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The meeting was called to order at 4«10 Р.и»
. . , \

ADOPTION OP THE REPORT TO THE CENEFAL.-ASSEMBLY (agenda item 5) (a/CONE.9З/сУ,Л) '

1. The PFiESIDENT invited the Conferéncei to consider its  report to the 
General Assemoly. '

2.  Mr.--AEKERMAN (Netherlands), Rapporteur, introduced the draft report of the
Conference to the Genei-al Assembly (a/C0NP.95/CFlP .1). Certain amendments had 
been proposed to the text. The f ir s t  was to delete paragraphs 13 and 14 and to 
replace them by the following paragraph, which would be nxunbered 13s "Representatives 
of 81 States and of a number of observers indicated in the l i s t  of participants
took part in the Conference." Subséquent paragraphs would be renumbered 
aoGordingly. In paragraph 21, i t  was proposed that the words "The Conference 
Working Group on a General Treaty x-jas -unable to complete its  work" should be 
replaced by the words "The work on a general treaty could not be completed". I t  
was further suggested that the.fu ll stop at the end of.the last sentence of the 
paragraph should he changed to a comma and the following words added; "and a few 
d ifficu lt ie s  remained even in respect of mines and booby-traps.". I t  was also 
suggested that a new fin a l paragraph should be added, reading "On the 
recommendation of the Committee of the V/hole, the Conference adopted a resolution 
on 'small calibre weapon systems', the text of which appears in annex . . .

3. Mr. de la  GORGE (Prance) said that the follox-iing corrections should he made 
in the French text. In paragraph 7? the х-югЛв " a élu" should be replaced by the 
words " a désigné comme", and in paragraph 8, in the f ir s t  and second sentences, 
the word " élu" shoxild again be changed to "nommé". In the last sentence of 
paragraph 8, the x.’ords " a présidé le  Comité de rédaction" should be replaced by 
the xTOrds " a été nommé Président du Comité de rédaction." .  In paragraph 19>
the words " comportant des clauses ou protocoles facu lta tifs" should be replaced by 
the words " auquel d.es clauses ou protocoles facu ltatifs seraient attachés". A 
similar change should be made in paragraph 4» where the xíord " comportant" in 
the penultimate sentence should be replaced by the x-jord " assorti".

4. Mr. VANDEBPUYE (Ghana) said that his delegation vrould like to Imow i f  i t  
was intended to append the l i s t  of participants to the report. The appropriate 
reference could be made in paragraph I 3 .

5 . The PRESIDENT said that it  wouild not be in the interests of economy to 
reprocess a thick document like the l i s t  of participants in order to append i t  to the 
report, since it  was available for consultation as a separate information document.

6. Mr. de I CAZA (Mexico) expressed his delegation's satisfaction with the 
amendments proposed to the present paragraph 21. I t  would., however, suggest that
a further sentence should be added at the end of the paragraph, after the additional 
words proposed by the Rapporteur, which would indicate that the proposals on 
anti-personnel fragmentation weapons, flechettes and fu e l-a ir  explosives had not 
yet been fu lly  examined and that i t  had therefore.„not been possible to come to 
an agreement on them. .



7. He requested the Spanish tex t o f  paragraphs 4 and 19 to be a ligned with the 
English tex t, in  accordance x/ith. the observations made by the representative o f 
Prance.

8. The FRESIDEIIP said that the observations made by the representatives o f Prance 
and Mexico had been duly noted.

9» Mr. LATIP ABDIHE (Syrian Arab Republic) suggested that, since a x/eek had already- 
been lo s t  at the present Conference in  repetition s  o f  statements alreadj-’- made at the 
Preparatory Conference, the la s t  sentence o f  paragraph 22 should be extended to 
read " . . .  on outstanding issues, and that there would not be ary general debate- at 
the opening o f that session".

10. I t  was so decided.

11. Mr. LATIP ABDIHE (Syrian Arab Republic) said that the_use o f  the word
"op tiona l" in  paragraph 4? and espec ia lly  paragraph 1 9 , to describe the protocols or 
clauses to be attached to the convention prejudged the decision o f the Conference.
The notion o f optional protocols o r ig in a lly  put forward by the delegation  o f  Mexico 
had not been supported by other delegations, and h is  delegation therefore -favo-ured 
the deletion  o f the word from both paragraphs. .

12. Mr. SÜJKA (Poland) said that i f  the l i s t  o f partic ipants x/as to be mentioned
in  paragraph 13, i t  should^be given i t s  o f f i c ia l  t i t l e ,  which was "Provis iona l
l i s t  o f partic ipan ts".

13* The PRESIDENT pointed out that i t  was the usual practice at conferences fo r  
the in i t i a l  l i s t  o f partic ipants to be sty led  "p rov is ion a l", since i t  might contain 
m isprints, and in  ary case would not be complete. However, that ad jective  was 
not applicable to the f in a l l i s t ,  which would contain -bhe names o f  a l l  members o f  
delegations. .

14* Mr. de ICAZA (M exico), re fe r r in g  to the statement made by the representative o f 
the Syrian Arab Republic, said  that paragraph 19 was a fa ith fu l r e f le c t io n  o f  the 
only basic paper submitted to the Working Group on a General Treaty, which had 
contained a proposal put. forward by the Mexican delegation . The report o f the 
Working Group had re ferred  to a proposal to have an "umbrella" trea ty  with the 
protocols forming an in teg ra l part o f i t .  The proposal had been w ell received, 
but the Working Group had not taken.a d e fin it iv e  decision on i t ,  deciding instead to 
support the idea o f an "umbrella" treaty  with optional p rotocols. However, his 
delegation did not ob ject to the deletion  o f the term "op tiona l" from paragraph 1 9 .

1 5 . Mr. PISSAS (Cyprus), re fe rr in g  to the la s t  sentence o f the present paragraph 22, 
requested that doc-uments issued fo r  the next session o f  -the Conference sho-uld be 
made ava ilab le  to Governments as soon as possible and that a paper ind ica tin g  which 
issues had already been agreed upon and which were outstanding fo r  further discussion 
at that session sho-uld be prepared.

1 6 . The PRESIDENT said that the remarks made by the representative o f Cyprus had 
been d-uly noted.

1 7 . Mr. LE KIM CHMG (V ie t Nam) endorsed the s-uggestion made by -fche Polish  
representative. A l i s t  o f participants was purely provis ional -until the 
CredentiaJ-s Committee had com pleted,its work. Failure to include the term 
"p rov is ion a l" wo-uld prejudge the decisions o f the Credentials Committee at the 
fo llow in g  session o f the Conference, and h is delegation co-uld not accept that.
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18. Mr. SUJIB (Poland) saici he did not a,gree x/ith the President that m isprints in  the 
l i s t  o f participants influenced ,'the nature o f the document, and repeated his 
request that the exact t i t l e  of- the docxmaent should he given In  the report.

19» Mr. NiiZiuNgi'I (Union o f Soviet S oc ia lis t pLepublics) supported the request 
made by the representative o f Poland. .

20. Mr. Atl (China) re fe rr in g  to jjaragraph 13, said that h is delegation supported 
the-viex/ expressed by the President. Indeed, a formal l i s t  o f .aUl the 
participants in  the Conference should have been issued by nox/.

21. Mr. ALDRICH (United States o f iimerica) noted that rxile 5 o f the ru les .of 
procedure stated tlmts "Pending a. decision o f the Conference upon th e ir  
creden tia ls , representatives shall be en titled  to partic ipa te  p rov is iona lly
in  the Conference", I t  x/ould therefore be more accurate i f .  paragraph 13 .
re ferred  to the " l i s t  o f ixrovisional partic ipan ts".

22. î'Ir. SUJIÍA (Poland) said that the interprets,tion given by the United Stakes 
representative x-/as acceptable to h is delegation.

23. Mr. THUN (German Democrakic Republic) said that h is delegation  also 
agreed x/ith the viex/ expressed by the United States delegation.

04. The PRESrPEHT drex/ atten tion  to the fa c t that, by accepting the report o f , 
the Credentials Committee (a/CONP.95/3), x-zhich had. decided not to proceed at the 
present time x/ith the v e r if ic a t io n  o f the credentials submitted to date, the 
Conference had agreed to the continued partic ipa tion  o f delegations on a 
p rovis ional basis. He therefore expressed the hope that the Conference x/ould 
be able to accept the x/ording o f paragraph I 3 read out by the Rapportexir, ‘ as ' 
amended, by the United States delegation . ,

25. Mr. AM (China) proposed the reten tion  o f the o r ig in a l paragraphs 13 and, I 4 
as contained in  docxxment А/СОНЬ'. 95/GKP»1.

26. The PRESIDENT appealed to the representative o f China not to in s is t  on 
his proposal to reta in  the o r ig in a l para.graphs 15 and I 4 , x/hose de letion  had 
been suggested as a resu lt o f lengthy consultations. The representakive o f 
China should, moreover, bea,r in  mind the fact that the x/ording o f paragraph 13 
suggested by the Rapporteur, as amended by the United States delegation , x/as in  
keeping x/ith ru le 5 o f "ЬМе rules o f procedure, x/hich should be read in  conjxmction 
x/ith paragraph 4 o f the report o f the Credentials Committee.

27. Mr. AM (China) said that the fa c t that the Credentials Committee had noted. 
that the credentiaks o f a considerable nxxmber o f the 81 States partic ipa tin g  in  
the Conference had not yet b( en received in  proper order and that itkhacT decided 
not to proceed at the present time x/ith the v e r if ic a t io n  o f  the credentia ls 
submitted to date did not mean that most o f the participants did no.t have le ga l 
creden tia ls. His delegation  x/as o f the opinion that i t  x-/ould he fo r  the 
Credentials Committee to decide at the next session o f the Conference x/hether or 
not the oredentiaks o f participants in  the Conference x/ere in  proper order.

28. The PKESIDEFJ suggested that the meeting should be suspended so as to allox/ 
consultations to be held on the x/ording o f paragraph I 3 . . ■

The meeting x-/as suspended at 5.10 p.m. and resxxmed at 3.45 P.m. ,
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29. The PRESIDENT said that, as a resu lt o f the consultations held, i t  had been 
suggested that jparagraph I 3 should read; "Representatives o f 31 States and o f a 
number o f observers partic ipated  in  the Conference" and that paragraph 14 should be 
deleted . I f  there vzas no ob jection , he xzould take i t  that the Conference agreed to 
that suggestion.

30. I t  vzas so decided. ■ ' '

3 1 . Mr. dh ICAZil (Mexiсо) said that, as a resu lt o f  consultations on his e a r lie r  
proposal to add a nevz sentence a t the end o f paragraph 21, i t  had been suggested that 
that sentence should read; "F in a lly , no conclusions vzere reached on the proposals
on anti-personnel fragmentation xveapons, fle ch e ttes  and fu e l-a ir  exp losives, which 
have not yet been extensive ly  examined."

32 . Mr. BAREOMI ( Is r a e l )  noted that paragraph 21, even in  amended form, made no 
mention o f non-detectable fragments, to which reference was made in  paragraph 13 o f 
the report o f the Committee o f the Whole (a/GONF.95/6). .............

33- The PRESIDENT explained that no mention had been made o f that subject because, 
as indicated in. the report o f the Committee o f the Whole, the TDrafting Committee, 
to vzhich the "d ra ft proposal concerning non-detectable fragments" had been re ferred , 
had not met during the'present Conference and had therefore submitted no report to 
the Committee o f the Whole on that item.

34* I f  there was no ob jection , he izould talce i t  that the Conference agreed to the 
amendments to .paragraph 21 suggested by the .Rapporteur and the representative o f 
Mexico, as w ell as to the new f in a l paragraph read out by the Rapporteur.

35» I t  vzas so decided. ■

36 . Mr. lATIF ABDIÎŒi (Syrian zlrab Republic) said that, fo r  the reasons given ■
e a r l ie r ,  he wished to propose the de letion  o f the vzord "op tional" from paragraphs 4 
and 1 9 . : .

37- Mr. de ICAZA (Mexico) said that paragraph 4 merely reproduced the 
re comme nd.ation made by the Preparatory Conference, as re fle c ted  in  paragraph 40 o f 
that Conference's report (a/COHF.93/3)■ To accept the Syrian amendment would be . 
tantamount to ignoring that decision ; he could not, therefore, accept i t .  In fa c t , 
having re-read paragraph 40 o f document a/CONF..95/3? be vzished to rev ise his 
ob jection  to the deletion  of the word "op tiona l" from paragraph I 9 o f the 
Conference's report.

38. Mr. KALSHOVEN (Netherlands), supported by Mr. NAZARKIN (Union o f Soviet 
S o c ia lis t Republics), proposed the retention  o f the word "op tional" in  paragra.phs 4 
and 1 9 -

39• Mr. LATIF ABDINE (Syrian Arab Republic) said that the Preparatory Conference 
had had only one text, before i t ,  that submitted, by the Mexican delegation . The 
Preparatory Conference had, in  i t s  report, reproduced the t i t l e  o f that document but 
had never discussed i t .  S tr ic t  adherence to the le t t e r  o f the Preparatory 
Conference's i^ecommendation would mes.n that the bodjz responsible fo r  d ra ftin g  the 
trea ty  would only be a,ble to discuss a trea ty  to vzhich optional protocols or clauses 
would be attached. That vza.s unacceptable to his delegation . He v/ould vzithdravz 
his proposal, provided that h is de lega tion 's  objections to the vzord "op tional" were 
re fle c ted  in  the summaxy record o f the meeting.



40. The PFlESIDEHT said that the word "op tiona l" would therefore he retained in  
both psxagro/pli3 4 a-nd 19 o f the dra ft repox-t.

41. The dra ft report as a whole, o.s ojiaended, was adopted.

CLOSURE OF TIE 85881011

42. The PrîESIDENJ gave the f lo o r  to the representokive o f Denocratic Kampuchea,

43* lir. THUN (German Democrokic Republic), speal:ing on a. point o f ox’der,
reca lled  that, at the beginning o f the Conference,, the point had been made that- 
the person to  whom the President had just given  the f lo o r  represented no one but 
h im self. Consequently, he should not be allowed to  waste the time o f the 
Conference.

44. The PRESIDENT said that he had no r igh t to deny the f lo o r  to any participant 
in  the Conference.

45* iir . TE SUN ПОА (Democratic Kampuchea) expressed h is g ra t if ic a t io n  at the ■ 
s p ir it  o f co-operation and o f understanding demonstra.ted by the m ajority o f 
delegations at the Conference. He assured the President o f h is  de lega tion 's  
complete co-operation at a,ny future sessions o f the Conférence.

46 . Hr. AUBEBT (in tern a tion a l Committee o f the Red Cross) said that ICRC had
not taken the f lo o r  previously at the Conference, not because o f in d iffe ren ce , but 
because i t  would have been inconsistent v/ith i t s  ro le , based on n eu tra lity , to 
enter in to  a p o l i t ic a l  debate.

47* He re ite ra ted  ICRC's sa tis fa c tion  ok the v/ide recogn ition  given to  the .....
Additional Protocols to the Geneva Conventions, ICRC did not sliare the pessimism 
expressed by certa in  delegations v/ith regard to  the future o f tlioGo Protoco ls . ■ .
Although only 11 States had r a t i f ie d  them thus fa r , i t  should not be fo rgotten  '
that they had been adopted only tvro years previously. He noted that, v/hile 
only 16 States had r a t i f ie d  the Geneva, Conventions in  the tvro years follov/ing 
th e ir  adoption in  1949j they v/ere currently recognized by more than I 40 States, 
iioreover, many delegations had confirmed that ro k ific a t io n  o f the Protocols by 
th e ir  Governments had been delayed, not by any opposition o f p r in c ip le , but 
simply by procodurok farotors. He ca lled  upon a l l  those States represented 
at the Conference v/hich had not yet become parties to the Additional Protocols 
to  r a t i fy  or accede to them as rap id ly  as possib le . The strengthening o f 
those instruments could only by b en e fic ia l to  the v/ork v/hich must' be completed 
at the second session o f the Conference.

48, He emphasized the linlc that existed  betv/een the current Conference and the 
Conference on Humanitarian Lav/, v/hich had met from I 974 to 1977 and had adopted 
the tv/o Additional Protocols to the Geneva Conventions. The p rin c ip les  o f 
customary lav/, contained in  the Hague Conventions o f 1899 and 1907, had been '
updated and developed in  Protocol I  in  order, in  particu lar, to  improve the 
protection  o f c iv i l ia n  populations, and also to prevent excessive in ju ry  to 
combatants. At that Conferenoo, hov/ever, i t  had become apparent that the 
updating o f those princip les also necessitated consideration o f v/hat they 
covered exactly  at the current time. I t  v/ould have been indefensib le and 
u n rea lis tic , v/Kile reaffirm ing the p rin c ip le  o f p roh ib ition  o f the use o f 
weapons causing unnecessary su ffering, to proh ib it s p e c if ic a lly  only the use



o f arms already known at the beginning' o f the century. The convening o f the 
present Conference had demonstrated Governments' recogn ition  o f the need to 
examine current conventional x/eapons in  the l ig h t  o f the reaffirm ed and expanded 
p rinc ip les .

49» As a resu lt o f the e f fo r ts  made at the present Conference, i t  x/ould be 
possible to complete the work begxai in  1974 at the diplomatic le v e l ,  with a 
viex/ to updating in ternational humanitarian lax/ applicable in  armed c o n flic ts .
He expressed the hope that no category o f conventional x/eapons x/ould be 
overlooked, so that the use o f a l l  those which could be excessive ly  in jurious or 
have indiscrim inate e f fe c ts  could he regu lated. The work o f the Conference, 
the v/illingness to negotiate demonstrated by a l l  States and the decision  
to  hold a second session x/ere encouraging in  that regard, ICRC was convinced 
that the Conference would produce tangib le resu lts  at i t s  second session, 
thereby achieving important progress in  the development o f in ternationa l 
hujïianitarian lax/.

50. However, that did not mean that the resu lt acMeved would be f in a l .
I t  would be essen tia l to set up machinery fo r  reviex/, so that the development 
o f new conventional x/eapons and the refinement o f ex istin g  ones could be 
examined on a regu lar basis in  the l ig h t  o f  humanitarian p rin c ip les . The 
structxire o f such machinery was a question which States alone could reso lve .

5 1 . ICRC assured the Conference o f i t s  fu l le s t  possible support in  the 
futxare.

5 2 . hfar. LE KIM CHIMG (V ie t Ham), a fte r  expressing sa tis fa c tion  at the resu lts 
achieved at the Conference, re ite ra ted  his Government's most strenuous protest 
against the presence at the Conference o f a delegate from the so-ca lled  
Lemooratic Kampuchea regime, wliioh was g u ilty  o f genocide and which had 
already been overthrox/n hy the Kampuchean people. That person represented 
nothing va lid . I t  was cxxrrently the Peop le 's  Revolutionary Coxmcil o f 
Kampuchea that x/as the true master o f a l l  the t e r r ito r y  o f Kampuchea, the 
actual manager o f a l l  the in terna l and ex ernal a f fa ir s  o f v ie  Peop le 's  
Republic o f Kampuchea and the sole authentic and le g a l representative o f
the people o f Kampuchea. As the Peop le 's  Revolutionary Council o f Kampuchea 
had repeatedly stated, only persons x/hom i t  nominated were en tit led  to 
represent the people o f Kampuchea at the various in ternational organizations 
and conferences.

55» The PRESIDEIW declared the session closed.

The meeting rose at 7 p.m.


