ‘a decision on draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.26, as amended, as a whole.
I call on the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, whc wishes to
explain his vote before the voting.

Mr. Von STUELPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Germany)s The Committee will

understand that it is not easy for me to speak in these circumstances. As I have
explained before, to my delegation confidence-building measures are the very key to
the prevention of war. It pains me that we should be having a battle in the First
Committee on precisely the subject of confidence-building measures.

Despite the efforts that some countries hive made to prevent the guidelines
for confidence-building measures from being adopted in the way we think they should
be adopted, we shall vote for this draft resolution because the subject-matter is
go important. The text has lost a lot of its value, including its moral value, but
it would be unthinkable for us not to vote in favour of a draft resolution on this
subject. - A

The CHAIRMAN: I now put to the vote draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.26, as

amended, as a whole. A recorded vot+ has been requested.
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A recorded vote wasg taken.

In favoury

Against:

Afghanietan, Algeria, Angola, Argestina, Austcalia, Austria,
Bahawag, Neacain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Bragil, Brunel Darussalawm, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon.
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, C8te d'ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Demcoratic
Kampuchea, Demooratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Eouador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon, German Democratie Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic oi, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guineca,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, indonesia, Ivan
(Islamic Republic of), Iraqg, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jawmahiriya, Luxembouryg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambigue, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
vhailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab BEmirates, United RKingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States
of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Vviet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

None

Draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.26, as amended, as a whole, was adopted by

130 votes to none.
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The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those representatives who wish to

explain their votes after the voting on the four draft resolutions listed in

cluster 6.

Mr. LE HOAX TRUNG (Viet Nam): My delegation's affirmative votes on two

of the draft resolutions concoerning conventional disarmament just adopted by the
Comni ttee under cluster 6 reflects Viet Nam's firm commitment to and unswer ving
support for the objective of general and complete disarmament, the achievement of
which will free mankind from the danger of war, in partionlar nuclear war. The
continuing arms race, both nuclea:r and conventional, to which markind has been
subjected for the past 40 years, stems from the policies of domination and
aggression pursusd by the imperialist Fforces. Taking adviatage of their military
supremacy, these forces have carried out numerous wars of aggression to suppress
the national liberation movements in various parts of the world, bringing about
enorwouws human and material losses,

During the war of aggression against the Vietnamese people from the late 1950s
to the early 1970s alone, seven million tons of bombs were dropped, That was three
times the tonnage used during the Second World war on the world's battlefields, not
to mntion napalm and phosphorus,

One can recall that just shortly after the end of the Second World war a
nunber of military blocs or alliances were established throughout the world to
encirle and intimidate the socialist and newly independer.xt s'tates. To cope with
the increased threat to their independence, many peoples have had to devote a large
pacrt of their scarce resources to strengthen their defence capability at the
expense of their own social and economic development.

Ther efore, we believe that the success of conventional disarmament requires

that the arms~race policy be given up and that the principles of national
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independence and self~-determination, as well as the non-use or threat or use of
force, be respected. Negotiations and measures on the limitation and gradual
reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments should be undertaken within
the framewor k of progress towards general and complete disarmament the highest
priority of which is accorded to effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the
prevention of nuclear war, Taking into account the need of all States to protect
their security and the inalienable right of peoples to stryggle for national
independence and self-determination, these negotiations should be conducted with
particular empnasis on the armed forces and conventional armaments of the
militarily significant States, especially the nuclear weapon States, Regional
conventional disarmament measures cannot play their potentially useful rclwle of
strengthening peace and stability in the regions oconcerned without being
incorporated in a political process and without any outside threat being removed,.

As the draft resolution contained in document A/C.1l/41/L.66/Rev,l fails to
address those two essential requirements, Viet Nam cannot yet go along with its
text.

Mr. TEJA (India): My delegation would like to explain its vote on the
draft resolutions contained in documents A/C,l/dl/[..u/kgv.z and
A/C.1/41/L.66/Rev .1,

With regard to L.17/Rev.2 we supported the consensus on this draft resolution
on conventional disarmament on the basis of our understanding that the present
agenda of the Disarmament Commission can accommodate the request contained in its
operative paragraph 2, and that there is no need to inscribe this as a separate

agenda item in the Commnission.
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As for L.66 Rev.l, we suppocted this draft resolution in view of the amendment
made in incorporating operative paragraph 2 in the revised vetrsion, which
relterates the primary responsibility of the militarily significant States,
especlally the nucleac-weapons States, for halting and reversing the arms raoce, and
the priority assigned to nuclear disarmament. We continue, howevar, to have
reservations in discussing conventional disarmament in the regional context alone.

Mc. SALLES (Bragil): X wish to address the draft resolutions contained
in documents A/C.1/41/L.29 and L.66/Rev.l. My delegation was able to cast an
affirmative vote on those draft resolutions, t:hanke' to the co-operative attitude
displayed by their sponsors, respectively the delegations of China and Peru. I
should like to express our gratitu’e for their flexibility and goodwill in
incorporating suggestions and amending their proposals in order to accommodate
other delegationa' concerns, including my own. I am convinced that the current
version of their drafte reflects a more satisfactory degree of agreement on the
issues involved.

Having said that, I should like to state my Government's views regarding the’
question of conventional disarmament in general, on which a larger number of draft
regolutions were introduced this year than in previous years. As my delegation has
repeatedly stated in this Committee and in other relevant forums, conventional
disarmament measures and agreements should parallel progress lin other fields, in
accordance with the priorities unambiguously established by consensus in the Final
Document of the first apecial sésaim of the Goneral Assembly on disarmament, and
the special responsibilities the nuclear-weapon States, together with other
militarily significant States, have for halting and reversing the arms race and for

nuclear diéarmament.
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It should be recalled that the Pinal Document, as far as conventional
disarmament itself is concerned, laid down some basic principles, which it is
useful to repeat., Negotiations in this area should be: first, carried out toge ther
with negotiations on nuclear disarmament; secondly, balanced and eguitables
thirdly , based on the undiminished security of States; and fourthly, conducted with
particular emphasis on the armed forces and conventional weapons of nuclear—weapon
States and other militarily significant States.

As other delegations have already pointed out, the study on conventional
disarmament, carried out under the auspices of the United Mations, clearly states
thats

"Conventional disarmament in isoclation would perpetuate existing asymmetries

in the security of States in favour of those States which possess nuclear

weapons or other weapons of mass destructica.” (A/39/348, para. 39)
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Furthermore, the same study emphasizes that about 70 per cent of the world's
military expenditure can he attributed to six main military spenders - that is, the
five nuclear-weapon States and one other militarily significant State. Thus it
becomes clear that conventional disarmament cannot be pursued per se. In addition,
it must be conducted first in the regions where there are the heaviest
concentrations of arsenals and by those States most heavily armed. Otherwise, we
would be preaching disarmament to the unarmed and acting in breach of the principle
that no individual State or qroup of States should obtain advantages over others at
any stage in the disarmament process.

Finally, conventional disarnament is firat and foremost a global task which,
in the view of my deleqation, is to be pursued without ever losing sight of the
realities with which we have to live, among them the overwhelming size, reach and
might of the atﬁenals of the nuclear-weapon Powers and other militarily significant
countries. Regional approaches may thus be of help to the disarmament process
provided that they are freely agreed upon and worked out by the parties directly
concerned if, and when, pursued in conjunction with the global task to which I have
just referred, not the other way round.

Mr. LOWITZ (United States of America): This explanation of vote is ia
connection with 1,.29. The United States welcomes the great attention to
conventional disarmament embodied in resoclutions L.17/Rev.2 and L.29. In voting
for the draft resolution spongored by the People's Republic of China, L.29, my
delegation wishes to underscore two pointsa:

First, this draft resolution maintains that real progress in the field of
nuclear disarmament could create conditions for similar progress in the
conventional a: 13 field. My delegation helieves that it is esgential to point out

that it remains critical for the conventional-force imbalance in Europe to be
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redressed as progress on nuclear weapons reduction i{s made. Were it not for the
considerable con.entional force advantage of the Soviet inion and the Warsaw Pact,
the need for reliance upon nuclear weapons -ould be less.

Secondly, my delegation points out, with reference to operative paragraph 3,
that member States of the NATO w.lliance are engaged in the mutual balanced force
reduction neqotiations (MBFR), have been pursuing these neqgotiations in earnest,
and have reaffirmed their position in the 6 November 1986 declaration of Foreign
Miniaters of NATO Governments in the MB, ? negotiations as follows:

"We reaffirm our determination as set out in the Halifax statement of

30 May 1986 to achieve early aqreement in MBFR. 1In line with the positive

perspective recently noted in other arms-—-control talks, we continue to attach

the highest importance to the task addressed by the MBFR negotiations. We
hope that the East will demonstrate that it can match us in openness and
imagination in the conclusion of an agreement which can give encouragement to
the peoples of both Fast and West. "

Mr. CLERCKX (Belgium) (interpretation from French): My delegation would
like to explain its vote on resolution L.66/Rev.1. My delegation welcomes the fact
that a certain nunber of countries have again this year submitted draft resolutions
that highligiat the concept of disarmament at the regional scale and recall the
initiatives that could be und. en in this respect, especially with regard to
conventional uisarmament. During the fortieth session of the General Assembly my
delegation stressed its keen satisfaction over the adoption of the draft resolution
then submitted by Peru, and I should like to repcat it here.

As members know, by country has for many years been dedicated to promoting a

regional approach to disarmament auestions. It will be recalled that on several
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occasions the General Assembly adopted unanimously draft resolutions to this end
that had been sponsored by Belgium,

Draft resolution L.66/Rev.1l, submitted by Peru, illustrates significantly the
large extent of the potential field of action for reqional disarmament. My
delegation voted for that draft resolution. We welcome the fact that the auestion
here will once aqain be ~n the agenda of the next seasion of the General Assembly.
However, in the version submitted to the vote in L.66/Rev.l, we find in operative
paragraph 2 statements placing the responsibility in halting the arms race on the
militarily significant States, in particular the nuclear-weapon States, as defined
by the resolution, and statements regarding the priority assigned to nuclear
disarmament - which my delegation could not fully endorse.

In order to avoid any misunderstanding, my delegation would like to make it
clear that on those two pcints it prefers the precise language .ound to this end in
the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament.

Aside from that comment, my delegation supports fully draft resolution
1.66/Rev.1, just as it has supported the other draft resolutions in this area.

Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom): My delegation was glad to support draft
resolution L.29, adopted by the Committee earlier. The United Kingdom welcomes the
increased emphasis given at this year's session of the First Committee to the
problews of the conventional-arms race and the possibilities for balanced and
verifiable measures of conventional disarmament in this and other draft resolutions
that have been adopted, as well as in the statements made.

We hope that this represents the start of a concert:d effort by the States
Members of the United Nations to accord to thii vital issue the ttention it

merits, The countries that form the alliance to which my coun y bhelongs have
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pledged collectively never to use any of their weapons except in self-defance. Thc
countries of the alliance consider that collective security, as provided for by
Article 51 of the Unj ~»d Nations Charter, is the best means avallable for their
defence.

Mr. DARMOSUTMNTO (Indonesia): T should like to explain my delegation's

position on draft resolution L.17/Rev.2, just adopte® by consensus. My
delegation's position on the issue of conventional disarmament has bheen atated in
the past and it is clear. T would further recall that Indonesia had the honour to
participate in e Group of Experts that assisted the Secretary-General in carrving
out the study on conventional disarmament. Reflecting Indonesia's concurrence in
the findings and recommendations contained in that study, my delegation suppor ted

last year's resolutior 40/94 C.
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This ymszr, however, the substance of draft resolution L.,17/Rev.2 is different
from thst of last year's and, consec .ntly, it pcses some difficulties to my
delezgation, particularly as regards operative paragraph 2. If the intent of this
peragraph is to uggest that the guestion of conventional disarmament be dealt with
ag 3 separate item on the agenda of the Disarmament Commisaion, my delegation would
not he able to aqree, as this would not be in conformity with the Commission's
ongning work under jts agetda item 4.

It should be recalled that the Commission's report on its 1986 gession has
clearly calied for the continuation of efforts with a view to reaching agreement on
a complete set of recommendatione relating to agenda i{ten 4. It im on tne basis of
thia understanding that my delegation has joined in the consensus.

Mr. NUREZ MOSQUERA (Cuba) (interpretation frc.am Spanish): Mv delegyati.n

wouid like to explain its vote i:. favuur of the draft resolutions we have just
conr.idered, which deal with conventional disarmament, including conventional
disarmament on a regional scale.

My country recogni~es the importznce of conventional disarmament in thias
context, that is, as gart of a process leading to guneral and complete
disurmament. My country believes that, as provided tor in the Pinal Document of
the first special session of the General Assemily de oted to disarmament, the
achieveament of pr.jyr 38 in the ri1eld of conventional Adisarmament would be
faci!'itated by real progress in the field or nuclear disarmament.

Wuclear-disarmament measures have the highcst priority and urgency today, as
40 measures aimcd at preventing an extension of the .rma race into outer space. In
our view, convent onal disarmament cannot be reyarded separately from thoae

pricrities.
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At the regional level, it is absolutely necessary to take into account the
characterist !cs of each region. Tt {a necessary to bring about the ending of acts
of hoatility and aggression against develoring countries and military manoeuvres of
a threatening and intimidating nature directed against those countries, the
dismantlement of forefign military bases, the elimination of the colonial aituations
that satill pecsist, the halting of coercive economic meanures engaged in for
pclitical reasons and the cessation of hostile or aggressi.e actions of any kind,
military, political or economic, which rep-esent s significant ohstacle to the
adoption of conventional-disarmament measures in certain regions and which force
tha developing countries to make considerable investme:ts to ensure their defence.

We cannot speak of conventional Jdisarmament for the developing countries which
are sufferi~y from these situationa, any more than we can speak of measures aimeA
at encouraging confidence-building, ar long as these situations persist. 1In the
specific ca&se of Cuba, as we hLave ilready pointed out, we sha.l not renounce our
sovareign right to defend ourselves with the weapons that seem to us necesgary as
long as the United States policy of hostility towards our country continues (o
exist, aa long as the eco:qmiz and trade L,lockade imposed on us continues, as long
as provocations and intelligence flights continue and as long as part of our
territory, against the will Gf our people, continues to be usurped, along witl a
military base which Airectly affects us.

For these reasons, and because of the threats we have to face, we have tha
right not only to refrain from disarming but to step up our defence capahility to
defend what we have achieved. On this undcrstanding, we voted in favour of these
draft resolutions.

Mr, ALASANIA (Union of Soviet Socilalist Republica) (interpretation from
Rusnfan): With ragard to draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.26, the Soviet delegation

wish2?s to draw .ne attention of representatives to the important provision that
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reflects the degree of consant achieved this year in the United Nations Disarmament
Commission in the course of its work on these principles. Specifically I have in
mind here the following provision contained in the report of the Disarmament
Commission;
1t is understood that Member States reserved their final assent to the
gui<ell:es until such time as they are completed and can be assnased in their

entirety.” (A/41/42, p. 26)

In the iight of this, the Soviet delegation voted iu favour of draft
resclution L.26, as amended.

Mr. MOREL (Prance) (intecpretation from French): My delegation voted in
favour of draft resolutions A/.).1/41/L.29, L.66/Rev.l and L.26, which rightly g've
increased attention to conventiovnal disacrmament. We should like to make the
following cla ifications with regard to ¢« ¢ posiction.

Concerning draft resolution L.29, we believe that the responsibility in the
process of conventional arms reduction devolves on each State as such. The wording
of operative paragraph 3, ‘n our view, would have been more approp:iate if it had
avoided formal mention of the two major military alliances. Direct responsibility
for negot.ations, in our view, should first and foremost devolve on the Scates
themselves.

On the other hand, with regard to L.66/Rev.]l, we believe that the emphasis
olaced in operative paragraph 2 on priority for nuclear !lisarmament does not
ral'lect the balance » .ieved in the drafting of the Final Doc wment that is quoted.

Finally, we associate ourselves with the consensus r=ached with regard to
L.26, but this does not meai our acceptance of the full wording of the t xt and in
particular of the wording of the fourth preambuiar paragraph, as amended. In these
ciccumstances my delegation, which had co-sponsored the initial text, is obliged to

withdraw it from the text as amended.
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Mr. SISOUVONG (Lao People's Democratic Republic)s My delegation voted in
favour of Araft resolution A/C.1/41/L.29 bacause of the Lao Government's well-known
commitment to re-ional and international peace and security. Wa know that without
peace and security no country could successfully carry out its economic and social
development projects. A portion of the astronomic»1 sums that the world is
spending today on armed forces and conventional weapons could easily alleviate the
sufferings of a great number of women, children and elderly persons in developing

countries.
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The thrust of this draft resolution is actually aimed at attaining this noble
goal. It is our earnest hope that all countries will adhere fully and in good
faith to the letcer and spirit of this draft resolution. No State with the largest
or a major military arsenal should resort to the use of force in violation of the
United Nations Charter and of international law, against other countries whose
independent policy of economic and social development it dislikas.

Mr. GERMANN (Federal Republic of Germany): I should like briefly to
explain my delegation's vote on draft resolutions A/C.1/41/L.29 and 1..66/Rev.1. We
voted in favour of those drafc ..soluticns on the understanding that neither
exclusive emphasis on nuclear disarmament nor denial of the nuclear problem, and
exclusive preoccupation with conventional disarmament, would be appropriate and
that both have to be looked at in their interrelationship and how they impinge
jointly on the security situation both globally and in individual regions. Nuclear
and conventional disarmament measures are both needed and must be ecually applied
as tne Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament has correctly recognized in paragraphs 20, 22 and 81. Accordingly,
the emphasis on nuclear disarmament introduced in tha fourth preambular paragraph
of the Chirzse dratt resolution and in operative paragraph 2 of L.66/Rev.l har to
be interpreted in the broader context of war prevention and disarmament,
recognizing that:

“Together with neqotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, negotlations
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventisnal armaments, based on the principle of undiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or anhancing stability at a lower militacy
level, taking int) account the ne. d o) all States to protect thelir security.”

(s-10/2, para. 2’)
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It is with this understanding that my delegation fully supports Araft

resolutions L..29 and L.66/Rev.1.

Mr. van SCHAIK (Netherlands): ‘“y delegat.on voted in favour of draft

resolution A/C.1/41/L.26 on the quidelines for confidence-building measures, I
must say that I share the feelings of my German colleague and T reqret that in fact
it has not been possible to agree on stronger lanquage as to the operative
paragraph related to the draft guidelines for appropriate types of
confidence-building measures. We do hope, howaver, that all deleqgations will
seriously take into account these draft guidelines and that the policies to be
pursued by Governments will be based on the dr»ft quidelines as they have been
outlined,

Tha CHAIRMAN: If no other delegation wishes to explain its vote, I shall
now call on the representative of the iinited States, to introduce the draft
resolution contained in dpcument A/C.1/41/L.43/Rev.1l, now before the Committee.

Mr. CORDEN (United States of amarica): My delegation deeply appraciates
the strong support that has heen demonstcated for draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.43,
entitled "Compliance with arms limitation and disa.mament agreements”, T am
rleased to welcome the addition ot the Federal Repuhlic'of Germany and Japanr as
sponsors of this draft resolution.

My deleqgation - akes special note of the revised text of this draft resolutjon,
which has now bheen circulated in jts provisional form, A/C.1/41/1..43/Rev.1. 1 anm
very pleased to welcome the sponsorship of “zechoslovakia, the German Democratic
Republic and Poland of this revised version.

T should like to draw the Committee's attention to a new preambular paraaraph

which appears as the eighth preambular paragraph and which reads as followa;
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"Recogniring in this context that, inter alia, full confi .ence in
compliance with existing agreements can enhance the negotiations of arms
limitation and disarmament agreements.”
nfor tunately, this paragraph has inadvestently been placed in the wrong

position. 1In the final printing of draft resolution A/C.1/41.L.43/Rev.1, chis
paragraph will apperr as the sixth preambular paragraph.

I also wish to point out that in operative paragraphs 1 and 2 the ogening
words have been transposed. Operative paragraph ! now begins with the words "Urges
all States parties”, and operative paragraph 2 begins with the vords *Calls upon
all Member States”. This change serves to illustrate the importance that we all
sttach to the complementary urgencies of complying with arms control agreements and
resolving matters that call compliance into auestion. 7Tt ise reassvring to know
that thyse indispensable elementsa are so widely accepted and wholeheartedly
advocated.

A consensus draft reaolution would provide an important step towards the
strengchening of world peace and security, and my delegation hopes that such a
consensus can be achieved for draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.43/Rev. 1.

Mr. PAVLOVSKY (Czechoslovakia): Ouv deleqation appreciates the agreemant
reached on e ioint ¢ 'aft resolution on the auestion of "Compliance with arms
limitatior and disarmament agreements”, contained in dugument A/C.1/41/L.43/Rev. 1.
This draft in the result of Aifficult hut fruitful discussions that ve had this
veek. We ara fully aware of the complexity of the issues involvad. We are
convinced that atrict complisnce with arms limitat!on and disarmament agreements is
a matter of the highest priority, axd the strengthening of confidence with such a
compliarce can significantly improve prospects for meaningful and fur~reaching

neqotiations on dimarmament. We furthermore believe that once the United Nations
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i1 conatructively to consider the auestion of compliance it has to be done in a
belancec, rational and truly multilateral manner. Only in this way can the
consideraticn of this issie serve the obhjectives of disarmament and the reaching of
new agreemen-s, which are necessary in the nu-lear and space age.

Tt was with these go in mind that our delegation submitted draft resolution
A/C.1/41/L.2, which was later sponsored by several other delegations. 1In view of
the agreement we have achieved together with the leading sponsor of draft
resolution A/C.1/41/1.,4%, we have decided that draft resolution A/C.1/41/L.2 shaould

not be put to the vote,
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Conseauently, the delegations of the German pemccratic Republic, Poland and
Czechoslovakia join the sponsors of the present draft resolution L.43/Rev.l. We
are aware that the joint draft resolution now bhefore us is not perfect. It
nevertheless represents a rational, balanced and positive approach to the very
important issue of compliar.e. We sincerely thank the delegation of the United
Gtates of America, which displayed a very serious desire and exerted a genuine
effort to reach a consensus on the text we now before us.

I should also like to extend our gratitude to the deleqations of Mexico,
India, Y-joslavia and other countries for their encouragement and their
contribution to the agree..ent. It is our firm helief that the revised draft
cesolution should be adopted without a vota, and we call upon all delegations to
give it their support.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN: Before adjourning, I should like tn inform members of the
Committee that I have been approached by a number of delegations that have pointed
out that setting aside some time tomorrow afternoon would facilitate the process of
conauitations on the remaining draft resolutions. T am willing tc consider this
suggestion favourably because T take into account the importance of further
informal « onsultations in speeding up the process of takinq action on those
remaining draft resolutions,

Therefore, we shall hold nnly one meeting tomorrow. I intend to consider
tomorrow morning the followinag draft reeolutions under cluster 12;
A/C.1/41/L.46/Rev.l, L.51, T..53/Rev.1, 1..69/Rev.1 and the dra{t resolution
contained in document A/41/2 , on the Tndlan Oceanj under clustar 9, A/C.1/41/1..3
and 1..52, the decision proposed by the Chairman, contained in dccumert

A/C.1/41/1..78 and 1,,43/Rev. 1.
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I appeal to representatives to be as prompt as possihle tomorrow morning,
fince we shall start the mecting punctually. We have a number of important draft
resolutions before us, and we should meet our ta et at the end of our meeeting

tomorrow morning on all the draft resoluticns T have just mentioned.

The meeting rose at 6.05 p.m.




