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The meeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m. 

AGENDA ITEMS 46, 50, 55, 56, 58, 59, 61, 62, 63 AND 141 (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN: This morning we shall begin to take action on the draft 

resolutions listed under cluster 11, that is to say, draft resolutions 

A/C.l/38/L.22, L.44 and L.49. After that, we shall proceed to take action on the 

draft resolutions listed under cluster 12. However, I have been informed that 

consultations are still going on concerning draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.61/Rev.l, 

so we will defer that until later. We hope to be able to complete today our action 

on all the draft resolutions which have been submitted under disarmament items. 

After cluster 12, we shall ~oceed to take action with regard to clusters 13, 

14 and 9. After that we shall take up those resolutions from the previous clusters 

which we have not acted upon, that is, A/C.l/38/L.3ljRev.l, L.67/Rev.2 and 

L.68/Rev.2. We also have to act on A/C.l/38/L.S/Rev.l. 

The Secretary of the COmmittee wishes to make a statement. 

Mr. RATifJRE (Secretary of the Committee): The following are to be added 

to the list of sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.36jRev.l: Bangladesh, 

Hungary, Pakistan Sudan and VietNam. 

The CHAIRMAN: We shall proceed to take action on the draft resolutions 

in cluster 11. Are there any delegations which wish to speak to the draft 

resolutions listed under that cluster, that is, A/C.l/38/L.22, L.44 and L.49? If 

not, I shall now call on the representative of Brazil, who wishes to explain his 

vote before the vote. 

Mr. SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil): I would like briefly to explain our vote on 

L.44 and L.49. over the years, Brazil has advocated the principle that concrete 

measures for the reduction of military budgets should be taken, first and foremost, 

by the nuclear-weapon POwers whose vast military expenditures, which seem to be 

entering a new phase of the arms race, account for almost 90 per cent of the 

overall resources diverted to armaments. SUch resources would undeniably be put to 

far better use if they were reallocated for economic and social development, and in 

particular, for the benefit of developing countries. 

Bearing these considerations in mind, the Brazilian delegation will adhere to 

the consensus on draft resolution L.44, as it has done with similar texts before. 

However, it is not in a position to support draft resolution L.49,for it does not, 
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(Mr. Souza e Silva, Brazil) 

in our view, stress the special responsibility which the nuclear~eapon States bear 

in this field. 

'Itle CHAIRMAN: 'ltle Assembly will now take decisions on the three draft 

resolutions in cluster 11. 

The first of these is draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.22, which was introduced by 

the representative of AUstria at the 28th meeting of the First committee, on 

9 November, and it is sponsored by the following countriesr AUstralia, Austria, 

Bahamas, Bangladesh, Belgium, Colombia, Ecuador, France, the Federal Republic of 

Germany, Indonesia, Ireland, Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, Sudan and Sweden. The 

Committee will now proceed to take action on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.22. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, 
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, canada, 
Chad, Chile, Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Ecuador, 
Egypt, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal 
Republic of, Ghana; Greece, Guatemala, HOnduras, Iceland, 
Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Ooast, Japan, 
Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, LUxembourg, Maldives, Mali, Malta, 
Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Nether lands, New zealand, Norway, 
()nan,· Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, 
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 
Suriname, Sweden, Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United 
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland, United States of America, Upper volta, Uruguay, 
venezuela, Yemen, YUgoslavia 

Against: None 

Abstaining: Angola, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
CUba, CZechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hunqary, 
India, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Mongolia, 
Mozambique, Poland, saudi Arabia, Ukrainian Soviet SOCialist 
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam, 
Zambia 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.22 was adopted by 77 votes to none, with 17 
abstentions. * 

* Subsequently the delegations of Bangladesh, Burundi, cameroon, COlombia, 
Oongo, Djibouti, the Ibminican Republic, Haiti, Malawi, Malaysia, Rwanda and Togo 
advised the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour, the delegation of 
Guyana had intended to abstain. 
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The CHAIRMAN: The Commdttee will now take action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.44. This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of 

Romania at the 32nd meeting of the First Committee, on 15 November. It is 

sponsored by the following countries: Austria, Bangladesh, Colombia, Costa Rica, 

Ecuador, Indonesia, Ireland, Malta, Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sudan, 

Sweden and Uruguay. 

The sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44, entitled "Reduction of 

Military Budgets• have expressed the wish that it be adopted by the Committee 

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

to adopt draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44. 

The draft resolution was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: The COmmittee will now take action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.49, the financial implications of which are set out in document 

A/C.l/38/L.74. This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of 

Sweden at the 33rd meeting of the First Committee, on 17 November. It is sponsored 

by the following countries: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Costa Rica, 

Ecuador, Finland, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, Ireland, Italy, Malta, 

New Zealand, Norway, Romania, Sudan, Sweden and Uruguay. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: 

Against: 

Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Belgium, Benin, 
Bhutan, Bolivia, Burundi, Canada, Chad, Chile, Congo, 
Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji, 
Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, 
Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Iceland, Indonesia, Iraq, 
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, 
Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mexico, 
Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New zealand, Norway, Oman, 
Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, 
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, 
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Thailand, 
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States 
of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia 

Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Lao 
People's Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian 
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, Viet Nam 
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Abstaining: Angola, Argentina, Brazil, China, Honduras, India, 
Mozambique, Zambia 

Draft resolution A/C.l(38/L.49 was adgpted by 78 votes to 12, with 8 
abstentions.* 

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

explain their votes. 

MR. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia): As in previous years on similar draft 

resolutions, my delegation voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49, 

relating to the reduction of military budgets, since it considers that the subject 

dealt with in this draft resolution and the goals it seeks to achieve deserve our 

attention. 

In connection with paragraph 3 of the draft resolution, which recommends all 

member States to report annually, by using the reporting instrument, by 30 April to 

the Secretary-General their military expenditures of the latest fiscal year for 

which data are available. I would like to point out that my delegation continues 

to believe that this draft resolution can be useful and effective only if all 

members of the international community participate in it, primarily the leading 

Powers and other militarily significant States. 

Mr. BATSANOV (Union of SOviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): The Soviet delegation abstained in the voting on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.22, concerning measures to provide objective information on military 

capabilities. The Soviet Union has frequently stated that during the disarmament 

process the exchange of information on arms and armed forces not only is not 

excluded but would be desirable and would be possible in a general climate of 

international confidence. This has been our experience, in particular, in 

preparing and concluding other agreements on disar1oament measures. The only 

condition is that such exchange of information be directly linked to concrete 

disarmament measures, not some sort of separate, preliminary step as, in fact, is 

provided for in draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.22. 

The reason for the absence of any progress in the limitation of weapons is not 

the lack of sufficient military information but rather the fact that in recent 

* Subsequently the delegations of Bangladesh, Cameroon, Colombia, Djibouti, 
the Dominican Republic, Haiti, Malawi, Malaysia and Togo advised the Secretariat 
that they had intended to vote in favour, the delegation of Congo had intended to 
abstain. 
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(Mr. Batsanov, USSR) 

years leading Western countries, above all the United States, have embarked on a 

course of unprecedented arms build-up with the objective of disturbing the existing 

military equilibrium and achieving superiority for themselves. 

The absence of the political will on the part of the United States and other 

countries of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) to end the arms race and 

their lack of any desire to achieve a mutually acceptable agreement on the basis of 

equality and equal security cannot be compensated for by a flow of information on 

weapons or military forces, by any kind of study on the comparability of military 

information or by any other such things. 

For these reasons, the Soviet Union does not consider that the adoption of 

special measures to increase exchanges of military information would serve any 

useful purpose, and it sees no reason why a United Nations body - in this case, the 

Advisory Board on Disarmament Studies - should be involved in this process. 

Mr. RAMAKER (Netherlands): The Netherlands chose not to stand in the way 

of the consensus on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44 and voted in favour of draft 

resolution A/C.l/38/L.49. We did so, however, witlt more reluctance than ever 

before on such draft resolutions. If draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44 had been put 

to the vote, my delegation would have abstained. 

The Netherlands still shares the view of those who hold that the gradual 

reduction of military budgets on a mutually agreed basis is an objective that 

merits serious consideration as one possible measure, among others, towards general 

and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control. For 

such a measure to be meaningful, however, it should be adequately verifiable. 

Agreed measures on the reduction of military expenditures should not be open to 

easy circumvention by one State through a simple book-keeping operation that would 

pass unnoticed within the overall budget of that State. 

It is for that reason that the Netherlands has always made a constructive 

contribution to the efforts of sweden and others to promote the creation of a 

system that would make the comparison of military budgets easier and thereby lay 

the foundation for any attempt to verify agreed JOeasures to reduce military 

expenditures in the future. The establishment of such a system would at the same 

time constitute an important confidence-building measure, in that it would provide 

t;[ansparency and avoid mutual misconceptions between States about their security

related intentions. 

We profoundly regret, however, that one particular group of States - among 
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which is Romania itself, a sponsor of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44 - does not 

take this exercise seriously and continues to refuse to carry out the 

recommendation made in resolution 35/142 B that they report their military 

expenditures. 

Consequently, already last year the Netherlands did not wish to be among the 

sponsors of a call for a further study in this field such as that contained in 

draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 this year. We regret to note that the negative vote 

on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 cast by the group of countries concerned shows 

once more that those countries are not seriously considering ways and means that 

could open up the way to reductions in military budgets, but only pay lip-service 

to that valuable idea. 

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom); I wish to explain the reasons why my 

delegation voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 and joined in the 

consensus on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44. Draft resolution L.44 requests the 

Disarmament Commission to continue its consideration of the reduction of military 

budgets, with a view to identifying and elaborating the principles which should 

govern the further action of States in that field. Whilst my delegation has 

participated in these efforts, we are firmly of the view that principles alone 

cannot build confidence. FOr this reason, we have consistently advocated the 

completion of the reporting instrument by a larger number of State from different 

geographical regions of the world and with different budgetary and accounting 

systems. 

The United Kingdom has frequently stressed the importance of this point and 

welcomes operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49, which emphasizes 

it. We believe that a systematic reporting of military budgets can do much to 

strengthen international confidence by contributing to greater transparency in 

military matters and that, indeed, without a generally accepted procedure for the 

comparison of military expenditures it would be most difficult to arrive at 

balanced and verifiable agreements to restrain and reduce such expenditures. 

Thus, it is with disappointment that my delegation has again noted that so far 

no party to the Warsaw Pact has supported this attempt to increase trust and 

confidence by completing the reporting instrument. My delegation last year 

expressed its reservations with regard to the study proposed in paragraph 5 of 

resolution 37/95 B and referred to in paragraph 4 of draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.49. My delegation believes that further work on the question of 
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comparing and verifying military expenditure is necessary, but the fact that only 

10 States, all with similar budgetary and accounting systems, have expressed their 

willingness to participate in the exercise proposed in paragraph 5 of resolution 

37/95 B leads us to consider that unless there is a wider and more balanced 

participation it will be difficult to justify carrying out the prqpoaed study on 

the scale indicated by the statement of 4 November by the ChairMn of the Group of 

Experts on the Reduction of Military Budgets. 

If it is none the less decided to go ahead with the study, my delegation 

believes that the additional resources and financial support needed to carry it out 

should be found within the level of resources already proposed for the bienniua 

1984-1985. 

Mr. SHARMA (India): India abstained in the voting on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.22 because we consider that progress in disarmament is a matter of the 

exercise of political will by the major Powers and that a lack of progress cannot 

be attributable to the lack of information on military expenditure or to the 

absence of an adequate format for collecting such information. 

Secondly, India abstained in the voting on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 and, 

while we did not stand in the way of the consensus on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L. 44, we would have abstained on it had a vote been taken. We took this 

position because, in our view, since it is the five or six militarily significant 

States which account for more than 80 per cent of the world's military expenditure, 

it is they which must take the lead in cutting military expenditure. We cannot 

endorse the premise that rising military expenditure is a phenoaenon for which all 

States are somehow responsible. So long as there is a lack of po!itical will on 

the part of the major Powers to stop and reverse the arms race, particularly in the 

field of nuclear weapons, exercises such as the one endorsed in draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.49 would merely serve to deflect attention from the principal political 

issue in disarmament. 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America) : The United States delegation was 

pleased to support draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 calling for openness in r~rting 

military expenditures and for wider adherence to the reporting of military 

expenditures using the standardized United Nations format. 

We also joined in the consensus adoption of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44 on 

the reduction of military budgets. However, my Government has certain reservations 

regarding this draft resolution. 
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Before expressing them, I should like briefly to discuss draft resolution 

A/C.'l/38/L.49. The United States fully supports the basic point of that draft 

resolution, namely, that greater openness in reporting on military budgets is an 

essential part of efforts to create conditions which might allow for negotiations 

on the reduction of military expenditures. One of the major achievements in this 

fieJ.d has been the elaboration and adoption of an international system for 

standardized reporting of military expenditures, as well as current efforts to work 

out problems of comparability on national budgets. The United States has 

contributed actively over the past decade in this area, and since the institution 

of a standardized reporting system has provided, along with 22 other States, data 

on military spending. It is clear that if any agreement on the reduction of 

milita~ expenditures is to become more than a theoretical possibility it is 

absolutely essential to have available data on national military budgets of States 

and a method for establishing the comparability of such data. 

In this connection we are pleased to note that draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 

underscores the need for wide participation in the reporting system by States from 

different regions and representing different budgeting &¥Stems. We are gratified 

at tne progress made so far in this important area, but it is evident that much 

more has yet to be done. 

We believe draft that resolutions such as A/C.l/38/L.49 can give an important 

impetus to progress in this important area of endeavour. 

Regarding draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44, we note with interest the fact that 

it acknowledges many activities carried out in this field. My delegation 

understands this reference to include precisely those activities we mentioned 

earlier, namely, participation in the reporting &¥Stem and in the efforts aimed at 

resolving problems associated with the evaluation of data reported. 

Mr. KRUTZCH (German Democratic Republic): The delegation of the German 

Democratic Republic voted against draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49. My country 

firmly believes that, with the necessary political will of States, results in the 

field of the reduction of military budgets can be achieved within a relatively 

short period of time if the conduct of relevant negotiations is being envisaged. 

Regrettably, draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 replaces negotiations on 

reductions by the reporting, comparing and verifying of military expenditures. As 

was stated in the working paper submitted by the German Democratic Republic and 

other States to the United Nations Disarmament Commission at its 1983 session, 
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those demands for openness and transparency of military expenditures only distract 

attention from effective disarmament measures in this field. Agreements on a 

freeze or on reductions of military budgets, respectively, can be reached when 

negotiations are not further prevented by insistance on previous agreement on 

reporting, comparing and verifying. In the framework of the elaboration of an 

agreement on the reduction of military budgets, the German Democratic Republic, 

like other States, will be no less interested to ensure that all parties to an 

agreement on a freeze or on the reduction of military expenditures have assurances 

of its observance. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 is nevertheless not of a kind to contribute 

towards making progress in the field of reducing military budgets, and therefore we 

could not support it. 

Mr. de la GORCE (France) (interpretation from French): The French 

delegation joined in the consensus on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.44 in spite of 

some reservations on certain points. It did so also in order to take account of 

the fact that Romania, which is a sponsor of this draft resolution, is also a 

sponsor of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 and that, consequently, the views 

expressed in that draft resolution are also those of the Romanian delegation. we 

note in particular in this connection that it is therefore subscribing to the 

positions expressed in paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.49 

concerning the widest possible participation in the international system of 

standardized reporting of military expenditures. 

We hope that Romania will itself participate in this system. 

With regard to the arguments tending to reduced what we consider to be the key 

importance of comparability, we must insist on its fundamental character. The 

presentation of military budgets by the various States differs widely and this 

makes it impossible to draw any valid conclusions. As an example, I would point 

out the comparison that could be made by means of the parallel established, between 

the military budget of the soviet union and that of France. In their present 

presentation, such comparison leads to a total absence of valid conclusions. 

I endorse the observations just made on this subject, in particular by the 

delegations of the Netherlands, the United Kingdom and the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN: That completes the Committee's work on the draft 

resolutions in cluster 11. 

We shall now proceed to take action on the draft resolutions listed in 

cluster 12 - draft resolutions A/C.l/38/L.33/Rev.l, to L.40 and L.46. 
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(The Chairman) 

As I said earlier, draft resolution A/C.~38/L.61/Rev.l will be deferred for 

consideration this afternoon, as consultations are still going on in order to seek 

agreement between the various interested parties. 

I shall call on the delegation of the Netherlands, which wishes to explain its 

position. 

Mr. RAMAKER (Netherlands): In spite of the fact that, as far as we know, 

draft resolution A/C.~38/L.40, on the World Disarmament Campaign, could be adopted 

by consensus, I wish to make clear the position of the Netherlands. 

My country objects to the prominence given in this draft resolution to the 

idea of pledging conferences, both past and future. As my delegation tried to make 

clear during this year's pledging conference, my Government believes that too much 

emphasis on pledging conferences like this one might erroneously suggest that the 

success of the World Disarmament Campaign depended merely on raising the necessary 

funds. The Netherlands does not think that is so. It holds the opinion that what, 

in fact, is more needed is the pledge to an unconditional commitment in no way to 

impede the unqualified free flow of information. We are afraid that too much 

emphasis on the idea of pledging conferences might hide the fact that in many 

countries, even those with enough money for a successful campaign, information is 

not allowed to flow freely. Only if and when the barriers to such an unqualified 

free flow of information are removed will the world Disarmament Campaign be 

successful, as my Government sincerely hopes it will be. 

The CHAIRMAN: We shall first take a decision on draft resolution 

A/C.~38/L.33/Rev.l. 

This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of Mongolia at the 

33rd meeting of the First Committee, on 17 November, and the co-sponsors are: 

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

Czechoslovakia, the German Democratic Republic, India, the Lao People's Democratic 

Republic, Mongolia, Mozambique, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, and Viet 

Nam. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, 
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Canada, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, 
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, 
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Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, 
Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, 
Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, 
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, 
Ireland, Ivory Coast, Japan, Jordan, Keqya, Kuwait, Lao 
People's Democratic Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, 
Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, 
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, oman, Pakistan, Peru, 
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi 
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, 
Sudan, Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, 
Togo, Trinidad and TObago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian SOviet 
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of cameroon, upper 
Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 
Zambia, Zimbabwe 

Against: None 

Abstaining: Australia, Belgium, Democratic Kampuchea, France, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy, Lebanon, Luxembourg, 
Netherlands, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, United States of America 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38(L.33/Rev.l was adopted by 107 votes to none, with 
13 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will now take action on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.40, which was introduced by the representative of Mexico at the 32nd 

meeting of the Committee, on 15 November. It is sponsored by the following 

countries: Bangladesh, Egypt, Indonesia, Mexico, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sweden, 

Venezuela and Yugoslavia. 

The sponsors have expressed the wish that the draft resolution should be 

adopted by the Committe without a vote. If I hear no objection, I shall take it 

that the Committee wishes to adopt draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.40. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.40 was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN: We shall now take a decision on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.46. This resolution was introduced by the representative of BUlgaria at 

the 32nd meeting of the Committee, on 15 November, and is sponsored by Bulgaria, 

the German Democratic Republic, Mongolia, Romania and Viet Nam. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Burundi, 
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Bye~orussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chad, Colombia, 
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic 
Ye•n, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, &:uador, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, 
Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran 
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ivory coast, Japan, Jordan, 
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Liberia, 
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, 
Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, 
Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru, 
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Bomania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, 
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian 
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, 
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic 
of Cameroon, Upper Volta, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, 
Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe 

!gainsta Brazil 

Abstaining: Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Canada, Chile, 
Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, 
Israel, Italy, Lebanon, Luxembourg, Netherlarxls, New 
Zea~nd, Norway, Paraguay, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United 
States of America, uruguay 

Draft resolution A/C.l(38/L.46 was adopted gy 88 votes to 1, with 30 
.matentions. 

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

explain their vote. 

Mr. CROMRTIE (United Kingdom): I wish to explain why my delegation was 

unable to support resolution A/C.l/38/L.46, which the Committee has just adopted. 

The United Kingdom welcomes the successful beginning of the implementation of 

the WOrld Disarmament Campaign, which should complement the extensive information 

programmes of this kind already taking place in the United Kingdom and other 

Burcpean countries. We support the guidelines for the campaign agreed at the 

aecond special session of the General Assembly on Disarmament, and we joined in the 

consensus on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.40. 

We regret that it has been thought necessary to introduce another draft 

reaolution on this tqpic, of dr~ft resolution A/C.l/38/L.46, especially as we 

cannot a~port it. Operative paragraph 2, which talks of Member States avoiding 

•dias..tnation of false and tendentious information•, is an open invitation to 

censorship. Who is to be the judge of what is •false arxl tendentious• and what is 



A/C.l/38/PV.40 
14 

(Mr. Cromartie, United Kin<Jdom) 

accurate"? In the United Kingdom we have a long-standing tradition of, and belief 

in, freedom of speech, even when that freedom leads to expression or propagation of 

ideas that some of us may not approve of. When the subject is as important as that 

of disarmament we believe that every facet of it should be fully explored and 

should be the subject of public debate. we would never be party to the suppression 

of the free exchange of ideas, which this draft resolution clearly implies. 

Mr. TIMERBAEV (Union of SOviet SOCialist Republics): The Soviet 

delegation joined other delegations in voting for draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.40, 

and we should like to explain how we understand paragraph 4 and its implementation. 

In accordance with his report in document A/38/349, and in particular 

paragraph 13, the Secretary-General will consult donor countries about concrete 

measures for a Campaign in their countries financed by their contributions. 

Miss BOYD (Australia): I should like to explain Australia's vote on 

draft resolutions A/C.l/38/L.46, •world Disarmament Campaign: actions and 

activities•, and A/C.l/38/L.33/Rev.l, "Disarmament Week•, bot~ of which the 

Committee has just adopted. 

In voting for draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.46 we have taken it at its face 

value. Australia applauds the dissemination of accurate information and believes 

that no State should disseminate false or tendentious information about disarmament 

issues or indeed about any matter. 

In saying that, of course, Australia in no way endorses State censorship or 

centralized control of information available to citizens. on the contrary, we 

favour and shall fight for freedom of information, including information about 

official decisions and statements, whether they are tendentious or otherwise. 

We have supported the World Disarmament Campaign and at the recent Pledging 

Conference contributed $30,000 to it. We have co-sponsored the draft resolution 

contained in document A/C.l/38/L.61, on peace and disarmament movements. We 

believe that appropriate activities carried out at the national and regional levels 

are important aspects of the campaign, which cannot be limited to events organized 

within the framework of the United Nations alone. 

I turn now to draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.33/Rev.l, on Disarmament Week. 

Australia has always been an active supporter of Disarmament Week and has furnished 

annually to the Secretary-General details of activities which have taken place in 

my country to mark that week. We would have hoped that the sponsors of this draft 

resolution could once again draft a text capable of being adopted by consensus. We 
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regret, therefore, the inclusion of operative paragraph 4 in this draft 

resolution. That paragraph calls on the International Atomic Energy Agency, in 

particular, to undertake activities which are outside the scope of its statute. It 

is for that reason that Australia is, regrettably, unable to give the draft 

resolution its full support. 

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): My delegation has shared in 

the consensus on draft resolution A/C.~38/L.40 because the Federal Republic of 

Germany has consistently supported the underlying idea of the World Disarmament 

Campaign. It considers it essential that not only Governments but also the peoples 

of the world recognize and understand the problems of disarmament and security, and 

that balanced, fully objective information on disarmament be given the widest 

possible dissemination among the general public, world-wide and nationally. The 

World Disarmament Campaign, in the framework of the United Nations, is a 

particularly suitable instrument for achieving that worthy goal. It therefore 

deserves the support of the General Assembly. 

My delegation has, however, reservations concerning operative paragraph 3 of 

the draft resolution. That paragraph provides for another pledging conference, to 

be held next year. In the first place, my delegation has doubts as to whether such 

a conference is the best means available to elicit maximum contributions for the 

Campaign. Secondly, and more importantly, the objectives of the World Disarmament 

Campaign d~end, in our view, much less on funds - many of them in currencies of 

very restricted international usefulness - than on the promotion of a free, 

unencumbered flow of information, especially by countries that still exclude their 

citizens from sharing freely in the broad information process on political issues. 

Mr. SOUZA E SILV-A (Brazil): The Brazilian delegation voted against draft 

resolution A/C.l/38/L.46, as it did at the thirty-sixth session on the text that 

became resolution 36/92 J, on the proposed action for collecting signatures. We 

remain convinced that activities such as collecting signatures do not conform to 

the function and purpose of the United Nations. 

Mr. MORRISON (Canada): The canadian delegation would like to explain its 

vote on draft resolution A/C.~38/L.33/Rev.l, entitled "Disarmament Week". 

Canada voted in favour of that draft resolution, as we strongly support 

Disarmament Week. Many Canadians participate actively in its observance across our 

country. At the same time, however, Canada wishes to state its expectation that 

those agencies involved in implementing paragraph 4 will take particular care to 
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remain within their mandates. To do otherwise is, as we have seen all too often 

recently, to risk undermining the division of labour on which the United Nations 

&¥Stem is predicated - a move which can only be detrimental to us all. 

Mr. KRJTZSCH (German Democratic Republic) : The delegation of the German 

Democratic Republic supported the draft resolution contained in document 

A/C.l/38/L.40. As regards the statements contained in operative paragraph 4, it is 

our understanding that the-Secretary-General's power to take decisions within the 

framework of the Campaign is based on the United Nations CharterJ the Final 

Document of the General Assembly's first special session devoted to disarmament, 

particularly the priority tasks set out in that DocumentJ and the United Nations 

resolutions adopted in order to carry out those tasks, especially with a view to 

preventing nuclear war and achieving nuclear disarmament. 

Mr. de LA GROCE (France) (interpretation from French): The delegation of 

France abstained in the voting on draft resolutions A/C.l/38/L.33/Rev.l and 

A/C.l/38/L.46. we should like very briefly to explain the reasons for those 

abstentions. 

With regard to draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.33/Rev.l, we have serious 

reservations on paragraph 4, which invites the specialized agencies to disseminate 

information on the consequences of the arms race. some of these agencies may have 

certain lateral competence on some aspects of disarmament issues, but we believe 

that inviting them to expand their activities in this sphere would be contrary to 

the reasonable balance of responsibilities and competence established within the 

United Nations system. It is up to the Secretariat, and particularly that of the 

Centre for Disarmament, to carry out the activities which are properly theirs in 

regard to information on disarmament problems. 

As for draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.46, we have serious reservations regarding 

the reference at the end of the preamble to the collection of signatures. 

Moreover, we do not believe that operative paragraph 2 will promote a truly 

satisfactory dissemination of information. The references to accurate or false and 

tendentious information pave the way either to censorship or to endless controversy 

regarding the origin or the quality of the information. 

Mr. PALAEZ (CUba) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation wishes to 

make a few brief comments on its affirmative votes on draft resolutions that have 

just been put to the vote. 

When we speak about freedom of expression and freedom of public opinion, we 
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must remember that, regrettably, not all citizens have the means to secure 

information and to express themselves freely. There are some countries represented 

here which defend freedom of expression and even vote in favour of certain relevant 

resolutions but which have tens of thousands of citizens, particularly among their 

ethnic minorities, who cannot even read or write. What kind of freedom of 

information do these people have if they do not have the means to obtain 

information or express their views? That is the kind of freedom of information we 

should defend here. We should see that people are given the full opportunity to 

express their views and obtain information. We have heard references here to flows 

of information. My delegation defends a flows of information, but a flow of 

information that does not involve a press monopoly, that does not involve an 

information monopoly. What sort of flow of information is it when we have recently 

seen situations in which the press was not even permitted to be present to report 

on it? What kind of flow of information is that? Is that not an information 

monopoly. 

Lastly, I believe that the draft resolutions we have been considering on this 

subject should put more emphasis on the link necessary between information and 

disarmament, with a view to making it clear that all Governments in negotiations on 

disarmament must take account of the views of their citizens and act accordingly. 

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

would like to refer to just a few resolutions that we did not have an opportunity 

to vote on. With regard to draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.22, concerning measures to 

provide objective information on military capabilities, if we had been here we 

would have asked for Costa Rica to be added to the list of sponsors of that text, 

of which we think highly. we particularly like the last preambular paragraph on 

the building of confidence which is so necessary for the success of any disarmament 

negotiations. We support the text as a whole. 

Costa Rica is also a co-sponsor of A/C.l/38/L.44 and L.49 on the reduction of 

military budgets, and we would accordingly have voted for them. We would have also 

joined the consensus on A/C.l/38/L.44 and we would have voted for A/C.l/38/L.49. 

The CHAIRMAN: The completes the discussjon and action on cluster 12, 

expect for draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.61/Rev.l, which we will take up this 

afternoon. 

The Committee will now proceed to take up draft resolutions 

A/C.l/38/L.45/Rev.l and L.57/Rev.2, together with the financial implications 

contained in document L.77. 



A/C.l/38/PV.40 
18 

(The Chairman) 

I call on the representative of Bulgaria who has asked to speak to the 

resolutions. 

Mr. ALEXANDROV (Bulgaria): I would like to inform the representatives 

that the Bulgarian delegation, in agreement with other sponsors, has amended the 

draft resolution concerning limitation of naval activities as reflected in the 

revised text contained in document A/C.l/38/L.45/Rev.l, now entitled •curbing the 

naval arms race•. These revisions, introduced following consultations with 

friendly Member States, are aimed at emphasizing further the necessity of ending 

the naval arms race. Several new formulations have been incorporated into the 

draft text which strengthen the basic thrust of the resolution by emphasizing the 

danger of nuclear war stemming from the build-up and the sophistication of naval 

arms arsenals. 

Taking into account the considerations expressed by a number of delegations, 

certain provisions dealing with regional aspects of the problem of peace and 

security of seas and oceans have been omitted from the draft. As a whole, the 

revisions in question are predicated on the need to make the draft resolution 

reflect the growing importance of the problem of limiting and reducing naval 

armaments and extending confidence-building measures to seas and oceans within the 

overall context of the need to undertake urgent measures to halt the arms race. 

Together with the other sponsors of the draft resolution, the Bulgarian 

delegation is hopeful that these modifications will be welcomed by the other 

members of our Committee as well. 

I also wish to take this opportunity to thank the Secretariat for its efforts 

to expedite the circulation of the revised draft, in spite of the shortage of time. 

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

explain their vote before the vote. 

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom): I wish to make a statement in 

explanation of vote in respect of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.57. But the general 

remarks I shall make apply equally to resolutions A/C.l/38/L.JO, on which we have 

already voted, and L.59, on which we shall vote later. 

My Government believes that disarmament studies made on behalf of the 

international community can serve a useful purpose provided that they are 

thoroughly discussed between the interested parties beforehand and that they tackle 

a carefully defined field with a precise and workable mandate. For any study to be 

worthwhile, there has to be general agreement that further work is desirable, that 
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the necessary information is likely to be available, and that an expert group would 

be capable of carrying out a study in a balanced manner. It goes without saying 

that such studies should be carried out with maximum economy and with due regard to 

the demands made on the resources of the Secretariat. 

We have been concerned by the failure of the study group on conventional 

weapons to complete its report on time and by the request for substantial amounts 

of further expenditure contained in document A/C.~38/L.69, especially as the group 

has already had two extra meetings. We are deeply concerned that in spite of this 

unforeseen burden on the resources of the United Nations, a number of further 

requests for studies have been made in this session. These requests for studies 

have been drawn up by their sponsors with little or no consultation with other 

interested delegations. In two cases, Member States are invited to give their 

comments when a decision has been taken to set up the study. In another, not even 

that. But their views are sought only on the content of the study, not on whether 

the subjects proposed are in themselves suitable and capable of study by a United 

Nations expert group. 

This seems to us to be a very unfortunate state of affairs. We would ask how 

we can note, in resolution L.52, our satisfaction at the revival by the 

Secretary-General of the Advisory Board on Disart~ent Studies, while at the same 

time ignoring one of its prime functions - that is, to give consideration to the 

merits of proposals for United Nations studies. It would appear to my Government 

more logical and more effective if sponsors of studies were to seek the views of 

Member States and of the Advisory Board before the General Assembly is asked to 

vote on their proposals. We would hope that we could reach some agreement to 

follow such a procedure before further studies are requested. 

My Government cannot support the study on the naval arms race contained in 

document A/C.l/38/L.57/Rev.2, first, because there has been little or no prior 

discussion on the desirability or the practicability of setting up an expert group 

which would be capable of carrying out a study of this large and complex subject in 

a balanced manner. It must be doubted whether a worthwhile study can be carried 

out without comprehensive information being made available by all States1 and yet, 

this problem appears not to have been given the consideration it deserves. The 

expert group's mandate not only fails to meet these points but goes further in 

postulating a naval arms race and seems disposed to produce a set of conclusions 

with which my Government would find it hard to agree. My delegation cannot condone 
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this attenpt by a few Governments to have a United Nations expert group endorse 

their own views. Further, as I have already said, we are concerned that the need 

for such studies to be carried out with maximum economy is not being given 

sufficient weight and prominence, and that the increasing burden, financial and 

operational, on United Nations disarmament efforts will produce worse, rather than 

better, results. 

Mr. ADAN (Somalia): My delegation will abstain in the voting on draft 

resolution A/C.~38/L.45/Rev.l, since we consider it to be highly selective. In 

our view, international peace and security is not endangered solely by the 

escalation of the naval arms race but also by such other serious developments as 

the introduction of massive foreign forces into the territories of non-aligned 

states and the use of extraregional surrogate troops for the purpose of 

destabilizing the territorial integrity and national independence of militarily 

weak countries. 

We feel that the authors of the draft resolution should have taken into 

consideration all forms of pressure against sovereign States or interference in 

their internal affairs, instead of merely concentrating on one aspect of the 

serious danger to international peace and security. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee will first take a decision on draft 

resolution A/C.l/38/L.45/Rev.l. This draft resolution was introduced by the 

representative of Bulgaria at the 33rd meeting of the First Committee, on 

17 November. It is sponsored by the following countries: Bulgaria, Democratic 

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

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Poland, the Syrian Arab Republic and Viet Nam. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Benin, 
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Colombia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, 
Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Finland, German 
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guyana, Hungary, Iraq, Jordan, 
Keqya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, 
Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Peru, 
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United 
Republic of Cameroon, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, 
Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe 
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AQainsta AUstralia, Belgium, canada, Denmark, France, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, Haiti, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Japan, 
I1Jxembourq, Nether lands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, 
Spain, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland, Uhited States of America 

Abstaininga AUstria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Chad, Chile, Costa Rica, 
Djibouti, IX>minican He public, Egypt, Fiji, Gabon, Greece, 
Guatemala, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Ireland, Ivory Coast, 
lebanon, Liberia, Malaysia, Morocco, Nepal, Cllan, Pakistan, 
Paraguay, Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sri Lanka, 
SUdan, Suriname, SWeden, Tbgo, uruguay 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.45/Rev.l was adopted by 57 votes to 20, with 35 
abstentions. * 

The CHAIRMAN& 'ltle conunittee will now proceed to take a decision on draft 

resolution A/C.l/38/L.S7 /Rev. 2. '!he financial implications of this draft 

resolution are dealt with in document A/C.l/38/L.77. This draft resolution was 

introduced by the representative of SWeden at the 33rd meeting of the First 

Conunittee, on 17 November. It is sponsored by the following countries• Austria, 

Finland, Iceland, Indonesia, Mexico, SWeden and YUgoslavia. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favoura 

At;Jains ta 

Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, 
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Qongo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, 
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, 
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, 
Gabon, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti , Iceland, Indonesia, 
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Ivory Coast, 
Jordan, Renya, Kuwait, lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, 
Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Nether lands, 
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, 
Philippines, Qatar, a:>mania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, 
Sierra leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 
SUriname, SWeden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Trinidad 
and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab Bnirates, united 
Republic of cameroon, Upper VOlta, uruguay, Venezuela, 
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe 

united States of America 

* Subsequently, the delegation of Congo advised the Secretariat that it had 
intended to vote in favour. 
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Abstaining: Afghanistan, Angola, Belgium, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, canada, CUba, Czechoslovakia, France, 
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Ghana, Honduras, Hungary, India, Israel, Italy, Japan, Lao 
People's Democratic Republic, Luxembourg, Mongolia, 
Mozambique, New Zealand, Poland, Portugal, Togo, Turkey, 
Ukrainian Soviet socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, Viet Nam 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.57/Rev.2 was adopted by 93 votes to 1, with 31 
abstentions.* 

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

explain their votes. 

Mr. KISLYAK (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): In determining its attitude to draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.S7/Rev.2, the 

Soviet delegation proceeded from the conviction that the time has come to take a 

firm approach to limiting the naval arms race and to the question of confidence

building measures in connection with the seas, in particular the most frequently 

used seaways, or those areas where there is the most probability of conflicts 

arising. 

In our view, this question is particularly urgent in lignt of the increased 

role played by naval forces, and in this connection we support the cOIIIIIlencement of 

negotiations among, at first, the major naval Powers and other States concerned. 

But what is proposed in draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.57/Rev.2, on a study on the 

naval arms race, deals purely with technical aspects and is not aimed at taking 

practical measures to reduce naval activity and armaments. 

For that reason, the Soviet delegation abstained in the vote on that draft 

resolution. 

With regard to United Nations studies into questions of disacmament, we wish 

to note that these constitute a one-sided approach which can distract world public 

opinion from the importance of practical measures being taken, especially in the 

area of conventional disarmament. 

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): My delegation 

voted in favour of draft resolutions A/C.l/38/L.45/Rev.l and L.57/Rev.2. We 

consider that both of them refer to very timely issue~ such as the recent build-up 

* Subsequently the delegation of Liberia advised the Secretariat that it 
had intended to abstain. 
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in naval deployments, and all their consequences for the maintenance of 

international peace and security. We think it highly apP£opriate for the United 

Nations to concern itself with this question, and we believe that the Organization 

should adopt ways and means of making the international community more aware of 

this phenomenon, which is obviously a very disturbing one. 

Both draft resolutions advocate measures on this question, and that is why the 

delegation of Argentina voted in favour of them. 

Mr. A~OHAMED (Oman): I should like briefly to explain my delegation's 

vote on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.45jRev.l. We abstained in the vote on that 

draft resolution because of our belief that it is unbalanced and highly selective. 

We also feel that its wording is unhelpful and cannot be considered as a step 

forward towards achieving disarmament. 

Mr. SHARMA (India): My delegation believes that a study on naval forces 

and naval weapons systems will not add anything to the information on those systems 

which is already available. Therefore, such a study is not really necessary. 

Also, we do not think that singling out naval activities from amongst weapons 

systems in general is the right approach to making progress in the field of 

disarmament. We further feel that the attention of the international community 

should be centred on the challenging task of nuclear disarmament, and that our 

resources and energies should not be diverted to activities which involve 

duplication and do not seem to have any utility. 

In view of those considerations, our delegation abstained in the votes both on 

draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.45/Rev.l and draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.57/Rev.2. 

Mr. GAYAMA (Congo) (interpretation from French)a We fully share the 

concerns of the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.45jRev.l, and we consider 

that it is very timely, since we are witnessing in all the world's oceans not 

merely an increase in naval forces, but also many military manoeuvres carried out 

by air and sea forces. In the context of the concerns of these draft resolutions, 
• 

these unquestionably pose a serious threat to world peace and freedom. 

Mrs. CASTRO de BARISH (Costa Rica) (interpretation from Spanish)• My 

delegation abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.45/Rev.l for 

reasons very similar to those put forward by the representative of Somalia. We 

agree with him that the draft resolution is selective, it does not take into 

account the critical situations provoked by certain efforts at destabilization 

aimed at the Governments of developing countries. One of the preambular paragraphs 
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refers to extending confidence-building measures to seas and oceans. !his is a 

very difficult subject to be specific about, for what inspires confidence in sa.. 

may decrease it in others, and vice versa. It all depends on which Power is 

deploying its military forces and where it is deploying them. That is why my 

delegation abstained on this draft resolution, although we agree with the idea 

that, because they are of vital importance to mankind, the world's oceans should be 

used for peaceful purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN: 'Itle Committee's action on the draft resolutions grouped in 

cluster 13 is thus completed. 

We shall now take up cluster 14, com~ising draft resolutions A/C.l/38/L.lS, 

L.l8, L.26/Rev.l, L.2~, L.54/Rev.l, L.56/Rev.l and L.59, the financial implications 

of which are set out in document A/C.l/38/L.76. 

Mr. S'l'RUCKA (CZechoslovakia) (inter~etation from RUssian) a On behalf of 

the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.lS, I should like to make an oral 

correction to paragraph 5, in the first line of which the words •or political•, 

should be deleted. The text would then read as followsa 

(spoke in English) 

•s. Appeals to States which are members of military groupings to 

promote ••• • 

The CHAIRMAN: I shall now call on those delegations which wish to 

explain their votes before the voting. 

Mr. RAMAKER (Netherlands): The Netherlands delegation will - as it did 

last year on a similar draft resolution - regretfully abstain in the voting on 

draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.27, entitled •Report of the Committee on Disaraa .. nt•. 

My delegation is of the considered opinion that if and when the General 

Assembly addresses the work of the committee on Disarmament, a negotiating body 

that operates by the rule of consensus, it should do so in terms at least 

acceptable to all delegations directly involved in the work of the committee. By 

failing to do so, and thereby taking sides, it sets the wrong example for the 

Committee on Disarmament. 

The wording of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.27 does not meet this essential 

requirement. 'Itle language used in it is not acceptable to all members of the 

Committee on Disarmament. JA!t me cite as an example, to which others could be 

added, the terminology used in referring to the issue of nuclear testing. !be 

sponsors of this draft resolution chose to use the words •nuclear-weapon teat ban•, 



' 

A/C.l/38/PV .40 
25 

(Mr. Ramaker, Netherlands) 

thereby clearly deviating from the consensus formulation used by the Committee on 

Disatmament in.its own report, namely, •nuclear-test ban•. 

My delegation shares with many others feelings of frustration on the lack of 

concrete results of the Committee on Disarmament. We profoundly regret, however, 

that the sponsors of this draft resolution have once again shown their 

unwillingness to take the views of others into account or at least to respect 

them. We fail to see in what way this could be helpful in our efforts to advance 

the work in the committee. 

As I said, the Netherlands will therefore abstain in the voting on this draft 

resolution. 

Mr. FINDLAY (Australia): Australia will abstain in the voting on draft 

resolutions A/C.l/38/L.26jRev.l and AC/1/38/L.27, introduced by YUgoslavia, because 

they both call for a nuclear-weapon test ban, a concept far more limited in scope 

than that favoured by AUstralia. 

Whil'e we of course favour the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, we believe 

that such a measure would be ineffectual unless all nuclear tests by all States 

were banned. Australia has introduced wording to this effect in the COmmittee on 

Disarmament for the scope of a future comprehensive test ban treaty. We were also, 

of course, co-sponsors of draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.JS, on a comprehensive test 

ban, which has already been adopted by this Committee. 

Australia particularly regrets that, as a result, we must abstain in the 

voting on the draft resolution relating to the Committee on Disarmament. This is a 

body to which we have given strong support and in which we have participated 

actively. We urge the sponsors of this annual draft resolution to consider next 

year using the terminology of the Committee on Disarmament itself regarding the 

prohibition of nuclear testing - that is, •a nuclear test ban•. This would be 

without prejudice to the positions of all interested parties on the scope of a 

future comprehensive test ban treaty. 

Mr. FIELDS (Uhited States of America): My delegation deeply regrets that 

for the first time since the Committee on Disarmament was established, in 1978, it 

is compelled to vote against the draft resolution dealing with the report of the 

Committee on Disarmament to the u·lited Nations General Assembly. 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.27 contains many elements which my Government 

cannot support. Instead of reflecting the consensus on its report within the 

Committee on Disarmament, it seeks to rewrite the report in order to inject views 
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of individuals or groups of States within the COmmittee on Disarmament and of some 

outside that committee. It thus distorts the true picture of the work of the 

committee on Disarmament and establishes a precedent which I find it difficult to 

imagine that any member of the Committee on Disarmament could accept. This draft 

resolution bears little, if any, resemblance to the report of the committee on 

Disarmament to the thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly. 

The committee on Disarmament conducts its work by consensus, a decision 

mandated by paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the first special session of the 

General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It conducts its work on this basis 

because only mutual agreement and accommodation can lead to progress towards 

disarmament measures which would ensure undiminished security for all States. 

Attempts to impose on other States measures they do not judqe to be in their 

overall security interests can only disturb or even impede such progress. 

It should be noted that more time was devoted this year than previously to the 

preparation of the report, which led to many critical remarks in the COmmittee on 

Disarmament. A consensus was, admittedly, difficult to achieve, but it was 

achieved. My Government views the apparent move away from the search for a 

consensus, which is evidenced both in the substance of the draft resolution and in 

the way it has been handled, with the gravest concern. Whereas in past years the 

sponsors of the draft resolution dealing with the report of the committee on 

Disarmament had worked with other delegations to develop a generally acceptable 

text, little or no effort was made this year - or, for that matter, even last 

year - to do so. As a result, a draft resolution which, given the subject matter 

it is to cover, should be a non-controversial one, has instead become contentious 

and potentially counter-productive as regards serious work in the committee on 

Disarmament. 

My delegation earnestly hopes that this situation will not continue and that 

the sponsors will in future find a more constructive approach to what should be one 

of the more important draft resolutions placed annually before this Committee. 

Mr. CROMARTIE (United Kingdom)a I wish to make a statement in 

explanation of vote on two draft resolutions - A/C.l/38/L.26, which deals with the 

implementation of the recommendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly 

at its tenth special session and A/C.l/38/L.27, which deals with the report of the 

committee on Disarmament. It has long been a matter of regret to my delegation 

that we have been unable to support draft resolutions on these topics. Last year 
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we abstained on both draft resolutions because they contained language and 

proposals which were unacceptable to my delegation. We regretted particularly that 

the co-sponsors had made no attempt to negotiate on the language in the draft 

resolutions in order to make them more generally acceptable. This has proved to be 

the case again this year. 

The co-sponsors have used them to express not a consensus view but their own 

highly partisan opinions. The language has become more extreme and even more 

objectionable than in the past. FOr these reasons, my delegation will, with much 

regret, vote against both draft resolutions this year. 

We would hope that in future years consultations could be held early in the 

session, particularly with regard to the draft resolution on the report of the 

Committee on Disarmament, so that a more generally acceptable formulation could be 

fu~. 

Mr. DEPASSE (Belgium) (interpretation from French): The delegation of 

Belgium wishes to associate itself with the observations made by the delegations of 

the Netherlands, the United States and the united Kingdom regarding the regret felt 

at the breakdown of the consensus which existed in the COmmittee on Disarmament 

when the report was drafted. Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.27 conveys the impression 

that the General Assembly need only give imperative, majority instructions to a 

committee on disarmament - a little like giving it marching orders - in order to 

produce results, but that flies in the face of the consensus rule which has 

governed operations in the Committee on Disarmament. Draft resolution L.27 puts 

undue emphasis on procedural questions. It suggests that with the creation of a 

working qroup and the expansion of the mandate a number of much more subtle and 

difficult problems could easily be settled. 

I might just mention paragraph 4, which suggests that a convention be drafted 

on a nuclear-test ban, whereas the co-sponsors of this proposal have in fact made 

no contribution to the committee on Disarmament. 

The CHAIRMANa Before we take up the draft resolutions to which I have 

referred, I should say that I understand from one of the sponsors of draft 

resolution A/C-~38/54/Rev.l, the French delegation, that consultations are still 

going on. I therefore suggest to the Committee that we take action on that draft 

resolution this afternoon in order to allow a few more hours. Is that acceptable 

to the Committee? 

It was so decided. 
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'!he CHAIRMANa We shall now take a decision on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.lS. '!his draft resolution was introduced by the representative of'·· 

Sweden at the 31st meeting of the First a>mmittee, on 11 November, arid is sponsored 

by Bahamas, Bangladesh, COlombia, Denmark, Ecuador, Eqypt, Finland, Greece, . ''' 

Iceland, Indonesia, Mali, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Romania, Senegal, Sri Lanka, 

SWeden and YUgoslavia. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favours Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, 
Burundi, canada, Chad, Chile, China, a>lombia, COngo, COsta 
Rica, cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, 
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal 
Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, 
HOnduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic 
of), Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jordan, 
Kenya, KUwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
LUxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, 
Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, 
Netherlands, New zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, 
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, POrtugal, 
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 
Singapore, SOmalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, 
SWeden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and 
Tobago, TUnisia, TUrkey, uganda, United Arab Emirates, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, united 
Republic of cameroon, united States of America, Upper volta, 
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, yUgoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe 

!gainsta None 

Abstaininga Afghanistan, Angola, Bulgaria, Byelorussian SOviet Socialist 
Republic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, 
Hungary, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Mongolia, POland, 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, Viet Nam 

~aft resolution A/C.b(38/L.l5 was adopted by 112 votes to none, with 13 
abstentions. 

'l'be CHAIRMANa '!he Committee will now take a decision on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.lS, as orally corrected. '!his draft resolution was introduced by the 

rep:eaentative of CZechoslovakia at th 30th meeting of the First committee, on 

11 Novellber, and is sponsored by the following countriesa Afghanistan, Angola, 

Benin, COngo, CUba, CZechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Democratic 
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.. public, GUinea, GUyana, HUngary, Indonesia, the Lao People's Democratic Republic, 

Madagascar, Mongolia, Mozambique, Poland, the Syrian Arab Republic, the Ukrainian 

SCWiet Socialist Republic, Viet Nam and Yemen. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favoura Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, 
-Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Burundi, 

Byelorussian SOviet SOcialist Republic, Chile, Colombia, 
Congo, Costa Rica, CUba, Cyprus, CZechoslovakia, Democratic 
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, GUyana, 
HUngary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, 
Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic 
Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, 
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, 
Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, oman, 
Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Jt>mania, Rwanda, 
Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab 
Republic, 'l!lailand, TOgo, Trinidad and TQbago, TUnisia, 
Uganda, Ukrainian SOviet SOcialist Republic, Union of SOviet 
SOcialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic 
of cameroon, Upper Volta, uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, 
Yemen, YUgoslavia I zambia, Zimbabwe 

!gainsta Australia, Belgium, canada, France, Germany, Federal 
Republic of, Italy, Japan, LUxembourg, Nether lands, New 
zealand, NOrway, Portugal, TUrkey, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, united States of America 

Abstaininga AUstria, Brazil, Denmark, Fiji, Finland, Greece, Guatemala, 
Haiti, HOnduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Lebanon, 
Paraguay, Philippines, saudi Arabia, Spain, SWeden 

~aft resolution A/C.l/38/L.l8, as orally corrected, was adopted by 84 votes 
to 15, with 18 abstentions. 

The CBAIRMANa The Committee will now take a decision on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.26/Rev.l, which was introduced by the representative of YUgoslavia at 

the oo .. ittee's 33rd meeting, on 17 November. The sponsors of the draft resolution 

area Algeria, Argentina, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Burma, Colombia, Congo, CUba, 

Jlcuador, Bgypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, India, Indonesia, the 

lal .. ic Republic of Iran, Madagascar, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, 

SUdan, the united Republic of cameroon, Upper Volta, uruguay, venezuela, Viet Ham, 

YUqoslavia and zaire. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 
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A recorded vote was taken. 

In favoura Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, 
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Olad, Ol ile, Ol ina, COlombia, COngo, CUba, Cyprus, 
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, 
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, 
Ghana, Greece, GUatemala, GUyana, Haiti, HUngary, Iceland, 
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, 
Ivory COast, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic 
Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, 
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, 
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, 
Philippines, POland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, 
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 
Suriname, SWeden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, TOgo, 
Trinidad and TObago, TUnisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
united Arab Emirates, united Republic of cameroon, Upper 
Volta, Uruguay, venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 
zambia, Zimbabwe 

Againsta Belgium, canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Italy, LUxembourg, Netherlands, POrtugal, TUrkey, united 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States 
of America 

Abstaininga AUstralia, HOnduras, Israel, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, 
Spain 

Draft resolution AjC.l/38/L.26jRev.l was adopted by 107 votes to 11, with 7 
abstentions. 

The CHAIRMANa '.l'be Committee will now vote on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.27. '.l'be draft resolution, which was introduced by the representative of 

YUgoslavia at the COmmittee's 32nd meeting, on 15 November, is sponsored by 

Algeria, Argentina, Bangladesh, Brazil, Burma, COngo, CUba, Egypt, Ethiopia, Ghana, 

India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Madagascar, Mexico, Nigeria, 

Pakistan, Peru, Romania, Sri Lanka, Sudan, SWeden, upper volta, uruguay, venezuela, 

Yugoslavia and Zaire. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favoura Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, AUstria, 
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 
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Socialist Republic, Chad, Chile, China, COlombia, COngo, 
Costa Rica, CUba, CZechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, 
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, 
Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic 
Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, 
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, 
Ireland, Ivory COast, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's 
Democratic Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, 
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, 
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, 
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, 
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 
Suriname, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, TOgo, 
Trinidad and TObago, TUnisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
united Arab mnirates, united Republic of Cameroon, Upper 
volta, Uruguay, venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, 
zambia, Zimbabwe 

Against: United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, united 
States of America 

Abstaining: AUstralia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Japan, 
Lebanon, LUxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, 
Portugal, Spain, TUrkey 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.27 was adopted by 104 votes to 2, with 19 
abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: we shall now vote on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.56/Rev.l. This draft resolution was introduced by the representative of 

Cyprus and is sponsored by the following countriesa Bahamas, COlombia, costa Rica, 

Cyprus, Ecuador, Egypt, Greece, Malta, Panama, Sri Lanka, Sudan, and Yugoslavia. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, 
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Chad, Chile, China, COlombia, COngo, 
COsta Rica, CUba, Cyprus, CZechoslovakia, Democratic 
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican 
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, 
German Democratic Republic, Qlana, Greece, Guatemala, 
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, HUngary, Iceland, India, Iraq, 
Ireland, Ivory COast, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's 
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, 
Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, 
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Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, 
Peru, Philippines, POland, Qatar, ROmania, .Rwanda, Saudi 
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, 
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, SWeden, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Thailand, TOgo, Trinidad and Tbbago, Tunisia, Uganda, 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, united Republic 
of Cameroon, Upper Vt>lta, Uruguay, venezuela, Viet Nam, 
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe 

.Aqainsta NOne 

Abstaininga Belgium, canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Israel, Italy, Japan, :wxembourg , Nether lands, New Zealand, 
Norway, POrtugal, united Kingdom of Great Britain and 
NOrthern Ireland, United States of America 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.56/Rev.l was adopted by 109 votes to none, with 14 
abstentions. 

The CBAIRMANa The COmmittee will now vote on draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.59, the financial implications of which are set out in document 

A/C.l/38/L.76. The draft resolution was introduced by the representative of SWeden 

at the 33rd meeting of the Committee, on 17 NOvember, and is sponsored bya 

Austria, Bahamas, COlombia, COsta Rica, Ecuador, Finland, Mexico, Nigeria, ROmania, 

SWeden and Yugoslavia. 

A recorded vote has been requested. 

A recorded vote was taken. 

In favoura Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, 
Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic I Olad I 01 ile I COlombia I Congo I costa 
Rica, CUba, Cypcus, CZechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, 
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, DOminican Republic, 
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German 
Democratic Republic, <Jlana, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, 
Haiti, HOnduras, HUngary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic 
Republic of), Iraq, Ireland, Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kenya, 
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Liberia, 
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, 
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, 
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, NOrway, 
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, POland, 
Qatar, Romania, .Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, 
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, 
SWeden, Syrian Arab Republic, 'rtlailand, TOgo, Trinidad and 
TObago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Union of SOViet Socialist Republics, United Arab 
Emirates, United Republic of cameroon, Upper volta, uruguay, 
venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, zambia, Zimbabwe 
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!gainst: united States of America 

Abstaining: Belgium, canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, India, 
Israel, Italy, Japan, LUxembourg, Netherlands, New zealand, 
POrtugal, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland 

Draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.59 was adopted by 110 votes to 1, with 14 
abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on the representative of the United States, who 

wishes to make a statement in explanation of vote after the voting. 

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): The United States delegation 

wishes to set forth some reasons underlying its negative votes on draft resolutions 

A/C.l/38/L.57/Rev.2 and A/C.l/38/L.59. 

I wish to state at the outset that in principle my Government does not object 

to studies being conducted by the United Nations on subjects in the disarmament 

field. In fact, we believe that some of such studies undertaken in the past have 

been useful. In determining its attitude towards proposals for studies, however, 

my Government applies several basic criteria: First, the subject matter of the 

proposed study should be sufficiently well defined to provide a focus for careful 

examination of relevant issues. Secondly, the data base available for a study 

should be such as to make possible an objective and balanced review of the 

problem. Thirdly, any proposal for a study should be practicable from the 

standpoint of the range of expertise required to conduct it. Last, but not least, 

the proposed study should not overburden the current United Nations budget and thus 

require allocation of additional funds. 

Unfortunately, neither of the two studies proposed in the draft resolutions to 

which I have referred met those criteria, and in both cases the terms of reference 

are extremely broad and vague and the underlying concepts lack precision or 

definition, frankly speakinq, some of them even lack justification. 

As regards the proposed study of the so-called naval arms race, it is 

extremely difficult to see how a small number of experts - six, according to the 

Secretary-General's statement in document A/C.l/38/L.77- could possibly deal in 

any meaningful way with the vast array of issues to be covered under the proposal, 

issues ranging from naval arms systems to the legal regime on the high seas to the 

exploitation of marine resources. 

The terms of reference for the other proposed study are even more broad and 

imprecise. Indeed, they seem to cover any and all matters containing to foreign 
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and international security policies of States. Moreover, draft resolution 

A/C.l/38/L.59, which calls for the study, welcomes the report of a group of private 

individuals which, to our knowledge, none of the Governments represented here has 

endorsed. 

In this connection, there is another important point which I wish to make 

reqardinq draft resolution A/C.l/38/L.59. That draft resolution is a follow-up on 

last year's General ASsembly resolution 37/99 B, which dealt with the report of the 

International COmmission on Disarmament and Security Issues. My delegation joined 

the consensus adoption of that resolution out of respect for the distinguished 

members of that privately organized Commission and because of our belief in the 

value of a free flow of ideas. In so doing, however, we made clear serious 

reservations on the inclusion in the General ASsembly's agenda of reports of 

private groups, however eminent their membership. During this year's session of 

the united Nations Disarmament Commission, we thought an understanding had been 

reached that this matter could not be pursued further in the United Nations 

context. We were therefore puzzled and surprised by the introduction of draft 

resolution A/C.l/38/L.59. 

Finally, the question of expenditure is also an important factor my delegation 

has taken into account. As indicated in the relevant statement of financial 

implications, both of the proposed studies would require allocation of a 

siqnificant amount of additional funds. Clearly, if the feasibility of studies is 

questionable, as we believe it is in these cases, their financial implications 

weigh all the more heavily. 

Unfortunately, our consultations with the main sponsor of the two draft 

resolutions did not bring about changes in the text indicating that the proposed 

studies should be carried out within existing resources of the united Nations. 

This was a very important factor determining our vote. 

The meeting rose at 1. p.m. 


