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The meetinp was called to ord.r at 10.55 a.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 48 TO 69 (continued)

CONSIDERATION OF AND AC'rION ON URAFT Rb:SOLU'l'IONS ON AGENUA I'1'El~S 48 TO 69

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French), The Committee will continua

With the third pha.e ot its work. Before calling on any delegations that may wish

to introduce draft resolutions, I call on the Secretary of the Committee.

Mr. I<H~RADI (Secretary of the Committee), I shoula like to inform the

Co~mitt.e that the following countriell have become sponsors of the following draft

re.olutions, A/":' .1/42/1,.41' Liber lal L. Sa/Rev. 1, Liber 14 Clnd t:thiopia,

L.141 Romania and Ruanda, L.7S, the Ukrainian SSR, L.61' portugal,

L.40, the German Democratic Republic, an~ L.6S, the Netherlands.

The CHAIHMAN (interpretatio., from Frerch), As no delegations have

indicated thG wish to introduce draft resolutions, wo will now contInue to taka

decisions on the draft resolutions relating to agenda items devoted to dis~rmament

in cluster 71 A/\:.. 1/42/.1... 7, L.26 ar.. A l•• 28. We will then uonsider four draft

resolutions in cluster 9& A/C.l/42/L.46, L.56/Hev.l, L.62 dnd L.72/Rev.l. The

ot'er draft resolutions in clust~r 9 - L.23, L.30, L.SO Clnd L.65/Rcv.l - ~re still

the subject of consultations.

We will then yo on to cluster 10 and take decisions on draft resolutions

A/C.l/42/L.12, L.le, L.3S and L.'). This afternoon, we shall attempt to take

decisions on cluster 12 and, if possible, also consider cluster 13. Thdt will

depend on the progress we will have made in our work this mornin~ and on the

consultations which we will be having with the various deleyations.
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('I'he Chairman)

Before ta~ing decisions on these draft resolutions I call on those delegations

who wish to make statements other than in explanation of th~ir vote. There app.:lar

to be no speakers. I now call on those delegations who wish to explain their votes

before the voting. There appear to be none so we shall proceed to vote on the

draft resolutions containod in ~luster 7 titarting with draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.7.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L. 7 was submitted under agenda item 66 (g) entitled

"Review of the implementation of the r"!conunendath:ms and decisions adopted by the

Gene~al Assembly at its tentn special session" and subtitled "Non-u~e of nuclear

weapons And prevention of nuclear war". Members will recall that the draft

resolution was introduced by the representative of the German uemocratic Republic

at the 28th meet ing of the First Committee, on 2 November 19B 7. The following

countries have sponsored the draft resolution: Bulgaria, Cuba, the l-jerman

Democratic Republic, Hungary and Romania.

A recorded vote has been requested.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



PKB/mh

A recorded vote was taken.

A/C. 1/4 2/PV. 38
7

In favourl Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botsw~na, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Central African Republic, Congo, Cote
d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic ot) ,
Iraq, Joroan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, ~adagascar,

Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru,
Philippines, Pola"ti, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, 'l'unisia,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, Uni~ed Arab Emirates, United Hepublic of
Tanzania, uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zaire,
Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againstl Australia, Belglum, Can~da, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New ~ealand,

Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstainingl Bahamas, Brezil, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Greece,
Iceland, Ireland, Israel

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.7 was adopted by 94 votes to 17, with
10 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): We now turn to draft

resolution A/C.l/42/L.26, which is submitted under agenda item 66 (k) entitled

"Review of the implementation of the recommendations and d~cisions adopted by the

General Assembly at its tenth special session" and subtitled "Prevention of nuclear

war". It was submitted by the representative of Argentina at the 30th meeting of

the First Committee on 3 November 1987. 'rhe draft resolution is sponsored by the

following countries: Algeria, Argp.ntina, Bangladesh, 9razil, Bulgaria, Cameroon,

Colombia, Congo, ~gypt, Germ~n Democratic Hepublic, India, Indonesia, Mexico,

Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sudan, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam and

Yugoslavia.

A recorded vote h3S been requested.
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A recorded vote was taken.
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In favour: Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australi~, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Harbados, Denin, Hhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, 8ulgar~a, Burkina Faso" Burma,
Burundi, Byeloru13sian Soviet soci~list Republic, Central African
Republic, Chile, Chin~, Colombia, COhgO, Costa Mica, C8te
d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Domocratic Kampu~hea,

Uemocratic Yemen, Djiboutl, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democ:atic RepuPlic, Ghana,
Greece, GUdtemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic R3public of), Iraq, 1relano, Joroan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Rep~blic, Lebanon,
Le1otho, Lib' ~ia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Surtan, Swaziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Hepublil., Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirutes, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguny, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, ~ilt'babwe

Against: France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United states of Ameri~a

Abstaining: Belgium, Can~da, Denmark, Germany, Federal Republic 0[, Iceland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway. Portugal,
Spain, 'l'urkey

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.26 wao adopted oy lOB votes to 3, with
14 abstentions.

Tile CHAIRMAN (interpretdt ion from French): '1'he Committe wH 1. now vote

on dr~ft resolution A/C.l/42/L.2B submitted by the representative of ndia at the

32nd meeting of the I.<'irst Committee on 4 November 1487 under agenda item 63 (e),

entitled "Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of t •. €' 'l'welfth

Special Session of the General Assembly" and subtitled "Convention on the

prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons". The sponsors of this draft resolution

are: A1ger ia, Argentina, Uanqladesh, Bhutan, ~cuador, Egypt, ~;thiopia, India,

Indonesia, Madagascar, Romania, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia.

A recorded vote has bl'cn requested.
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In favour: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, BhutAn, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Br~nei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Central African RepUblic j

Chile, China, Colomb~a, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, ~cuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland,
Gabon, German Democratic Republi~, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea,
GUinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Keny~, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, MaLta, Mexico,
Mon9~lia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, RomanAa,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Srl Lanka,
Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Tr inldad and Tobago, Tlmisia, Ugl'lnda, Ukrainian soviet Sac ialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republi~ of ~anzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

A2ainst: Australia, Belgium, Canada, uenmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland~ United States of America

Abstaining: Greece, Ireland, IsrAel, Japan, Sao Tome and Princi~e

Draft resolution A/C.l~42/L.28 was adopted by 103 votes to 17, wi~h

5 abstentions.
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The CHAIHMAL\! (interpretation from French): I call now on delegations

wishing to explain their votes after the votinq.

Mr. PA'l'm'ALLIO (Finland): 1 wish to explain Finland's vote on draft

resolution A/C.l/4l/L.7, entitled "Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of

nuclear war". Nuclear war is nowhere professerl to be an element of {ational

policy. It is the declared policy of t~e Uovernment of Finland that nuclear

w~apons should never in any circum~tances be used. It is for that reason that

Finland voted in favour of draft resol~tion A/C.!/42/L.7, as well as in favour of

all the OH'H Jraft resolutions in cluster 7.

Mr. /mANU Yan (China) (interprt.!tatlon frolll Chinese:): The Chinese

delegation voted just now in favour of draft rt.!solution A/C.l/42/L.28. We note

that, apart from the necessary technical cnanges, tile contp.nt of that draft

resolution remains the same as that of resolution 41/60 F, adopted by the General

Assembly last year. In that light, and contll1ulny our support for the main thrust

of tile concept of the non-use of nuclear weapons, we still consider that further

considerati''O should be gi.ven to the wording of parts of the preamble of the Jraft

resolution and the draft convention co~tained in the annex.

China's position on the non-use at nuclear weapons lS well known to all. We

have always held that before nuclear disarmament c~n be achieved, in order to

reduce the danyer of nuclear war and to create cond.i.tions ror the complete

eliminaticn of nuclear weapons, all nuclear-weapon States, particularly those with

the largest arsenals, should commit themselves not to U3e nuclear weapons in <.tny

cir.clImstances against non-nuclear States or nuclear-weapon-free zones. They shoul

t.her, conclude an international convention on t111~ protllbition uf the use of nuclear

weapons, to which all nuclear-weapon States should be parties.
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(Mr. Zhang Yan, China'

We are of the view also that today, at Q time when nuclear-weapon stockpiles

are so lar~e, the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons cannot by itself

eliminate the danger of nuclear war or qUaLantee international peace and security

for all countries. Present nuclear arse~als must be drasticdlly reduc~d, and all

nuclear weapons wust ultimately be destroyed. Only in that way can we create

concrete conditions for the elimination ot nuclear war and help the world's peoples

free themselves from the threat of nuclear war.

Mr. MOLANDER (dweden): Sweden voted in favuur of all three of the drdft

resolutionR just adopted. However, my delegation would like to make 0 few comments

on each of them.

Concerning draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.7, introduced by the repr~sentative of

the German Democratic Republic, I should like to reiterate that the Swedish

Government sees unilateral declarations by nuclear-weapon States committing them

not to be the first to use nuclear weapons as an important concept in the efforts

to reduce the danyer of the outbreak of a nuclear war. We hope that all

nuclear-weapon StatEs will find it possible to make such declarations. It is

obvious that the establishment of an overall balance in conventi~nal forces at d

lower level would facilitate such commitments.

In the view of the Swedish Government the firm commitment not to be the fHst

to use nuclear weapons made throuyh an international instrument of a legally

binding character would be an important contribution to successful efforts to

prevent nuclear war. That is one reason for the support my Government gave today

to draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.7. However, such an international instrument should

deal solely witb the cCJllcept of the non-first-use of nuclear weapons and should not

contain any further elements not directly related to it. In tact, the Swedish
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(Mr. Molander, Sweden)

1
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Government considers that the prohibition of the use or threat of use of force in

international relations laid down in Article 2 of the Charter of the United Nations

is mandatory and sui~icient. What is required is rather improved complianc~ by

Member States with the existing prohibition and with the obligation, also laid down

in the Charter, to settle their international disputes by peaceful means.

Secondly, regarding draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.26, on the prevention of

nuclear war, introduced by the representative of Argentina, Sweden this year again

voted in favour of the dratt resolution. We did so because my Government fully

endorses the opera~ive part of the draft resolution, specifically its request that

the Conference on Disarmament undertake negotiations with a view to achieving

agreement on appropriate and practical measures which could be negotiated and

adopted indiVidually for the prevention of nuclear war. However, my delegation

feels that the preambular pa~t contains elements which do not f~lly reflect

international developments in this fi~ld and the more positive atmosphere in the

debate in this Committee. The attainment of the objectives set forth in the

operative part could be enhanced only if relevant positive international

developments were duly taken into account.
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(Mr. Mo1ander, Sweden)

Lastly, regarlHng draf t resolution A/C.l/42/L. 28 on a "Convention on the

prohibition of the use of ouclear weapons", my country l\as aq~in v. ~ed in favour of

thid draft resolution introduced by the representative of India. We have done so,

as in previous years, because Sweden supports the concept of prohibiting in un

international legal instrument the us~ or the threat of use 0f nuclear. weapons.

Such a prohibition corresponds to an international norm which is gradually 9.:lininlj

acceptance. T~ lS therefore time to study how the utter moral reprobation of the

use or threat of use of nuclear weapons could be translated into a binding

interllational ,t,geement as part of cl process leading to general and cOlllple\:.l'

disarmamen::.

However, with regard to the sixth pL"Qamp'.Aiar paragraph at the draft

rp-solution, my delegation h,q reservation:::. as to the interpretation of the Charter

ot the United Nations. in fact, if the use of nuclear wea~ons were incontestably

to be a violation of the Charter, there would obviously be no need for another

instrument.

Mr. ROWE p.ustralia): The Austrc,Uan delegation voted in favour of dralt

iesolutinn A/C.I/42/L.26 on "Prevention of nuc)aar war". We strongly support the

objective of the prevention of nU~lear war hy all possible me~ns. My delegatiun

would, however, have preferred to see the resolution drafted in such a WdY dS tu

give dL1e recognition to the face that the .i.ssue of the prevention uf nuclear war

cannot be dealt with in isolation. One of the most important ways to prevent a

nuclear war is throuyh the prevention of all wars.

II\Y delelJation also supports the establishment of an "d hoc committee un this

issue in th~ Conference on Disarmament. Although the I\ustraliall Jeley<.lLion is noL

certain that such an ad hoc committee could undertake negotiations on the matter at

this ~jtaq(~, w,~ :jrlC)uld like to see the ronference on LJl~;arllldlllent considt~r clnd
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(Mr. Rowe, Australia)

identify p~ssible areas fu. its detailed examination of the issue, similar to the

ad hoc committee established for the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Accordingly, the Australian delegation urges the Conference on Disarmament to

fH.ltablish an ad hoc committee at its 1988 sesliion, so that it can undertake

discussion of a~ issue of priority conC6rn in the field of disarmament.

Australia voted against clraft resolution A/C. 1/42/1.0. 7 on "l~on' "se of nuclear

weapons and prevention of nuclear war" because we do not belleve that ~he aim of

pr~venting nucleilr war is advanced by d priorl and unveritiable declarQtlons about

the use of nuclear weapons.

Mr. BAACc;lilRJJLl:: (New Zealand)s New ~ealand would like to explaln it!:>

vote on two draft resolutions In this clust3r: A/C.l/42/L.7 on "Non-use of nuclear

weapons and prevention of nuclear war" and L.28 on "Couvention on the prohioltion

of the use of nuclear weapons". New Zealand voted against both of those draft

resolutions.

In New Zealand's view, those draft resolutions attempt to address nuclear

weapons in isolation withollt taking into account certain balancing consideratlons,

such as a need for agreement on massive reductions in conventional weapons. New

Zealand does not support draft resolutions that, in its view, lack the necessary

balance _nd will not encourage ~n accommodation ot dilterent approaches to

security. We d ' li"t feel that they oftet practical suggestions which would help to

actd ""Je the balanl:ed tedul;t ionG in nucleat weapons that we all desirp..

1n New Zealand's view, ~he overridiny need is to achieve substantial

reJuctions in nucJedr weapon!:> dS yUlckly as pos~ible. Nucl~ar d~terrence plays ~

cfmtral role in the sec,ICity dnangements that have existed sillce the St!cond Wor ld

War. In that timt! thert! has been no ylobal conflict. 'rhe price has, howt!ver, lleen

an arms race in which the nuclear-weapon ::;tates, and in particular, the two l,Hqest
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nuclear-weapon States, have competed to develop larg~r dnd more sophistic~ted

arsenals of nuclear weapons, to tiuch tl ['oint that those arsena.Ls in their current

massive array now have the potential to dt:istroy all life un the planet. '1'he

international cOllulIunity as a whole haa a responsibility to find other means to

ensure international security. A vision of that goal was provided ~t tile Reykjavik

summit meeting last year, and the first steps are now oe1ng taken in that (j lLtjctluil.

New Zealand will continue to support draft resolutions which offal sugyestion~

that will help to encourage the welcome process that hell:! now lH:ll.jun. In our View,

the process of the reduction at nuclear weaponry has to be facilitated by an

agreement to deal with imbalances in conv~ntiollal forces.

It will also be important in this process to pay more attention to the place

of regional security arrangoments in ensuring international stability. We have

been trying to do this in our region of the world, recognizing that circumstances

will be different in dHterent reqionB. l"or our part, we ttllnk that our ~Hwurity

and that of our region would be enhanced if nuclear weapons are lIot deployed in the

area.

We theretore hope that the yoal in this Committee and in other lurums will be

to look for ways in which all of us, individually and collectiv',dy, can make .1

contriuution to qlobul IH.curity. '!'id::; will mecln a world in ,... hich stability ..wd

security are guacanteed for all while we move towacds the qoal {)( d world fre~ from

the threat of nuclear annihilation.

Mr. NANNA (NigfHia): I wish to explain the sUPlJort uf my dele1jiJtion for

draft reaolut ion A/C.l/4:.l/L. 7. M't deleqat10n feels the.t the concepts illlpli(?d in

the last preambular parayraph pertain ,"ore to the dtx.:trines ot the North AtlantiC

'rreaty Organization (NA'rO) and the Warsaw 'l'reaty. We would wiHh th<lt tllol;le

concepts were not reflected in the drdft resolution.
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(Mr. Nanna, Nigeria)

Ilowever, the gener~l thrust of the draft r.solution ia ac~eptable to my

delegation. That e~plQin8 our positive votu on the drdft resolution.

'l'he CH!~JRMA.N, (ir.terk>retat ~on from French) z We shall now proceed to

cluster 9 contalnjh~ drdft resolutions A/l;.1/42/L.46, L.S~/R.v.l, L.62 and

L.72/Rev.l. Before ~a~in9 any decisions on those four draft., 1 call on

delegations for explanations of vote before the voting.

Mr. MAOSr.:N (Denlllat'k~, I wish to make a statement on behalf of the twelve

member States of the EULopedn Community on draft resolution A/~.1/42/L.46,

regarding Disarmament Week. In the view of the 'l'welve, an informed public opinion

on disarmament iasues, and in particula. on the interrelationship ot factors

concerning international stability and security and their consideration within the

framework of the Umted Nations and in other forums, is an importantel::rment in the

pursuit of progress within the fields of arms control and disarmament. The wider

circulation in all Member countries of objective information on military matters

and un arms control and disarmament questions would contribute towards a better

understanrting of theee complex issu~s.
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(Mr. Mads~nr D~nmdrk)

It is against this backyround that the Twelve can support the objectives of

Disarmament Week, which has this year, as 1n previous yelHt3, been IIldrked in memlJtl[

countries of the Twelve by non-yovernmental activities. 'rhe 'l'welve arc, howt:lver,

not able to support draft rtisolution A/C.l/4~/l".4b. We recoyniz~ that atternptl:l

have been made to ifuprove the text compared to last year's resolution. W·, still

have problems, however, and ::.mong others with operative paragraph ~ ut the Jratt

resolution in whi<.:i1 the rehvanl specialized and other agencies are invited to

intensity activities, within their areas of cOlllpetenc~, to disl:>eminate information

on the consequences 01 the arms race. '1'he Twelve have, on a number of occasions.,

emphasized that the United Nations di~drmament activities should <.:untribute to

concrete measures of arms control and disarmament. Specific deliberative and

negotiating bodies have been efltabliahed within the United NationF' lJysttlln for this

purpose. Hather than encouraging the special~zed agencies to enyage in activities

that ilre likely to detract [rolll the important tasks for which tht-Jy have bel!n

specifically mandated and which are frequently of particular benefit to developinq

countr ies, the General AEH,embly should, in our v law, conCtlntrate UII WdY'ci o[ nhik inl)

maximum use of the existing disarmament machinery of the United Nations. 1",)[ these

reasons the twelVe member ::itat~)f; o[ tile 1~;uroLJctlll COIl1l\1unity will abotdin on drat.t

resolution A/C.l/4l/L.46 •

.Mr. i3AY/\H'J.:, (Monyolia) (interpretation from French): Uetore takiny a

decision on draft resolution A/C.l/4~/L.4b un Disarmament Week, 1 should like to

make a few oral amendments to thtl drdft rl!~.IOlui,;i()n.

First of all in the third p[(~dmblllar paragraph,

(spoke in English)

the word "urgent" in its firflt line is deletlold.

'Phe next amendment LS ill the fourth prearnlJular [Jaragraph. The word:.: "aD well

au the new initiatives to thiu end" d[e deleted.
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(Mr. Bayatt, Mongolia)

In the next amendment the fifth preambular parag~aph, beginning "Mindful of

the world-wide mass ••• ", is deleted and r~plac~d by the following paragr~ph'

"urging all Member States not to interfere with the rights of th~

citizens to organize and partici~ate in the anti-war and anti-nuclear-wea~ons

threat demon'" rations and movement,"

'rhe last a ent concerns o~erative parayrapn 7. In tne fitst line, after

tha words "United Nations", the words "mass media" are replaced by "information

organs". The phrase will then read as follows:

"Putth~r invites t~e Secretary-General to use the United Nations

information uryan~ as widely as possible ••• «.

(continued in French)

These amendments ar~ made folluwiny consultations with the delegations

involved and refl~ct a compromise. The &ponsors hope that in its present amended

form the dratt rosulution will marehall as broad support as possible among members

,.1. our Committee.
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'l'he CHAIRMAN (intet'pretdtion from h'rench): We shall nuw take decisions

on the draft resolutions in cluster~. We sh~ll start with draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.46, as orally amende~ by the representative of Mongolia. This draft is

entitled "Disarmament Week" and it come~ under agenda item 66 (i), entitled "Keview

of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the General

Assemblv at its tenth special session". This draft was introduced by the

repre~antative of Mongolia at the 30th meeting of the First Committee, on

3 November 1987. 'i'he following countries are sponsors of this draft resolution:

Afghanistan, Angola, Bulgar ia, Bye10russ ian Soviet SOl: lalist Republ le, Cuba,

Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Lao People's Uernocratic Kepublic,

Mongolia, Mozambique, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and viet Nam. 'rhe

sponsors ·,f this draft resolution have expressed the wis~ that it be adopted by the

Committee without a vote. If there is no objection, it is so decided.

Draft resolution A/C.l/42!L.46 was adoeted.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from ~'rench): We shall now lJdSS on to dr3ft

resolution A/C.l/42/L.5U/Rev.l, which was introduced under a~enda item b3 (f) and

is entitled "Review and implementation of the ConclUding Document of the 'l'weHth

Special Session of the ~eneral Assembly: United Nations proyramme of fellowuhi~s

on disarmament". This Jraft was int'~duced by the representative of Nigeria at the

30th meeting of the l"irst Cummittee on 3 NovelObeL 1967. The programme uudget

implications of this draft are clJntained in document A/C.l/4;t/L.71:i. The following

countries are sponsorl:l ut that draft resolution: Algeria, Argentina, l3ahamas,

Bollv ia, Braz i1, Cameroon, Eth iopia, ~'ederal Hepublic of liermany, lierrnan Democratic

Repuhlic, Greece, indonesia, Kenya, Liberia, Mali, Morocco, Neval, Nigeria,

Senegal, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 1'un ia, Uganda, United Hepublh.: of 'l'anzunia,

Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zaire, Zambia and ~lmbabwe.

A recorded vote h~s ~een re4uested.

Digitized by Dag Hammarskjöld Library



MI.G/pt

~orded vote was taken.

A/C. l/42/PV. 38
27

In favour: Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, aahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, B5nin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist aepublic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic ~emen, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, EgY9t, Ethiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bi,sall, Guyana, Hungary,
Iceland, Indin, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Repuhlic of), Iraq,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nig(ria, Norw~y,

Oman, Pakistan, Pan,ma, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Q~tar, R~mania, Rwanda, Samoa~ Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Repub:ic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, U"ited Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United RepubUc of Tanzania, uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabile

A~ainst: united States of America

Draft resolution A/C. l/42/L.58/Rev. 1 was adopted by 129 votes to 1.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): We shall now pass on to draft

resolution A/C.1/42/L.f2. 'Nle agenda itelll involved is itelr. 63 (c) and the title is

"Review and implementation of the Conc1udiny Document of the Twelfth Special

Session of the General Assemoly". This draf~, which is entitled "United Nations

Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa", was intr"Juced by the

representative of Madagasc~r on behalf of the African Group at the 30th meeting of

the First Committee, on 3 November 1987. 'llte ullly sponsor of the draft is

Madagascar. A rp-corded vote has been requested.
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In favourl Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Darbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, 3razil, BtUiiei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African rlepUDlic, Cnile, China, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic KampuchE:£\. Democratic Yemen, Denmark, IJjibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, E~ypt, Ethiopia, Finland, France,
Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Feceral Hepublic of,
Ghana, Greece, Guatem~la, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Ind00esia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Ireland, Isra~l, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People'c Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Jamahiriva, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta. M~xico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zeaiand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guin~a, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, ("latar, Romania, H.wanda, !:iamoa, Snudi Arabia,
Senegal, Singapore, SOfllQlia, Spaln, Sr i Lanka, Sudan, Swaz iland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukralnian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of 5uviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United KingdolR of Great Br ita!n and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Naw, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Z~ire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: None

Abstaining: None

Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.62 was adopted by 131 vutes to nOlle.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): We shall now pass on to th,'

last text in in cluster ~ that requires examination by the Committee this morning,

draft resolution document A/C.l/42/L.72/Rev.l. It is submitted under agenda

item 63 (h) and is entitled "Review and implementation of the Concludin9 Document

of the Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly: United Nations Regional

Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America". It was introduced

by the representative of Peru at the 32nd meeting of the First Committee, on

4 November 1987.

The following countries have sponsored the draft: Argentina, Bahamas,

Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,

Gllatemala, Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Lucia, Uruguay and

Venezuela.

The spon£ors of the draft resolution have indicated that they wish to have the

drafc adopted without a vote. If I hear no objection I shall take it that the

Committ~e adopts the draft resolution.

Uraft resolution A/C.l/42/L.72/Rev.l was adopted.

Mr. RAKOTONPRAMBOA (Madagascar) (interpretation from French): I should

like to draw the attention of members of the First COI~mittee to the fact that at

the time I had the honour of presenting draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.62, concerning

the United Nations Re1ional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa, on behalf

of the members of the Group of African States, I explicitly requested that as usual

the draft resolution be adopted by consensus and, as far as I know, no one asked

for a vote on the draft resolution.

For the record of the First Committee, I should like to say that the Group of

African States does not wish the fact that a vote was taken on draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L.62 to be considered as creating a precedent.
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The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): The statement of the

representative of Madagascar has been noted. I would ask delegations to be

somewhat more helpful in indicating specifically the manner in which they wish

their draft resolutions to be adopted. I would then have the information before

me. Had I known that it had been requested that the draft resolution be adopted

without a vote, I would certainly have followed that procedure.

Mr. SCHIALER (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): On behalf of the

sponsors of draft resolution A/C.1/42/L.7~/Rev.l, on the United Nations R~gional

Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin America, just adopted

without a vote, I should li"e to express our deepest appreciation to Member States

represented in the First Committee for their support for this regional centre. My

delegation believes that this support is a very favourable element and that it

augur~ well for the centre and is a stimulus to c1)nsolidating and strengthening its

activities in order to further mutual support and co-operation i~ a spirit of

harmony and solidarity. We consider those elements to be indispensable for the

establishment of peace and disarmamert and for the promotion of economic and social

development in Latin America.

The CHAIRMAN (inter~retation from French): Before proceeding to deal

with cluster No. 10, I shall suspend the meeting for some consultations.
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The meeting was suspended at 12 noon and resumed at 12.40 p.m.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French): The Committee has completed

its conBideration and adoption of the four draft resolutions in cl.uster~. The

meeting was suspended for consultations before proceeding to consideration of

another cluster of draft resolutions. I shall now call on those representatives

who wish to explain their votes on the draft resolutions in cluster 9.

Mr. NUMATA (Japan): Japan wishes to explain its vote on draft resolution

A/C. 1/42/L.58/Rev. 1 , "United Nations pl.ogramme of fellowships on disarmament".

Japan considers the United Nations fellowship programme very important in promutiny

expertise in disarmament, especially in the developing countries. For that reason,

my Government annually invites the participants in the programme to Japan,

including visits to Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

While we thus support the programme and voted in favout of draft resolution

A/C.l/42/ T,.58/Rev.l, we feel bound to express reservations about renaming the

programme as set forth in paragraph 5 of the draft resolution. As is clear from

the relevant section of the Secretary-General's report, A/42/693, it was not

possible, given the present financial situation of the United Nations, to start the

ne\~ programmes of regional disarmament training and disarmament advisory services.

In the view of my delegation, the priority should, under tnese circumstances, be

placed on restoring the number of fellowships - which has been reduced from the

original 25 to 20 - as and when the financial situation improveG, rather than on

the kind of expansion implied by the renaming of the programme.

Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom): I should like to eXl!lain the United

Kingdom's vote on some of the draft resolutions in cluster 9.

First, draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.46, "Disarmament Week. 11 My delegation wal:>

expecting a vote on that draft resolution, and we would have abstained had there
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(Miss Solesby, United Kingdom)

been one. There will have to be a vote when that text comes before a plenary

meeting of the General Assembly.

Secondly, with regard to draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.58/kev.l, on the United

Nations programme of fellowships on disarmament, we firmly support the programme.

However, I should like to say that the confirmation given in document A/C.l/42/L.7B

that no additional appropriation would be requested under section 28 of the

proposed progra~ne budget for the biennium 1988-1989 is something to which we

attach importance. Against that financial background, we have reservations about

the proposal in the draft resolution to rename the programme. We believe that such

a move would, at this stage, be premature, and we hope that the formal change of

title will be put into effect only when it reflects the actual situation, that is,

when the advisory and training services are well established.

Thirdly, I should like to comment on draft resolutions A/C.l/42/L.62 and L.72,

relating to regional centres for disarmament in Africa and Latin America

respectively. The United Kingdom was happy ~o join in the consensus on both draft

resolutions. In doing so, and in the absence of a Secretariat statement of

programme-budget implications, the United Kingdom proceeded on the basis that the

draft resolutions raise no such implications and that the Centres will continue to

be funded by voluntary contributions.

Mr. FRIEDERSDORP (United States of America): As delegations are aware,

the United States engages in and supports regional approaches to arms limitations.

Our delegation has demonstrated that support by joining in the consensus adoption

of draft resolutions A/C.l/42/L.62 and L.72/Rev.l concerning the United Nations

Regional Centres for peace and disarmament in Africa and Latin America,

respectively. The United St~t~s has been able to support those draft resolutions

on the understanding that they call for the Regional Centres to function solely on
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the basis of existing r.d(rurc~. and ot voluntary contributions from Member St~te8.

The United States takes thi~ opportunity, however, to underscore its concern it the

fact that these draft resolutlona are nevertheles8 resulting in an expansion of the

physical plant of the U~ited Nations during a period of fiscal auaterity. Our

delegation therefore .. ishell to express its hope tHat when the Secretar iat reports

to the {<'irst COIM\ittee on th~~ activities of those Centres next year, the reports

will show financial contr iblJtions to the Centres from the Governments of the

roglons concerned, at a levo\. commensurate with t' .~ political sutJport that they

have demnnstrated on the dr",ft reSOlutions adopted today.

Hegarding draft resolution A/C. :/4l/L.46, my delegation did not agree to the

adoption of that draft resolution without a vote. My delegation would have called

for a vote on that draft ["e~olution and would havtt ~bstained, and we ask that Uhlt

fact should be reflected in the record.

'rlH.· United States has abstained on many of the predecessors of the draft

resolution because their 8~)nSOrs have insisted on including unrealistic and

hyperbolic language in a draft resolution that ideally would be of a procedural

nature and ••\joy adoption by consensus. Last yetH the United Htates .t.ed ayainst

General Assembly resolution 41/ij6 0 on this subject because it invited the

specialized technical agencies, particularly the International Atomic Energy

Agency, to involve themselves un~ecessarily with diuarmament matters uutside the

scope of their respective mandates. General Assembly resolution 41/B6 U a160

referred to u number of proposals by tile sponsurinq deleyations that the United

States does not support. This year the United ~tctes deleqation undertook

consultations with the delegation of Mongolia in an attempt to so modify the text

of General Assembly resolution 4l/ij6 0 as to enable the United states e1the.: to

abstain or to support it. The draft resolution that the COmITllttee has adopted l~' ,l

result of those consultations.
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(Mr. !!'riederadort:, United Htatea)

The United State. delegation remains concerned 0\'8r much of the hY91.:bolic

language in this draft resolution. Nevertheless, the text has bt:len improved

sufficiently to permit our delegation to abstain on it thi3 year. 'rhe united

States delegation hope. that the s~on.ors of this draft rU801uti0~ will enter into

bona fide consultations with us on this subject early next year in the nope that

next year's draft r ••olution may truly be adopteo by consensus.

The United Slate. has been and continues to be a strong aupport~r of toe

programme of fellowships on disarmamant. Representativ86 ot our Government

continue to address meetings of the fellows in both Washington and Ueneva, and

consider such exchanges to be ot mutual benefit. Moreover, our deleyation

appreciates the recognition given in operative ~arQgraph 3 of draft resolution

A/C.l/42/L. SS/Rev. 1 to United States activities on behalf of the progranune.

Nevertheless, the United States remains unable tu support additional

expendit~'res associated with the imple:nentation of existinq United NatlOn~

programmes. Operative paragraph 2 of this draft resolution explicitly endorses the

increased spending levels for this activity that the General ASRt:llllbly adopted in

1985, it does so in spite of the fact that even with that increased fi~ancing this

year's progranune accommodatod only :lO fellow!.> (ather than U18 ucheduled :l5.

For those reasons, the Unitad States delegation regrets that it remains unable

on financial grounds, to support draft resolution A/C.l/42/1•• 5H/Hev.l, on tile

United Nations progranune of fellowohiVlJ on disarmament.

Mr. MADSt:~ (Denmark) s When action was taken lJr\ draft renolution

A/C.l/42/L.46, on Disarmament Week, my delegation, apeaking to explain the pOB~tion

ot the 12 member States of the I':uropean COlllllluni ty, eXf,)reastld the i r 1 ntent ion to

abstain. The draft resolution was neverthele~9 adopted without a vote. I must
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refer again to our: statement, which contained a declared intention to abstain, that

intentiun i8 maintained. We must, of course, reserve our right to ask for a vote

when the draft resolution come. before th. plenary As.embly.

Mr. NIEUWENHUYS (8~lgium) (interpretation from French). I wish to

explain my delegation's vote on draft resolutions in cluater 9. A/C.l/42/L.46,

L.SS/Rev.l, L.62 and L.72/Rev.l. My delegation was very pleased to support the

last three of those draft resolutions.

With respect to draft resolutions A/C.l/42/L.62, on the United Nations

Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament 1n Africa, and A/C.l/42/L.72, on the

United Nations R~gional Centre for Peace, uisarmampnt an1 Development in Latin

America, my delegation considers that the centre. could make a positive

contribution to regional disarmament. Regional disarmament i8 a concept of which

Belqium has for many years ~~en a proponent.

As to uraft resolution A/C.l/42/L.46, my dele~ation fUlly subscribes to what

has juat belln stated on behalf of th& '!'weive by the representative of Denmark.

Clearly, we have reservations on operativ~ paragrdph 5, we hope that at a later

stage the text can be modified in ~uch a way as to lead to general acceptance. Had

the d~aft resolution heen put to the vota, we would have abstained.

Mr. ZIPPORI (Israel). Had draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.46 been put to the

vote, the uelegation of Israel would have abatained.

Mr. MOHHI (Canada~. My delegation wishes to explain its position on one

of the draft resolutions in cluster 9 on which the Commi\:.tee has just taken

action. With specific reference to draft reHolution A/C.l/42/L.46, entitled

"Disarmament Week", submitt~d under agenda item 66 (i), my delegation fully

expected that a vote woulu be taken. Had a vote been taken, as ~e were led to

ex~ect it would ue, my delegdtion would hav~ ~bstained.
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(Mr. Morr!, Canada)

We noted with plea.ure the oral am~ndment. put forward by the repre.entative

of Mongolia, and we hope that in future greater con.ultation. will lead to the

adoption by con.ensu. of a draft re.olution on Di.armament W•• :. Surely, we ought

to be able to agre. that it i. good that the United Nation. ha. a Di.armament Weftk,

that it i. good that individual. ~nd non-governmental organi.ationa .hould take

part. Canada work. actively to promote the objectivea of Di.armament Week 4nd i8 a

strong .upporter of it. aim.. A. ha. been .aid by other del.gation., we look

forward to continued con.ultation on this matter with a view to having sucn dratt

resolution. adopted in the future by con.en.u••

Mr. ANDERSEN (Iceland). My delegation would have ab.tained on draft

r.solution A/C.l/42/L.46 had it been ~ut to the vote. We .hall ab.tain when the

draft resolution come. before the plenary A••embly.

Mr. LUNDQQ (Norway). I .hould like to .tate for the record that my

delegation would have abstained on draft re.olution A/C.l/~2/L.46, on Disarm~ment

Week, had the draft re.olution been put t~ the vote.
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Mr. de LA BAUME: (France) (interpretation from L"ranch): 'rhe v'rench

.. MT"

delegation naturally subscribes to the statement tnat has just been made by the

representative of Dbnmark on behalf of the countri~6 of the ~u[opean ~ommunity. My

del&gation expected that a vote would be taKen on dratt resolution A/~.1/42/L.40

and intended to abstain. We now note that cert"in formulations in tliat draft are

more satisfactory than those Which appeared in last year'e text, but we still have

reservations concerning paragruph 5.

Mr. LUEDEKINU (Federal Republic ot Germany): ~ike other delegations, my

delegation also expected a vote to be taken on draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.46. If

there had been a vote, we would have abstained. The reasons for our abstention

were explained in the statement made by the representative of Denmark before we

dealt with the draft resolution.

Mr. SHUUHM/\N V()LKr~H. (Ne th~r land:;): Aa El ta ted by other delegat ions, my

delegatiun expected that draft reeolution A/~.1/4~/L.4b on "Disarmament Week" would

have been put to u votu. We regret that thi8 was. Ilot the Cdse. We would have

abstained had there been a vote. We hope that in the (uture, coneensus on this

resolution can Ut.:! achievtld, and we t10lJe for further consultations.

Mr. HOWl:: (Aul:ltralia): I wish to I:it,ate for the recurd that had draft

resolution A/~.1/42/L.46 on "Dlsarmament Week" been put to a vote ~s we had

expected, Australia would have abstained. I also wish to place on rucord that we

share the views of others wllO have spuken on the del:iirdbility at trying to work for

a consensus reuolution on Disarmament Week, and we hope that this objective will be

addeved at the next session of tile ueneLdl Assembly.

Mr. l" [OC11I':H (Uru<juay) (int.erprtltation from Spanish): My delegation also

w~lcomes the fact thut the lIt'alt re~;oluti()1l on tile United Nations Heyional ~entre

for Peace, Oisarmument i.md Uevelopment in l..atin America received the sup}.Jort that

made possible itB adoption by consensus. We GhuulC1 like to reaUirm OH hope that
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(Mr. FischeL, uruguay)

the Centre will be able to attain the same objectives that motivate the peace

efforts in which our countries in the region are engaged. In this connection,

uruguay, which has just resolved to make its own voluntary contribution, hopes and

trusts that such contributions will becolue more widespread and general in the very

near future.

Mr. GOKTURK (Turkey): I simply want to join previous speakers in stating

that our intention was to abstain on draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.46, and we shall

certainly do so when the Assembly makes use of the voting machine available to it.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretati.on from French): The voting ma~hine can always

be used so long as delegations request tnat it should be put to use. It is at the

disposal of all delegations.

This afternoon we expect to take a decision on cluster lU of our draft

resolutions. Draft resolution A/C.l/42/L.12 continues to be the subject of

consultations. The Committee will therefore not be in a position to consider it.

However, we have draft r~solutions A/C.l/42/L.18, L.35, and L.73/Rev.l, which can

be considered by the Committee.

We shall then pass on to cluster 12, which contains draft resolutions

A/C.l/42/L.40 and L.64, and, if we have sufficient time and if the machine permits,

we might take up cluster 13, which contains draft resolutions A/~.l/42/L.16, L.Gl

and L.69. Since consultations - constructive consultations - are continuing with a

view to merging certain draft resolutions, thus satisfying the expressed wiShes of

numerous delegations to have the number of our draft resolutions reduced, we can do

no better than encourage such consultations. I should therefore like to request

the Secretariat not to schedule a meeting of the First Committee for tomorrow

afternoon, so that those consultations can proceed.

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m.
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