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The meeting was called 1o order at 11.25 a.m,

ACEEDA ITEM b (continued)

(a) COWSIDERATION OF VARIOUS ASPRCTS OF THE ARIIS RACE, PARTTCULARLY THE RUCLEAR
ARMS RACE AND WUCLTAR DISARMAMEWT, IN CRDER TO EXPEDITE WEGOTIATIONS AIMED
AT EFFPRCTIVE ELIMINATION OF THE DAWGER OFF HUCLLAR VAR

(b) COWSIDERATION OF THE AGENDA TUWTNE CONTAINED I¥ SECTIOH IT OF
RESQOLUTION 33/71 H, VUITH THE Al OF ELABORATING, WITHIN THE FRAIEVORN
AWD Tl ACCORDANCE WITH THE PRIORITIES ESTABLISHED AT THE TENTH
SPECTIAL SESSION, A GENERAL APPROACH TO FEGOTIATIONS ON WUCLEAR AWD
CONVEETIONAL DISARMAMENT

The CHATRMAN: You will all recall that when the Commission met last,

we had agreed on the procedure to be adopted in regard to the consideration
of items 3, b4 and 5 on our agenda. “ccording to that procedure, the Working
Group on agenda item 3, relating to the Second Disarmament Decade, has been
very actively considering this agenda itewm, under the chairmanship of
Ambassador Adeniji, in an effort %o produce an agreed text that could be
incorporated in our report to the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly.
e had hoped that the vorl on agenda item 3 in the Working Group could he
completed by last Friday. UnTortunately, and in spite of the determined
efforts of Ambassador Adeniji, it has not been possible, because of the
understandable complexity of the issues involved, to complete the work of the
Uorking Group as we had anticipated. They are still continuing, they are, in
fact, meeting now in Conference Roo:n 1l.

s, I see some difficulty in bepinning a formal plenary neeting
without adequate participation by delegations. Tt is my intention at this
meeting, therefore, to introduce the revised working paper on agenda itew L
(r/Ci1.10/CTP.C/Rev. 1) and thereafter, if any delegations wish to comment or
seel: clarificaetions, they vill naturally be permitted to do so. DBut the Turther

consideration of agenda item 4 will commence at this afternoon's neeting.
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(The Chairman)

As far as apfenda itew 5 is concerned, you will recall that we had agreed,
after the formal exchange here in the Commission, that further consideration
of that item should be undertakern in informal meetings of the Commission
wider the chairmanship of ifr. Sucharipa of Austria. Such meetings have been
very actively pursued during the last week or 10 days, and it is my uaderstanding
that the work of that nroup vwill be completed this morning. Thus, ve can
expect a report from lir. Sucharipa at our plenary meeting thils afternoon.
laving said this, and before turning to agenda item & and the revised
working paper, let me also say that it is wmy intention to try to finish the
substantive consideration of agenda items 3, I and 5 by tomorrow evening.
Tomorrow is already Thursday, and thereafter we have one day, TFriday, in which
to comblete our work for this session. It was my hope, and it still is,
that we can leave Tridav mornins free Tor the Secretariat to put all
the papers together, and also in order to permit delegations to work on the
statements some of them may vish to wake before we adjourn on TFriday aflternoon.
I hope that we can still stick to that schedule, that is, not to meet on Friday
morning, but to have our concluding meeting on Friday afternoon, at which time
we will, I hope, adopt the report and listen to statements from representatives
vho vish to speak in the plenary neeting before concluding the session. If
this schedule is to be observed - and it is a tight schedule -~ it is important
that we should use all the time we have between now and tomorrow evening. It
would therefore be unavoidable to hold a nisht meeting tonight and possibly

ancther night mesting tomorrot.
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(The Chairman)

T should like to have avoided it. because I realized that it would cause
inconvenience to delegations and to the Secretariat, but as things stand
now 1 see no vay.

I hope also that we shall be able to complete consideration of
items 4 and 5 today. Thus tomorrow we shall commence consideration of
item 3 on the basis of the report of the Torking Group that will be available
by then. We shall also perhaps resolve certain other points relating to
our repcrt on other items of the agenda.

Representatives will have seen the draft report in document A/CII.10/CRP.Q
that has been made available by the Secretariat and by the Rapporteur who
has expressed regret that he will be unable to be present today. If any
representatives wish to comment on that draft report they may do so at any
time. This draft is only a skeleton and we shall not obtain a clear
picture of the report until we know what matters will arise on items 3;

b and 5.

May I now explain some of the points I wish to stress regarding the
revision of my paper on item U of the agenda. That document has been
distributed this morning in document A/CN.LQ/CRP.8/Rev.l. In making my
comments, I shall refer to observations made during the informal meeting
of the Commission yvesterday morning by several delegations.

o change has been made to paragraph 1, because there were no
cbservations on that parasgraph.

There were several observations on paragraph 2 and the suggestion was
made by some delegpations that, in view of the fact that sericus consideration
had been given to the pgeneral question of the international situation in
the context of the document on the disarmament decade, it would perhaps
he better to use the language that had been agreed upon by the Drafting
Group on item 3. In response to that sugmestion, I tried to obtain from
the Secretsriat the text apreed to on item 3 in regard to the international
situation and T was told that it was the text contained in paragraph L

of the working paper at present under consideration by the group on item 3.
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(The Chairman)

The last four sentences beginning in the sixth line of paragraph 2

with the words "International peace and security ..." down to the end

of the paragraph, are identical to the language used in the paragraph that
I understand has been agreed to without any difficulty by the working group.

There were no observations or suggestions made in regard to paragraph 3
during our meeting yesterday morning, so the wording has been left as it
vas.

Several observations were made on paragraph 4. There was some doubt
about the phrase "profound dismay™ snd I have tried to change that. An
important point was made by several delegations that the Commission can
only make recommendations to the General Assembly and it is for the General
Assembly to take whatever action it wishes on the basis of those recommendations.
Therefore, in the third sentence of that paragraph I have said that the
Commission “recommends” to the General Assembly certain action.

A suggestion was made on the resumption of talks that had been
interrupted. Although there was no discussion on that, I have put it in
pecause at least one delepation supported the proposal yesterday morning.

As I explained yesterday, in paragraph 4 I have referred to measures
for the implementation of the Programme of Action enumerated in the Final
Document and, more specifically, measures in connexion with the Becond
Disarmament Decade. I did that in an effort not to repeat or to be
selective in the reference to specific measures.

There was a fairly lengthy discussion yesterday morning on paragraph 5
and the representative of France and some other delegations had difficulty
with the reference to the Charter of the United Nations in the form in
which it appeared in the earlier paper (A/CH.1I0/CRP.8). The suggestion
was made by several delegations that the difficulty indicated by the
representative of France and others could be overcome if reference were made
both to the purposes and principles of the Charter and to other relevant
and generally accepted principles of international law., I have therefore

incorporated that proposal.
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(The Chairman)

hiections were raised to the last part of paragraph 5 of my earlier raper,
referring to the withdraval of great-Power military presence from regions of
crises and tension. It was pointed out by at least two delegations that
at times that presence is part of collective defence arrangements. Therefore,
T have tried to meet that concern by introducing a wpreamble to the sentence,
ag follows:
‘{/hile bearing in mind the inherent right of States to individual and
collective self-defence in accordance with the Charter of the United

Wations ..." (A/Cl.10/CRP.0/Rev.l, para, 5)

ilo comnents were made on paragraph 6. In paragraph 7, it was pointed
out that it would not be correct to say that “the Commission realffirmed
that nuclear disarmament is the task of the first and highest priority’
because, according to at least one delegation, the Commission had not said
any such thing earlier. Therefore I have used the lanpuage of paragraph 20
of the Pinal Document and I have said that

iMhe Commission recalled that the Cpecial Session had declared

that among all disarmament measures, effective measures of nuclear

disarmament and the prevention of nucleayr war have the highest priority’.

(Ibid., para. T)
Tt will be recalled that the second part of paragraph 7 has been taken from
paragraph U8 of the Final Document. I have tried to change the lanruage so

that it is an accurate reflection of the Final Document.
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{The Chairman)

In paragraph & therc were no serious difficulties with the first part,
about the Committee on Disarmament. I think that some representatives will have
noted that I have said that the Committee on Disarmament 'should fully
discharge its responsibilities”. However, on my earlier text of
paragraph 8 there were reservations raised regarding the last two sentences,
and I have therefore tried to meet the difficulties expressed yesterday
by condensing it a little and changing the language and, more specifically,
relating the recommendations to the nuclear disarmament measures to he included
in the Declaration of the Second Disarmament Decade.

As to paragraph 9, I do not believe that there were any serious
objections regarding the first part. However, there were a number of
reservations on the last sentence in the last part, particularly the reference to
propress in conventional disarmament measures betveen the two major
alliance systems.

Here again, I had tried to meet the difficultics but at the same time
keeping one point regarding the situation in Furope whieh as I think
21l members realize, is specifically mentioned in paragraph 82 of the
Final Document. I have, however, changed the phrase "'between the two
major alliance systems’ tc 'particularly between the two major alliance
systems" - saying, in other words, that there is responsibility on the part
of all States as far as conventional disarmament is concerned, but that in
this particular case we are talling about the importance of agreements
reached in Burope vhich, as is stated in paragraph 82 of the Final Document,
11l contribute to the strengthening of security in Lurope and constitute
a significant step towards enhancing international peace and security.

In paragraph 10 T have tried to make some changes, again to acconmodate
observations made by the representative of France. The first sentence in the new
version of this paraprsph is almost a literal repetition of a part of paragraph
83 of the Final Document, and the second part is drawn from the wording of

8 section of paragraph B85.
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(The Chairmen)

When we come to paragraph 11, I think that most representatives will have
observed that I have made one change. It was inevitable because ceriain
delegations expressed objection to the study. It was my cariier understanding
that perhaps there was some general perception, but in view of the
statements made yvesterday objecting to the study I have had to change it
to say that "The discussions in the Commission showedthat there was wide
support in favour of making a recommendation to the General Assembly "

In my opinion, this is a factusl reflexion of the situation.

These are the observations which I should like to make now. Remembering
that this is a plenary meeting, if delegations are prepared to male ;
commentts at this stage, I should of course be very happy to hear them.

If, however, they feel that the substantive discussion should commence
this afterncon when - although I cannot say so for certain - there may be
more delegations present here, I shall of course be prepared to adjourn
this meeting.

Accordingly, I would ask delegations if they have had opportunity to study
the paper and discuss it among themselves and are nov in a position
to make comments. I would only appeal to delegations to remember that

we have to complete item 4 today, if necessary at the night meeting.

Mir, TMAM (Kuwait): In the earlier version of paragraph 11 {
there was mention of a general perception that had emerged in favour
of recommending to the thirty-fifth session of the General Assembly
a study on all aspects of the conventional arms race. It will be
recalied that during the informal meeting yesterday scveral delegations
ineluding my own, strongly objected to recommending such a study.
My delegation insisted that it was necessary to reach a CoORSensus
on the general approach to be followed by the study, its structure end its
scope, here in this Commission before making a recommendation

to the General Assembly .
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{i%r, Imam, Kuwait)

In the new version of paragraph 11 now before us I notice that the
nmain change is simply the deletion of the words 'a general perception’ and
their replacement by the phrase, 'wide support,” vhich seems
to malke the recommendation for such a study even stronger. I wish
to seck some clarification because vhat the Chairmen has just saild implies that
this is simply a statement of fact. Does the statement of fact mean
that we are making a recommendation to the General Assembly on the basis
of wide support, or docs it simply mean that no recommendation is being

made to the General Assembly?

The CHAIRMAN: In answer to the point raised by the representative

of Kuwait, I may say that the distinction bebtween the earlier version and the
present one Ilies in the fact that I hed put in the phrase "meneral perception'
fotlowing the language suggested by the representative of Nigeria.

In my copinion, the statement in the eariier version that a general
perception had emerged would have implied a consensus. In the new version
when we tall of wide support it means that a very large number of
delegations had supported this,but it does imply that there was no consensus
and that objections vere raised. How we interpret this in terms
of making a recommendation is for the General Assembly to decide.

In any case, it is for the General Assembly to decide how to proceed
with this matter. If this is acceptable, the Assembly can only take note of the
fact that there vas a proposal that the study should be recommended and

that that proposal had wide support in the Commission.

Mr. PALENYKH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): It seems to me, Sir, that you have rone to a rreat deal of
effort in order to give us the report on item 4 of the agenda
and to make it more acceptable to ug, but as regards paragraph 11
1 am forced to agree with the representative of Nuwait, and I should

like to add the following.
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(i, Palenykh, USSR)

The comparison ol the earlier version of paragraph 11 with this
present version shows that in essence there 1s no great difference
between them. In the first version there was the phrase, 'general

i

perception,”’ and in the newer one there is the phrase, “wide support,"
but even in its present form paragraph 11 reflects the discussion
which tool: place here in a rather one-sided way, in that

views were expressed in support of the proposal to carry out research
on conventional weapons and some delegations ohjected quite strongly

to such research.
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(kr. Palenvkh, USSR)

Thus, if we have pavagraph 1l saying that ‘there was wide suppert ', ‘then
it should also say that there were in addition strong objections to carrying
out such research. In that form, this paragraph would reflect more accurately
what took place here. Ve cannot agree with so one-sided z formulation as
“wide support’; that formulation does not reflect a consensus solution to
this guestion, because there wag no consensus on it.

lith regard to paragraph 9, which talks about “the two major alliances

systews", could not this language be made cleser to that used in the Final

Pocument of the tenth special feneral Assembly session? At the moment I cannot
propose a formulation, but perhaps something could be taken from the Final

Document of the tenth special session, In this way we wvould satisTy the

objections expressed by some delegations on the substance of this guestion: that
not only the major military systems possess significant conventional armaments . but
that a vhole ranpe of countries not belonging to military organizations also have a
large number of conventional weapons. And it is not necessary to look for examples.

le have all seen a very clear example that confirms that argument .

Mr, HEISBOURG (France)(interpretation from French): Ve should like

first of all, Mr. Chairman, to thank you for the effort you have made since
yesterday to put before the Commission a document which to a great extent talies
into account the comments made by various delegations during our debates,
particularly as regards the problems we might face from the legal point of view.
I note that the language of the paper essentially neets any problems that we
might have had.
I should like to make & small comment on paragraph 5, where the text
reads,
"...generally accepted principles of internatiocnal law relating to the
maintenance of international peace and security, especially those regarding
the respect for the sovereignty... '.
Ve would like the word “especially’ replaced by the words Yinter alia” for the
very simple reason that we think that those principles all have equal significance;
that none are more important than any others din internaticnal law,
We still have some problems with the items on disarmament. First of all,

the end of paragraph 5, referring to the dismantling of foreign military
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(My. Heisbours, France)

hases, foreign military presence and so forth, does not yvet meet the comments
which vere made in this forum last year as well as this vear. Last year we
were not able to agree on such a Tormulation, and T do ncot think that matters
are any different this year. It might be timely to find a formulaticn which
takes the situation into account.

iy second comment is on paragraph . We do not think that the present
rording  fully reflects reality as regards the task before the Comnittee on
Disarmament. As far as I know, the Committee has not yet received z mandate

Y. obo undertake substantial negotiations, with the pariicipation of

all nuclear weapon States, on the cessation of the nuclear arms TACE, .. .

Paragraph 50 of the Final Document does not expressly entrust the Committee
with such a mandate. So in this passage the wording should be nodified
to take this fact into account.
Finally . pararraph § requests the General Assembly
at ite thirty-fifth session to 'initiate action to prevent the further

il

spiralling of the nuclear arms race,.. We have some problems with the
expression "initiate action” for the simple reason that these measures
will be spread out over z decade, the pararraph to vhich we refer

111l be found. if T em not misteren. in the part of our report relatines
to the Decade. £o wvordins~ such as favour acticn to prevent the further
spirallin~ ... would merbaps corresnond nore accuratelv to the real
npossibhilities vhich may arise later this year.

Pinally, but reserving the right to make further comments during the
debate, we think that the formulation used in paragraph 11 reflects very
precisely the Tacts as they are within our Commission, namely that there was
support in favour of reccmmending to the thirty-fifth session of the Ceneral

Assembly that it approve, in principle,  and so on.

“yride

Mr. UILKINSON {(United States of fmerica): PFirst of all, Mr. Chairman,

we should like to compliment you on what is, in our view, a considerable

improvement on the text that you had circulated among us yesterday and on

a conscientious effort to come much closer to a basis for a document on which

we can all agree.
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(Mr. Uilkinson, United States)

In particular, I think that your decision to incorporate into paragraph
2 language that was substantially agreed upon in Drafting Group 3 was a
clever way of dealing with the problem which we confronted,

I should like to make some initial comments on a Tew other formulations
in the Chairman'spaper, and to reserve the right to come back to one or
two others, perhaps later in the day when I have had the chance to have
further conversations with my capital. Uith regard to paragraph 4, we noted
that yesterday the representative of the United Kingdom said he thousht
the first sentence was somewhat gloomy. We note that, despite the substitution
of the word “regret’ for the word “dismay™, the text remains as it was, and
we may have some further textual suggestions on this.

The third sentence in paragraph U inserts a suggestion mede vesterday
by the representative of the Soviet Union which, in our view, is somewhat
gratuitous in light of the fact that the general programme of measures vhich
were to be undertaken and vhich are sgreed in the Final Document does cover the
specific falks which have been under waysince then, some of which have been,
as is noted, suspended. In our view the same idea would be expressed without
the addition made yesterday, and we would strongly prefer to have the text
remain as it was.

Uith regard to paragraph 5, the representative of France hLas already
made the comment that the inclusion of the phrase ‘including withdrawal of
foreign military forces anrd dismantling of foreign military bases” which anpears
in the last sentence of paragraph 5 would be unacceptable to my delegation
and to many olhers. Even with the suppression of that clause, we will have to
consider very carefully whether this sentence wouid be acceptable; I may have
further comments on that, if the suppression of that clause proves to be

generally acceptable.
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(4. Wilkinson, United States)

On paragraph 8, I should like to agree with and support the general
observations made by the representative of France. WUe share the concern that
the French representative has expressed in relation to the [irst sentence.

Ve should like to consider further the acceptability of the second sentence
with the possible substitution of the word dfavour” or scre similar word for
“dnitiate.

As far as paragraph 9 is concerned, in the second sentence, we would
respectfully ask Menters of the Cormission through you, Mr. Chairman, whether
the sentence would not be better balanced in the interests of all concerned if
the word ‘the' before "major responsibility”’ were changed to "a”, since we
believe that it is not just the two major alliance groups which should be
involved in the further discussion of conventional arms limitations and
nepotiations, but rather all the members of this Commission.

If I may refer to paragraph 11, we would support the view of the
renresentative of France in saying that we feel that this is a2 realistic
appreciation of the situation and we hope that this text will prove generally
acceptable to all represented here.

Those are some preliminary remarks on the text that we have before us

and ve may have one or bwo more remarks to make this afternoon.

Mr. SUMMERHAYES {United Kinzdom): Scme of the points that I had

intended to make have actually already been made, so that I will be able to
confine myself to two particular paragraphs: that is, paragraphs 4 and 11.

T did comment that we thought some changes should be made in paragraph L
and although I am very grateful for the changes which the {hairman has made, L do
not feel that they guite represent even now the actual position, particularly
on the question of the suspension or the impasse which has been reached in

limited disarmament and limited arms controcl measures.
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(Mr. Summerhayes, United Kingdom)

For instance, I happen to know that in Geneva we still have very active
ongoing talks on a comprehensive test ban and on chemical weapons, Therefore,
ir. Chairman, I would propose, if you would allow me, that I produce a slightly
revised version of the first sentence of maragraph 4. which I hope to give to
vou this afternoon.

On paragraph 11, I should just like to say that my delegation agrees with
the formulation which you have produced for this paragraph. We believe it is
true to say that there was wide support voiced in this Commission in favour
of recommending that the principlies of the study on conventional disarmament

should be undertaken. Sc I should like to see that paragraph reteined as it is.

Mr, SHELDOV (Dyvelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) {interpretation
from Russian)}: Like the representatives who spoke before me, I should also like
to note that in a comparatively short time a good deal of work has been done.
ir. Chairman, as you yourself. in presenting this document to us, have said. the
relevant changes cover & vhole series of paragraphs cf the draft document now
under discussion. Dut since this revised document was issued only
this morning, that is, only & short time ago, we naturally need a certain amount
of time to devote more sitention totiese formulations and these alterations,
both great and small, which you have carried out. Waturally., therefore, in
making our comments and in expressing our point of view now, we have it in mind,
should the necessity arise, to return to these or other remarks at a later
stage, and we should like it wnderstood that vhat we are saying now is by way of

a preliminary approach to this document.
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(Mr. Sheldov, Byelorussian SSR)

First of all, I should like to say that, in our opinion, paragraph L
of the document as 1t is st present formulated, taking into account those
comments and considerations expressed at the last meeting - not least by our
owm delegation -~ fully and clearly veflects not only the discussions which have
taken place, but also the factual state of affairs. In this sense, this
paragraph seems to us an improvement on the form in which it was drafted before.

You yourself have said, Mr. Chairman, that in a number of cases, by
introducing some wvwords and some small refinements, you were attempting
to provide a better reflection of the existing situation. But it seems to us
that in paragraph 9, for instance, the introcducticn of the word

particularly” does not solve the problem vhich vas being discussed vesterday by
the representatives of the German Democratic Republic and the Soviet Union.
Our delegation also drew particular attention to this point. In our view,
this forwulation is in need of further improvements in the search for a
clearer reflection of the existing state of affairs,

Allow me now to say a few words about paragraph 11. If some of the
representatives who have spoken before me consider that this paragraph in its
present form is such as to satisfy everybody, then it is elear that there is
some element of inexactitude here. Why? Decause if we say that support existed,

", ..wide support in favour".

I shall not insist con the wording here which says:
The degree of measuring "wide support’ is rather relative. Therefore, if in fact
support was expressed for this propesal mentioned in paragraph 11, serious
objections were also raised at the same time - I shouwld say, many serious
objections - to the substance of the question, and these were repeated once more
today by the representative of Kuwait. In our view therefore, my delegation,

in coptinuing o draw attention to the existing state of affairs, whieh does not
very accurately reflect the foregoing discussicn, and the reaction to

this proposal contained in paragraph 1, considers all the same that, if we are
trying to find a way out of the situation on the basis of formulations contained
in paragraph 11, then it is of course necessary to say that serious objections

existed in princinle apainst such an approach.

Such are our preliminary remaerks on this dociment.
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Mr. KOBTOV (Bulparia): [lr. Chairman, I should lilke at the very
cutset to commend your efforts to bring us closer to a consensus
docuntent. I think you have been very successful in this.

Iy remarks can only be prelininary because I have Jjust received the
document and have not studied it thoroughly, but I should like to comment
on several points which have already been raiged in the discussion. TFirst of
all, concerning paragraph 4, I think thet in its present form it is satisfactory
to our delegation. The remai': vas made that the Tirst sentence sounds
very gloomy, but I should like to point out that the situation at this
moment is very ploomy, and if we wish to be true to the facts we should
reflect this situvation.

I agree vith the remarks of my colleague from the Dyelorussian S8R
concerning varagraph 9, and I should like alsc to associate mysell with his
remarks concerning paragraph 11,

Mr, Chairman, if yow interpretation is true that the intention is
to reflect the fact that there is no consensus on the proposal for a study,
we should say so in the text and add something in order to avoid an
incorrect interpretation. In other words, something to the effect that "On the
other hand, there were strong objections raised to this idea™ should be introduced
into this paragraph in order to give a complete picture of the discussion.

157, VINKATESUARAN (India): 'y comment is restricted to paragranh 11

of the document before us. My delegation has already expressed its
reservations on the study proposed on conventional disarmament, which we
feel will be yet one more study which leads us novhere and adds further
to the complicated problem, rather than solving it. But in narticular my
delegation would reguest that the reference in the second line of
parazraph 1l to the conventional arms race” he deleted, since I find that
even the document sutmitted by the representative of Denmark, A/CN.10/13,
specifies "conventional disarmament™ rather than the arms race. In that case,
the words "conventional arms race and on', I feel, may be quite aptly
vemoved from paragraph 11, so that the first sentence would read:

e Commission considered a proposal for a study on all aspects

of disarmament relating to conventional weapons and armed forces.”
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Mr, KAHW (Cerman Derocratic Republic): Mr. Chairman, my deleration
would like to express its appreciation of your efforts in revising your naper.
At this stapge, studying the revised version, we shall limit our remarks to
paragraph 11. Discussions in the Disarmament Commission have shown that there
are two opposed positions, cone approving a recommendation to the thirty-fifth
session of the Ceneral Assenbly, and, on *he other hand, a strong position in
favour of prowcting effective measures of conventicnal disarmament instead
of carrying out a study. Therefore my delegation cannot but insist on a complete

description of the situation relating to a study on conventional disarmament.

The CHAIRMAN: As there are no further comments on this paper at the

present stage, may I make this observetion. It is clear that, while delegations
have expressed satisfaction that the revised text is an improvement on the
earlier one, several delegations continue to have reservations on one or another
point. Ve shall therefore have to consider how best to continue with our work,
it being uwnderstood that we have to complete at least the substantive consideration
of this today - if necessary, as I have said, at an evening meeting. There are
twe ways of doinp this. One is for the Chairman to prepare yet another revision.
There are practical difficulties because of the time available, and also because
even a third revision would still meet with reservations from delegations.

Some delepations have sugrested specific amendments. The representative
of the United Kingdom said that he would propose a formulation for the first
sentence of paragraph 4, I would therefore suggest the following course of
action,

The afterncon meeting would begin at 4 o'clock instead of 3 o'clock.
In the meantime, if those delegations which have strong views on some of the
wording of paragraph 4 would meet me, and if they have any specific language
to suggest would give it to me in writing, I could then take their observations
into account where there are serious objections, it being understood, of course,
that a consensus document cennot satisfy everybody fully, eas I hope members

will bear in mind.
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As T say, I should be quite prepared to have the beginning of the afterncon
meeting postponed until b o'elock, at which time, on the basis of informal
consultations I might have with some delegations, it might be possible for me to
suggest further changes in the paper. But I sincerely hope that delegations will
co-operate with me, as they have done so far, particularly by keeping in mind
the short time available, and will try to live with the formulaticns in the
paper - unless, of course, there are formulations which are totally unacceptable
to them.

Unless there are any other obgervations on this paper at present, and unless
I hear any objections, we shall adjourn consideration of it until 4 o'clock
this afternoon, when I shall try to meet some of the additional reservations that

have been expressed, to the extent that that is possible.

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m.






